1951

By Mr. ANGELL:

H.R.4503. A bill to amend the penalty
provisions applicable to persons convicted
of violating certain narcotic laws, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

My Mr. TALLE:

H.R.4504. A bill to increase the penalty
for the sale of narcotic drugs to persons
under 21 years of age; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr. BARRETT:

H.J.Res, 275. Joint resolution pertaining
to the act of June 28, 1948 (Public Law
795, ch. 687), relating to Independence Na-
tional Historical Park, Philadelphia, Pa.; to
the Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs. p

By Mr. VAN ZANDT: :

H.J. Res. 276, Joint resolution to designate
the lst day of May in each year as Loyalty
Day; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. PATTERSON:

H. Con. Res. 127. Concurrent resolution
providing a Code of Ethics for Government
Service; to the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service.

By Mr. GATHINGS:

H. Res. 278. Resolution to authorize the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce to investigate and study offensive and
undesirable radio and television programs;
to the Committee on Rules.

H. Res. 279. Resolution to authorize the
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service
to investigate and study the publication and
distribution of offensive and undesirable
books; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. ADDONIZIO:

H. Res. 280. Resolution reestablishing prin-
ciples stated in Executive Order 8802 of June
25, 1941, as amended, and requesting the
President to provide for falr employment
practices; to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. BAEEWELL:

H.R.4595. A bill for the relief of Cecilia

T. Tolentino; to the Committee on the Judi-

clary.
By Mr. BARRETT:

H. R. 4506. A bill for the rellef of Elizabeth
Vogel, former Foreign Service clerk; to the
Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. BRAMBLETT:

H.R.4507. A bill for the rellef of Jalal

Rashtian; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. CELLER:

H.R.4598. A bill for the rellef of certain
officers and employees of the Foreign Service
of the United States who, while in the course
of their respective duties, suffered losses of
personal property by reason of war condi-
tions and catastrophes of nature; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. McDONOUGH (by request) :

H. R. 4589. A bill for the rellef of Mahmud
Ali Mahmud Areiguat; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

H. R. 4600. A bill for the relief of Abdullah
Hasan Areiguat; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

PETITIONS, ETC.
Under clause 1 of rule XXIT,

| 826, The SPEAKER presented a petition
of Thad Fusco, clerk, Cleveland, Ohio, rela-
tive to requesting an appropriation of suffi-
cient funds to carry out an adequate low=-
income housing program, as contemplated in
the bi-partisan Housing Act of 1949; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.
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SENATE

TuEspaY, JUNE 26, 1951

(Legislative day of Thursday, June 21,
1951)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock merid-
ian, on the expiration of the recess.

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

Dear God and Father of us all, what-
e’er our name or sign, under the canopy
of Thy goodness and mercy we pause to
seek Thy face. Gather our wandering
minds and our wayward spirits into Thy
secret place where, even before we lift
our own voices concerning the affairs of
these perplexing times, we may have
ears to hear those voices which tell us
of the meaning and worth of life. On
the tablets of our hearts may there be
written Thy decrees. In all our atti-
tudes and expressions may we not for-
get that he that is slow to anger is better
than the mighty, and he that ruleth his
own heart is better than he that taketh
a city.

Enrich us with the durable satisfac-
tions of life so that the multiplying years
may not find us bankrupt in those things
that matter most, the golden currency
of faith and hope and love. We ask it in
the name of man's Best Man and love's
Best Love. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. Loxg, and by unani-
mous consent, the reading of the Journal
of the proceedings of Monday, June 25,
1951, was dispensed with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—

APPROVAL OF BILLS

Messages in writing from the President

of the United States were communiecated .
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his.
secretaries, and he announced that on
June 26, 1951, the President had approved

and signed the act (S. 927) to amend
section 6 of the Central Intelligence
Agency Act of 1949.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the House
had passed the bill (S. 11) to provide for
the appointment of conservators to con-
serve the assets of persons of advanced
age, mental weakness, not amounting to
unsoundness of mind, or physical inca-
pacity, with amendments, in which it
requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message also announced. that the
House had passed the bill (S. 1590) to
extend and revise the District of Colum-
bia Emergency Rent Act, with an amend-
ment, in which it requested the concur-
rence of the Senate.

The message further announced that
the House had disagreed to the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
3880) making appropriations for the Ex-
ecutive Office and sundry independent
executive bureaus, boards, commissions,
corporations, agencies, and offices, for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, and
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for other purposes; agreed to the confer-
ence asked by the Senate on the disagree-
ing votes of the two Houses thereon, and
that Mr. Cannon, Mr. THOMAS, Mr. GORE,
Mr. ANDREWS, Mr. YATES, Mr, TABER, Mr,
Prirvips, Mr. CouperT, and Mr, CoTTOoN
were appointed managers on the part of
the House at the conference,

COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURING SENATE
SESSION

On request of Mr. NEeLy, and by unan-
imous consent, the Committee To Inves-
tigate Organized Crime in Interstate
Commerce was authorized to meet this
afternoon during the session of the
Senate.

On request of Mr. Jounson of Colo-
rado, and by unanimous consent, the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce was authorized to meet at
2 o'clock p. m. today to hear a witness
from the Bureau of the Budget with
reference to a bill pending before the
committee.

EXTENSION OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
EMERGENCY RENT ACT

Mr. LONG. Inow suggestthe absence
of a quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the
Senator from Louisiana withhold his
suggestion for a moment so that the
Chair may lay before the Senate a mes-
sage from the House and call it to the
attention of the Senator from West
Virginia?

Mr. LONG. Iwithhold the suggestion,
Mr. President.

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the amendment of the House of
Representatives to the bill (S. 1590) to
extend and revise the District of Co-
lumbia Emergency Rent Act, which was
to strike out all after the enacting clause
and insert:

_That the District of Columbla Emergency
Rent Act is hereby to read as
follows:

“PURPOSES; TIME LIMIT"

“Secrion 1. (a) It is hereby found that the
national emergency and the national defense
program (1) have aggravated the congested
situation with regard to housing accommo-
dations existing at the seat of government;
(2) have led or will lead to profiteering and
other speculative and manipulative practices
by some owners of housing accommodations;
(3) have rendered or will render ineffective
the normal operations of a free market in
housing accommodations; and (4) are mak-
ing it increasingly difficult for persons whose
duties or obligations require them to live or
work in the District of Columbia to obtain
such accommodations. Whereupon it is the
purpose of this act and the policy of the
Congress during the existing emergency to .
prevent undue rent increases and any other
in the District of Columbia which may tend
to Increase the cost of living or otherwise
impede the national defense program.

“(b) The provisions of this act, and all
regulations, orders, and reguirements there-
under, shall terminate on March 31, 1952;
except that as to offenses committed, or
rights or liabilities incurred, prior to such
expiration date, the provisions of this act
and such regulations, orders, and require=-
ments shall be treated as still remaining in
force for the purpose of sustaining any
proper suit, action, or prosecution with re-

_ spect to any such right, liability, or offense,

AUTHENTICATED
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“MAXIMUM-RENT CEILINGS AND MINIMUM-
SERVICE STANDARDS

“Sec. 2. Subject to such adjustments as
may be made pursuant to sections 3 and 4,
maximum-rent ceilings and minimum-serv-
ice standards for housing accommodations
in the District of Columbia shall be the fol-
lowing:

“(1) For housing accommodations rented
on January 1, 1951, and not under control
under this act prior to that date, the rent
and service to which the landlord and tenant
were entitled on that date.

“(2) For housing accommodations not
rented on January 1, 1951, but which had
been rented within the year ending on that
date, and not under control under this act
during that year, the rent and service to
which the landlord and tenant were last en-
titled within such year.

*(3) For housing accommodations not
rented on January 1, 1951, or within the year
ending on that date, and not covered by sub-
section (4) hereof, the rent and service gen-
erally prevailing for comparable housing ac-
commodations as determined by the Admin-
istrator.

*(4) For housing accommodations under
control under this act on December 31, 1950,
the rent and service to which the landlord
and tenant were entitled on December 31,
1950; except that upon the filing, by any
landlord of any housing accommodations
covered by this subsection, of a new rent
schedule on a form prescribed by the Admin-
istrator and setting forth the pertinent cir-
cumstances as indicated by such form, the
rent and service shall be adjusted and auto-
matically effective upon the date of filing
thereof, (A) for housing accommodations
rented on January 1, 1941, or within the year
ending on that date, so that the maximum-
rent celling shall be increased to 20 percent
above the rent heretofore frozen at the level
of January 1, 1941, or the last rent in the
year 1940, whichever was applicable, plus the
upward adjustments heretofore authorized
by General Orders 12 and 13 of the Admin-
istrator; and (B) for housing accommoda-
tions not rented on January 1, 1941, or within
the year ending on that date, so that the
maximum-rent ceiling shall be increased by
2 percent per year for each calendar year end-
ing after rent schedules for such housing
accommodations were first filed in the office
of the Administrator, for the calendar years
1941 to 1950, inclusive, to the extent applica-
ble, plus the upward adjustments heretofore
authorized by General Orders 12 and 13 of
the Administrator.

“GENERAL AND SPECIAL ADJUSTMENTS

“Sec. 3. (a) Whenever in the judgment of
the Administrator a general increase or de-
crease since January 1, 1951, in taxes or other
maintenance or operating costs or expenses
has oceurred or is about to occur in such
manner and amount as substantially to af-
fect the maintenance and operation of hous-
ing accommodations generally or of any par-
ticular class of housing accommeodations, he
may by regulation or order increase or de-
crease the maximum-rent ceiling or mini-
mum-service standard, or both, for such ac-
commodations or class thereof in such man-
ner or amount as will In his judgment
compensate, in whole or in part, for such
general increase or decrease, Theréupon such
adjusted ceiling or standard shall be the
maximum-rent ceiling or minimum-service
standard for the housing accommodations
subject thereto,

“(b) Upon a showing by any landlord
of good cause in the judgment of the Ad-
ministrator that the maximum-rent ceiling
on any housing accommodation is substan-
tially lower than the maximum-rent ceiling
for comparable housing accommodations
located within the same bullding or group
of buildings operated by the same landlord
as a single operation, the Administrator
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may, by special order under this section, ad-
just such lower celling so as to equalize the
same with such higher ceiling, and there-
upon such adjusted ceilings shall be the
maximum-rent ceilings for the housing ac-
commodations subject to such special order.

*“{ec) Upon the showing by any landlord
to the satisfaction of the Administrator that
the maximum-rent cellings, on any compar-
able housing accommodations located within
the same bullding or group of buildings
operated by the same landlord as a single
operation, will vary in amount due to the
effect of General Orders 12 and 13 or similar
general orders, the Administrator may, by
special order under this section, adjust any
or all of such ceilings so as to equalize the
same, and thereupon such adjusted ceilings
shall be the maximum-rent ceilings for the
housing accommodations subject to such
special order.

“PETITION FOR ADJUSTMENT

“Sec. 4. (a) Any landlord or tenant may
petition the Administrator to adjust the
maximum-rent celling applicable to his
housing accommodations on the ground
that such maximum-rent ceiling is, due to
peculiar circumstances affecting such hous-
ing accommodations, substantially higher or
lower than the rent generally prevailing
for comparable housing accommodations;
whereupon the Administrator may by order
adjust such maximum-rent ceiling to pro-
vide the rent generally prevailing for com-
parable housing accommodations as deter=
mined by the Administrator.

“(b) Any landlord may petition the Ad-
ministrator to adjust the maximum-rent
ceiling or minimum-service standard, or
both, applicable to his houslng accommoda-
tions to compensate for (1) a substantial
rige in taxes or other maintenance or operat-
ing costs or expenses over those prior to
January 1, 1951, or (2) a substantial capital
improvement including furniture and fur-
nishings or alteration made since January
1, 1851; whereupon the Administrator may
by order adjust such maximum-rent ceiling
or minimum-service standard in such
manner or amount as he deems proper to
compensate therefor, in whole or in part,
if he finds such adjustment mecessary or ap-
propriate to carry out the purposes of this
act: Provided, That no such adjusted max-
imum-rent ceiling or minimum-service
standard shall permit the receipt of rent
in excess of the rent generally prevailing
for comparable housing accommodations as
determined by the Administrator.

*“{e) Any tenant may petition the Admin-
istrator on the ground that the service sup-
plied to him is less than the service estab-
lished by the minimum-service standard for
his housing accommodations; whereupon
the Administrator may order that the serv-
ice be maintained at such minimum-service
standard, or that the maximum-rent
celling be decreased to compensate for a re-
duction in service, as he deems necessary or
appropriate to carry out the purposes of this
act.

“(d) Any landlord may petition the Ad-
ministrator for permission to reduce the
service supplied by him in connection with
any housing accommodations; whereupon
the Administrator, if he determines that the
reduction of such service is to be made in
good faith for wvalid business reasons and
is not inconsistent with carrying out the
purposes of this act, may, by order, reduce
the minimum-service standard applicable to
such housing accommodations and adjust
the maximum-rent celling downward in
such amount as he deems proper to com-
pensate therefor.

“(e) Any tenant may petition the Admin-
istrator to adjust the maximum-rent ceiling
applicable to his housing accommodations
on the ground that such maximum-rent
celling permits the receipt of an unduly
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high rent; whereupon the Administrator
may by order adjust such maximum-rent
celling in such manner or amount as shall,
in his judgment, effectuate the purposes of
this act and provide a fair and reasonable
rent for such housing accommodations, but
not less than the generally prevalling rate
for comparable housing accommodations,

“(f) A petition made pursuant to this
section shall be subject to the provisions of
sections 8 and 9 of this act. Any adjusted
maximum-rent ceiling or minimum-service
standard ordered pursuant to this section
shall be the maximum-rent ceiling or min-
imum-service standard for the housing ac-
commodations subject thereto; except that,
in the event that the adjustment order is
stayed or set aside by the court in accord-
ance with section 9 of this act, the max-
imum-rent celling and minimum-service
standard theretofore applicable to such
housing accommodations under this act re-
main in full force and effect.

“(g) Upon the expiration of 45 days after
the date of the flling of any petition by any
landlord for adjustment of the maximum-
rent ceiling under the provisions of sub-
section (b) of this section, the maximum-
rent ceiling for the housing accommodations
covered by such petition automatically shall

me the celling requested in such ad-
Justment petition, unless and until such
adjustment petition shall have been finally
disposed of by the Administrator or his
office, pursuant to the provisions of this sec-
tion and the provisions of sections 8 and 9.
Upon such final disposition the maximum-
rent ceiling provided by this subsection
during the pendency of such adjustment
petition shall exceed the maximum-rent
ceiling as finally disposed of by the Admin-
istrator or his office, any tenant having paid
such excess or any part thereof shall be en-
titled to a refund to the extent of such pay-
ment, but the landlord shall not be llable
for any penalties under the provisions of
this act.

“PROHIBITIONS

“Sec. 6. (a) It shall be unlawful, regard-
less of any agreement, lease, or other obli«
gation heretofore or hereafter entered into,
for any person to demand or receive any
rent in excess of the maximum-rent ceiling,
or refuse to supply any service required by
the minimum-service standards, or otherwise
to do or omit to do any act in violation of
any provision of this act or of any regula~
tion, order, or other requirement thereunder,
or to offer or agree to do any of the fore-
going.

“{b) No action or proceeding to recover
possession of housing accommodations shall
be maintainable by any landlord against
any tenant, notwithstanding that the tenant
has no lease or that his lease has expired, so
long as the tenant continues to pay the rent
to which the landlord is entitled, unless—

“(1) The tenant is (A) violating an obli-
gation of his tenancy (other than an obliga-
tion to pay rent higher than rent permitted
under this act or any regulation or order
thereunder applicable to the housing accom-
modations involved or an obligation to sur-
render possession of such accommodations)
o. (B) is committing a nuisance or using
the housing accommodations for an immoral
or illegal purpose or for other than lving
or dwelling purposes; or

“(2) The landlord seeks In good falth to
recover possession of the property for his
immediate and personal use and occupancy
as a dwelling: Provided, That in the case of
housing accommodations in a structure or
premises owned or leased by a cooperative
corporation or assoclation no such action or
proceeling under this paragraph or para-
graph (3) of this section shall be maintained
unless stock or membership in the coopera-
tive corporation or association has been ac-
quired by persons who are or were tenants
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in occupancy of at least 65 percent of the
dwelling units in the structure or premises
at the time said cooperative corporation or
association either (1) acquired or leased said
structure or premises or (2) entered into a
contract or option to acquire or lease sald
structure or premises, whichever date is ear-
Hest, and who as such stockholders or mem-
bers are entitled to possession of their re-
spective dwelling units in the structure or
premizes by virtue of proprietary leases or
otherwise, and tlis provision shall apply
whether such corporation or association ac-
quired or leased such structure or premises
or entered into a contract or option to do
80 prior to or after the eflective date of this
amendatory act or unless as the holder of
stock or membership acquired in the cooper-
ative corporation or association prior to
March 1, 1949, a stockholder or member was
entitled to possession of a dwelling unit in
the structure or premises by virtue of a pro-
prietary lease or otherwise.

“{3) The landlord has in good faith con-
tracted in writing to sell the property for
immediate and personal use and occupancy
as a dwelling by the purchaser and that the
contract of sale contains a representation
by the purchaser that the property is being
purchased by him for such immediate and
personal use and occupancy; or

“(4) The landlord seeks in good faith to
recover possession for the immediate pur-
pose of substantially altering, remodeling,
or demolishing the property and replacing
it with new construction, the plans for which
altered, remodeled, or new construction hav-
ing been filed with, and approved by, the
Commissioners of the District of Colum-
bia; or

“(5) gThe landlord seeks in good falth to
recover possession for the immediate pur-
pose of discontinuing the housing use and
occupancy for a continuous perfod of not
less than 6 months, during which period,
commencing on the date possession is recov=
ered under this subsection, it shall be un-
lawful for the owner of such housing accom-
modations or his agent to demand or receive
rent for the same, and any person paying
such rent may bring an action for double
the amount of rent so pald, pursuant to the
provisions of section 10 of the act; or

“(68) The landlord, being a recognized
school or an accredited nonprofit university,
has a bona fide need for the premises for
educational, research, administrative, or dor-
mitory use.

“(e¢) Itshall be unlawful for any person to
remove, or attempt to remove, from any
housing accommodations the tenant or oc-
cupant thereof or to refuse to renew lease
or agreement for the use of such accommo-
dations because such tenant or occupant
has taken or purposes to take action
authorized or required by this act or any
regulation, order, or requirement thereunder.

“ADMINISTRATOR

“Sec. 6. There is hereby created in and
for the District of Columbia the Ofiice of
Administrator of Rent Control. The Ad-
ministrator shall be appointed by the Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia and
ghall be a bona fide resident of the District
of Columbia for not less than 3 years prior
to his appointment. He shall devote his
full time to the Office of Administrator and,
notwithstanding the provisions of any other
law heretofore enacted, shall receive a sal-
ary at the rate of $10,000 per annum. The
Administrator shall establish offices, acquire
supplies and equipment, and employ such
personnel subject to approval by the Com-
missioners of the District of Columbia, and
in accordance with the Classification Act of
1949, without regard to race or creed, as
may be necessary in the performance of his
functions under this act. The Adminis-
trator shall submit a semiannual report to
the Commissioners of the District of Co-
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lumbia for transmittal to the Congress of
the United States.

“OBTAINING INFORMATION

“Sec. 7. (2) The Administrator may make
such studies and investigations, and obtain
or require the furnishing of such informa-
tion under oath or afirmation or otherwise,
as he deems necessary or proper to assist
him in prescribing any regulation or order
under this act, or in the administration and
enforcement of this act, and regulations and
orders thereunder. For such purposes the
Administrator may administer oaths and
affirmations; may require, by subpena or
otherwise, the attendance and testimony of
witnesses and the production of documents
at any designated place; may require per-
sons to permit the inspection and copying
of documents, and the inspection of hous-
ing accommodations; and may, by regula-
tion or order, require the making and keep-
ing of records and other documents. No
person shall be excused from complying
with any requirement under this section
because of his privilege against self-incrim-
ination, but the immunity provisions of the
Compulsory Testimony Act of February 11,
1893 (U. 8. C. 1934 ed., title 49, sec. 48),
shall opply with respect to any individual
who specifically claims such privilege. In
the event of contumacy or refusal to obey
any such subpena or requirement under this
section, the Administrator may make appli-
cation to the United States District Court for
the District of Columbia for an order requir-
ing obedience thereto. Thereupon the court,
with or without notice and hearing, as it in
its discretion may decide, shall make such
order as is proper and may punish as a con-
tempt any failure to comply with such order,

“(b) The Administrator shall have author=-
ity to promulgate, issue, amend, or rescind
rules and regulations, subject to approval by
the Commissioners of the District of Colum-
bia, and to issue such orders as may be
deemed necessary or proper to carry out the
purposes and provisions of this act or to pre-
vent the circumvention or evasion thereof,

“PROCEDURE

“Sec, 8. (a) Any petition filed by a land-
Iord or tenant under section 4 shall be
promptly referred to an examiner designated
by the Administrator. Notice of such action,
in such manner as the Administrator shall
by regulation prescribe, shall be given the
tenant and landlord of the housing accom-
modations involved. If the petition be frivo-
lous or without merit, the examiner shall
forthwith dismiss it. Such order of K dis-
missal may be reviewed by the Administrator
in the manner provided in subsection (c) of
this section. The examiner shall grant a
hearing upon the petition except in cases
dismissed under this subsection.

“(b) Hearings under this section shall be
conducted in accordance with regulations
prescribed by the Administrator. The land-
lord and tenant shall be given an opportunity
to be heard or to file written statements, due
regard to be given the utility and relevance
of the information offered and the need for
expedition. In any such hearing the com-
mon-law rules of evidence shall not be
controlling.

“{c) The examiner, after hearing, shall
make findings of fact and recommend an
appropriate order. Coples of such findings
and order shall be served upon the parties to
the proceeding in such manner as the Ad-
ministrator may prescribe by regulation.
Witain 5 days after such service, any such
party may request that the recommended
order be reviewed by the Administrator. If
there be no such request within such 5 days,
the findings and recommended order of the
examiner shall thereupon be deemed to be
the findings and order of the Administrator:
Provided, That the Administrator may review
the proceedings, as herein provided, on his
own motion at any time within 10 days after
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service of the examiner's findings and order
upon the parties. The Administrator may,
in his discretion, grant a hearing upon the
request. Upon such request or motion the
record in the case shall be forthwith trans-
ferred to the Administrator for review, and
he may, in his discretion, grant.a hearing.
He shall state his findings of fact or afirm
the examiner’s findings of fact, which find-
ings in either case shall be conclusive if sup-
ported by substantial evidence, and shall
make an appropriate order.
“COURT REVIEW

“Sec. 9. (a) Within 10 days after lssu-
ance of an order of the Administrator under
section 4, any party may file a petition to
review such action in the Municipal Court
of Appeals for the District of Columbia and
shall forthwith serve a copy of such petition
upon the Administrator. Thereupon, the
Administrator shall certify and file with the
court a transcript of the record upon which
the order complained of was entered. Upon
the filing of such transciipt, the court shall
have exclusive jurisdiction to afirm or set
aside such order, or remand the proceeding:
FProvided, That the Administrator may at any
time, upon reasonable notice and in such
manner as he shall deem proper, rescind,
modify, or set aside, in whole or in part, any
such order of the Administrator at any time
notwithstanding the pendency of the petition
to review.

*(b) No objection that has not been urged
before the Administrator shall be considered
by the court unless the failure to urge such
objection shall be excused because of extra-
ordinary circumstances. No order shall be
set aside or remanded unless the petitioner

" shall establish to the satisfaction of the

court that the order is not in accordance
with law, or is not supported by substantial
evidence. The commer 1t of pre d
ings under this section shall not, except as
provided in subsection (d), operate as a stay
of the Administrator's order.

“(e) The Municipal Court of Appeals for
the District of Columbia is hereby granted
exclusive jurisdiction to review any order of
the Administrator made pursuant to section
4 of this act. The judgment and decree of
the court shall be final, subject to review as
provided by law relative to other judgments
of the court.

*(d) No court shall issue any interlocu-
tory order or decree staying the effectiveness
of any provision of this act or any regula-
tion or order issued thersunder unless the
person objecting to such provision, regu-
lation, or order shall file with the court an
undertaking with a surety or sureties satis-
factory to the court for the payment, in the
event such objection is not sustained, of the
amount by which the maximum rent, if any,
permitted under such provision, regulation,
or order exceeds or is less than the amount
actually received or paid while such stay is
in effect.

“ENFORCEMENT; PENALTIES

“Sec. 10. (a) If any landlord receives rent
or refuses to render services in violation of
any provision of this act, or of any regula-
tion-or order thereunder prescribing a rent
ceiling or service standard, the tenant pay-
ing such rent or entitled to such service, or
the Administrator on behalf of such tenant,
may bring suit to rescind the lease or rental
agreement, or, in case of violation of a maxi-
mum-rent ceiling, an action for double the
amount by which the rent pald exceeded
the applicable rent ceiling and, in case of
violation of a minimum-service standard, an
action for double the value of the services
refused in violation of the applicable mini-
mum-service standard or for $50, whichever
15 greater in either case, plus reasonable at-
torneys' fees and costs as determined by the
court. Any suit or action under this sub-
section may be hrought in the Municipal
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Court for the District of Columbia regard-
less of the amount involved, and the muni-
cipal court is hereby given exclusive jurisdic-
tion to hear and determine all such cases.
“(b) No person shall be held liable for
damages or penalties in any court on any
grounds for or in respect of anything donge
or omitted to be done in good faith pursuant
to any provision of this act or any regula-
tion, order, or requirement thereunder, not-
withstanding that subsequently such provi-
sion, regulation, order, or requirement may
be modified, rescinded, or determined to be
invalid. The Administrator may intervene
in any suit or action wherein a party relles
for ground of relief or defense upon this act
or any regulation, order, or requirement
thereunder. No costs shall be assessed
against the Administrator in any proceed-
!.nga had or taken in accordance with this

“(c) Whenever in the judgment of the
Administrator any person has engaged or is
about to engage in any acts or practices
which constitute or will constitute a viola-
tion of this act, or any regulation, order,
or requirement thereunder, he may make
application to the United States District
Court for the District of Columbia for an
order enforeing compliance with this act or
such regulation, order, or requirement, and
upon & proper showing a permanent or tem-
porary injunction, restraining order, or other
.order shall be granted without bond.

“DEFINITIONS

*“Sec. 11. As used in this act—

*(a) The term ‘housing accommodations’
means any bullding, structure, or part there=
of, or land appurtenant thereto, or any other
real or personal property rented or offered
for rent for living or dwelling purposes in
the District of Columbia, together with all
services supplied in connection with the use
or occupancy of such property; but the term
| ‘housing accommodations’ shall not include
' (1) any of the accommodations in a hotel in
 which more than 60 percent of the space
devoted to living quarters for tenants and
guests is used for furnishing accommoda-
tions for transients, or the building con-
stituting such hotel; or (2) furnished non=-
housekeeping accommodations, whether or

not in a hotel, which are rented as rooms _

without kitchen privileges or facilities for
cooking (but not in a suite of two or more
rooms); or (3) any bullding used as a l-
censed rooming house.

“(b) The term ‘services’ includes the fur-
nishing of light, heat, hot and cold water,
telephone, elevator service, furnishings, fur-
niture, window shades, screens, awnings, and
storage; kitchen, bath, and laundry facilities
and privileges; maid service; janitor service;
the removal of refuse, and the making of all
repairs suited to the housing accommoda-
tlons or necessitated by ordinary wear and
tear; and any other privilege or facility con-
nected with the use or occupancy of housing
accommodations.

“(e) The term ‘rent’' means the considera-
tion, including any bonus, benefit, or gra=-
tuity, demanded or received per day, week,
month, year, or other period of time, as the
case may be, for the use or occupancy of
housing accommodations or the transfer of
a lease for such accommodations.

“(d) The term ‘maximum-rent -ceiling’
means the maximum rent which may be
demanded or received for the use or occu-
pancy of housing accommodations or the
transier of a lease for such accommodations.

“{e) The term ‘minimum-service stand-

ard’ means the minimum service which may .
be supplied in connection with the renting .

or leasing of housing accommodations.

“(f) The term ‘tenant’ includes a sub=
tenant, lessee, sublessee, or other person en=
titled to the use or occupancy of any housing
accommodations.

“(g) The term

‘landlord’ includes an

]

owner, lessor, sublessor, or other person en=
2
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titled to receive rent for the use or occu-
pancy of any housing accommodations.

“(h) The term ‘person’ includes one or
more individuals, firms, partnerships, cor=
porations, or associations, and any agent,
trustee, receiver, assignee, or other repre-
sentative thereof,

“{i) The term ‘documents’ include leases,
agreements, records, books, accounts, cor=-
respondence, memoranda, and other docu-
ments, and drafts and copies of the fore-

going.
“SEPARABILITY

“Seec. 12. If any provision of this act or the
application of such provision to any person
or circumstance shall be held invalid, the
validity of the remainder of the act and the
applicability of such provision to other per-
sons or circumstances shall not be affected
thereby.

“APPROPRIATION

“SEc. 18. There are hereby authorized to be
appropriated such funds as may be neces-
sary to carry out the provisions of this act,
to be paid out of money in the Tre of
the United States to the credit of the District
of Columbia not otherwise appropriated.

“SHORT TITLE

“SEc. 14. This act may be cited as the ‘Dis-
trict of Columbia Emergency Rent Act of
1951.”

SEC. 2. This act shall take effect on the day
following the date of its enactment.

Mr. NEELY. Mr. President, I move
that the Senate disagree to the amend-
ment of the House, request a confer-
ence with the House on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon, and
that the Chair appoint the conferees on
the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Vice President appointed Mr. NEeLy, Mr,
CLEMENTS, and Mr. WELKER conferees
on the part of the Senate.

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS

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

Mr. LONG. I yield.

‘Mr. WHERRY. I ask the acting ma-
jority leader if he will not make a unan-
imous-consent request that Senators be
permitted at this time to make inser-
tions in the Recorp and transact other
routine business, without debate.

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that there be a brief pe-
riod set aside at this time in which Sen-
ators may make inserticns in the Rec-
orp and transact other routine business,
without debate.

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

: PETITION

Mr. MAGNUSON presented a petition
siened by Robert A. Hidden and sundry
other citizens of Vancouver, Wash.,
praying for the enactment of legislation
to prohibit the transportation of alco-
holic beverage advertising in interstate
commerce, which was referred to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

ESTABLISHMENT OF SEPARATE IMMI-
~ GRATION QUOTA FOR NATIONALS OF

PAKISTAN—LETTERS AND PETITION

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I am in
receipt of a letter from the Pakistan
League of America, Inc., New York, N. ¥
signed by Mubarek Ali Khan, enclosing a
petition signed by sundry officers and
citizens of the State of Arizona, a letter
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from L. C. Boies, sheriff of Maricopa
County, Ariz., and a letter from Earl L.
O'Clair, chief of police, of Phoenix, Ariz.,
in support of the bill (8. 1615) to provide
for the establishment of a separate im-
migration quota for nationals of Paki-
stan, which I introduced on June 8, 1951.
I ask unanimous consent that the letters
and petition be appropriately referred
and printed in the REcorD, together with
all the signatures attached thereto.

There being no objection, the letters
and petition were referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, and ordered to
be printed in the Recorp, together with
all the signatures, as follows:

ParisTaN LEAGUE oF AMERICA, INC.
New York, N. Y., June 2L 1951.
Hon. WILLIAM LANGER
United States Se.nator,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

DeAr SENATOR LANGER: You will be glad to
know that I am sending you, under separate
cover, a petition for the support of your
Pakistan quota bill, S. 1615, including a
special bill to stop deportation. Am also

sending the Pakistan league members in New

York petitions, which I have drafted, for
signatures.

Ever since I returned to Phoenix I have
been extremely busy in getting public sup-
port behind your bills, I am sending peti-
tions to Senator ErNEsT McFARLAND and Sen-
ator Cart Havpen, which have been endorsed.
I am sure that public opinion will help to
support your bill.

I expect to be in Washington on June 24
and then hope to have the pleasure o seeing
you.

Thanking you and God bless you, and
wishing you and Mrs. Langer long life and
good health, I am

Sincerely yours,
MuBaReEk ALl EHAN,

JUNE 20, 1951,
Hon. ErNesT W. MCFARLAND,
Hon. Carr HAYDEN,
United States Senators,
Washington, D. C.

A PETITION TO THE PRESIDENT AND THE CON-
GRESS oF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA FOR
THE SUPPORT OF THE PAKISTAN Quora BILL
S. 1615, BY SENATOR WILrLlaM LANGER, AL~
LOWING APFROXIMATELY 300 PARISTAN Na-
TIONALS WHO Have ENTERED THE UNITED
STATES PRIOR To 1949 To BE ELIGIBLE FOR
AMERICAN CITIZENSHIP
We, the undersigned, thank you for your

democratic spirit.

Pakistan League of America, Dr. Mubarek
All Ehan, Welfare Chairman for the
League, Phoenix, Ariz.; Fred O. Wil=
son, Attorney General, State of Ari-
zona, Phoenix, Ariz.; Earl Anderson,
Deputy Attorney General, State of
Arizona; Wm. M. Luig, Deputy At-
torney General, State of Arizona; Eent
A. Blake, Deputy Attorney GCeneral,
State of Arizona; Alexarder B. Baker,
Deputy Attorney General, State of
Arizona, FPhoenix, Ariz.; Chas. Rogers,
Deputy Attorney General, State of Ari-
zona, Mesa, Ariz.; Walter Hopman,
Chairman, Board of Parole, Phoenix,
Ariz,; Jewel W. Jordan, State Auditor,
Phoenix, Ariz.; Mildred Clapp, State
Auditor’s Office Staff, Phoenix, Ariz,;
R. E. Taylor, State Auditor's Office
Staff, Phoenix, Ariz,; Wm. H. Graves,
General Manager, Asia Supply Corp.,
Phoenix, Ariz.; Gov. Howard Pyle, Gov-
ernor of the State of Arizona, Phoenix,
Ariz,; Warren Peterson, State Tax
Commissioner, Phoenix, Ariz.; Rose
Pervis, Secretary, State Tax Commis-
sion, Phoenix, Ariz.; Joe Hunt, State

{
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Tax Commissioner, Phoenix, Ariz.;
Thad. M. Moore, Assistant State Tax
Commissioner, Phoenix, Ariz.; O, Stan-
ford, Deputy Attorney General, Phoe-
nix, Ariz.;, R. Bentley, Deputy At-
torney General, Phoenix, Ariz.; Leo R.
Barton, Deputy Attorney General,
Phoenix, Ariz; H. M. Henderson,
Dszputy Attorney General, Phoenix,
Axsiz,; Orme R. Morehead, Captain of
Police, Phoenix, Ariz.; J. H, Ashley, Po-
lice Department, Phoenix, Ariz.; R. A,
Patterson, Police Department, Phoenix,
Ariz.; Wm. McGill, Police Department,
Phoenix, Ariz.; Harry Roberts, Police
Department, Phoenix, Ariz; C. W.
Hoyt, Police Department, Phoenix,
Ariz.; Fred Nichols, Police Department,
Phoenix, Ariz.; Francis J. Donofrio,
Judge of BSuperior Court, Phoenix,
Ariz.; Phil J. Munch, Deputy Attorney
General, Phoenix, Arlz.; Ed, Marshall,
Liguor Department, Phoenix, Ariz.

PHOENIX, ARIZ., June 20, 1951,
Dr. Arr KHAN,
Phoeniz, Ariz,

Dear Dr. KHAN: During the time that I
have been Sheriff of Maricopa County, the
fine citizens of Pakistan who have been
residents of this valley have been among
our most upstanding group of citizens.

Any legislation tending to remove any of
these people from this valley would be a
blow to not only our agricultural economy
but also a blow to good law enforcement.

You may feel free to use this letter or call
upon me for any amplification of these re-
marks herein.

Very truly yours,
L. C. Boiss,
Sheriff, Maricopa County.

CITY OF PHOENIX,
POLICE DEPARTMENT,
Phoeniz, Ariz., June 21, 1951.
Dr. ALt EHAN,
Phoeniz, Ariz.

Dear De. EHaN: During the time I have
been in office as police chief of Phoenix, I
have formed an opinion regarding the citi-
zens of Pakistan which I am passing on to
you. I feel that this group of people are a
fine, hard-working group of citizens and a
credit to the community.

They are honest and law abiding, and I
believe that any action taken by any group
or organization tending to remove them
from this valley would be detrimental to the
community and create a problem im the
agricultural industry.

You have my permission to use this let-
ter or call on me for clarification of the
statements herein made,

Sincerely yours,
Earn L. O'CLAIR,
Chief of Police.

PERSONAL INCOME TAX INCREASE—
MEMORIAL

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I pre-
sent for appropriate reference, and ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the REecorp, a memorial signed by L. R,
Gregory, of West Fargo, and sundry
other citizens of the State of North Da-
kota, remonstrating against the pro-
posed increase in personal income tax.

There being no objection, the memo-
rial was referred to the Committee on
Finance, and ordered to be printed in
the Recorp, as follows:

; DicrinsoN, N. Dax., June 17, 1951,
Senator WiLLiaM LANGER.

Dear BEnATOR: We, the undersigned, pro-
test passage of the pending personal income
tax increase unless or until the tremendous
Lwa.ste and the “I don't give a damn where
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the taxpayers' money goes" attitude 1s
changed in the present administration. We
do not care to throw any more of our tax
dollars away to make someone else rich
Just because he knows somebody in the
Government.
L. R. GREGORY,
(And sundry other citizens of Dickin=
son and Fargo, N. Dak.)
WesT Farco, N. DAE.

STUDY OF WHEAT AND OTHER GRAIN
MARKETS

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, a few
days ago I submitted a resolution, Senate
Resolution 155, providing that the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry
should investigate and make a complete
study of the wheat and other grain mar-
kets to determine the reason for the
present low grain prices in certain areas.
I ask unanimous consent that the reso-
lution be printed in the Recorbp, together
with a letter which I have received from
A. O. Aune, president of the Northwest-
ern Bank of Langdon, N. Dak., showing
what is wrong with the grain situation
there.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion and letter were ordered to be printed
in the REcorp, as follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Agricul-
ture and Forestry, or any duly authorized
subcommittee thereof, is directed to make a
full and complete study of the wheat and
other grain markets to determine the reasons
for present low grain prices in certain areas
and to report to the Senate at the earliest
practicable date the results of such study to-
gether with such recommendations as it may
deem advisable,

THE NORTHWESTERN BANK OF LANGDON,
Langdon, N. Dak., June 23, 1951.
Hon. WiLLiAM LANGER,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SENATOR LanceEr: Thank you very
much for your letter of June 13 enclosing a
copy of the resolution that you introduced in
connection with the investigation of the
grain market.

In connection with this investigation I am
sure there is informatlon that you will want
to have. I believe the one thing that should
be brought up to the attention of someone is
the method the local grain buyers have in
testing the moisture content of grain. I do
not know if it 1s the fault of the machine
that tests the moisture or the men that oper-
ate it, but I do know there is something
wrong. For every point of moisture that they
find in the grain there is about a 10-cent re=-
duction in price, so if there is a difference of
two points of moisture content, that makes
20 cents a bushel difference.

Just to show you how irresponsible these
machines are, yesterday I took a sample of
barley from my own farm to a local elevator
who found 16.35 percent moisture content
in the sample. I took that same sample to
another elevator within the hour, he tested
it on his machine and found 18.34 percent
moisture content. I took it to the third
elevator man and he found 17 percent mois-
ture in it. Now this is a sample of how the
wheat was graded last fall. I have had sev-
eral customers take the same sample of grain
to several elevators and very, very seldom did
they find the same moisture content, and
the price would vary from 10 cents to 30 cents
a bushel.

I took in a sample of my own durum the
other day and the moisture content in that
grain was 14.30 percent and the best price
offered me was $2. This durum weighs 60
pounds and should sell for No. 1 Dark Amber
Durum,
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I am giving you this information, and it
is authentic, so if you get anywhere with this
investigation, you will know what we are up
against. Write me again if there is any fur-
ther information that I can give you.

Yours very truly,
A. O. AUNE, President.

P. 8,—I am going to suggest that you con-
tact our mutual friend, Alex Haaven or Lud-
vig Pederson, both of whom you know per-
sonally are responsible parties and have had
plenty of experience of this kind in getting
rid of their 1950 crop.

BILLS INTRODUCED

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

By Mr. KEFAUVER:

S.1749. A bill for the relief of Gordon E.
Smith; and

S.1750. A bill for the relief of Gertrude H.
Payne; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LANGER:

8.1751. A bill to provide for the reimburse~
ment of McLean County, N. Dak., for the loss
of certain tax revenue; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. KNOWLAND:

8.1752. A bill for the rellef of Lt. Col.
John T. Malloy; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. EEM:

S.1753. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Emily

Wilhe'm; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. EILGORE:

5. 1754. A bill for the relief of certain allens

from Finland; to the Committee on the Judi-

clary.
By Mr. MUNDT:

B.1755. A bill for the relief of Winfried
Kohls; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

. By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado (by re=-
quest) :

8. 1756. A bill to provide for the separation
of subsidy from air-mail pay, and for other
purposes; and

8. 1757. A bill to provide for the separation
of air-mail subsidy, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on Interstate and Forelgn
Commerce.

INCREASE IN LIMIT OF EXPENDITURES
FOR COMMITTE® ON APPROPRIATIONS

Mr. McCKELLAR submitted the follow-
ing resolution (S. Res. 162), which was
referred to the Committee on Rules and
Administration:

Resolved, That the Committee on Appro-
priations hereby is authorized to expend
from the contingent fund of the Senate,
during the Eighty-second Congress, $10,000
in addition to the amount, and for the same
purposes, specified in section 134 (a) of the
Legislative Reorganization Act approved
August 2, 1946,

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Committee on La-
bor and Public Welfare be discharged
from further consideration of Senate
bill 1284, to amend the act entitled “An
act to amend Veterans Regulations to
establish for perzons who served in the
Armed Forces during World War II a
further presumption of service connec-
tion for psychoses developing to a com-
pensable degree of disability within 3
years from the date of separation from
active service.”

It is the sense of the Committee on
Labor and Public Welfare that this bill
properly comes within the scope and ju-
risdiction of the Committee on Finance,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob="
jection, the Committee on Labor and
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Public Welfare will be discharged from

further consideration of the bill, and it

will be referred to the Committee on

Finance.

EXTENSION OF DEFENSE PRODUCTION
AND HOUSING AND RENT ACTS—
AMENDMENTS

Mr. CASE submitted an amendment
intended ot be proposed by him to the
bill (8. 1717) to amend and extend the
Defense Production Act of 1950 and the
Housing and Rent Act of 1947, as
amended, which was ordered to lie on
the table and to be printed.

Mr. CAPEHART submitted two amend-
ments intended to be proposed by him
to Senate bill 1717, supra, which were
ordered to lie on the table and to be
printed.

Mr. FREAR submitted an amendment
intended to be proposed by him to Senate
bill 1717, supra, which was ordered to
lie on the table and to be printed.

Mr. LEHMAN submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him
to Senate bill 1717, supra, which was or-
dered to lie on the table and to be
printed.

Mr. BUTLER of Nebraska submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to Senate bill 1717, supra, which
was ordered to lie on the table and to
be printed.

Mr. LEHMAN (for himself, Mr. Doug~

ras, Mr. Moopy, Mr. BENTON, and Mr.
PasTtore) submitted an amendment in-
tended to be proposed by them, jointly,
to Senate bill 1717, supra, which was or=
dered to lie on the table and to be printed.

Mr. BENTON (for himself, Mr.
O'MaHONEY, Mr. DoucLas, Mr. McMAHON,
Mr. Leaman, and Mr. Moopy) submitted
an amendment intended to be proposed
by them, jointly, to Senate bill 1717,
supra, which was ordered to lie on the
table and to be printed.

! Mr. BENTON (for himself, Mr. Dovg-
1As, Mr. Legman, and Mr. Moopy) sub-
mitted amendments intended to be pro-
posed by them, jointly, to Senate bill
1717, supra, which were ordered to lie on
the table and to be printed.

~ Mr. DOUGLAS submitted an amend-
ment intended to be proposed by him to
Senate bill 1717, supra, which was or-
dered to lie on the table and to be
printed.

Mr. DOUGLAS (for himself, Mr. LEH-
MAN, Mr. BENTON, and Mr. Moopy) sub-
mitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by them, jointly, to Senate
bill 1717, supra, which was ordered to
lie on the table and to be printed.

Mr. DOUGLAS (for himself, Mr. LEH-
MaN, and Mr. Moopy) submitted an
amendment intended to be proposed by
them, jointly, to Senate bill 1717, supra,
which was ordered to lie on the table and
to be printed.

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

On request, and by unanimous con-
sent, addresses, editorials, articles, ete.,
were ordered to be printed in the Appen-
dix, as follows:

By Mr. KEFAUVER: 5
Address delivered by the President on June
25, 1951, at the dedication ceremonies in
conneclion with the opening of the Arnold
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Engineering Development Center at Tulla-
homa, Tenn. ;

Article entitled “Justice Comes Too Late,
written by Richard L. Neuberger, and pub=
lished in This Week magazine.

By Mr. O'MAHONEY:

Address entitled “The Communists Have
Warned Us,” delivered by him at the cente-
nary commencement exercises of St. Josephs
College, Philadelphia, Pa., June 10, 1951.

By Mr, LEHMAN:

Statement prepared by him commenting
on the first anniversary of Communist ag-
gression in Korea and the tenth anniversary
of the creation of the Fair Employment Prac=
tices Commission, June 25, 1951,

By Mr. HENDRICESON:

Address entitled “The Road to Survival,”
delivered by Irving H. Saypol, United States
Attorney for the Southern District of New
York, at the annual convention of Jewish
‘War Veterans of the United States of Amer-
ica, department of New Jersey, at the Hotel
Ambassador, Atlantic City, N. J., June 23,
1961.

By Mr. HUMPHREY :

Address entitled “American Relations With
the Far East,” delivered by O. Edmund Cluhb,
Director for Chinese Affairs, Department of
State, in St. Paul, Minn,, on April 14, 1951,
at a State-wide conference on American for-

eign policy
By Mr. LANGER:
Editorial entitled “Magazine Portrays

Painted Pheasants,” published in the June
14, 1951, issue of the Golden Valley News of
Beach, N. Dak.

By Mr. FLANDERS:

Letter from Lessing J. Rosenwald, dated
June 1, 1951, to the editor of the New York
Times, commenting on the right of anyone
to speak for all American Jews.

By Mr. CARLSON:

Article entitled “Principle of Tributary
Control,” written by A. Q. Miller, and pub-
lished in the Belleville (Kans.) Telescope.

By Mr. MAGNUSON:

Bulletin No. 242, May 28, 1951, issued by
the National Popular Government League,
dealing with the development of public

power.

By Mr. BREWSTER:

Article entitled “The Role of the Lawyer in
Military Procurement,” written by E. K.
Gubin, and published in the May 1951 is-
sue of the Federal Bar Journal.

By Mr. MUNDT:

Article entitled “Where the West Is Wild
but Not Too Woolly,” published in the cur-
rent issue of Holiday magazine, dealing with
South Dakota, which appears in the Appen=-
dix.

By Mr. BRIDGES:

Article entitled “Button, Button, Who's
Got the Button?" written by Aled P. Davies
and published in the Hoosler Farmer for
June 1851.

By Mr. DWORSHAK:

An article entitled “The Betrayal at Yalta,”
published in a recent Issue of the Idaho
Statesman.

LETTER WRITTEN BY PFC WALTER F
EVERSON FROM A HOSPITAL IN JAPAN

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
recently I received news of the death, in
Korea, of a boy from Massachusetts. I
wrote a letter of sympathy to his step-
mother. I received a letter in return
from her, and with it was enclosed a
copy of a letter from the boy, written
while he was in a hospital in Japan, after
which he returned to Korea and was
killed by the Reds. The boy had been
wounded twice, was twice hospitalized,
and the second time he died in the hos-
pital. He wrote this letter which I
should like to read in full because it is
a wonderful letter—to me one of the
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most wonderful I have ever received—
and expresses so strongly the feeling of
what we stand for in this eountry and
the understanding that this boy had be-
fore his death of what he was fighting
for.

This letter was written by Pfc Walter
F. Everson from a hospital in Japan
where he was taken after being frapped
by the Reds for 13 days. After spending
3 months in the hospital he was sent
back to EKorea, and was killed by the
Reds on April 20, 1951.

The letter is- dated November 29, 1950,
and is addressed, “Dear Peoples.”

It is written to his family. His father
and mother had died, and his stepmother
had brought him up.

Novemser 29, 1950.

Dear PeoprLEs: Well here I am again after
a short pause. Feeling better than when I
started out. They are still giving me my
34 pills a day plus a “formula.” I think it
is a vitamin enriched eggnog but not sure.

The weather here is warm but it has been
raining the last couple of days. The news
didn’t look so good today when I read in the
paper that 200,000 Chinese have been thrown
into battle. I know just how those guys
feel over there when they have to withdraw.
Even if it's a foot of ground, one feels that
it is going to take some bloodshed to regain
it. But then again I guess that's the price
for freedom.

You know the word freedom is only a seven
letter word, but listen Marion, Billy and
Bob and you, too, Helen, maybe back in the
States you sort of take the house on the
hill, the television set, movies, street cars,
buses, schools, business and such for granted
because you go home every day, ride to work
or school, but look over here (not in Japan—
in Korea) all the country is made up of
mountains and behind these mountains are
more. When one is climbing hills you are
crossing rice paddies, cornfields, small remote
villages. The houses in the country aren’t
made of wood, steel, stone. No, they are made
of mud. Yes, mud huts with kerosene lamps
and paper windows and the people old. {

When you come into a village they look
bewildered. The middle aged are still hiding
in the hills when you first come. Then the
old ones begin to yell and the others come
out of the hills. But last and maybe most
important is the kids—the little kids. They
look bewildered, scared as they peer around
the forner of a house at you. Small kids,
dirty, ragged, hungry. Maybe the “commies”
killed their parents, some of the more un-
fortunate. When we speak to them, offer
them candy or a biscuit from the C rations
or just smile, they look with a glow of hope
in their eyes, sort of saying these people
want to help us and not take everything for
themselves like the *commies” that just ran
out of here,

When we came from Osaka over here to
Kyoto by ambulance (a bus converted for
litter cases) I was looking out the window
and watching the kids playing and the mer-
chants selling their wares. Isaid, “Yes,” that
is what we're fighting for—the free enter-
prises, the freedom of the kids playing—not
worrying about war and where's my mommie
and daddy? Are those bad soldiers going to
kick me again for playing cowboys and In-
dians or hide and seek instead of playing
soldier? No, maybe some day soon I hope all
the kids in the world will be able to run about
with no worries in mind, only the thinking
of a new game, not the worries of where they
are going to sleep or eat.

Yes, freedom is & wonderful thing. I
know there iz a lot more to it than that
but you know me, I always did lke kids
and some day when I get married I don't
want to bring my sons up fry future gun
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fodder. That is why we must, some of us
must forfeit our lives now for those in the
future,

Well, that’s about all I have on my mind
and its off now and I feel better since I've
told you what I've been thinking. Good
night for now; I'll write again tomorrow. A

person can really think a lot when he is in

bed flat on his back.
Love to all.

And that boy died.
THE VOICE OF AMERICA

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the Recorp a series of interesting and
illuminating quotations on our Cam-
paign of Truth, commonly known as the
Voice of America. The first group of
comments on the effectiveness of our
international information and educa-
tional exchange program are quotations
from people in many walks of life, in-
cluding journalists and first-hand ob-
servers such as Edgar Ansel Mowrer and
Edward R. Murrow, both distinguished
foreign analysts. Later quotations cover
journalists frcm our foreign-language
press and include interesting comments
from abroad.

I am also pleased to be able to remind
the Congress and the readers of the
ConcressioNaL REcorp of the quotations
from testimony last year at the hearings
on my Senate Resolution 243, calling for
what I termed a “Marshall plan in the
field of ideas.” It seems particularly
important at this time to remind the
Congress of these comments by our dis-
tinguished colleagues, Senators LEHMAN,
HENDRICKSON, FLANDERS, MunpT, and
Morsg—not to mention the important
observations of Generdls Marshall,
Eisenhower, Bedell Smith, Secretary
Acheson, Ambassador Dulles, Assistant
Seeretary Barrett, and others—because
it is my understanding that hearings
are to commence this very week before
the subcommittee of the Committee on
Appropriations considering the appro-
priations for the State Department.

Last Wednesday I spoke to the Senate
about the Gallup poll published that
morning in the Washington Post. As I
read my remarks the following day I
feared they might be misunderstood be-
cause in my efforts to be brief, in line
with the generosity of the majority
leader in yielding me a few minutes’ time,
I did not stress my opinion that great
progress has been made under Secretary
Barrett’s administration. I want now to
go on record that out of my considerable
observation of this area of the State
Department’s activities it is my judg-
ment that it is well led and well admin-
istered, and that the group of operating
men in Washington and throughout the
world are among the finest that can be
found in our Government or in any gov-
ernment, or, indeed, in any line of activ-
ity. This testimony to their ability,
however, does not run counter to my
comments on the floor last week, when I
regretted the fact that this entire area
of the State Department activity has not
received sufficient emphasis by top State
Department leadership, including all the
major political officers, both here and
abroad, and that in general the adminis-
tration and the Congress share responsi;
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bility for our failure to set up this major
arm of our foreign policy with appropria-
tions and responsibility and personnel to
the extent that is urgently required.

Mr, President, I also ask unanimous
consent to have printed in the REcorp a
series of articles and editorials dealing
with the Voice of America operations,
and, in some instances, Radio Moscow's
constant efforts to jam our VOA broad-
casts. These articles and editorials il-
lustrate again and again the need for an
expanded, more aggressive effort on our
part to counter the increased output of
lies and distortions by Radio Moscow,

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

THE CAMPAIGN OF TRUTH—COMMENTS ON THE
EFFECTIVENESS OF THE UNITED STATES INTER-
NATIONAL INFORMATION AND EDUCATIONAL
EXCHANGE PROGRAM AS OF JUNE 1, 1951

FROM THE FEOFLE

A series of comments on the United States
International Information and Educational
Exchange Program (USIE) from the people
follows:

Mario Bermudez, director, international re-
lations, International House, New Orleans,
La.:

“May I take this opportunity to thank you
and the State Department for the wonderful
cooperation I received from the American
Embassy in each of the South American
countries I visited in connection with the
International House cultural program. We
have always been honored with the most
constructive advice, help, and innumerable
courtesies, not only personally, but the same
applies to the various groups we have con-
ducted to the different countries.”

Clay Shaw, managing director, Interna-
tional Trade Mart, New Orleans, La.:

“I was very favorably impressed by the
work being done by the United States Infor-
mation Service in Buenos Aires.

“The location of your center on the Calle
Florida is an excellent one and my talks
with various Argentinians indicated that the
information program is effective,”

Malcolm Johnson, in the St. Louis Post-
Dispatch, December 5, 1950:

“Letters to the Voice of America head-
quarters in New York indicate that Russians
living outside the Soviet Union are not being
taken in by Moscow's propaganda,

“For example, a letter in Russian, received
from Bavaria, Germany, states in part:

“ listen every day with pleasure to your
truthful information, especially when you
speak of the Soviet Union. Do not think
that the Russian people cannot separate
truth from lies. They are tired of Bolshevik
lies. They don't want to listen to the Bol-
sheviks, and they do want to listen to the
Voice of America.'"

Robert W. Ruth, Baltimore Sun, February
16, 1951:

“The Voice of America, now that it is
speaking up with some chance of being heard
in Soviet Russia, is hammering hard on one
of the best anti-Marxist themes in years:
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the widening Communist defections in Eu-

rope.

“The story of ‘bourgeois nationalist devia-
tions,’ particularly in Italy, which the Voice
is taking behind the iron curtain, comprises
a skillful mixture of news and propaganda.”

Peter Edson, Washington Daily News,
April 10, 1951:

“A ring of 14,000,000-watt broadcasting
stations to blanket Russia and her satellite
states is now being planned for the Voice
of America. With four more new broad-
casting statlons in the United States and
the 43 other transmitters known to exist,
this would give the Voice a total of 61 out-
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lets through which the aggressive ‘campaign

of truth,’ could be beamed to the Commu-
nist world.

“Russia now has an estimated 1,200 sta-
tlons set up to jam all foreign broadcasts
directed at its people. In spite of this, it
is believed about 20 percent of the free world
broadcasts get through to the heart of Mos-
cow. About B0 percent get through to the
suburbs of Moscow and more get through
to areas remote from the jamming stations.”

James E. Roper, UP staff writer, January
29, 1951:

“The Voice of America, a global radio net-
work, is the United States big propaganda
weapon in the east-west psychological war.
The Voice attacks communism and answers
the lies that come from Red countries.

“Broadcasts to Russia are heayvy and com-
pact so the listener can hear the story quick-
ly and get away from his radio, since it is
not safe to listen there.”

Donald G. Bishop, chalrman, internation-
al relations concentration committee, Syra-
cuse University:

“I was greatly impressed with the infor-
mational activities wherever I went and I
returned to the United States both with a
greater awareness of what you are doing,
and with an increased apprecition of the ef-
forts which the members of the staff are
making.” .

Edgar Ansel Mowrer, Boston Herald, April
15, 1951:

“To preserve the Union of Burma as an
‘Independent and democratic country,’ the
United States administration, unable to pro-
vide that military aid which Burma is not
y:: ready to accept, has fallen back on other
steps.

“The first of these was gaining the con-
fidence of the Burmese Government and, as
far as possible, of the people. This has been
predominantly a propaganda job accom-
plished for the most part by the United
States Information Service. Until fairly re-
cently, means were small and not much ac-
complished. In the last year, so much
change has been brought about by the UsIs,
beautifully aided by the sheer friendliness
of a well-picked embassy staff, that by Sep-
tember 1950, the Prime Minister and many
influential citizens had come to believe that|
the United States was trying neither to
force them into war nor to dominate and
exploit them economically.” }

Emory W. Morris, president and general
director, W. K. Kellogg Foundation, Battle
Creek, Mich.:

“I was amazed by the comprehensive serv-
ices being provided by the Information Serv- {
ice.” .

Edward R. Murrow, CBS commentator,
April 6, 1951: |

“The Voice of America * * * has be-
latedly come up with an intelligent and
workable idea. It's a plan to put a power=
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ful transmitter on a ship so that it will be '

mobile and can really reach the Russian peo-
ple. They have plans for a whole group of
these transmitters. This pilot model will
cost about a million and a half.”

E. M. Lind, district manager, Pan Ameri-
can Alrways, Bangkok:

“By sending students and other citizens '
of Thailand to our country for a study, ob-

servation and comparison, we Americans
give focus and meaning to the American
story. True friendship implies true under-
standing. Only by this exchange of visits
can we ever hope to reach a basis of un-
derstanding and friendship between Thai-
land and the United States of America.”
FROM THE FOREIGN LANGUAGE PRESS

The foreign language press comments on
the Voice of America follows:

Amerika Magyarsag (the American Hun-
garian), Bridgeport weekly publication, Au-
gust 25, 1950:

“We have mentioned it on two previous oec-
casions that our editor, an interview wiin
whom has been broadcast over the Voice of

=
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America radio a few weeks ago, has been re-
ceiving letters not only from Hungary, but
from all over the world, from Hungarians
who have heard the interview. These let-
ters are evidence of the significance of the
Voice of America, and of its world-wide suc-
cess.”

Amerikal Magyar Nepszeva, New York:

“On July 1, this publication reported from
Vienna that Hungarian banknotes were ex-
changed for new ones on that date. When
last October the Voice predicted this event
(October 1949) a buying panic broke out
in Hungary. Communists at that time rid-
jculed the Voice and called it a rumor mon-
ger. Now when the new banknotes appeared
in circulation it turned out that their date
of issue happens to be October 23, 1949.”

Caskoslovenske Nezavisle Noviny, a daily
newspaper published for Czechoslovakian
refugees at Ludwigsburg, German, October
1, 1950, in a special note from Czechoslo-
vakia:

“Recently an old peasant woman came to
the local SNB (police) station with an an-
guished and excited face: ‘Gentlemen, gen-
tlemen, please, help me. My only goat got
lost. Please, help me.! The police lieuten-
ant in charge was very sympathetic. “Well,
well, grandma, don't you worry. We'll get
your precious goat back for you. We will
make an announcement about it in the next
police broadcast.’

“‘But don’t you forget,’ came the old lady
back, ‘to announce about my goat when
there is the largest audience. The best would
be in those broadcasts from the Voice of
America."”

FROM THE DOMESTIC PRESS

The domestic press presents th: following
items of interest on the USIE:

Detroit News, March 19, 1951:

“We must put across the fact that Amer=-
ica was founded by people who fled from
oppression and tyrants, from the very kind
of thing Stalin would have the gullible be-
lieve we are today trying to impose on other
peoples.

“All this we can do only by stepping up,
many times, the real Voice of America, the
true America, which, itself, is a towering
refutation of Stalin's big lie.”

Providence, R. I., Journal, March 4, 19511

“The radio war in Europe starts every night
at sundown. In Germany one heart it at its
loudest. The big guns open up &t 7 p. m.
booming over tens of millions of German
radio sets, trylng to capture a fireside here,
& village square there.

“Pirst comes 'The Voice' from New York,
calm, well mannered, painfully earnest and
honest.

“It gives the news straight, good or bad.
Then, on a typical day, a commentator will
discuss Russia’s newest smokescreen at Lake
Success, a German trad.s-union delegation
will tell what it has been seeing in America,
and a dialog skit will poke genteel fun at
Russian bureaucrats tangled in their own
red tape.”

Portland (Maine) Press-Herald, March 20,
1961:

“The campaign of truth is gaining ground,
and the Voice of America is really getting it-
self heard. It's the least expensive of all
our weapons, and may well be the most po-
tent in the end. If it can win the battle for
men's minds, it will do away with other bat-
tles. It will do away with the Big Lie.”

Philadelphia Inquirer, April 7, 1951:

“The cause of world peace needs a pow=-
erful, vigorous presentation of the American
stand against the gigantic Red evil. The
United States should not reduce the Voice
to a whisper, but should take steps at once
to find any weaknesses in it, and correct
them."

Dayton News, February 26, 1951:

“The Velce of America is sending news to
clandestine newspapers behind the iron
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curtain similar to the ones that thrived dur-
ing the Nazl occupation of Western Europe.

*“This is imaginative enterprise in present-
ing the theme of freedom in Russia, not the
least appealing aspect being the fact the
newspapers are not even supposed to exist.”

New York Times, March 15, 1951:

“Essentially the Voice of America is today
our most effective means of communicating
directly with the other peoples of the world.
It can and does overcome barriers which are
often insuperable for other media, barriers
set up by rulers whose reigns rest on terror
and deliberate misinformation. Roughly
one-third of the world's population lives in
countries ruled by Moscow, directly or in-
directly. Day and night the press, radio,
theater, schools, and other propaganda chan-
nels in these lands repeat that the United
Btates wants war, that the United States is
a land of unbelievable misery for the great
majority of Americans, that the United
States is the 1951 equivalent of Nazi Ger-
many. Against these lies the Volice of Amer-
ica does battle, exposing falsehoods, correct-
ing misrepresentations, and offering in their
stead the truth.”

Washington Star, April 9, 1951:

“The mere fact that there is such a thing
as Soviet jamming—a costly and elaborate
business of around-the-clock squeaks and
squawks designed to drown out the sound
of truth—is proof enough that the men of
the Kremlin regard the Voice as a potent
weapon against them. It is proof enough,
too, that no misunderstanding should be al-
lowed to stand in the way of making that
weapon as strong as possible.”

FROM FOREIGN LANDS

From foreign lands come comments on
the Voice of America:

Hong Kong Chinese paper, Hsing-tao-Jih-
pao, published the following comments on
VOA listener reaction in the Canton area:

“The consensus of listeners is that the
VOA is very much welcomed because of its
good reception and its interesting programs.”

Report from Japan:

“Eight Chinese crewmen of a ship which
regularly calls at north China ports were
interviewed in a Japanese port and said that
the VOA broadcasts in Chinese (Mandarin
dialect) to Communist China are currently
more popular in China than the Peiping
Communist broadcasts. They stressed that
most of the Chinese are disgusted with the
Communist broadecasts finding them monot-

.onous and dry, with an overemphasis on

Marxism. Truth seemed to be the most
highly regarded quality of the VOA broad-
casts, The accuracy of the VOA was ace
cepted by the people regardless of the nature
of the news disseminated. The Chinese
must maintain secrecy when listening to
VOA programs as they never know who might
report them to the local police. The main
VOA audiences are found mostly in the
metropolitan areas of China, where the ma-
Jority of radio receivers are located. The
informants went on to say, however, that
the essence of VOA broadcasts is relayed
quite rapidly by word of mouth to rural
um.“

Chinese daily newspaper, T'ail-p’ ing-yang
Wan-pao, published in Haipong, (Indo-
china), October 17, 1950:

“It is belleved that an estimated 500,000
people in Canton listen to the Voice of Amer-
ica despite severe punishment meted out by
the Communist authorities if the listeners
are discovered. But why this enthusiasm
for the Voice of America? Omne reason is
that the programs are interesting, informa-
tive, and entertaining. Another is that its
programs satlsfy the hunger of the Commu-
nist-controlled people for the mnews from
‘outside.’ News about Soviet-bloe countries
can be read In the local papers; but news
from the United States and other non-Soviet
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dominated countries can be obtained only
through listening to the radio.”

FROM MAGAZINES

The following magazines present coms
ments on the USIE:

Broadcasting magazine, February 5, 1951:

“The Voice of America has y de-
nounced Josef Stalin—and in so doing pulled
off one of the neatest propaganda tricks of
the century. Noting the Soviet celebration
of the anniversary of Lenin's death, the
Voice describsd Stalin as rude, impulsive,
and not entirely patient or loyal. The trick:
The voice was that of America but the words
were those of Lenin himself.”

Mrs. Marguerite Clarke, medical editor,
Newsweek:

“The first thing to catch my attention was
the fact that any information accompanied
by pictures, or projected through the cine
(how the Mexicans adore United States
movies) seemed to make the most profound
impression.”

Harriet Rasooli-Sa'sed, Presbyterian Life,
April 14, 1951:

“The Voice of America * * * has be-
come the champion of religious freedom in
the iron-curtain countries.

“The importance that the Voice attaches
to the suppression of religious freedom be-
hind the iron curtain can be measured by
the fact that generally all major develop-
ments are heoadcast not only to the satellite
countries themselves, but in all 28 languages
now going out over the frequencies of the
Voice.

“The cases of Cardinal Mindszenty and
Lutheran Bishop Ordass, the arrest of 15
Protestant pastors in Bulgaria, the perszecu-
tion of Archbishop Beran in Czechoslovakia,
and a host of less publicized vioclations of
religious freedom which have scarcely come
to the notice of the American public, have
constituted a major theme in broadcasts to
the Communist sphere. In fact it would be
difficult to cite any other issue into which
the Voice of America has put such concen-
trated effort.

“There is scarcely a day When all the
broadcasts to the Soviet satellites do not
have some item of religious news, with the
religious struggle sometimes taking prece-
dence even over the Korean war mews.

“The Voice has not failed to remind its
listeners frequently of the fundamental in-
compatibility of communism with all re-
ligion, quoting often from Lenin that ‘Re-
ligion is a sort of spiritual moonshine in
which the slaves of capital drown them-
selves.'”

FROM REPORTS

The International Library Institute (ILI)
in its semiannual report says:
wggmimnu&l report, ILI, December 14,

“From Iran comes word that the Iranian
boy and girl chosen to come to the New York
Herald Tribune forum last year, and who
spent 10 weeks in the United States, returned
enthusiastic about American education.
Both in public addresses and in their schools
they helped further to bring more apprecia-
tion and more understanding of the United
States to Iran, and to influence other high-
school students in this direction.”

A VOA evaluation reports says:

VOA evalution report, January 15, 1951:

*“A number of VOA listeners in China have
managed to send letters by devious ways,
informing the VOA that its programs com-
mand large audiences on the mainland of
China and meet with general satisfaction
there. This evidence is also supported by
comments of the Chinese overseas press, in-
dicating that the VOA programs szerve to
satisfy the hunger of the Communist-con-
trolled people for news from outside. Inter-
rogation of Korean listeners revealed that
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the VOA is valued for its full and accurate
presentation of news.

“Audience mail from other far-eastern
countries emphasizes the widespread reputa-
tion of the VOA for veracity and timeliness
in its news and commentaries.”

Reports from Finland and Afghanistan
comment as follows:

Field report, from - Helsinki, Pinland No-
vember 11, 1950:

“Although Soviet pressure on Finland has
Increased greatly in recent months, a recent
event indicates the real sympathies of the
Finnish people. In cooperation with the
Student Association of Helsinki University,
USIE rented a 400-seat theater in Helsinki
to show UCLA, United States Library of Con-
gress and a news magazine to students. In=-
terest in the program was so great that the
theater was filled 15 minutes before the per-
formance began and at least 200 persons
were turned away. USIE reports that the
popularity of its films is so great that since
September practically the entire catalog has
been continuously booked for 3 or 4 weeks in
advance.”

Field report on USIE film showings in
Afghanistan:

“The mayor of Maimana, an important
town near the Soviet border, became inter-
ested in USIE films during a recent visit to
Kabul and requested the long-term loan of
an Embassy projector. When he discovered
that he would have to clear this request with
his government’s foreign ministry, he pur-
chased a machine from his own funds, and
arranged for regular shipments of films by
truck. The mayor estimates a total audience
of 100,000 persons in Maimana and surround-
ing villages.”

QuoTaTiONS FroM TESTIMONY AT HEARINGS ON
SENATE RESOLUTION 243

Gen, George C. Marshall, president and
chairman of the hboard of directors, the
American Red Cross:

“Something has to be done, and it has to
be more dynamic than the procedure, I think
we have followed up to the present time,

“We ought to have a dynamic procedure
in this matter in this conquest of the mind.”

Gen. Dwight D. Eisenhower, president, Co-
lumbia University:

“We have had a congquest, a military con=

quest, but it is not lasting. There is a con= -

fusion of the mind. How you correct that,
I do not know unless it is by some such
method as this.

“For the purposes sought by this resolu-
tion, I am in complete and absolute accord,
so emphatically that it is possible I will ex-
perience the sense of frustration in trying
to express how deeply I do agree.

“What we're actually talking about here is
the morale factor in any struggle. * * *
Our experience, not only in our own lives,
but in history, keeps emphasizing and em-
phasizing the value of morale, its declsive-
ness in battle, with other factors even having
a semblance of equality.

“There is no victory here as long as we are
trying to avoid war to be found solely in the
piling up of military armaments, They are
useless to stop the flow of ideas.

““There is just not enough to win without
morale. I believe that can be done by truth.

“Truth, in my opinion, could almost be
classified as our T-bomb, if you want to call
it that, in this warfare, because it is the
truth about everything, the truth about the
fact that a committee can meet and discuss
these things right here this morning.”

Hon. HerserT H. LEHEMAN, United States
Benator from New York:

“The contest to win men to ideals of free-
dom, peace, and justice has reached a stage
of crisis. We must strive with the greatest
speed and determination to mobilize the
moral resources of all nations and all peoples
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as we prepare for the next phase of the
struggle.

“Armed might alone cannot speak for de-
mocracy., We cannot run the risk of having
peoples throughout the earth remain in ig-
norance of our democratic ideals and of our
objectives, or be deceived by the .devious
propaganda of the Soviet Union and its sat«
ellites.

“I think, no matter how powerful we may
be in a military way, we still could not hope
to hold our position in the face of commu-
nism unless we sold people the idea that we
were fighting for democcracy, fighting here
for democracy, and fighting in every other
part of the world where peoples wish to be
free.”

Hon. Dean Acheson, Secretary of State:

“We must make the truth known to the
peoples of the world. This is a task that calls
for greatly expanded and intensified efforts.

+Truth in the world today is a political force.
Nothing makes plainer the power of this
force, I think, than the Communist fear of it.

“If totalitarian regimes cannot flourish
where the truth is fully available, free and
democratic countries cannot flourish unless
their citizens do have access to the truth,
The growth of an international community
of free and democratic nations depends upon
the ready and free flow of facts, ideas, and
people. Only this free flow of facts, ideas,
and people can make clear the common bonds
and interests of nations and allow them to
settle their differences peaceably and justly:

“So. far as Communist efforts to foster
falsehoods about the United States are suc-
cessful, they serve these Communist designs.
They help to drive wedges between the
United States and other countries, to create
hesitancy, and to prevent clear, effective,
unified resistance against Communist aims,
We must therefore make unmistakable the
truth about the United States and the other
free nations.

“The facts about what we do. the facts
about why we do it, the facts about the way
we do it, are integral parts of what we do
in foreign affairs.

“There has never been a time when men
everywhere who value freedom had a greater
need to know the truth.

“You will find quite often that if you put

stress on either a military or an .
prograny, or both, without full

the most curious misconceptions,
which are aided by Communist pro

all of

get loose in the world, and really slow up

the program.

“We have accomplished no good if they are
not convinced of the rightness of what we
are doing."

John Foster Dulles, special consultant to
the Secretary of State:

“I believe that the question of whether
we have a general war or not may depend,
may hinge, very largely upon the relative
effectiveness of the Communist propaganda
and the free world propaganda.

*It is extremely important that we should
effectively use information by all types of
media to slow up and prevent any possible
consolidation of the captive world by their
Soviet Communist leaders.

“Through the iron curtain, through ter-
rorism, and through intensive propaganda,
Soviet communism is making an effort to
beat masses ot people into mental submis=
glon. % '»

“If we can get some word through to these
captive peoples to keep hope alive, and
resistance alive, passive resistance, because
there is not occaslon at this moment for
open resistance, that would be a very import=
ant thing.

“If ®* * * (Communists) find that
they can move from the cold war to the hot
war, and still be, in the eyes of the world,
the peace-loving people, then that will en=
courage them to go on in this way. I think,
on the other hand, if this open military as-
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sault gets branded throughout the world, as
it ought to be, that then it will show them
they cannot indulge in open military aggres=-
sion as against indirect aggression, and if
we can demonstrate that in this case, then
I doubt whether there will be a repetition
of it. Therefore, I think a great deal de-
pends upon the effectiveness as to the way
the world is informed as to the realities of
the situation.”

Mark Ethridge, publisher of the Louis-
ville Courler-Journal:

“By a bold program we saved Greece, Tur=-
key, France, Italy, and perhaps all of West«
ern Europe. By boldness, rather than by
force, we saved Iran. Korea presents us with
another problem. Our action there makes
it all the more necessary that we marshal
the efforts of all the nations of the free world
in the realm of ideas, as we have in economiec
and military measures, and create such an
understanding and desire for freedom and
for self-determination of peoples free from
repressions and fears of minorities, that no
force will dare move against them.

“It s tragic that the United States is so
far behind Russia in the use of this modern
method of battling for the minds of men."”

David Sarnoff, chairman of the board,
Radio Corp. of America:

“The immediate need is to expand our
international radio broadcast service as
quickly as it is physically and techniecally
possible to do so.

“Now, a large part of the world does not
understand yet that our action in Korea
15 in response to the resolution passed by
the United Nations to which we are respond-
inz as one nation, and other nations who are
members of the United Nations are likewise
invited to respond and assist,

“I think, for example, if in our own broad-
casting services we referred to the actions
in Eorea as the actions of the U. N. and not
always as the actions of the United States
of America only, that would be an effective
way, one effective way, to neutralize this
obvious malicious propaganda that Russia
is broadcasting day and night to indicate
that only the United States is engaged in
this activity in Korea.

“I agree that there is a need for the Voice
of America, and by that I mean a voice that
will reflect the American way of life, the

here, the events of the day; ancl,

'th&mwmmtofthmld

“ “That need is amphmtrthemm'-
we are today the largest and most :
ous and most productive country in the
world. One way to maintain peace even If
there was no imminent threat of war is to
increase the understanding among the peo-
ples of the world.”

Hon. RoeerT C. HENDRICKSON, United States
Senator from New Jersey:

“In my opinion, we have not done all that
we could have done or should have done in
democratizing occupled countries, but our
past mistakes and shortcomings should be
a lesson for future guidance in the course
of critical weeks and months and years to
come.”

Hon., RarpeE E. Frawpers, United States
Senator from Vermont:

_ “Furthermore, it 15 going to take some-
thing more than arms to safeguard Indo-
china, which is our dike agaimt the south-
ward spread of communism."

Hon. EarL E. MuNDpT, United States Senator
from South Dakota:

“Now, it is true, Mr. Chairman, that neither
history nor communism stand still. Conse-
quently, since last March a lot of water has
gone over the dam and a lot of blood has
been shed in Korea, and the needs which we
expressed in that joint resolution in March.
it seems to me, are much more drastic and
immediate today than they were then.

“We have already moved too long in turtle
gear, in a race for the minds of men, which
is taking place in an era of jet-propulsion
speeds.”
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Hon. Edward W. Barrett, Assistant Secre-
tary of State for Public Affairs:

“There is one way to overcome the big le,
which was a technique that Hitler exploited,
which is a technique that the Russians are
exploiting even more, and that way is the
big truth, repeated over and over again
through all possible facilities as frequently
as possible; and today, in my opinion, the
big truth is that freedom is on the march.

“We have not been able so far with the
manpower avallable and facilities available
to get down among the masses—to get down
ameong the labor groups, for example, who
are the raw material which communism so
often deals with. I do not see how we can
without increased manpower and increased
physical facilities; that is why, in this pro-
gram to which I have referred, we are advo-
cating several definite, concrete steps in that
direction.”

Hon. WAYNE MogsE, United States Senator
from Oregon:

“The program of information and educa-
tion must be related to the needs and con-
ditions of the peoples Involved. We must
demonstrate to them that their own well=
being lies In truly democratic practices, and
we must give them active proof of the su-
periority in terms they understand, of free
human institutions.”

Lt. Gen. Walter B. Smith, commanding
general, First Army:

“It is a recognition of the effectiveness of
our beginning that the Russians have ex=
erted this enormous effort to silence our own
volces in this country. Their jamming pro-
gram is probably the biggest effort of its kind
that has ever been undertaken, and it has
until recently been extremely effective in the
Soviet Union.”

Stanley H. Ruttenberg, director of research
and education, Congress of Industrial or- "
ganizations:

“We must fight communism through the
extension of democratic ideals and nob
through totalitarian methods. This means
that we must extend the principles of de-
moeracy by improving democratic institu-
tions. This must be forever in the fore-
front of our minds as we engage in counter=
acting the propaganda and infiltration of
the Communist philosophy.

“We sincerely believe that an extenslive
program such as that proposed in Senator
BenTON's resolution and supported by suffi-
cient appropriations, would go a long way
in precluding the eventual use of military
power by democratic governments of the
world.”

Hon. Frank P. Graham, United States Sen=
ator from North Carolina:

“Falsehoods repeated often and loudly get
possession of the minds and then control the
wills of people to the denial of truth, the
crushing of freedom, and the undermining
of peace in the world.

“Above and beyond the war of bullets on
the battlefields of Korea is the war of ideas
on the alr waves of the world. Moscow is
spreading misinformation about the United
States in every nation on earth. Interna-
tional communism moves from one aggres=-
sion to another yet the United States is
blasted day and night through the years as
the great war monger.”

[From the Dayton (Ohio) News of June 6,
1951)

UnpErR THEIR SKINS

Twice within 3 days the Soviet press has
lashed out bitterly at the United States Gov-
ernment’s Russian-language pictorial maga=
zine: Amerika. The magazine, says the Lit-
erary Gazette, with rather unliterary flour«
ishes, stinks with the rottenness of un-
pardonable lies, coated with the many-col=-
ored cover which also is false. Pravda finds

t ';
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that the magazine arouses in Russian read-
ers only laughter and nausea.

In Singapore, principals of the two larg-
est Chinese schools have asked the United
States Information Service to quit sending
them the magazines America Today and
America Today Pictorial. They claim the
students, irritated by American propaganda,
have been tearing up the magazines and
throwing them away.

Here are the late examples of the way the
American Information program is getting
under the skins of the Communists. They
are two of many. During the last year, the
American information libraries in satelllte
Europe were closed by request of the Ru-
manian, Bulgarian, Hungarian, and Czecho-
slovakian Governments. Nor is this the first
spate of harsh treatment for America. The
Russian Government, which used to permit
distribution of 50,000 copies of the maga-
zine has chiseled on its agreement and some
time ago began returning about half the
coples.

When J. Douglas Enox and Sanford Mar-
lowe of the State Department were in Dayton
recently for the Council on World Affairs
Institute on the Campaign of Truth, they
reported that the Russians spend five times
as much money trying to jam the Voice of
America broadcasts as we spend in transe
mitting them,

Clearly, the Communists are afraid of the
truth, and with reason. They have discov-
ered that the truth hurts. If the truth hurts
the enemy, we should be pouring it on him.
We should be stepping up the program, not
letting it stand still or cutting it back by
riggardly congressional appropriations.

—

May 27, 1951)
Rrus Ster Ur FoREleN RADIO PROPAGANTDA

WasHINGTON, May 26.—The State Depart-
ment reported today that Russia will have
achieved a 25-percent increase in its foreign
propaganda output through radio Moscow
this summer.

Radio Moscow's schedule has doubled its
English-language service to North America
during the last 6 months and substantially
stepped up its output to Western Europe.

many, doubled I.n recent months.

English and French programs likewise have
been increased, as have Spanish-language
broadecasts to Latin America. Reports to
Indonesia have been doubled during the past
6 months and Arabic programs to the Middle
East have been expanded. Within the iron
curtain bloc the only change reported was a
slight Increase in Hungarian-language
broadcasts.

[From the Washington Star of June 12, 1951]
Sovier Rapio Power SrterrEp Up, HEARD
BTRONGLY IN MIDWEST—BROADCASTS IN ENG=
L1sH To THIS COUNTRY ALMOST DOUBLED IN

6 MoNTHS

Radio Moscow is currently throwing a
much stronger propaganda voice into the
midwestern United States.

Officials speculated today that the power
of its overseas transmitters has been stepped
up and the number of English-language
broadcasts beamed to this country has been
virtually doubled during the last 6 months.

Bo strong was the Boviet signal at times
last week that some short-wave listeners in
Des Moines, Iowa, got the impression a
United States statlon was rebroadcasting the
Radio Moscow programs.

FREQUENCIES SHIFTED

Officials of the Federal Communications
Commission which investigated this pos-
sibility, told a reporter it just wasn't so.

1%
[From the Richmond Times-Dispatch of 4~

JUNE 26

FCC's monitor, who police the ether
around the clock, reported, however, that
the Russian short-wave radio last week put
through "“an exceptionally strong signal
throughout the Middle West,” with peak
reception recorded at Grand Island, Nebr.

Commission experts said the answer may
lie in inereased power, or may be accounted
for by Moscow’s recent shift to summer
frequencies, something it does at the start
of each June.

At least two persoms in the Des Molnes
area reported they thought they heard an
American station identification at the sign-
off of Russian programs. However, the FCC
monitors said both these persons were using
standard home sets with short-wave attach-
ments, which may not be highly selective,
and that what they probably heard were
identifying calls by American short-wave
Stations WABC at Brentwood, N. Y., or
EKWID at San Francisco.

BROADCASTS EVERY DAY

Both these Unlted States stations, which
handle Voice of America broadcasts for the
State Department, are now sandwiched into
the middle of the summer frequencies being
used by Radio Moscow.

Moscow beams English language broad-
casts at the United States T days a week, in
the late afternoon and early evening hours,
United States time. The programs are
simultaneously spread over 15 different inter-
national and have the benefit of
booster relays in Siberia, Budapest, Wamw.!
and

In addition United States officials say,
Russia operates scores of other transmitters
for the sole purpose of } the Voice
of America and keeping that program om
of the U. 8. B. R.

The State Department says this country
carries on no counter }mm.tngo!thaaua-
sian broadcasts.

[From the New York Herald Tribune of
June 18, 1951}

RUSSIA ON THE AR—DREAM AND DISTORTION
AS PRESENTED IN Sovier's WorLo-Wine
Rap10 PROPAGANDA

(By Gene Gleason)

There is a happy land far away, but well
within the range of American short-wave
receivers, where 37,000,000 students freely
select thelr own curricula, scramble eagerly
through a vigorous sports program and face
no real problem except that of choosing a
profession. Their elders work on
construction, cultivate the arts and shop in
ever larger stores for increasingly diversified
merchandise.

The image of this Greater Graustark, pro-
Jected by the world’s most powerful trans-
mitters, now reaches every country where
there is a short-wave radio receiver. This is
the Soviet State as It is presented to its
listeners in 52 languages by Radio Moscow
and hundreds of satellite stations. Outside
it, to quote the Soviet broaccasters, looms
only an abyss of imperialist war-mongers,
American monopolists, enemies of the work-
ing class and tools of Wall Street.

Ragio Moscow, the dominant voice of the
paranoid paradise, broadcasts on nine fre-
quencies in the 19-, 25-, and 31-meter short-
wave bands and relays its programs through
Communist stations in Budapest, Warsaw,
Prague, and Sofia. Every 6 months since
April, 1949, the Soviet radio has stepped up
1ts wattage, added new transmitters and ex-
panded its program schedule.

Powered by transmitters ranging from 100,
000 to 500,000 watts—the latter more than
twice the maximum wattage of any American
short-wave statlon—Radio Moscow and its
captive European stations stream clearly into
our east coast throughout the evening hours.
After midnight, eastern transmitters of the
U. 8. 8. R., probably located in Siberia, beam
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their programs to the Pacific States. The
weaker Peiping radio and other Communist
short- and medium-wave stations also con-
tributed to the propaganda barrage.

The colossus of the Soviet network is the
Btalin or “Big Bertha" transmitter, entirely
constructed of lend-lease materials during
World War II. From its remote location in
the Ural Mountains it attalned a peak out-
put of 2,500,000 watts, thundering down oh
Radio Berlin with a ghost volce that shouted
“Lies,” and similarly emphatic dissents in
the midst of Hitler's speeches. After the
war, 1ts power was cut back to 500,000 watts,
It has since been dismantled, moved west
and reassembled as part of the Radio Mos-
cow transmitting apparatus.

The real power of the Soviet radio lles
more in its motives than its wattage. It
exists, above all other reasons, as the most
direct means of pumping Communist propa-
ganda to the Russlan people and the world,
In 1948, Stalin eaid, “If our propaganda
should ever be permitted to go lame for one
reason or another, our entire state would
inevitably collapse.” In that year, Russia
employed 1,401,000 full-time paid propa-
ganda workers, or about 400,000 more than
the total personnel of the MVD, the political
police organization.

In April 1949, about the time the Berlin
blockade became a clear failure, Mikhail A.
Buslov was replaced as Soviet propaganda
chief by D. T. Shepilov, of the staff of
Pravda.

Shepilov’s succession coincided with an un=
mistakable spurt in Soviet postwar propa=-
ganda. Intensive jamming of radio stations
outside the iron curtain began, and Russlan
broadcasting started a sharp climb which has
continued ever since.

The content of Soviet short-wave programs
varies only slightly from Radio Moscow to
the iron-curtain stations. All are hooked
tightly to the same party line. American
reception from Moscow is generally clear, and
its announcers, who sound llke native Amer-
ican men and women, are competent profes-
sionals. Poor radio voices, including that of
a particularly callow female on the Budapest
radio, are pretty well confined to satellite
stations,

The first two paragraphs of his article are
a close paraphrase of Radlo Moscow's de-
scription of life in Russia. One of its pro=-
grams, Moscow Mailbag, purports to answer
questions about Russia from North American
listeners whom the announcer identifies only
by their inftials. One writer asked to have
American foreign correspondents appear on
Radio Moscow to discuss what they had seen
in Russia.

The announcer dismissed this suggestion
with the tart comment that “press monop=
olies deliberately suppress news about Rus-
sla” and put on a bewildered trade-unionist
who seemed lost in admiration of the peace=
loving Reds. The announcer swung into a
discussion of Soviet education, observing in
a snide parenthesis that American students
“have to quit school to go to work,” and
Interviewed several students working on
peaceful power plants,

Radio Moscow, like the stations at Buda=-
pest and Sofia, reports on the opening of
new stores in Russia and the availability of
additional merchandise for civilians. Loca-
tions of the stores are not given, nor are
sales increases stated, except In meaningless
percentages.

In all the radio discussions of Soviet life,
one feels the Communist Party's eternal
struggle to tell the world in ringing terms
of its accomplishments, while fearing to
reveal anything either relevant or concrete.
What the listener receives is a dream world,
vague and unconvincing.

The pervading theme of the Soviet radio
programs is peace—the same sort represented
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.in the Stockholm and Warsaw peace appeals.

Radio Moscow takes great pains to deny the
Communist origin of its peace movement and
offers various American sponsors as proof of
its neutrality, The effect is somewhat
spoiled by the inclusion of one educator who
has labored tirelessly for Red front organ-
izations. Peace-petition signatures running
into the millions are reported from Italy,
Poland, and France, and they sound exactly
as fraudulent as the Dally Worker estimates
of petition signatures in the United States.

Developing the peace theme further, the
Sofia radio attacks the rearming of Western
Germany. Radio Moscow, quoting Stalin,
offers the American and Bolshevik Revolu-
tions as twin proofs that resisters of aggres-
slon are invineible. Stalin held that Ameri-
can intervention in Korea would fail because
American soldlers regarded it as unjust.
With evident pleasure, the Soviet announcer
quotes former Ambassador Joseph P. Ken-
nedy’s characterization of American policy
in Korea as suicidal.

With a technique borrowed from Hitler,
the Soviet radio offers Interviews and let-
ters from American GI's held prisoner by
the Chinese Communists. Exactly as in the
Radio Berlin “interviews” of World War II,
the prisoners appeal to the home folks to
stop the war and argue that Eorea is too
remote to fight for. The Budapest radio
tells of a heavy vote against rearmament
in Western Germany and in favor of a Ger=
man peace treaty this year.

This is a rather remarkable result since
no vote was taken on the matter in Western
Germany. However, it is probably felt that
the Soviet puppet vote in Eastern Ger-
many needs a little more scope.

The Soviet love of peace stops consid-
erably short of an Allled peace settlement
with Japan. Within the last week, Radio
Moscow has devoted a series of extraordi-
narily long speeches to an assault on the
United States policy in Japan, charging that
we intend to use Japan as a permanent base
for aggression against Russia. Indeed, the
“American warmongers"” are the prime tar-
get of the Soviet radio in all parts of the
world.

According to Radio Moscow's history of
the Eorean war, the Americans seized North
Korea and were threatening Red China when
the Chinese people “rose voluntarily” to pro-
tect Korea. On this station, the Chinese
Reds in Eorea are still “volunteers.”

The Soviet war news from EKorea changes
little from day to day. One short commu-
nigue states that “the Eorean People's Dem-
ocratic Army continues to throw back the

‘enemy on all fronts, inflicting heavy losses

in men and materials,” There may be an
edded line claiming several aircraft shot
down, but there is no mention of towns
taken or lost, miles advanced, numbers of
enemy casualties, or other pertinent data.
There are frequent accusations that the
Americans have bombed hospitals or
churches, though the listener is given no rea-
son why the Reds are concerned over the
loss of a church.

In its world news bulletins, Radlo Moscow
and the captive-station network predicts
American failure in halting nationallzation
of the Iranian ofl industry, stresses Com-
munist gains in Italy, and consistently ate
tacks Marshall plan ald to Europe.

The Budapest radlo quotes at length from
Eugene Dennis’ statement attacking the Su-
preme Court decision which upheld his con-
viction and those of the other 10 American
Communist leaders.

In between the speeches, the listener hears
selections from Tchalkoveky and Rache
maninoff, but even these suffer some dis-
tortion on short wave. Nevertheless, their
relative fidelity is refreshing after the gross
distortions of the Soviet speeches.
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[From the Binghamton Press of Friday,
. April 13, 1951]

WaaT Is THIS VOICE OF AMERICA?—GRASS
RooTs STATEMENT:, LETTERS GIVE HUMAN
ToUCH TO PROGRAMS

(By Stuart Dunham)

New Yorxk.—The Voice of America goea
deep Into the grass roots for ammunition
against Russia's hate-America campaign. -

To the seven continents, beamed by pow-
erful transmitters in 29 languages, go the
fireside sentiments of Americans from coast
to coast.

The Voice of America sends a mobille unit
to record interviews with farmers and clerks
and doctors and steelworkers,

In this effort to show the United States
to the world, the Voice of America also broad-
casts open letters from American citizens to
people abroad.

In addition, the Volice staff draws material
from the deluge of mall it recelves from over-
seas—an all-time high of 33,242 letters last
month alone.

SOME GET THROUGH

Only a driblet of this mail comes from
behind the iron curtain, where an inter-
cepted letter can send a man to prison. But
it is a significant driblet.

One letter smuggled out of Budapest, Hun-
gary, was a direct answer to an open letter
from an American mother.

“You, dear madame,” wrote the Hun-
garian, “say in your letter that your 20-
year-old son will become a soldler. Your
eyes in motherly anxiety see tragedy ahead.
You foresee that your son will be forced to
fight our sons.

“We ghall not fight your sons. We see,
with rejoicing, that your country Is assem-
bling all the forces of the whole free world
against those who are trying the menace the
world’s peace.”

TELLS OF SADNESS

Through the far-sweeping Voice of Amer=-
ica, Mrs. Melvin R. Rose, of Arbuckle, Calif.,,
told the world of her sadness:

“In the past my prayers have started,
‘Dear God, please help me to be a good
mother? /& &

“But nmow I can go no further with my
prayer because in the middle of my prayer
come these questions: ‘But God, what about
the children in the rest of the world? The
children in Korea, who is praying for them?
The children in Yugoslavia, in Russia, in

China?»

A Virginian, Alfred S. Brand, addressed his
letter to the people of Russia, saying in part:
“In all my life I have never heard an
American express hatred or even dislike to-
ward a Russian, It is only your leaders that
we cannot understand and trust.”
TELLS OF PROSPERITY

A Creek-American, Theodore Phillips, of
Norwich, Conn., told how he had prospered
in America, and added:

“My wife and I are very proud of our
adopted country. This country is made of
different nationalities—that means it belongs
to everybody who lives in it.”

For contrast, the Voice of America broad-
cast a letter which came from the Commu~
nist shadowland, from Cracow, Poland:

“The danger of a knock at the door at mid-
night threatens everyone who risks listening
to the Voice of America in the presence of
unreliable witnesses.

“As in the U. 8. 8. R., the listening can take
place in cellars only, in the catacombs.

“We, a group of reliable persons, therefore
gather at the radio at the time of the Polish’
broadcasts of the Voice of America—to listen
to the truth about our Polish cause and



7102

about everything that actually goes on in the
world.”

From Communist China:

“I write on behalf of many listeners in
Shanghai who have to take risk to tune
in your daily broadcasts to the Far East."

LANGUAGE OF ALL

The Voice of America makes liberal use of
an international language which needs no
translation—musie.

Under the direction of Walter Ducloux,
Bwiss-born acting chief of the music unit
and guest conductor of the NBC Symphony
Orchestra, the Voice of America gives the
world a varied musical diet which includes
Jo Stafford, John Philip Sousa's composi=
tions, Gluseppe Valdengo of the Metropolitan
Opera, Pee Wee Russell and many others.

Much of this music, contributed free by
performers and musicians’ unions, is sent on
discs to hundreds of local radio stations
abroad.

Besides helping to portray America, the
music creates audiences for other Voice of
America programs.

Ducloux favors high-brow music himself,
but he concedes: “We find that popular
American music is & wonderful come-on.”

The Hit Parade, the Boston Pops, cowboy
laments—their themes are hummed by Voice
of America listeners from Dutch Guinea to
Malaya.

[From the Washington Star of May 28, 1951]
A MESSAGE FOR STALIN

Through the Voice of America, the United
States has just inaugurated a daily broadcast
to Russian in Generalissimo Stalin's native
Georglan language. The project is an in=-
. teresting one, and maybe we can accomplish
(something with it if the Soviet dictator will
listen in and if we keep hammering at his
‘ear with such ideas as the one expressed in
the following passage from President Tru-
man's recent message to Congress on foreign
military and economic aid:

“Let it never be forgotten * * * that
we are ready, as we have always been, to
follow the road of peaceful settlement of
disputes, of control and reduction of arma=
ments, of cooperation in applying man’s
talents to the building of a just and pros-
Pperous world society.

“If the rulers of the Soviet Unlon did not
drown their words of peace with the drums
of war, if their professions of peaceful in-
tent were matched by deeds, the century in
which we live could become the brightest
man has known upon this earth. For our
part, if peace could be made sure, the Ameri=
can people would be glad to invest a part of
the resources we must now allocate to de-
fense to a large-scale program of world-wide
economic development.

“The benefits of such a program would be
immense; the cost, a small part of what we
must now pay to build our defenses at
home and abroad. With such a program, we
could, in cooperation with other peoples,
inaugurate the most hopeful and fruitful
period of peaceful development the world
has ever seen.”

That idea is a completely sound one. With
the greatly improved technological equip-
ment now at his disposal, and with the won-
drous potentialities of things like atomic
energy, man today has the means to bring
sbout revolutionary advances in all parts
of the globe—advances that would enrich
peoples everywhere and open the way to the
Afinest and happiest age since time began. By
the same token, however, man also has the
means, as never before, to sound the death
knell of his race.

The danger that exlsts now—the danger
that the nations of the world will drift into
catastrophe instead of working together to
create a golden age—stems primarily from
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the Soviet Union’s policy of dominance-seek=
ing aggression. Yet that policy, if persist-
ently pursued, can net its pursuers nothing
but disaster in the end. By way of contrast,
the Russians, like all other peoples, would
gain enormously from peaceful cooperation.

The central i1ssue of our time is basically
as simple as that. The idea expressed by
Mr. Truman ought to be repeated over and
over again in our Georglan-language broad-
casts and in other ways. Possibly—just pos-
sibly—Stalin will eventually lend an ear
and do something to make the Soviet Union
& cooperator, not a saboteur, in the effort to
establish an enduring peace and put man-
kind on the road to a great new era of
shining progress.

[From the Washington Post of May 29, 1951]
CHANGING VOICE

The Georglan accent which the Voice of
America recently has acquired is directed at
listeners not in Atlanta but in Tiflis. It is
appropriate that the new language added
to the languages in which the State Depart-
ment is waging the battle of facts and ideas
should be in the native tongue of Joseph
Stalin. Whether the Volce has acquired a
great number of direct listeners in its broad-
casts to the Soviet Union may be doubted,
but it seems to have had an impact. At any
rate, the Eremlin has gone to absurd lengths
to jam the broadcasts.

Which reminds us that those in a position
to appraise the work of the Voice of America
say there has been a noticeable improvement
in quality in the last few months. The
program has become tougher. Not that it
distorts the truth; instead it tells the truth
about the Soviet Union as well as about the
United States, as well as about relations
between them. It has become frankly an in-
strument of psychological warfare, and it has
taken the offensive. This is all to the good.

Quite properly the State Department has
disavowed, in Secretary Acheson’s appeal to
the Georgian people over the heads of their
leaders, any attempt at encouraging national
revolution or separatism in the U. 8. 8. R.
That there is a basis for separatism has been
pointed out by such authorities on psycho-
logical warfare as Wallace Carroll. But now
is not the time to stress it; the result, very
likely, would be purges and needless sacrifice.

Nor ought the Volce to be extolling the
virtues of American motor cars or the glories
of American plumbing. It ought to be plug=
ging the spiritual values of freedom, such as
the dignity of the individual, which is a
spark in men's asperations everywhere, and
citing famous libertarians in Russian history.
It ought to be asking embarrassing questions
about every kind of Soviet denial of those
values—slave labor, the MVD, and the other
terrors which every Soviet citizen fears. It
ought to be making use of recent escapees as
sources, though there it is often handicapped
by overstrict security regulations. Happily,
the Voice has long since abandoned the pro-
gram of straight news only for a more posi-
tive approach designed to indicate to op=-
pressed peoples the bond of kinship which
the love of liberty creates.

Elsewhere, too, there ought to be a mini-
mum of programs dwelling upon American
material advantages. Senator BEnTON has
called for a campaign to win India, a friendly
country, away from Communist influence.
That would be welcome, but it will take some
careful thought, calling for an adjustment
of the instrument to the field of operation.
The boasting of the material wealth of Amer=
ica, for instance, has boomeranged in the
free expectations of Indians that all they had

to do was to put in a requisition for some

of our bounty. The grain loan taught them
differently. We must see that we don’t cre-
ate jealousy and resentment and disillusion,
instead of friendship.
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EXCLUSION FROM GROSS INCOME OF
INCOME FROM DISCHARGE OF INDEBT-
EDNESS—MOTION TO RECONSIDER

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
will state that under the order of the
Senate of the 22d instant, Senate bill
1717, to amend and extend the Defense
Production Act of 1950 and the Housing
and Rent Act of 1947, as amended, is
temporarily laid aside, and the Senate
will now proceed to the consideration of
the motion of the Senator from Ohio
[Mr. Tarr] to reconsider the vote on the
passage of the bhill (H. R. 2416) relating
to exclusion from gross income of income
from discharge of indebtedness.

The question is on agreeing to the
motion to reconsider,

Mr. LONG. I suggest the absence of
a quorum.

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

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

Anderson . Gillette McEellar
Bennett Green McMahon
Benton Hayden Millikin
Brewster Hendrickson  Monroney
Bricker Hennings Moody
Bridges Hickenlooper Mundt
Butler, Md. Hill Neely
Butler, Nebr, Hoey Nixon
Byrd Holland O'Conor
Cain “  Humphrey O'Mahoney
Capehart Ives Pastore
Carlson Jenner Robertson
Case Johnson, Colo. Russell
Chavez Eefauver Saltonstall
Clements Eem Schoeppel
Connally Kerr Smith, Maine
Cordon Kilgore Smith, N. J,
Dirksen Knowland Stennis
Douglas Langer Taft

Duff Lehman ‘Thye
Dworshak Long Underwood
Eastland Magnuson Watkins
Ellender Malone Welker
Ferguson Maybank Wherry
Flanders MecCarran Wiley
Frear MecCarthy Williams
Fulbright McClellan Young
George McFarland

Mr. McFARLAND. I announce that
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Huw~T],
the Senator from Texas [Mr. JouNson],
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr.
SmrtH], and the Senator from Alabama
[Mr. SpazkMaN] are absent on official
business,

The Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. JomnsToN] is absent on official
commitee business.

The Senator from Montana [Mr.
Murray] is absent by leave of the Sen-
ate on official business, having been ap-
pointed a representative of our Govern-
ment to attend the International Labor
Conference being held in Geneva,
Switzerland.

The Senator from Florida [Mr.
SmaTHERS] is absent because of illness,

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce
that the Senator from Vermont [Mr,
AIgeN], the Senator from Montana [Mr.
Ecron], the Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. Lodgel, and the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Tosey] are absent on
official business.

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr.
MarTiN] is absent because of illness.

The Senator from Oregon [Mr.
Morse] is absent by leave of the Senate.

The VICE PRESIDENT, A quorum is

. present.
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Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I have
heretofore moved to reconsider the ac-
tion of the Senate in passing the bill
(H. R. 2416) relating to exclusion from
gross income of income from discharge
of indebtedness. i

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
will state that the motion of the Sena-
tor from Ohio is now before the Senate.

Mr. TAFT. My reason for making
the motion to reconsider was that there
was attached to the bill an amendment
which had nothing whatever to do with
the subject of the bill as it appeared on
the calendar. The amendment, which
was offered by the distinguished major-
ity leader [Mr. McFarranp], changes all
social security payments in the way of
Federal assistance to the States for the
various social security programs. It
proposes a major change in the whole
social security setup so far as assistance
is concerned. The amendment was
agreed to and the bill was passed by the
Senate without any consideration hav-
ing been given to it by the Committee on
Finance. If the Senate reconsiders its
vote on this bill I shall move to refer
the bill to the Committee on Finance,
If the authors of the amendment then
desire to set some time limit within
which a report is to be made by the
Committee on Finance I am quite will-
ing to agree that that be done. :

I do not want to say today that neces-
sarily the proposed increase of $5 is not
a proper increase; but I do object very
strenuously to the change in the whole
matching formula; to the fact that the
entire burden is to be placed on the
Federal Government, and to the fact
that the various other complications
which have arisen because the assist-
ance programs have not been given
proper attention. g

Last year the Committee on Finance
recommended, and Congress passed, an
elaborate revision of the entire social-
security program, in which the subject
involved in the McFarland amendment
was considered. The Senate made sub-
stantial increases in old-age insurance.
It made very large increases in the aid
to dependent children. It made in-
creases in assistance to the blind. At
that time, the Senate did not increase
old-age assistance because it felt that
in the whole picture, from the stand-
point of a balanced arrangement be-
tween insurance and assistance, such
assistance payments were already in
line with the figures newly adopted for
old-age insurance.

The amendment, Mr, President—and,
of course, the money it would call for
would be binding on the Appropriations
Committee, so for all practical purposes
it is an appropriation—would inecrease
the present total payments made by the
Federal Government to the States, in
order to enable them to carry out these
programs, which are cash-payment pro-
grams, not operations programs by the
States. The present budget, that for
this year, calls for $1,300,000,000 for this
purpose, The result of the McFarland
amendment, as I have obtained the esti-
mates from the Federal Security Admin-
istration, would be an automatic in-
crease of $256,206,000 in the necessary
appropriations.
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We struggled here for 3 weeks with two
appropriation bills making cuts here and
there, but this one increase, without any
consideration by the Senate of its effect,
more than wipes out all those decreases.
I think it is probably three or four times
as much as all the economies the Senate
voted for in the course of the consider-
ation of the two appropriation bills
which have been recently passed.

The increase in old-age-assistance
payments is $165,000,000; in aid to the
blind, $5,700,000; in aid to the totally
disabled—a new program which the
Senate Finance Committee and the
Congress adopted last year—the increase
is $6,300,000. The total increase brought
about by this amendment in aid to de-
pendent children would be $79,000,000.
In each case the increase is approxi=-
mately 20 percent over the present Fed-
eral payments provided for in the budget.

This increase has not been recom-
mended by the President. It is not in-
cluded in his budgef, although in the
budget he has recommended a number
of other increases in programs, and Con-
gress may or may not adopt those pro=
posals.

So, Mr. President, it seems to me per-
fectly obvious that we should refer this
matter to the Finance Committee for
consideration. In the first place, the
amendment is not a simple increase of
$5, but it changes the entire matching
formula by which these payments are
made. These payments have gradually
increased. They began, back in 1835,
with $15 from the Federal Government
and $15 from the States—in other words,
on a straight 50-50 matching basis. In
1938 the payments were increased to a
total of $40, with $20 coming from the
Federal Government and $20 coming
from the States.

In 1946 the total was increased to $45,
with the total amount of the increase
being entirely at the expense of the Fed-
eral Government, namely, $25 from the
Federal Government and $20 from the
States.

In 1948 it was increased by changing

the 50-50 basis to a two-thirds basis for
the first $15. '

In 1949 the two-thirds basis was
changed to a three-fourths basis for the
first $20. The result of that change is
that the present law provides that of the
first $50, the Federal Government puts
up $30 and the States put up only $20.

The present proposal is to inerease the
Federal contribution to 80 percent of the
first $25, and no increase Ly the States
is proposed.

Of course, it is certain that the States
will not increase their contributions.
As a matter of fact, there is no assur-
ance, even, that they will maintain the
present State payments. Under this
amendment, it is entirely in the power
of the States, if they desire to do so,
simply to transfer to the Federal Gov=
ernment the expense they have. In the
long run, I do not think the States will
do so. They may do so temporarily, but
rrobably in the long run the increase of
$5 in the Federal payments will be re-
flected in an increase of $5 in the total
payments made by both the Federal Gov-
ernment and the States. However, that
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has not always been so in the case of
past increases.

There are many other complications,
In particular, as I wish to develop at
some length, I point out the difference
in the relationship between the old-age-
assistance program and the old-age-
insurance program. There is also in-
volved the general question of whether
the standards for placing persons on the
rolls are fair ones—standards which in
some States result in only 60 out of 1,000
persons being on the rolls, whereas in
other States as many as 700 persons out
of 1,000 are on the rolls.

The point I wish to make is that if we
are going to increase the Federal per-
centage, such an increase will furnish
an inducement to the States to increase
the number of persons on the rolls,
rather than to increase the State pay-
ments.

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

Mr. TAFT. I yield.

Mr. LONG. The question I have in
mind is that if the committee were to
consider the question of the standards
which the States apply in connection
with placing welfare applicants on the
rolls, the consideration of that question
would require a great amount-of study;
and inasmuch as the tax bill is before
the Senate Finance Committee at this
time, it is difficult for me to see how the
committee would have time to go into
the factors the Senator from Ohio is now
discussing.

Mr. TAPT. 1 think this is largely a
matter of experi advice. The Social Se-
curity Board, for instance, so far as I can
discover—and I talked at length to rep-
resentatives of the Board—was not con-
sulted abcut this matter. We can get
the Board’'s recommendations in regard
to whether anything should be done in
this case. That problem was before us
last year, and we decided that nothing
should be done.

I notice that on June 21, the Senator
from Louisiana recommended that we
not increase by $23,000,000 the annual
and sick leave privileges to certain sub-
stitute employees in the postal service,
At that time he said, in regard to the
amendment of the Senator from Eansas
[Mr. CARLSON]:

Mr. President, * I wish to say that
I have no reason to guestion the sugges-
tion made by the Senator from KEansas,
However, I belleve the subject has not been
studied by a committee. It should be
studied by a committee and reported from
& committee. I am told that the cost of the
proposed amendment will be $23,000,000. I
believe it is well to take a look at the figures
and see if that is what it will cost. It might
be well also to consider it in connection with
the bill which is before the committee to
provide a flexible-leave schedule.

The Senator from Louisiana opposed
that amendment because he thought any
increase of that kind should be referred
to a committee, and I hope the Senator
from Louisiana thinks this matter should
go to a committee.

Incidentally, certainly the proposal to
change the Federal Government’s con-
tribution to four-fifths should be re=
ferred to a committee. If we are to in-
crease at this time by $5 a month the

.
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amounts paid to recipients of old-age
assistance, half of that increase should
ke provided by the States. That change
alone would cut the Federal Govern=
ment’s cost by $128,000,000.

It seems to me that it is in the match-
ing field that particular consideration by
the Senate Finance Committee is re-
quired.

There is now at the desk an amend-
ment submitted by the distinguished
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Casgl,
which he thinks we should consider. It
involves the question of permitting aged
persons who receive this assistance to
earn some additional money. We permit
that to be done in the case of old-age
insurance, but not in the case of old-
age assistance. Such permission, if
given, may help in connection with some
of the problems the older persons have.
Such a change would require an amend-
ment to the present law.

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

Mr, TAFT. I yield.

Mr, LONG. I am certain that the
suggestion the Senator from Ohio has
made is well taken. The only question
in my mind is whether there would be
time for the Finance Committee to con-
sider this matter and study it properly
and consider all the factors the Senator
from Ohio has in mind, whereas, on the
other hand, at this time, there is a real
need for a little additional a.gsistance to
the old-age pensioners, particularly be-
cause of the enormous increase in the
price of food since Korea.

Mr. TAPT. I may say that the old-
age-assistance payments have more than
doubled since 1939 and 1940. There has
been a rather steady increase, and I
do not necessarily object to it.
© As I have said, I am quite willing to
have the Finance Committee instructed
to report on this matter within a rea-
sonable time—for instance, within 3
weeks, or a similar period of time—be-
cause I think we can get together the
necessary information in 3 days. I have
succeeded in gathering enough informa-
tion to be able to form conclusions of
my own, and I think the committee can
report a much sounder program with
much less cost to the Federal Govern=
ment.

Last year Representative Mirrs, of Ar-
kansas, made to the House of Repre-
sentatives a proposal which the Federal
Security Administration tells me they
much prefer to this amendment, and it
would cost the Federal Government at
least $100,000,000 less than this par-
ticular amendment would.

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield for another question?

Mr, TAFT. I yield.

Mr. LONG. As a matter of fact, is it
not true that last year the Senate
Finance Committee considered a pro-
posal to increase the matching formula,
and turned it down, even though the
committee voted to increase by a sub-
stantial amount the assistance for al-
most every other group of needy persons?

Mr. TAFT. Yes.

- Mr. LONG. Many Senators voted at
that time to increase it, for the reason
that there was not much hope of the
committee's changing its position sub-
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stantially, because the committee at that
time was composed of the same members
who compose it today.

Mr. TAFT, But the Senator must re-
member that since that time, there has
been an increase in the cost of living,
which the committee certainly is willing
to take into consideration. One reason
for our not increasing the rate, I may
say, was that we wanted to get the right
relationship between the contributory
system of old-age insurance, which we
increased substantially—doubled, in
fact—and the noncontributory system.
Before the amendments of last year the
point had been reached where in most
of the States which did not contribute
a beneficiary received a larger payment
than in the States which contributed,
so far as old-age insurance was con-
cerned; and we raised the figures for
the old-age insurance to such a point
that we felt that the relationship be-
tween the noncontributory payments
and the contributory payments was
correct.

It is possible that if we are to increase
the noncontributory payments, we ought
also to increase the insurance payments.
That, I may say, is a possibility, because
the fund has brought in so much more
money, under the increased tax and the
very largely inflated payroll since Korea,
that it is quite possible to make a larger
payment on insurance, also, without in-
creasing the tax. I think that if one is
to be increased, there ought to be a rel-
ative position between them, because ob-
viously the contributory pension ought
to be larger than the noncontributory
pension.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr, Presi-
dent, will the Senator yield?

Mr. TAFT, I yield to the Senator
from New Jersey.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. The Sen-
ator from New Jersey has this question
to ask of the Senator from Ohio: The
suggestion has been made that a vote to
support the motion of the Senator from
Ohio on this matter would be a vote
against increases in some of these pen-
sions. As I understand the Senator
from Ohio, he is not at the moment go-
ing into that particular question. Such
a vote would not mean that we were op-
posed to increases. Personally, I think
we may have to consider increases all
down the'line in these various areas.

But the suggestion has further been
made that the language of the amend-
ment might make it possible for the
States to take the Federal funds and, so
to speak, bail themselves out. That has
been suggested to me, and I am assum-
ing that that is one of the questions the
Senator from Ohio wants to have inves-
tigated when the matier goes back to the
committee. The proportion to be con-
tributed by the States, as well as by the
Federal Government, makes this relief
practical, without having the entire bur-
den cast on the Federal Government.

Mr. TAFT. Yes, I think that is true.
There is no provision in the amendment
that the States must add anything at all
to their total paymeiats. As I have said,
in the end they will probably pass it on.
We have pretty direct advice from one
State that it is simply going to relieve its
own difficult fiscal situation. We could
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insert an amendment which would pre-
vent that, I think. But I call attention
to the fact that the report of the Federal
Security Agency shows that in January
1947, after the increase of $5 in 1946,
the old-age-assistance payments to
beneficiaries, actually inereased but
$3.24, The increase from Federal funds
amounted to $4.16; but there was a de-
crease from State and local funds of 92
cents a month. After the 1948 increase,
from September 1948 to December 1948
the beneficiaries received an increase of
$2.49 only, instead of $5. Though there
was an increase of $4 in Federal funds,
there was a decrease of $1.50 in State
and local funds. The Federal Security
Board itself at that time said that while,
for the country as a whole, the decline in
State funds was relatively small, in some
States the contributions were such as to
raise a question whether the States had
not used a considerable part of the addi-
tional Federal funds to relieve the bur-
den on State and loeal treasuries, instead
of to strengthen their public assistance
program. That this was not the case in
most States is apparent, but in some
States it was true. So, since that result
did follow, it seems to me we ought to
provide by legislation that that shall
not happen.

When we made the increases in 1946
and 1948 we were at peace, and the in-
come of the Federal Government was
considerable. In 1948, we had had a
surplus of $8,000,000,000 in the Federal
Treasury. Today, with the present tre-
mendous budgetary program, which may
cost $70,000,000,000 this year and $90,-
000,000,000 next year, we have felt that
we cannot make the increased appropria-
tions for purely domestic activities we
had hoped to make. We have already
cut down the housing program, we have
cut down along various other lines, and
certainly if there is to be the increase
in assistance payments which is pro-
posed, it seems to me the Federal Gov-
ernment ought not to be asked to put
up more than half of it at the present
time.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr, Presi-
dent, will the Senator yield?

Mr, TAFT. I yield to the Senator
from New Jersey.

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. If Iunder-
stand the Senator from Ohio correctly,
then, he is not necessarily opposing the
consideration of the question whether
there should be increased participation
on the part of the Federal Government
and the States, but he feels that a matter
of this kind, which may involve $250,-
000,000 should be further considered by
the committee before final action is
taken on the proposal. Is my under-
standing correct?

Mr, TAFT. The Senator is correct;
and I have no objection to having the
committee report within a definite time,
so that we can consider the problem
intelligently on the basis of a committee
report.

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the
Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator
from New York?

Mr, TAFT, I yield.

Mr. LEHMAN. As I understand, the
Senator from Ohio does not object to
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the granting of a degree of help to those
who are now on the public-assistance
rolls, but he objects to the manner in
which it has been done, and to the fact
that there is no assurance that under
the amendment which has been adopted,
the beneficiary will receive any larger
payments in the aggregate. Do I cor-
rectly understand the Senator?

Mr. TAFT. The Senator is correct.
The money provided could be used in
either of two ways. It could be used to
relieve the State treasury, or it could
be used to put more people on the roll.

Mr. LEHMAN. Will the Senator yield
further?

Mr. TAFT. 1Iyield further to the Sen-
ator from New York.

Mr., LEHMAN, I am sure my col-
leagues in the Senate know how I feel
about these grants for public assistance.
I believe them to be completely inade-
quate, and I should be delighted to see
the beneficiaries receive increased allot-
ments. But what worries me about the
suggested amendment is that there
would be nothing which would prevent a
State from actually reducing its share.
In other words, there is nothing in the
amendment which has been adopted
which would give any assurance what-
ever that the beneficiaries would receive
larger allotments. I want to see them
get larger allotments. I am not inter-
ested in the Federal Government’s baling
out the States, and I believe that
could happen under the amendment of
the Senator from Arizona. I wondered
whether under those circumstances it
would not be possible for the Senator to
submit an amendment which would pre-
vent a reduction in payments by a State
to any. beneficiary; in other words, to
assure that there would be no diminu-
tion, but rather an increase in the bene-
fits aceruing to a person receiving public
assistance.

Mr. TAFT. I think I would ask an
even more drastic amendment than the
Senator from New York suggests. To
begin with, until the vote is reconsidered
I cannot offer an amendment. But it
seems to me that, if we are to increase
the payments $5, we ought to make the
States match the Federal payments
50-50, certainly as to the particular $5
increase, at least. Under present con-
ditions, I do not think the Federal Treas-
ury ought to have to bear four-fifths of
the additional increase. There is no
evidence that the States will increase
their share at all. I shall present some
evidence to show that they may not pay
to the persons affected the full §5. They
will merely put it in the State treasuries.
I think the amendment could be some-
what more stringent than the Senator
suggests. I think I could work that out,
though, much more easily in committee
than I could on the floor of the Senate,

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

Mr. TAFT. I yield to the Senator
from Massachusetts.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I should like to
say to the Senator from New York that
I have conferred with the legislative
counsel of the Senate to try to get an
amendment drafted along the lines he is
suggesting bescause I believe that there
should be some increase in the payments
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to the beneficiaries, and I wanted to
make sure, if we acted, that the increase
would go to them. I am informed by the
Senate legislative counsel that they
have tried for about 2 years to draft an
amendment along those lines, but that it
is very difficult because of the flexibility
in the amounts contributed by the States,
and, if a specific amount like the one
suggested is provided, it might throw out
of kilter the whole benefit scheme within
the States. That is what I have been
told by the Senate legislative counsel.

The Senator from Ohio has twice
stated that he would be willing to agree,
if the bill were referred back to the com-
mittee, that a time limit of 3 weeks
might be set for bringing it out again.
I would hope that he would be willing to
set a time limit of 2 weeks, It would
have much influence on my vote if I
knew the Finance Commititee would
report the bill in 2 weeks.

Mr. TAFT. That could be done easily
enough. If all the members of the com-
mittee would sit down and consider it,
it could be done in 3 days. But prob-
ably that would not be possible. I do
not see why an amendment like this can-
not be agreed on in 2 weeks,

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

Mr, TAPT. I yield.

Mr. McFARLAND. Is it not a fact
that what is provided in the bill is pre-
cisely the method which has been used
for increasing assistance to the aged, the
blind, and to dependent children the
last two times that subject has been
considered?

Mr. TAFT. It is true that the last
two times the Federal Government has
assumed the entire burden of the in-
creases under programs which are en-
tirely State programs. The Federal
Government gives assistance to the
States. The States fix the require-
ments and determine the total number
of payments. In Colorado they amount
to $77 a month; in California, to $67;
in Texas, to only $32. The lowest is in
the State of Mississippi, where the pay-
ments are $19.30.

What we have been doing has been
simply taking more and more out of the
Federal Treasury. We have done it
twice. We did it to such an extent that
noncontributory payments were greater
than the contributory payments under
the old-age insurance system. They
ware wholly out of relationship. That
was due partly to the delay in revising
old-age insurance. The result has been
an increase in the number of persons on
the rolls. The smallest number is i1. the
District of Columbia, where only 46 out of
a thousand persons are on the old-age
assistance roll. In Delaware the number
is 61 out of a thousand. On the other
hand, in Colorado, it is 417; in Arkansas,
539, more than half the persons being
over 65 years of age. In Louisiana the
number is 725 out of a thousand. That
tendency has grown until a State finds
that it is easier to get more money out
of the Federal Government by having a
large number of low payments instead
of adequate pensions. The distin=-
guished Senator from Louisiana [Mr.
Loncg] pointed out that his State more
than doubled its own payments, In con-
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tributions to old-age insurance it is
spending more money per person than is
any other State in the Union. But that
is not true as to Texas, which is a much
wealthier State than is Louisiana.

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

Mr. TAFT. I yield.

Mr. LONG. I believe it would be fair
to point out that in the northern and
more industrialized States a much
higher pereentage of persons are cov-
ered by social security. There was a
time when in the State of Louisiana only
approximately 20 percent were covered
by social security, while in the State of
Ohio the figure was almost 80 percent.
In a State like Louisiana, where so large
a percentage of the people are not cov-
ered by social security, they have to look
to old-age assistance. There is no point
in offering any excuse or apology. I
hope the Senator will not think that we
have any desire to receive more money
out of the Federal Treasury and match
it with our State funds. It is sought
merely because of the need of the per-
sons in the State of Louisiana who fall
within the classes to be assisted.

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

Mr, TAFT. I yield.

Mr, CASE. Under the current man-
power situation, does the Senator know
of any reason why we should permit per-
sons who are receiving contributory as-
sistance to obtain up to $50 a month for
doing certain work, and deny the op-
portunity to those who are under the
old-age-assistance program?

Mr. TAFT. Idonot. I have read the
report of the advisory committee of the
Senate, on which the bill was based.
They take the position that the program
should be based on need only.. I do not
know the exact reason for that, but that
was their position.

Mr. CASE. The able Senator from
Ohio will recall that during World War
II it was made possible for one who was
receiving old-age assistance to engage
in agricultural labor without having his
assistance payments taken inio consid-
eration. Later, by a second amendment,
the law was extended to include employ-
ment in nursing, so the persons receiv-
ing old-age assistance could receive
money earned on farms or in nursing
without affecting their payments.

Mr. TAFT. It seems to me that that
should certainly be considered.

Mr. CASE. It has been my observa-
tion that the old-age-assistance recipi-
ents hesitate to take odd jobs lest they
be stricken from the rolis. The gentle-
man who used to mow my lawn does not
mow it any more because he is now on
the old-age-assistance roll. Under the
present manpower situation, I think we
should make it possible for these on
assistance rolls to help out with chores
or do nursing. That is the purpose of
the amendment which I suggested.

Mr. TAFT. Let me say that Colo-
rado’s average payment is £66.73. The
Federal share of that payment was 45
percent. It is now raised to 52 percent.
In Texas, on the other hand, the aver=-
age payment by the State in April of
1951 was cnly $32.68, less than half the
amount paid in Colorado. There are
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more than four times as many persons
on the rolls in Texas as are on the rolls
in Colorado. The Federal share of the
low payment in Texas, under this in-
crease, would be $27.68, or 81 percent of
the total payment, The Federal Gov-
ernment is carrying 81 percent of the
total old-age-assistance payments in

' Texas, whereas in California it is carry-
ing only 52 percent. The effect of the
new amendment would be to increase
greatly the amount of payments in
Texas. At the same time, Texas has the
highest per capita income of any south-
ern State. Colorado has a per capita
income of $1,386. The per capita income
in Louisiana is approximately half of
that of Texas.

The result of requiring the Federal
Government to pay a higher and higher
percentage is that every State is given a
tremendous incentive to widen the rolls,
to put everyone on the rolls, and get
more money, because the Federal Gov-
ernment will pay 75 percent under the
existing law. Thus there is an even
.greater incentive to do that instead of
paying adequate old-age pensions to per-
sons who are really in need, because it
cannot be that there is a clear case of
need as to 750 persons out of a thousand
'who are over 65 years of age. Surely
.those States are disregarding any obliga-
-tions on the part of the children to do
something in looking after their parents.
- Mr. MCcFARLAND. Mr, President,
“will the Senator yield?

Mr., TAFT. I yield.

! Mr. McFARLAND, PFirst, I wish to
make a statement and then to ask the
Senator a question. I should like to say
that the method proposed in this amend-
ment is the only effective method we
have been able to use. It has resulted in
increased assistance for the aged, the
blind, and dependent children. The
' Finance Committee had this subject be-

| fore it a year ago and at the request of

‘those in charge of the legislation we did
not offer the amendment. Of course,
that would have been the time to in-
crease the amount had the committee
been disposed to act.

However, if the Senator from Ohio
wants the committee to consider the
matter for a couple of weeks, I am per-
fectly willing that the Senator enter into
a unanimous-consent agreement to the
effect that the bill, as amended, be re-
ferred to the Committee on Finance for
its consideration for 2 weeks, at which
time the committee shall report its rec-
ommendations, including its recommen-
dation respecting possible increases in
old-age-insurance payments as well as
increases in old-age assistance, aid to the
blind and totally disabled, and increases
in children’s benefits. If the Senator is
agreeable, I am willing {o enter into such
an agreement.

Mr. TAFT. I think everyone will
agree to that. I think we can do that if
that is agreeable to the Members of the

Senate. It will enable us to proceed with:

the defense-production measure more
quickly.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Isthere any
request made?
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Mr, McFARLAND. May I say before
I make the request, Mr. President, that
I am hopeful the committee will give
prompt and careful consideration to the
bill, and, of course, when it comes back
to the Senate we will then have an op-
portunity to look at it. I am one of those
who believes it is desirable that a com-
mittee have the opportunity to consider
proposed legislation.

But before I propound the unanimous-
consent request I wish to say that the
people here involved are the forgotten
people. No one has done anything for
the aged and the blind and the dependent
children since 1948, although the cost of
living has gone up, way up.

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

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield.

Mr. TAFT. Do not include the blind
in that statement. We increased the
amount for the blind last year.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, the
recipients of this aid need the little extra
money for food. We are going to con-
sider shortly a recommendation to in-
crease salaries of Government employees.
Why? Because of the rise in the cost of
living, of course. T am in favor of econ-
omy. I want to save every dollar that
can be saved. But, Mr. President, I am
not willing for an aged person, a person
who has not had an opportunity to save
money during his lifetime, who has not
had the opportunity to build some secu-
rity through social security, to go hungry
simply because helping him would mean
the imposition of a little more taxes. I
do not believe the people of the United
States are willing that such individuals
should go hungry merely to save the pay-
ment of some taxes.

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena-
tor from Ohio has the floor.

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

Mr. TAFT. Iyield to the distinguished
Majority Leader.

Mr. McFARLAND. This is no small
matter to those who are affected. Some
may ask, “What is $5 a month? In a
large number of the States the $5 con-
tribution is matched by the States’ equal
payment. Why did we not make such a
provision mandatory for all States?
Why did we not compel the States to
match the Federal payment? I will tell
the Senate why. It is because in the
South and in some other sections, States
are not able to match the Federal pay-
ment. So the amendment was submit-
ted in order to give the poor people in
those States a little better chance in life.

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

Mr. McFARLAND. I will yield in a
moment., I feel deeply in regard to this
matter, The Social Security Adminis-
tration recommended the variable grant
program, The House passed a bill along
that line and sent it to the Senate. We
did not take action on the variable grant
program.

The amendment now under considera-
tion is only temporary provision for 2
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years to aid the old people in this period;
so that they may live, if you please, while
we in Congress are working on the pro-
gram. I dislike to see a delay for even 2
weeks, but I am willing to have the bill
receive committee consideration because
I believe in committee hearings where
possible, and because in this case I believe
that with the active cooperation and wise
assistance of both the distinguished Sen-
ator from Ohio and the distinguished
Chairman of the Finance Committee we
will have before us very shortly a bill
which will increase these payments in all
categories and thus give recognition to
the fact that these people on small fixed
incomes are literally being ground be-
tween the upper and nether millstones.

I now yield to the Senator from Massa-
chusetts.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, I
am glad to hear the Senator from Ari-
zona take the position he has taken, be-
cause it seems to me that if we want to
attain this objective—and I personally
want to increase the payments to a cer-
tain degree—we can better do so by
having a bill brought before the Senate
in an orderly way; a bill which we can
amend and which we can discuss. As the
matter now stands, we cannot discuss the
amounts, we cannot discuss the subject
with our home State authorities to see
how the plan will work out. If the com-
mittee reports a bill in 2 weeks, then it
will be open to discussion. We can in-
crease the amount if we think we should
do so, or we can change the provisions.
I hope the Senator will put the unani-
mous consent request.

Mr., TAFT. Will the Senator from
Arizona put the unanimous-consent re-
quest? I now yield the floor.

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr, President, is the
Senator from Arizona going to present
his unanimous-consent request?

Mr. McFARLAND, I will do so in a
moment,

Mr. LEHMAN. I will wait until the
Senator has submitted his unanimous-
consent request.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the vote by
which House bill 2416 was passed be re-
considered, and that the entire bill, as
amended and passed by the Senate, be
recommitted to the Senate Committee on
Finance, with definite instruections that
it be reported back to the Senate within
2 weeks with recommendations, includ-
ing recommendations with respect to
possible increases in old-age insurance
payments.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator
from Arizona asks unanimous consent
that the vote by which the bill was passed
be reconsidered, and that the bill, with
the amendment adopted by the Senate,
be referred to the Committee on Finance
with instructions to report back not later
than 2 weeks from today. Is there
objection?

Mr, LEHMAN, Mr, President, reserv-
ing the right to object, in the first place,
I ask unanimous consent to place in the
REecorp a letter which I received from the
Federal Security Agency under date of
gu?e 26, 1951, giving certain figures and

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

FEDERAL SECURITY AGENCY
SocIAL SECURITY ADMINISTEATIO
Washington, D. C., June 26, 1951
Hon. HErsERT H. LEAMAN,
The United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

DeAR SeMATOR LEEMAN: This is in reply to
your request for information concerning the
public-assistance amendment adopted by the
Benate on June 21 to H. R. 2416.

In accordance with your request, I am en-
closing a copy of our statistical tables for
March 1951 which, among other things, show
the average amount paid to assistance re-
cipients. There is also enclosed, as you re-
gquested, a table showing the Federal share
of the average payments for old-age assist-
ance for September 1950, the most recent
month for which data are available.

+ 'The answers to the other information you
requested are as follows:
1. What is the cost of the amendment?

The additional cost to the Federal Govern=-
ment, assuming that all of the additional
Federal funds is passed to reciplents, is about
$256,000,000 annually, This figure is based
upon estimated case loads as of the end of
the fiscal year 1951. The present Federal
cost for public assistance is approximately
$1,250,000,000 annually.

2. Is there any provision in the amend-
ment which requires or assures that the
needy individual will receive the additional
Federal funds? Epe

. No; there is not.

3. Does all of the additional Federal money
need to be passed on to the recipient or can
the money be saved by the State or he used
to put additional persons on the assistance
rolls?

The State is free under the amendment
(1) to pass all or part of the additional
Federal money on to the individual, (2) to
save all or part of the additional Federal
money, (3) to put additional persons on the
rolls, or (4) any pariial combination of these
three policies.

I This can be illustrated, In part, by the
following examples:

. A State paying $40 to an aged individual
can increase the payment to $45. In this
case the Federal share of §25 is increased to
$30, and the State share of §15 remains the
same.

But if the State wished to save all thas
Federal money, it could keep the payment to
the Individual at $40, in which case the State
share would be reduced to 812.50, a saving of

| $2.50 a case, while the Federal share would
 be increased $2.50 a case to $27.50.

- Alternatively, a State could increase the
total payment to an individual to $43, an in-
crease of 83, which would result in a State
share of $14, a decrease of §1, while the Fed-
eral share would be $29, an increase of $4.

As an example of how a State can add ad-

ditional persons onto the rolls without in- °

creasing its own costs, assume that the State
is now paying 100 persons $40 a month, of
which the Federal share is $2,500; the State
share is $1,600. If the State divided its
$1,500 by paying $12.50 to 120 cases, the Fed-
eral share would be increased to $27.50 each
or a total of 38,300, or $800 more In total
Federal funds.

Based upon the e of similar
amendments in 1946 and 1948, it requires
about one full year for recipients to get the
full benefit of the additional Federal funds.
In some States it takes even longer. In the
meanwhile, a portion of the additional Ped-
eral cost is merely a replaeement of State
and local funds,

4. Isthefedaralahmalsumcmsedfor
Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands?

No.
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If there are any additional facts you wish,
please let me know.
Sincerely yours,
WriLsoR J. COHEN,
Technical Adviser to the Commis=
sioner for Social Security.

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, in the
second place I may state to the Senate
that, as the majority leader knows, my
interest in this question is to see that the
beneficiaries receive a larger allotment,
a considerable part of which, of course,
is paid by the Federal Government. Un-
der the amendment of the Senator from
Arizona as it stands, if a State making
an allotment of $40 wishes to “save"” all
the Federal money, it could keep the
payment to the individual at $40, in
which case the State share would be re-
duced to $12.50—a saving of $2.50 a case,
while the Federal share would be in-
creased $2.50 a case to $27.50.

I want to make certain that if the
Federal Government makes this further
large grant to the States——

Mr. McFARLAND. The Senator does
not call $5 a large grant, does he?

Mr. LEHMAN. No. I am talking
about $256,000,000 representing the ad-
ditional share of the Federal Govern-
ment.

Mr. McFARLAND. I understand.

Mr., LEHMAN. If the Federal Gov-
ernment makes this grant to the States
on a matching basis of some kind, I want
to make certain that the beneficiaries
will receive a very substantial portion of
the additional funds which are made
available by the Federal Government.

I wonder whether the distinguished
majority leader could include in his mo-
tion a direction to the Finance Commit-
tee to make certain that there would be
(a) no diminution of funds provided by
the States and (b) an increase in the

* benefits which flow to the recipient from
- the State and Federal funds. I think it

is most important that the beneficiaries
be benefited by the action which may be
taken. I am not interested in saving the
States money.

will receive a greater benefit from these
funds.

Mr. McFARLAND, I may say to my
friend that the Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. SartonsTaLL]l has stated the

difficulties. It is very difficult to draft’

an amendment such as this. I think
that a study of the record will disclose

+ that the needy people have received these

benefits. I myself do not believe that
any State officials eould remain in office
if they were to take this money simply
to reduce their State taxes. I believe
the needy people will receive benefifs
from the Federal payments.

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

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield.

Mr. MILLIEIN. Our State puts up
niore than its share of the money. That
is neither here nor there. What I want
to suggest to the distinguished Senator
from New York is that there ought not
to be any limitations placed upon the
instructions to the Finance Committee,

Mr. McPARLAND. We can take eare
of that on the floor if the job is not prop-
erly done in committee.

I want fo make sure that _
the needy persons who are getting this
-« meager and totally inadequate allotment
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Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, contin-
uing my reservation—and I do not in-
tend to object—may I ask the majority
leader whether, if the bill when reported

. from the Finance Committee does not

provide increased benefits to the bene-
ficiaries of public assistance, he will think
it is bad faith on my part if I oppose
the report and fight against it as hard
as is possible? I do want to make cer-
tain that the beneficiaries receive more
liberal freatment than they are receiv-
ing today.

Mr. McFARLAND. I will say to my
good friend from New York, in all sin-
cerity, that I do not believe there is a
Member of this body who has a kinder
feeling toward the people who need help
than has the Senator from New York.
I know that he is sineere in what he is
saying, and that he wants to help the
people who need help. If I did not feel
that this amendment would accom-
plish the desired purpose, I would not
have proposed it. However, I am willing
to have the committee give further con-
sideration to the project. I hope the
Senator from Ohio will be convinced be-
fore final action is taken. That is one
reason why I was willing for the Senator
from Ohio to have more time to study
the question. I want him with us in
helping to put through this worthy leg-
islation.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the request of the Senator
from Arizona?

Mr, JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres-
ident, reserving the right to object—
and I shall not object—I wish to com-
pliment the Senator from Arizona for
the fight which he has consistently
made to increase the assistance to these
forgotten people and improve their wel-
fare. I refer to the aged, the blind, and
the orphans. I do not believe that any-
one can go too far in his concern for
those people. I appreciate what the
Senator from Arizona has done in past
years, and what he is attempting to do
by this proposed legislation. So reluc-
tantly I agree with the purpose now to
postpone consideration for 2 weeks and
send the bill to the Committee on Fi-
nance.

I agree with what has been said by my
_colleague [Mr. MiLLIKIN], that no strings
should be tied to what the Finance Com-
mittee does with the bill, because the
.Finance Committee has made a long
‘study of this kind of legislation and is
well informed on it. It is capable of
dealing with it in an intellizent way,
and with good judgment, I believe.
‘When the bill returns to the Senate,
within 2 weeks, I feel that the Senate
may expect a bill which all Senators can
support.

* The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection to the reguest of the Senator
from Arizona?

Mr, LANGER. Mr. President, reserv-
ing the right to object, I invite the at-
tention of Senators to the fact that
sometimes chickens come home to roost.

Only last week the distinguished Sen-
ator from South Carolina [Mr. JoEN-
sTon], chairman of the Committee on
Post Ofifice and Civil Service, pleaded
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with tears in his eyes that leave for Gov-
ernment employees be not reduced from
26 days to 20 days. He stated that a
committee had been considering the
subject for a long time, and was almost
ready to report. He called attention to
the further fact that an employee who
had worked a long time for the Govern-
ment might be entitled to more leave
than one who had worked for only a
year or two.

At that time, nevertheless, the Sen=-
ate, with the distinguished Senator from
Ohio voting for the proposal, took the
matter out of the hands of the com-
mittee and legislated upon the floor of
the Senate, providing for 20 days’ leave
instead of 26 days. The result was that
the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Service might just as well not have
existed.

Coming to this specific question, I
remember that in 1946 the senior Sena-
tor from North Dakota called attention
to the fact that North Dakota was the
first State in the Union to have old-age
pensions. That was long before we ever
heard of Dr. Townsend. At that time
it was said, “We are not going to pass
upon the question today. We are going
to refer it to a special committee.” A
special committee was named, consist-
ing of two of the most distinguished
Members of this body. That was the
last we heard of the subject for an en-
tire year.

I agree with everything the distin-
guished Senator from Arizona and the
distinguished Senator from New York
have said relative to the need on the part
of these poor people for an additional
$5 a month.

Mr. President, I object.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is
heard.

The question is on agreeing to the
motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Tarr] to reconsider the vote by which
House bill 2416 was passed. [Putting
the question.]

The Chair is in doubt.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President,
may I ask the distinguished Senator
from North Dakota if he will withhold
his objection for a moment?

Mr. LANGER. Mr, President, I have
no objection to being outvoted, but I
will not withdraw the objection. It is
a matter of principle with me. If, for
example, we can take away the power
of the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service, why not abolish it and be
through with it? After a committee has
worked for many months, as did the
Committee on Post Office and Civil Serv-
ice, the Senate comes along and arbi-
trarily wrecks everything it has done,
So far as I am concerned, I will not
withdraw my objection to the unani-
mous-consent request.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena-
tor from North Dakota objects.

The question is——

Mr. GEORGE. Mor. President, I hope
the Senate will agree to the motion to
reconsider the bill, in view of the ob=
Jjection and in view of the willingness of
the distinguished majority leader to have
the bill reconsidered. This is not a new
subject with the Finance Committee.
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
suggests to all Senators that if the mo-
tion to reconsider is agreed to the Sen-
ate may then refer the bill to the com-
mittee with instructions to report back
in accordance with the unanimous-con-
sent request of the Senator from Ari-
Zona.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, the
commitiee is entirely willing to report
back within a reasonable time. Possibly
2 weeks is a little short, in view of the
fact that we must undertake the consid-
eration of a tax hill. However, we can
make a report within 2 weeks, We have
studied this question. The question was
before the Finance Committee last year,
and we gave 6 months' study and con-
sideration to it.

This proposal, so far as the amend-
ment is concerned, is simply to have the
Federal Government pay four-fifths of
the appropriation for these particular
beneficiaries. That is not fair to the
Federal Government. It is perfectly
ridiculous that the States themselves do
not shoulder an equal share of this
burden. But we did not so arrange it.
We now pay a disproportionate part of
the burden.

The committee is entirely willing to
make its report prompily, and within 2
weeks. I hope very much that the mo-
tion to reconsider the vote by which the
bill was passed will be agreed to, so that
the bill may go back to the committee.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
will put the question again. The ques-
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the
Senator from Ohio [Mr, Tarr] to recon-
sider the vote by which House bill 2416
was passed.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr, President, I
now move that the bill, as amended, be
recommitted to the Committee on Fi-
nance, with definite instructions to re-
port it back to the Senate, in accordance
with the unanimous-consent agreement
which I have propounded, within 2
weeks.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question
is on agreeing to the motion of the Sen-
ator from Arizona. [Putting the ques-
tion.] The “ayes” have it, and the bill
is recommitted to the Committee on
Finance with instructions.

ANNUAL ASSESSMENT WORK OF MINING
CLAIMS

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr, President, I
ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of Calendar No. 460, Sen-
ate bill 1726, to change the date for the
beginning of annual assessment work on
mining claims held by location in the
United States, including the Territory
of Alaska, from the 1st day of July to
the 1st day of November and to extend
the time during which annual assess-
ment work on such claims may be made
for the year beginning July 1, 1950, to
the 1st day of November 1951.

No objection was raised to the bill
in committee. It was unanimously re-
ported by the committee. I have con-
sulted with the minority members of the
committee and I have also consulted with
the minority leader. I am certain that
no objection will be made to the im-
mediate consideration of the bill.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SteEnnIs in the chair), Is there objec-
tion?

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, I have been
absent from the floor for a few minutes.
I wonder if it would be necessary to have
a quorum call.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Iam quite certain
that it will not be necessary to have a
quorum call. As I say, the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs was
unanimous in voting to report the bill.

The bill deals solely with the problem
of doing $100 worth of assessment work
upon mining claims during each year.
The Senate has heretofore passed similar
bills,

Mr. WHERRY. Iunderstand. I shall
not insist on a quorum call. I should
like to invite the attention of the Senate
to the situation in which we found our-
selves in connection with the last bill.
A motion was made to reconsider the ac-
tion of the Senate in passing the bill. It
resulted from the generosity of the mi-
nority leader in permitting a bill to pass
without having a quorum ecall. I believe
a quorum call should be had before ac-
tion is taken on a unanimous-consent
request to consider a bill. I have been
assured by the distinguished Senator
from Colorado [Mr. Mirrixin] that the
minority members of the committee were
unanimously in favor of reporting the
bill; therefore, I withhold my suggestion
of the absence of a quorum. However, if
a Senator should come in later and make
a request to reconsider the action by
which the Senate passed the bill, I wish
the Recorp to show that the junior Sena-
tor from Nebraska, acting as the minor-
ity leader, attempted to protect the
rights of any Senator who may later
wish to move to reconsider the action of
the Senate on the bill.

Mr. OMAHONEY. I thank the Sen-
ator for his comment.

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

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

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2324 of the
Revised Statutes, as amended, is further
amended by striking out “lst day of July”

and inserting in lleu thereof “lst day of
November.”

Sec. 2. The amendment made by the first
section of this act shall be effective as of 12
o'clock meridian, 1st day of November 1951,
and for the purposes of section 2324 of the
Revised Statutes the period from 12 o'clock
meridian, July 1, 1951, to 12 o’clock meridian,
1st day of November 1851, shall be consid-
ered part of the perlod commencing at 12
o’clock meridian, July 1, 1950.

EXTENSION OF DEFENSE PRODUCTION,
AND HOUSING AND RENT ACTS

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (S. 1717) to amend and extend
the Defense Production Act of 1950 and
the Housing and Rent Act of 1947, as
amended. :
- Mr. McFARLAND. Yesterday, when
the Senator from South Carolina sug-
gested securing a limitation on debate
with reference to the defense-production
bill the distinguished minority leader
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suggested that it be proposed at this
time. I understand that some Senators
who are interested in the bill are not
present, and therefore I shall not pro-
pound the request at this time. I am
very hopeful that we shall be able to
enter into such a unanimous-consent
agreement. I may say thatin the Demo-
cratic caucus this morning I was in-
structed to try to work out a unanimous-
consent agreement limiting debate. I
am certain that the minority leader will
cooperate with me in that regard, as he
always has cooperated with me. As soon
as he is able to do so I would appreciate
his conferring with me on a proposed
unanimous-consent agreement to limit
debate.

Mr, WHERRY. I can inform the ma-
jority leader now that there are two
Senators on this side of the aisle who
would like to speak generally on the bill,
as I presume the Senator from Michigan
is about to speak on it now. I am not
certain that it would be necessary to
provide more than 30 minutes for that
purpose. As soon as I am informed I
shall confer with the majority leader.
So far as the minority is concerned, we
shall be willing to limit debate.

Mr. McFARLAND. Even if we agree
to limit debate beginning tomorrow
morning it would be of some help.

Mr. WHERRY. I am satisfied that
after the two speeches have been de-
livered there will be no difficulty in en-
tering into a limitation of debate, at
least with respect to amendments.

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, at the
outset of my remarks I should like to say
that I shall decline to yield until I have
completed the prepared portion of what
I have to say, for two reasons: First, we
are faced with a matter of time, which
has been pointed out rather forcefully
by the distinguished chairman of the
Committee on Banking and Currency
[Mr. Maysank], and I do not want to
take any more time than I believe to be
necessary. In the second place, by yield-
ing, as I would certainly be inclined to
do under normal circumstances. the
continuity of my thought as it would ap-
pear in the Recorp would be utterly de-
stroyed. Therefore, as I have said, I
shall decline to yield until I have fin-
ished my remarks, at which time I shall
be very glad to yield to any Senator for
any questions he may put to me, and
shall endeavor to answer them so far as
I am able to do so.

Almost exactly a year after the day of
the invasion of Korea by the Red hordes
from the north, what purports to be an
offer to negotiate a peace is made by
our Communist enemies.

Good people everywhere who love
peace and freedom will pray to God that
there is a measure of sincerity in this
overture from the Kremlin and from
Peiping.

But, Mr. President, I believe the peo-
ple and the Congress of the United
States must be alert to the danger that
this Soviet move regarding Korea,
whether it culminates in a successful
cease-fire or not, may be an effort to
induce the American people to relax
their vigilance, to fail to do the things
we must do to protect our security, to
fail specifically either to continue the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

military build-up at home and abroad,
or to adequately renew the anti-inflation
law now before us.

In my judgment, America will not be
safe, the American people dare not re-
lax, until there is dependable proof of a
real reversal of basic position in the
Eremlin. Until then we must proceed
with out program of strengthening our
military forces, and our economic, po=
litical, and psychological efforts abroad,
whatever happens in EKorea.

Since we must go forward with our
program for strengthening our military
forces, Mr. President, a program which
able Senators on both sides of this aisle
have so firmly supported, then, in my
judgment, we must be sure that the very
process by which we prepare to preserve
our Nation from the external danger of
Red aggression is not permitted to turn
loose the destructive and dislocating
forces of inflation within our borders.

That—if we let it destroy our economy
from within—would be playing into the
hands of Stalin as thoroughly, and al-
most as painfully, as thought we failed to
prepare ourselves militarily and left our-
selves vulnerable to attack from without.

I do not question the motives of any
man on either side of this aisle as to the
means or purposes we take to secure the
internal structure of our Nation and
of our free incentive system. We are all
seeking the same thing—peace, and a
stable, prosperous Nation.

But I submit, Mr. President, that the
facts of economic history have amply
proved that in a period when from $38,-
000,000,000 to $50,000,000,000 worth of
our production each year is to be trans-
ferred from civilian to military goods, we
cannot permit our economy to operate
without a steering wheel and a good set
of brakes.

In my judgment, it would be reckless
in the extreme to move into the erucial
period that lies ahead without a firm,
direct, effective and well-administered
check on prices and wages, which are
the parts of our economic system which
affect the consumer most closely.

It has been argued on the Senate floor
and elsewhere that direct controls pre-
vent the greater production which we all
agree must be the ultimate solution to
inflation. The facts do not bear out this
contention.

In 1943, at a time when full price and
wage controls were in effect, industrial
production in America reached a level
higher than at any time before or since.
That, of course, was not because we had
controls; but the controls did not pre-
vent it.

None of us like controls. We all know
that the things that have made America
great are brains and skill and determina-
tion and industrial know-how, all of
which operate best when they are free
and have the maximum incentive.

But we cannot operate our economy if
the value of the dollar is to be allowed
to plummet downward because of the
distortions which must result when so
great a proportion of our total produc-
tion is removed from the normal con-
sumer markets. In these times we must
make sure that our dollar is held as
stable as we can hold it, so that our taxes
will not rise out of sight; so that the
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business structure will not be distorted;
so that our working people will not be
caught in a vorfex of rising prices which
wages could never catch; so that our
farmers will not be ruined by an ulti-
mate deflation; and so that our white-
collar workers and our old people and
others living on fixed incomes will not
be squeezed cruelly in the vise of need-
lessly higher prices.

It is argued that the way to keep
prices down is by greater production. In
normal times this is true; but when we
are lifting tens of billions of dollars
worth of goods out of the markets for
the purpose of making ourselves mili=
tarily strong, it is illogical and absurd
to contend that the supply can be ade-
quate immediately to take care of de-
mand in sufficient degree to keep the
economy stable.

The program of the Government, as
outlined by Charles E. Wilson, the Mo~
bilization Director, and others, is to in-
crease production to such a degree that
in approximately two years we shall have
enough military goods to meet the re-
quirements of the global threat of ag-
gression, and also enough civilian goods
so that the markets can take care of
themselves through the normal work=
ings of supply and demand.

Therefore, Mr. President, we must po-
tect our country against the vicious spi=
ral of prices such as was already on the
move in December 1950, and January
1951, before the tentative stabilization
was imposed January 25.

I agree with those who say, as
Senators on both sides of the aisle said
yesterday, that this freeze was delayed
too long. I think it should have been
ordered more quickly. But I also agree
with the estimable, hard-working chair-
man of this committee, for whom I have
the highest regard, the Senator from
South Carolina [Mr. MayBaNk]—who, I
may say, conducted the hearings every,
day for six weeks, and heard many wit-
nesses on this subject—that two wrongs
do not make a right, and that we should
not compound the injury.

I would point out, however, that in
delaying, the Government was giving a
thorough trial to the economic theory of
those who say that direct price and wage
controls are not necessary in this emer=
gency, It was giving this machinery a
trial at a time before the real impact of
military production had hit the economy,
as indeed it has not yet fully hit.

As part and parcel of this trial, the
Government made a plea directed to the
patriotism of the people with things to
sell, and many businessmen responded
to this plea. Others did not respond.
The result, as figures on price move=
ments now in this REcorp will show, was
a highly uneven and violently distorted
increase in prices. That is something
that all of us know.

I am sure it is the purpose of the Sen-
ate, as it works toward renewing the
present authority to control the econ-
omy, to pass a bill which will in fact be
workable and will be a stabilizing weap-
on in the hands of the men who have
answered their country’s call to lead this
fight against inflation.

But I fear this would not be the case
should the bill before us today be passed
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in its present form. I am supporting the
Douglas amendment. If it is adopted,
I think the bill will be workable. How-
ever, at the present time the bill con-
tains an amendment which six members
of the committee hold to be violently
infiationary. It is a section banning
further roll-backs of prices.

If the committee majority’s purpose
were merely to restrict further roll-
backs on meat, their amendment would
burn down the house to roast the pig.

It would not alone kill the previously
programmed beef order, but would
change the entire basic structure of the
entire stabilization program.

It would freeze distortions, which have
occurred since the Korean invasion, into
the economy by law.

It would prohibit passing on to the
consuming public great savings as the
prices of raw materials drop; and it
would blast open the wage-stabilization
formula which was established only after
months of difficult and delicate negoti-
ations.

When the price of an article today
represents its pre-Korean base price,
plus increase in labor and material
costs, plus the reasonable pre-Korean
profit margins, no one is going to try
{0 roll that price back. Is that not the
fair yardstick? Many businessmen ad-
hered to it.

But others did not. They profiteered
at the public’s expense at a moment
when American men were dying on the
battlefield to establish the principle that
aggression does not pay and an aggressor
cannot get away with it. Is Congress
now to say: “You who ignored the plea
of the President of the United States
to hold your price mark-ups to reason-
able levels, you who thought it was ‘the
American system’ to soak the consuming
public when the fires of inflation you
were helping to kindle could burn out
the free-incentive system within which
.you operate, are now to have your goug-
ing prices condoned and frozen into the
economic structure by law?

Are we to say to those who held the
line: “You men who responded to a pa-
triotic appeal by your Government, you
who have a greater sense of public re-
sponsibility, were foolish, and Congress
will not protect you"? Are we going
to put a penalty on the public spirit and
patriotism and response to the public
interest of these men? It would appear
so0, for the majority report of this com-
mittee, on page 18, in effect directs the
Price Administrator not to adjust their
prices.

The issue in this amendment, as it is
written, boils down to this, even though
the distinguished Senators supporting
the anti-roll-back amendment of course
did not mean it so: The consumers ver=
sus the profiteers.

Eric Johnston, the economic stabilizer,
is convinced that the increases which
would be forthcoming as a result of the
necessary upward adjustments would
boost the cost of living by at least 6
percent. Six percent may not seem to
be very much of an increase, Mr. Presi-
dent, but of course it would automati-
cally bring a resulting rise in the wages
of organized workers, under the lawful
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wage stabilization formula, and that in
turn would boost the entire cost strue-
ture of industry—increasing the prices
of things farmers buy, jacking up food
prices, and launching the economy again
on the swirling upward spiral which the
Johnston-DiSalle order checked on Jan-
uary 25.

Actually, so far as the stabilization
program is concerned, this amendment
merely makes certain that prices can
move in only one direction—up!

It also sets in motion a chain of events
making it inevitable that they move.

It is ironic that Congress should be
considering such a blow at the stabiliza-
tion system, now that the impact of mil-
itary production is about to strike and
the inflationary danger is increasing, for
it was Congress that last year first
moved toward the very sort of steering
wheel for the economy which its action
now may cripple or destroy.

Mr, Johnston and Mr. DiSalle are en-
deavoring, by a twin cost-price formula,
to squeeze some of the profiteering out
of the price structure. They work from
the base of normal price-cost relation-
ships that existed before Korea, and
they declare that in fixing his prices,
any manufacturer may add cost in-
creases for both materials and labor
since that date. :

Mr. President, when prices have been
boosted sharply beyond this level, ceil-
ings are being set to see that the public
is not overcharged. I should like to ask,
what is wrong with that? A roll-back
does not happen to businessmen who
respond to the President’s antiprofit-
eering plea. It does happen to those
who ignored the request.

Now in the works at OPS are roll-
backs in clothing, shoes, and other
necessities. In prospect are other reduc-
tions which promise to eventuate from
the Government’s own action in forecing
down the world price of important ma-
terials such as tin, wool, and rubber.

The fact is, Mr. President, that the
prices of many essential items are too
high today and should be rolled back.

One such item is beef. I believe it
would be difficult to convince any house-
wife that the witness who appeared be-
fore our committee was right when he
said that beef prices are “subnormal.”

I realize of course that the meat in-
dustry is immensely complicated. I
realize that the roll-backs may not be
easy to accomplish. But since January
1950 there has been a 10-percent rise
in wages, a 12-percent rise in the things
farmers must buy, and a 15-percent rise
in prices of food products generally. In
the same period cattle prices have gone
up 53 percent. Why? At no time has
a clear, adequate answer to this ques-
tion been made by anyone, so far as I
have heard.

The Price Administrator is endeavor-
ing to bring these prices back toward
balance with other prices. He is trying
to do it fairly, and I do not believe we
should stop this effort.

I submit, Mr. President, that this
amendment, on which the committee
chairman yesterday predicted “great
controversy” in this Chamber, contains

ill-concealed threats against virtually
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every category of consumer and pro-
ducer, and those threats may not have
come to the attention of this body.

Seven of these ill effects on the Na-
tion’s economy are spelled out for all to
examine in the committee report, begin-
ning on page 27. I should like to say
at this point that I believe the two
reports issued by the committee, the ma-
jority report with which regarding the
anti-roll-back amendment I disagree,
and the minority views, are documents
which I hope every Member of the Sen-
ate, and everyone else in the country
who can get them, will read, because I
think they do a remarkably good job of
spelling out just what the problem is
today. I already have referred to the
certain general price increase to the level
of the highest prices, and to the auto-
matic upward revision of the wage sta-
blization formula, as indicated by the
testimony before the committee of Dr.
George Taylor, Chairman of the Wage
Stabilization Board.

The able Senator from £labama [Mr.
SparRKMAN] spoke yesterday about the
authority conveyed in this amendment
to impose a ceiling on farm prices even
lower than the prices prevailing during
the so-called freeze period of January
25—thus in effect permitting a roll-back
in the event of future temporary defla-
tio_nar.v fluctuations in agricultural
prices.

Of grave concern to me is the pro-
hibition apparent in this amendment on
the passing on to the consumer of any
declines in the prices of raw materials
which may eventuate after the enact-
ment of this bill banning roll-backs.
By the way, the Senator from Illinois
[Mr. DovucrLas] yesterday pointed out
that this amendment would prevent a
roll-back of burlap prices in line with
the reduction in the price of burlap
which is imported. There appears to be
a similar prohibition on the lowering of
other import prices.

We have had numerous witnesses ap-
pear before our committee, testifying on
various sections of this bill and sharing
with us their knowledge of business and
industry, marketing and processing, and
we have given great weight to their ob-
servations and opinions.

But I wonder if we have given full
consideration to the unrepresented con-
sumers who have not been before us with
counsel and prepared statements, and
who do not have the financial backing
which would enable them to come to
Washington and to have representatives
here. The consumers have no lobby and
no lobbyists. They have no one to plead
their cause save we ourselves, who have
been sent here to represent them.

I shall be everlastingly grateful to a
young housewife in Grand Rapids, Mich.,
who wrote with the eloquence that can
come only from the heart, and in her
writing made all too evident to me the
role that I must play in this debate. I
should like to read briefly what she said:

We are a family of three, with another
child due next fall, Our children deserve
oranges, eggs, cod-liver oil, warm clothes—
yet, we, lika many other young couples who
cannot afford lobbyists in Washington,

wonder how much longer we can buy these
things.
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Our grocery bill alone now takes half my
husband’s salary. That means a lot of figur-
ing for housing, heat, insurance, and grow-
ing children’s clothes. Even a new child
18 almost dreaded.

We are not helping inflation; we cannot
afford necessities, much less luxuries. We
are not saving either, although we long for
the self respect a bank account gives.

Why don’t our Congress investigate house=
wives and independent grocers instead of
economists? Let your investigators figure
out a way to feed a family nutritiously on 880
a month without controls—and if they can't,
please, please give us & tight lid on prices.

That, Mr. President, is typical of the
letters we get from the people back home
who are not represented by one organi-
zation or another, in Washington.

There is not a Senator in this Chamber
who has not received, also, a huge volume
of mail complaining of ever-mounting
taxes. Does it give us any pleasure to
report that the $7,000,000,000 brought in
by last year's tax increase already has
been thrown down the sinkhole of in-
flation because of the $7,000,000,000 ex~
tra the Defense Department has already
paid in higher prices?

Now the House has approved a new tax
bill. Are these additional revenues to
be dissipated in the same manner?

The issue before us is quite simple.
The Congress can appropriate billions
for armaments designed to make of us
the strongest nation on earth. But if
we permit the insidious leech of inflation
to fasten onto our economic structure
and drain away the lifeblood of our de=
fense mobilization, then we shall be set
up for a swift, telling blow from without,
or a fatal pernicious anemia from
within,

What is to be gained from the terrible,
swift forging of a mighty array of arma-
ments if the left arm is too weak to sup-
port the shield, and the right cannot
wield the sword?

Are we to battle without stint—in a
spirit of bipartisan realization as to the
desperate goal—on the field of foreign
engagement, only to succumb to de-
structive pressures in dealing with the
economic ills which beset us within our
own country?

To do so is to surrender bloodlessly
to the enemy, offering him an easy vic-
tory with the weapon of his own choosing
and on the battlefield of his own
selection.

Shall we go ahead with our military
preparations at home and abroad; shall
we continue to work through the United
Nations for a just decision in Korea and
in the other troubled areas about the
world; shall be econtinue with the eco-
nomic uplifting of the impoverished
nations with which someday we may
conduct a flourishing trade; shall we con-
tinue with all the great aims which des-
tiny has given us in this century—or
shall we supinely surrender now to self-
ishness and greed and the un-Christian
philosophy of every man for himself and
let the devil, and Joe Stalin, take the
hindmost?

That decision is the decision which
must be made here and now. It is ours
and ours alone to make. And the world
is watching us.

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield for a question?
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The PRESIDING OFFICER, Does the
Senator from Michigan yield to the Sen-
ator from Connecticut?

Mr, MOODY, I yield to the distin-
guished Senator from Connecticut.

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, I
should first like to say that I compliment
the Senator upon his maiden speech in
the Senate.

Mr. MOODY. I thank the Senator
very nmruch.

Mr, McMAHON. It is good for those
of us who have been constantly engaged
in the MacArthur hearings to have an
opportunity now of learing something
about this very important bill. Would
the Senator tell me who appeared be-
fore the committee in opposition to the
amendment which the Senator offered,
for himself and, I believe, on behalf of
five other Senators.

Mr. MOODY. The Senator asks who
appeared before the committee?

Mr. McMAHON. Who appeared in
opposition to roll-back provision? Is it
called the Douglas amendment?

Mr, MOODY. The Douglas amend-
ment is the amendment, as the Senator
fromr Connecticut knows, which would
take out of the hill, as it came from the
committee, the ban on all roll-backs.

Mr, McMAHON. Iam asking who ap-
peared in opposition to that amendment.
Did the committee not have testimony
regarding that subject?

Mr. MOODY. There was testimony
before the committee in support of the
view that all price controls should be
lifted. There was testimony by a num-
ber of representatives of large groups to
the effect that such groups should he
exempted.

Mr. McMAHON. If the Senator will
permrit, I may say that everyone is in
favor of letting the wife’s relatives make
the sacrifices.

Mr, MOODY. Yes; that isso. There
seems to be a disinclination by many
people to have controls on their own part
of the economy. I may say it was a
somewhat disillusioning experience, even
though I had been around the Capitol
as a newspaperman for some time, to
hear one group after another come for-
ward and place testimony in the record
which, in my judgment, appeared to me
to have been formulated merely with
the temrporary, short-term, self-centered
view of the present situation in mind,
without undertaking the responsibility
of realizing that if everyone got his own
little advantage, if everyone received his
own immunity, the enfire structure
within which we operate, the very sys-
tem of free enterprise which means so
much to those men who appeared before
the committee, and to all the rest of us,
might go up in flames and burn out our
strength from within.

Mr. McMAHON. Does not the Sena-
tor agree that that approach is also used
in connection with additional taxes?
Everyone who comes before the Finance
Committee to testify seems to agree that
the budget must be balanced and that we
must have more taxes, but says, “Of
course, I am a special case, Do not put
any more taxes on me.”

Mr. MCODY. That is precisely the

_case, Iam glad the Senator mentioned
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that, because genilemen appeared before
our committee who took the position that
inflation could be controlled entirely by
indirect methods. I might point out that
Mr. Eric Johnston and others who testi-
fied pointed out that today a very vig-
orous attempt is being made in Canada
to control inflation by indirect methods.
Canada has a very heavy program of re-
striction on credit. As a matter of fact,
a person has to pay 50 percent down in
order to buy an automobile in Canada.
There is a very heavy program of taxa-
tion, much heavier than our own. There
is a general sales tax on nearly every-
thing, amounting to 10 percent, and
there is a 25-percent excise tax on auto-
mobiles. To buy a car in Canada one has
to pay 50 percent down and a 35-percent
ad valorem tax on the car. Yet, despite
those and other very stringent indirect
controls, prices in Canada have risen
even faster in the past 6 months or a
year than have prices in the United
States.

Some persons who appeared before the
committee asking that title IV be stricken
from the bill and that price and wage
controls be eliminated entirely are the
same persons, I might say, who appeared
in 1946 and said at that time that if
price controls were prematurely removed
prices would adjust themselves down-
ward and the economy would be stabi=
lized. We all know what happened after
the denouement in 1946.

In further reply to the Senator’s ques-
tion, it was brought out by some of the
questioning by members of the commit-
tee that organizations whose representa-
tives urged higher taxes were some of the
same organizations who earlier had gone
before the House Ways and Means Com-
mittee, from which tax bills emanate,
and had testified that they would like
to have heavier taxes, but, again, to be
applied on someone else, “because we
cannot take it.”

I believe the fact is very clear that if
we want to burn out our economy from
within, if we want to subject the con-
suming public to higher prices, and if we
want to risk the very sort of deteriora~
tion of our capitalistic system on which
the Communists are counting and which
Karl Marx said would happen, then we
should take off the controls and spend
$50,000,000,000 a year on military pro-
duction and see what happens to our
prices and our economy.

I might add that I hope the Senator
from Connecticut and all other Senators
will read the majority report and the
minority views on this bill, because as to
this general principle there is no differ-
ence in our committee, as I understand,
except as to one Senator. While there
is a difference as to how we should ac-
complish the result, there is, with one
exception, no difference between the
members of the committee on the point
that we cannot afford to lift price and
wage controls at this time. It would be
a national disaster if we did.

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

Mr. MOODY. I yield.

Mr. LEHMAN. Is it not a fact that
even though defense production has not
reached its peak, by any means, prices

_for a long time have continued to rise
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perpendicularly, and is it not also a fact
that starting 2 or 3 months from now
our production of defense material will
be at the rate of more than $3,000,000,-
000 a month, from 50 to 75 percent
higher than it is today? If that comes
about, is it not inevitable that if we do
not have controls, prices will skyrocket
without limit?

Mr. MOODY. I believe the Senator is

correct. In my judgment delay in the
imposition of controls was a mistake. I
believe the advice of Mr. Bernard Ba-
ruch, of New York, and of the Senator
from Wyoming [Mr. O'MasONEY], and
others, should have been taken when
they predicted what would happen and
asked for more stringent controls after
the Korean invasion. But I should like
to point out to the Senator from New
York that at that time the impact of the
military production and the impact of
the withdrawal of consumer goods from
the market had not even begun to be
felt. There was speculation, and there
was no authority in the law to regulate
the speculation. Increases in prices
were taking place, as I pointed out a
little earlier, because there was not a
response made to the President's plea
that prices be controlled voluntarily.
I should like to say to the Senator from
New York that the very persons who are
the most critical of the stabilization
program, the very persons who have
asked that controls now be removed,
had an opportunity to see that the vol-
untary system would work had they
established leadership in our private
economy during the period when the
President was calling on them to hold
their price line,
- As to the Senator's question regard-
ing the greater danger of inflation in
the months to come, the expenditure for
military production, as the Senator well
knows, will not really begin to rise rap-
idly until the late summer and fall, and,
under the present program, it will con=
tinue to rise through the year 1952,
‘Then will be the time when we must
guard ourselves most firmly against the
danger which has its beginning as of
today. We shall be a very foolish na-
tion, even if, happily, we reach a cease-
fire in Korea, if we relax and go to the
ball game thinking that the fight is over
because it will not be over until the
Kremlin changes its basic policy. Until
that time shall come we had better not
sit around any council tables with repre-
sentatives of the Kremlin, like a weak
man sitting opposite a bully. If we can
bring the EKorean war to a successful
conclusion and stop the tragie slaughter
that is going on there, I hope that we
will not relax our efforts, but will con-
tinue with our programs, not only in-
creasing our military strength, but also
go ahead with such great programs as
have been presented to the Senate by the
Senator from Connecticut when he said
that we must try to reach the minds
and hearts of men in the world and let
them see what freedom means and that
theirs is threatened.

Mr. LEHMAN. I wonder whether the
experience of the Senator from Michigan
has been the same as mine. In my con-
tacts with businessmen I have found that
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the small-business man is not opposed to
controls.

Mr., MOODY, I think that is very
true.

Mr. LEHMAN. He isin favor of them.
I have found that the average independ-
ent businessman is not opposed to con-
trols but is rather in favor of them. I
have found that the representatives of
the National Manufacturers Association
and representatives of the great cham-
bers of commerce are the ones who are
trying to break down controls and open
the way, without any handicaps at all, to
uncontrolled inflation.

Mr. MOODY. 1 think the Senator's
statement is correct, but I should like to
say that I believe the great organizations
to which he refers misrepresent not only
small business but the better informed
segments of big business. On a recent
trip to Detroit I had a talk with some
businessmen who do not feel very happy
about the presentations which have been
made before the Senate committee by
persons who purport to represent them.

I might also say that there is another
thing about which I believe we should be
very careful. There is a tendency to
overcomplicate the situation and weigh
down the small-business man with com-~
plex and intricate questionnaires. I be-
lieve that one of the most important
things that can be done by the Govern-
ment is to keep the program as simple as
may be possible.

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

Mr. MOODY, I yield to the Senator
from South Carolina, the distinguished
chairman of the committee.

Mr. MAYBANK. I compliment the
Senator from Michigan on his statement
about the unfortunately long rules and
regulations which are promulgated.
But I will ask the Senator if it is not
true that the committee did not suggest
most of those rules and lengthy orders,
but that as a matter of fact the com-
mittee has repeatedly asked the Office of
Price Administration and others to try
to simplify the rules and regulations for
the benefit of small-business men?

Mr. MOODY. The distinguished chair-
man is entirely correct, and I hope his
great influence downtown will continue
to be exercised to the end that there
may be further simplification.

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

Mr. MOODY. I yield for a question.

Mr. LONG. As a former member of
the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency, and as one who had to give up
his place on that committee to go on the
Committee on Armed Services, I noticed
that the junior Senator from Michigan
was one of the most faithful of the com-
mittee members, in his attendance on the
meetings of the committee and in mak-
ing a study of these matters and exam-
ining the witnesses. Certainly the in-
formation he has presented to us today
should be most helpful because of the
study he has made of the subject.

Mr. MOODY. I thank the Senator
from Louisiana.

Mr. LONG. I compliment the Sena-
tor on the helpful presentation he has
made., It will be helpful to me in arriv-
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ing at what should be a proper conclu-
sion and a proper vote on this question.

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

Mr. MOODY, I yield to the distin-
guished Senator from Kansas,

Mr. CARLSON. I have enjoyed very
much listening to the statement made
by the distinguished Senator from Mich-
igan in regard to food prices and con-
trols. I was especially interested in his
comments in regard to the roll-back on
meat prices, Admittedly the price of
meat is high. I think there is no ques-
tion about that. However, I think the
basis for the cost of meat is the amount
that can be purchased by hours of labor.
For the Recorp I should like to quote
from one or two statements by the
United States Department of Agricul-
ture, dated April 25, 1951, as to the
amount of meat that can be purchased by
1 hour of labor. Take, for instance,
sliced bacon. In 1914, 1 hour of labor
purchased eight-tenths of a pound. In
1919, 1 hour of labor purchased nine-
tenths of a pound. In 1929, 1 hour of
labor purchased 1.3 pounds. In 1939
1 hour’s labor bought 2 pounds. In 1949,
1 hour bought 2.1 pounds, In February
1951 it bought 2.3 pounds.

‘When it comes to beef, I am willing to
concede that the price is high. But
there has been a great deal of, I would
say, loose and unwarranted talk about
the high price of beef at the present
time. Let us go back to 1914, when 1
hour of factory labor purchased nine-
tenths of a pound of beef, In 1919 it
purchased 1.2 pounds of beef; in 1929,
1.2 pounds; in 1939, 1.8 pounds; in 1949,
1.6 pounds; in February 1951, 1.5 pounds,
1'% pounds of beef.

An hour of factory labor in 1951
bought almost as much round steak as
it did in 1949. It bought only one-sixth
less than it did when beef was still at
bargain prices in 1939,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the
Senator permit the Chair to make an
observation? The Senator from Kansas
knows, of course, that the Senator from
Michigan can yield only for a question.
The rule has been very liberally inter-
preted. The Senator from Kansas will
pardon the Chair, but there are other
Senators who are desiring to ask the
Senator from Michigan to yield.

Mr. CARLSCN. I appreciate very
much the comraent made by the Chair
and the observation is well taken.

Mr. MOODY. I thank the Senztor
from Kansas for the information he has
furnished. But I should like to observe
that what the Senator has said, it seems
to me, is an indication that our standard
of living has been rising steadily in the
United States, as it should have been.
That is an indication of increase in pro-
duction and an indication that our sys-
tem works. I am sure the Senator from
Kansas would not be very happy if the
real income of the average American
family was lower now than it was in
1929 or 1914.

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

Mr. MOODY. Yes, I yield to the Sen-
ator from Kansas for a question.
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Mr. CARLSON. I appreciate very
much the Senator’'s comment, and I am
in accord with him with respect to the
income of the people of our Nation. I
am for a high income of our individual
citizens, especially the laboring people,
because that is what makes a prosperous
and a sound economy.

I wish to ask the Senator from Mich-
fean a question. In view of the fact
that we have been discussing the only
roll-back we have on a food commodity,
namely on cattle, did the information
given the Banking and Currency Com-
mittee give any indication that the con-
sumer had received any benefits from a
$700,000,000 roll-back?

Mr. MOODY. My understanding, I
may say to the Senator from Kansas,
is that the dislocations which happened
because of the violent increase in prices,
have made it necessary for the Price
Administrator to adjust the whole strue-
ture of marketing meat, and my under-
standing is that the Price Administra-
tor’s intent was to utilize the benefit of
the roll-back—if it will be coneeded that
there are benefits from roll-backs; I re-
alize there are some Benators who do
not concede that—first in reaching an
equilibrium, and then extending the
benefit to the consumer. I might point
out that if the Senate now decides to
suspend roll-backs, the econsumers will
now be penalized. The Senator from
Kansas will perhaps agree with that.

Mr. CARLSON. May I ask the Sen-
ator a guestion further?

Mr. MOODY, I yield for another
question.

Mr. CARLSON. T shounld like to ask
the Senator from Michizgan if it is not
true the ceiling prices were placed so
high on meats even when the roll-back
was established that the shops increased
their prices 3 cents, 5 cents, and as high
as 25 cents a pound? I should like to
ma'ze the statement that it is my opin-
ion, after some study, that even with
two additional roll-backs, if placed in
effect, the consumers would receive no
benefit from the roll-backs.

Mr. MOODY. I hope the Senator
from Kansas is wrong about that.

Mr. CARLSON subseguentily said: Mr.,
President, I ask unanimous consent that
I may insert in the colloguy which I had
with the junior Senator from Michigan
[Mr. Moopy] a fable and statement
from a publication of the Department
of Agriculture,

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

Here we guote from a USDA Office of the
Secretary publication, dated April 25, 1851,
and identified as memorandum No. 10, sub-
ject: Food Prices and Farm Returns. We
quote direct, pages 4 and 5:

“PCOD PRICES RELATIVE TO CONSUMER INCOMES

“If we are going to consider average in-
creases in food costs, it 1s only fair to com-
sider also the average increases in the a‘bmty
to buy.

“An hour’s earnings in a factory may buy
less of some things now than it has in the
past, but it will buy more food.

“Estimates indicating approximately how
much of different foods an hour of factory
labor would buy at the beginning of this
year and the comparable buying power of
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factory earnings in earlier years are shown

in the following table:

Quantity of each item that could be pur-
chased with I hour of factory labor, United
States, designated years

' Feb-

Ttem Unit (1914 191‘.1{1929 1939!1 ruary

I 1951

Round steak..| Pound._.| 0.0] 1.2{ 1.2 1.8] 1.6| 1.5

Pork ebops_ .| .do. 10 11 L& 21 1 20

Bliced bacon._|-..do...... .8 .9 L3 20021 23
4

Prices and earnings nsed were compiled Trom Burean
of Labor Statistics data.

“Round steak: An hour of factory labor
in February 1951 bought almost as much
round steak as it did in 1949, only one-sixth
less than it did when beef was selling at
bargain-basement jrices in 1929, one-fourth
more than in 1919 at the postwar price peak
following World War I, and two-thirds more
than in 1914,

“Other items: The same hour's work in
the factory will also buy more milk, eggs,
oranges, potatoes, and bacon than it would
in 1949, 1989, 1920, or 1914,

“MORE FOOD FOR SMALLER SHARE OF
DISPOSABLE INCOME

“Americans spent for food last year a
smaller share of their disposable income (in-
come after direct taxes, chiefly income taxes)
than they did in 1947, 1948, or 1949—and

which come along with it,

taurant service, last year amounted to 27 pe.r-
cent of thelr total expenditures for goods
and services—compared to 23 or 29 percent
in every other year since 1041,

“If we had been satisfied with the same
kinds and quantities of focd we bought in
1935-89 with 23 percent of our disposable in-
come, it would have cost us only 18 percent
of our 1950 disposabie income.”

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. (Mr,
MonroReY in the chair). Does the Sen-
ator from Michigan yield to the Senator
from Connecticut?

Mr. MOODY. I yield for a question.

Mr. BENTON. I address the question
to my fellow member on the Banking
and Currency Committee. With the pos-
sible exception of our ehairman, no one
was more devoted during the long hear-
ings than the distinguished Senator
from Michigan. In line with the quota-
tion from Mr. Eric Johnston in the Sen-
ator’'s most able presentation, on which
I congratulate him——

Mr. MOODY. I thank the Senator.

Mr. BENTON. That the cost of liv-

ing will increase at least 6 percent as.

the result of the so-called roll-back pro-
vision, did the Senator notice the As-
sociated Press dispatch this morning
quoting an official spokesman of the
CIO?

Mr. MOODY. Yes; T did.

Mr. BENTON. Does not the Senator
agree that it will be impossible to ex-
pect labor to cooperaie on any wage-
stabilization program in the face of ris-
ing prices, and that 6 percent is a very
substantial rise?

Mr. MOODY. I am glad the Senator
from Connecticut brought up that point.
The wage-stabilization formula, which
I mentioned earlier in my remarks, was
worked out only affer a long and diffi-
cult and detailed series of negotiations,
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in which at one point representatives
of labor refused to participate in the
stabilization program because they felt
that they were being discriminated
against in favor of other segments of
the economic community, The wage-
stabilization program has now been
agreed to by various segments of the
economy, by various groups in the econ-
omy. It is not a firm freeze, I concede,
any more than the price-control situa-
tion is a firm freeze, but it certainly is
something very different than we would
have if we did not have any such for-
mula at all.

Mr. BEENTON. Is the Senator from
Michigan aware that Mr. Johnston’s es-
timate of a 6-percent increase in prices
is based upcn manufacturers’ prices?

Mr. MOODY. Iwas about to say that
if the cost of living is now permitted to
Tise, of course, labor will ask for higher
wages. Of course there will have to be
a readjustment, as Dr. George Taylor
testified before our committee, He
placed in the Recorp a statement in
which he said that the entire wage-
stabilization formula would call for a
review in July, I believe. If the cost of
living is higher at that time, of course
the formula will be revised. That is
what I meant when I said that costs
would go up.

Mr. BENTON. Does the Senator from
Michigan realize that the 6-percent esti-
mate of Mr. Johnsion is based upon
manufacturers’ prices, and that 6 per-
cent of manufacturers’ prices, inter-
preted through retail distribution ehan-
nels, will undoubtedly mean 8 or 8%
percent? Is the Senator aware of that
point?

Mr. MOODY. 1Iam;and I believe if is
an excellent point. It reinforces the
point I am trying to make, that this pro-
posal would undermine the entire effort
which I am sure the distinguished chair-
man of the committee and other mem-
bers of the eommittee are trying to make,

My impression of this amendment was
that an effort was made to handie the
very complicated and coniroversial ques-
tion of the price of beef. But when the
amendment was proposed it not only ad-
dressed itself to the price of beef, and to
the controversial roll-backs which have
been introduced into the economy, but
also, by changing the base date of the
stabilization program, it affected every-
thing all along the line, and would re-
quire an entirely new ealeulation.

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

Mr. MOODY. I yield to the distin-
guished chairman,

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, may I
finish my line of guestioning with one
further question?

Mr. MOODY. 1 yield to the Senator
from Connecticut.

Mr. BENTON. Does the Senator from
Michigan recall the statement which was
read into the record af the committee
hearings, from the former OPA Admin-
istrator, former Governor Bowles, of
Connecticut, who thought that even a 3-
percent rise in prices was so significant
that he sugzested what he called a cost-
of-living beonus in the event of a 3-per-

eent rise?
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Mr. MOODY. In an effort to hold
the line in the event of such a rise.

Mr. BENTON. Does the Senator re-
call the evidence submitted through the
Senator from Illincis [Mr. Dovugras], in
the form of a statement from former
Governor Bowles?

Mr, MOODY. I certainly do.

Mr. BEENTON. Does the Senator from
Michigan then agree that we are facing
a potantial 8 or 815 percent rise in prices
bescause of the so-called roll-back
amendment, and that we are facing
grave rick of destroying hope for the sta-
bilization of our economy?

Mr. MOODY. I agree again with the
Senator from Connecticut. I had in-
tended to wait a good deal longer than
I have waited before making what my
friends call a maiden speech. I wanted
to listen and learn rather than speak
in the Senate. But it seemed to me that
this was such an important matter, and
that the real significance of this amend-
ment was so misunderstood, that it was
neczssary to speak out upon it.

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, will
thz Senator yield?

Mr. MOODY. I should like to com-
plete my statement.

In line with what the Senator from
Connecticut said about a statement
being placed in the Recorp by the for-
mer OPA Administrator, I remind the
Senator from Connecticut that there was
also placed in the Recorp a statement
from Mr. Bernard M. Baruch, of New
York,

Mr. BENTON. Does not the Senator
agree that those two gentlemen are two
of the most experienced men in the
country on the subject which we are
discussing today?

Mr. MOODY. I certainly do.

The Senator may recall that last July,
a few days after the Korean invasion
took place, Mr. Baruch stated that the
time to freeze prices was then. He was
right at that time. It should have been
done then. However, there were many
who felt that it could be done volun-
tarily. Some of the witnesses coming
before our committee are still saying
that it still can be done voluntarily, The
President tried the voluntary system.

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

Mr. MOODY. I yield.

Mr. MAYBANE. I concur in what
the Senator has said about Mr. Baruch.
Mr. Baruch came before us last year
and testified. Congress enacted a con-
trol law in September. I felt, as Mr.
Baruch and others felt, that prices
should have been frozen immediately at
that time.

Mr. MOODY. I feel the same wuy
about it.

Mr, MAYBANK. Various control bills
were introduced although they were not
:ven recommended by the Administra-

ion.

I congratulate the Senator, and thank

tee meetings. He was of great assiste
ance in bringing out much information.
As the Senator from Connecticut [Mr.
Benrton] has said, no Senator was more

him for his attendance at the commit- ° ¢
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faithful in his attendance than was the
Senator from Michigan, and none gave
more thought or time to the subject.

Mr. BENTON. Except the chairman,
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
MAYBANK],

Mr. MOODY. Except the chairman.
Let me say that as a newspaperman I
have always had the highest respect for
the chairman. That respect was en-
hanced when I saw him in operation
every day.

Mr, MAYBANEK. Iappreciate the Sen-
ator's remarks. I wish to bring out a
point with respect to the so-called beef
amendment, which, by the way, is a mis-
nomer. The Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Doucras] called it a Trojan horse amend-
ment. I do not consider it a Trojan
horse amendment,

Mr. MOODY. I am sure that it was
not intended to be such. The Senator
from Illinois referred to it as the “Trojan
steer” amendment.

Mr. MAYBANK. The Senator was at
the committee meeting when I proposed
the amendment. I said that it had noth-
ing to do with beef or cotton as such. It
was a general amendment, to affect every
manufacturer,

Mr. MOODY. That is correct.

Mr. MAYBANEK. The reason for the
amendment was that the administration
had not frozen prices in October of last
year. So when the administration froze
prices in January, the committee
changed the date from May to January,
so as to freeze prices as of January.

In the amendment the committee gave
authority for the roll-backs which Mr.
DiSalle had placed in effect, and went
even further and allowed a 2-percent
further roll-back. This is correct, is it
not? ‘

Mr. MOODY. Yes.

Mr. MAYBANK. The amendment was
not a beef amendment as such. I know
that the Senator differs somewhat with
me on the amendment. I appreciate his
views. However, the purpose I had in
the amendment was to freeze prices when
the Government said it wanted them
frozen. It is said that prices can be al-
lowed to increase 6 percent when every-
thing is frozen. The law freezes every-
thing as of January, and gives authority
for roll-backs to take effect up to July 1.
I cannot for the life of me figure out how
any prices can advance unless the Gov=
ernment wants them to advance., All
prices are frozen under this bill. They
cannot advance,

Mr. MOODY. I fully appreciate the
Senator’s fine motives, and I am not in
any way questioning his intent.

Mr. MAYBANK., We.freeze prices, do
we not?

Mr. MOODY. We do not. 'That is
the point at issue, as I see it.

Mr. MAYBANK., My amendment only
says that there can be no further roll-
backs, after July 1.

Mr, MOODY. That is correct. S
Mr., MAYBANK. Prices were frozen
on January 25, were they not?

Mr, MOODY. Prices were frozen only
tentatively on January 25. That is the
whole issue, _ Prices are not frozen now,

g
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Mr. MAYBANK. Whose fault is it?
The administration had authority to
freeze prices since last September. The
Senator will admit that, will he not?

Mr. MOODY. Oh, yes.

Mr. MAYBANK. The administration
has had authority to freeze prices. It
froze what it wanted in January, and
rolled back the prices it wanted to roll
back in May, and said, “Leave it open
to us until October, November, or Decem-
ber. We might find something else to
roll back.”

How is the businessman to conduct his
business? How is the farmer to manage
his crops? The cotton farmer was led
to believe that cotton would be 45 cents
a pound. What is it today? Thirty-
five cents a pound. It is down $50 a
bale. Senators visited the President, and
told him, “If we freeze the price of cot-
ton it will go down $50 a bale.” It did
go down. I said that I was going to use
my influence as chairman of ths Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency to write
a control bill to stop inflation.

Prices were frozen on January 25, and
roll-backs can take effect until July 1.
There is a desire to have something to
hang over the heads of the people in
the months to come when Congress is
not in session. Who is going to be rolled
back? The farmer, of course.

Mr. MOODY. I wish to refer to what
the distinguished Senator from South
Carolina has said, but first I should like
to yield to the Senator from New York,
I ask unanimous consent that I may
yield to the Senator from New York so
that he may ask a question of the chair-
man of the committee, without my los-
ing my right to the floor.

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

Mr. LEEMAN. The Senator from
South Carolina, for whose service as
chairman of the committee I have the
highest regard——

Mr. MAYBANK. Iappreciate the fact
that the Senator from New York at-
tended our meetings. We were glad to
have him there,

Mr. LEEMAN. He has referred to
cotton. Spot cotton today, bought for
delivery in June or July, is selling for 45
cents a pound.

Mr. MAYBANK. At 46 cents a pound,

Mr. LEHMAN. But cotton bought for
delivery in Getober is selling for 35 cents
a pound.

I\Er. MAYBANK, The Senator is cor-
rect.

Mr. LEHMAN. A difference of ten
cents a pound.

Mr. MAYBANE. Approximately.

Mr. LEEMAN. Yes. Why should there
be any prohibition placed on a stabilizer
to reduce the price of cotton goods when
the cost of cotton is down to 35 cents
a pound?

Mr. MAYBANE., There is no prohi-
bition placed on the Price Stabilizer to
freeze the price of cotton goods. The
only thing that my amendment would do
would be to prevent him from rolling the
Drice back to May or June of last year.

Mr. LEHMAN. Under the bill he
could not roll it back.
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Mr. MAYBANK. Unless my amend-
ment is adopted, he could.
ba:dkr. LEHMAN. He could not roll it

Mr. MAYBANK. If my judgment is
not agreed to he could roll it back.

Mr. LEEMAN. Iam talking about the
amendment which is in the bill.

Mr. MAYBANEK. Yes.

Mr. LEEMAN He cannot roll it back.

Mr., MAYBANK. That is correct.

Mr. LEHMAN. * He eannot lower it——

Mr. MAYBANK. I may say to the
Senator from New York that he had the
right to freeze it on the 25th of January.
He did freeze some items.

Mr. LEHMAN. Cotiton at that time,
as it is today, was selling for 44 to 45
cents a pound, I refer to spot cotton.

Mr. MAYBANK. That is correct.

Mr. LEHMAN. In October it will be
selling for 35 cents a pound.

Mr, MAYBANK. Let me remind my
good friend the Eenator from New York
and former governor of his State that
manufacturers do not make cotton goods
today to be sold today. The cotton mills
in New England and in the South are
manufacturing cotton goods today to be
sold in the Christmas trade and, in some
instances, in the spring trade. Then the
price will be far below the price of cot-
ton goods today. That is the reason why
big stores such as Macy, Gimbel, and
others, have already cut prices, They
are buying goods much cheaper in the
markets, as the Senator knows. Inci-
dentally, Wall Street is the biggest cotton
geoods market in the world. In Wall
Street and in the St. Louis markets prices
are down because of the cheap price of
cotton goods based on a $50 break in
November. It takes months to go
through the process. That is the fear
I have. I am afraid to leave open the
right to roll back prices to May or June
of last year, which the Administrator
would have the right to do. I do not say
that he would use the right. It would
be necessary to consider the increased
cost of labor. However, that is the fear
I have.

Mr. MOODY. I should like to suggest
on this point that it is well known that
formulas have been announced by the
Price Administrator and Economic Sta~
bilizer which govern their policies &t least
with regard to industrial roll-backs.

Mr. MAYBANK. That is correct.

Ifr., MOODY. The distinguished
chairman would agree, I am certain, that
if a roll-back as severe as he contem-
plates were imposed by any administra-_
tive officer of the Government there
would be very quick action to cancel it."
i Mr. MAYBANK. I agree with the
Senator that we would have to try to
get quick action. However, I fear the
policies of agencies. I would like to see
positive provisions incorporated into law. -

'As was emphasized in the testimony,® :
representatives of the great labor organ=’ -

izations left the meetings of the economic
stabilizers because they did not think
they were being treated right. They:
came back later and they were treated
much better. No farmer, so far as I
know, has ever been invited to such

- walked out of the meetings,
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meetings. So far as business is con-
cerned, the law requires that representa-~
tives from business should be consulted.
Business organizations should have an
opportunity to be consulted before prices
are established. The testimony will
show that time after time, according to
the testimony of witnesses such as the
chambers of commerce and the trade
associations, businessmen were not ade-
quately consulted.

Therefore, I can agree thoroughly
with the Senator with reference to
policy, but the administrators have not
foliowed the policy. They never invited
the farmers. The ESenator from North

.Dakota knows that the farmers have not

been invited. They invited labor repre-
sentatives. What did they do for labor?
They did nothing for labor until labor
I am not
accusing labor of anything. I am not
criticizing labor for leaving. I know
what they were up against. Business
people were never adequately consulted,
very few farmers were ever invited.
The head of the Grange testified that he
was not consulted. The head of the
Farm Bureau testified he was not con-
sulted.

Mr. MOODY. Dgoes the Senator from
South Carolina agree that, under the
amendment we are discussing, a violent
downward fluctuation in the price of cot-
ton or——

Mr. MAYBANEK., My amendment does
not apply to cotion alone. I want it dis-
tinctly understood that, although I shall
never forget the cotton growers and
manufacturers, the amendment I have
sponsored has as its purpose the freezing
of prices at the time the Government
wanted them frozen, and to prevent the
possibility of rolling them back to July
of last year.

Mr, MOODY. I understand the Sen-
ator’s position.

Mr. MAYBANK. I used to be directly
interested in cotton, and, as a Senator
from an important cotton State, I am
still deeply interested in cotton, but Iam
not engaged in dealing in cotton.

Mr. MOODY. Let us take wheat.
Does the Senator from South Carolina
agree that under the amendment we are
discussing a violent downward fiuctua-
tion in the price of wheat would make it
possible for the Administrator to act as
the Senator seems to fear he would act?

Mr. MAYBANK. He could freeze the
price at the highest price or at the parity
price.

Mr. MOODY. Or at the current price?

Mr, MAYBANE. No; he could not go
below parity.

Mr. MOODY. He could not go below
parity, but he could freeze at any price
at parity or above.

Mr. MAYBANK. We tried to protect
the parity formula.

Mr. MOODY. That is correct.

Mr. MAYBANEK. He could not go be-
low parity. As Mr. Ruether testified,
parity is the farmer’s insurance. He
brought out very clearly that labor would
not oppose parity. He was able to secure
the escalator clause. He is the head of

a big labor union wit_h many members
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in Detroit, and I congratulate him for
his stand. Mr. Ruether said that he
would not object to parity.

Mr. MOODY. I believe every intelli-
gent student of economy believes that
parity is necessary, becaus2 the buying
power of the farmer is one of the great
keystones of our economy.

Mr. MAYBANK. I wish to remind the
Senator that farmers were not acz-
quately represented at the meetings.

Mr. MOODY. During the 1920’s when
there was no such thing as parity there
occurred a greaf depression, which helped
build up a disastrous national situation.
Eefore we get too far away from what
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BEx-
Ton] has said, I should like to refer to the
letter writtzan by Mr. Baruch, in which
he answered some questions I had asked
him. Inmy letier to him of June 4, 1951,
I asked him if price, wagze, rent, and
other direct conirols should be removed
what the eifect would be on our program
to increase our military strength, on the
stability and soundness of our econcmic
system, on the cost to the tazpayers of
our mobilization program, and on the liv-
inz standards of the American family.
I should like to read a paragraph from
his letter, because I believe it to be very
rpartinent.

Mr. MAYBANK. If the Senator will
permit me to say so, I am heartily in
agreement with what Mr. Baruch said.
Prices should have been frozen. I am
supporting title IV of the act. I sub-
mitted my amendment only for the pur-
pose of protecting the people who were
Eﬂ' adequatsly represented at the meet-

Mr. MOODY. The Senator certainly
has done so, and I thank him for his
leadership in supporting the general
principles of title IV.

Mr. Baruch stated:

The removal of price, wage, rent, and other
mobilization controls would be a tragic, per-
haps mortal, blow to our efforts to rebuild
our defenses in time to avert another world
war; the stability and soundness of our eco-
nomic system would be sapped, and the long-
range effects might even be worse than the
immediate ones. The cost to the people in
higher taxes would be doubled and tripled—
already price rises have cut every defense
dollar by more than one-fifth,

Then Mr. Baruch said:

Although in the process some would prof-
iteer, the living standards of millions would
b2 severely lowered.

I think the following statement by Mr.
Baruch is very significant:

What will it gain the farmer or worker or
businessman to get a little more for his pro-
ductlion, if that is ofiset by rising prices and
by the cheapening of all savings in every
form—Ilife insurance, Government bonds,
thrift accounts, annuities, pensions.

Very pointedly this great elderly
statesman said:

The issue before your committee—and the
Nation—is a simple one. It Is a question of
which is to be put first—the national interest
or the selfish interest.

He also said:
I could go on for pages showing how in-
flation strikes at everything Americans hold
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dear, at all our social and personal values, at
all our families and institutions. Nor is it
surprising that it should be so. For the test
of our ability to stop inflation is the test of
our ability to govern ourselves. It is the
test of what we prize most highly—petty
profits and trivial comforts, or freedom,

Then he said:
It is the test of our fitness to survive.

Mr. President, I think that is a very
eloquent statement of the issue which is
before us today.

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President——

Mr. MOODY. I now yield to the Sen-
ator from Connecticut.

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, let me
ask the distinguished Senator from
Michigan whether he agrees, in line with
what Mr. Baruch said in his letter and
in line with the other statements to
which the Senator has been referring,
that the last time we had normal price
relationships was before Korea; and the
minute the North Korean troops erossed
the border, the forces which were let
loose caused distortions in our economy.

Mr, MOODY. I thoroughly agree.

'~ Mr. BENTON. I should like to have
the Senator comment on the various per-
centages of increase to which I shall
now refer, because they so well illustrate
the situation. Does the Senator from
Michigan recall that between January
1950 and January 1951 dairy products
increased 26 percent in price; eggs, 27
percent; hides and skins, 57 percent;
shoes, 18 percent; cotton goods, 27 per-
cent; silk, 77 percent; anthracite coal,
only 4 percent; petroleum and petroleum
products, 4 percent; nonferrous metals,
26 percent——

Mr. MOODY. Does not the table also
show that vegetables and fruits de-
creased in price during the same period?

Mr. BENTON. Yes; the table shows
that fruits and vegetables decreased 3
percent, but it also shows that struc-
tural steel increased in price 6 percent;
Jumber, 10 percent; oils and fats, 79 per-
cent; and crude rubber, 134 percent.

Does the Senator from Michigan wish
to comment on those figures, which illus-
trate the distortions in our economy as
of the date fixed by the particular roll-
back provision we are now discussing in
connection with this bill?

Mr. MOODY. I thank the Senator
from Connecticut, and I shall be glad
to comment. The table the Senator has
Just read indicates clearly the distortions
which have occurred in the economy
since the invasion of Korea. The effort
made here is, not to let prices rise rapidly
or to roll back prices in an unfair way,
but to stabilize the economy and to sta-
bilize the relationships between wages
and prices, and to reach as nearly as
possible the former relationships—not
the price levels existing before Korea,
because it is impossible for us to do that,
and not the wage levels existing before
Korea, because that is also impossible
for us to do, although there are some
persons with fixed incomes who have
had no increase in their incomes since
then, and they are being squeezed badly.
'The effort is to restore normal relation-
ships and normal balance.

I may say to the Senator from Con-
necticut that, as I have said before, one
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of the most important points in this
situation is that there are businessmen—
iuecluding some who called me on the
telephone before 1ay appointment to the
Senate and some who called me after
the committee hearings began—who said
they had endeavored to hold the line and
had responded to tiie President’s plea not
to increase prices, but that they now find
tliemselves squeezed because they re-
sponded to that plea, whereas in the case
of others, who did not respond to that
plea, but rapidy raised the prices of their
goods during that neriod, when I believe
controls should have been imposed, now
it is proposed that we prohibit by law
any effort on the part of the Price Ad-
ministrator or the Econemic Stabilizer to
squeeze some of the water out of those
prices and to give the public a break.

Mr. BENTON. Is not the Senator
from Michigan stating that this provi-
sion would reward those who increased
their prices and attempted to profiteer,
and would penalize the businessmen who
heeded the pleas and warnings of the
Government to the effect, “There is no
use in increasing your prices, because if
you do, we will roll them back.”

Mr. MOODY. Yes.

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

Mr. MOODY. I yield to the distin-
guished Senator from Indiana.

Mr. CAPEHART. I have several
questions I should like to ask. I believe
the distinguished Senator from Connect-
icut just said that the price of fruits and
vegetables has decreased.

Mr. MOODY. That is correct.

Mr. CAPEHART. Is it nota fact that
fruits and vegetables were never under
price controls?

Mr, MOODY. That is true.

Mr. CAPEHART. And yet they are
among the items which have decreased
in price.

Mr. MOODY. That is true.

Mr. CAPEHART. As to the many
items which increased in price, is it not
a fact that the Administrator had a
right, under the law Congress passed
last year, to contrel prices and to pre-
vent them from rising, if he wished to
do s0?

Mr. MOODY. As the Senator from
Indiana well knows, because he also was
very dutiful in his attendance at the
committee hearings, an experiment was
made along the lines of the advice which
was given to the commitiee by so many
witnesses who said to the committee
that this matter should have been han-
dled by voluntary means. I have said
several times during the debate today,
perhaps before the Senator from Indi-
ana entered the Chamber, that I agree
with what I believe is the Senator's po-
sition; namely, that there was too long a
delay in the imposition of the controls,
and I think the one thing that delayed
their imposition proved beyond any
doubt that we cannot afford to remove
controls now and we cannot afford to
freeze into the economy the aistortions
which have resulted.

A great deal has been said about the
question of why the stabilization has not
been handled more rapidly. The distin-
guished senior Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Doucras] pointed out yesterday that the

JUNE 26

President in endeavoring to fill the posi-
tion of Price Administrator, asked 25 dif-
ferent persons to accept the position be-
fore he was able to get the able Mr.
DiSalle to accept it.

I may say that I can understand thor-
ouighly why many persons might be hesi-
tant in these days to stick out their chins,
so to speak, in accepting such a position.
However, there was a great deal of diffi-
culty in setting up the organization to
handle the program, and I believe that
the Senator from Indiana may agree that
that may have had something to do with
what oceurred.

Mr. CAPEHART. Mr. President, will
the Senator vield further?

Mr. MOODY. I yield.

Mr. CAPEHART. There is no question
that it takes times to do these things;
but my point is that on September 8 of
last year the bill which Congress had
passed was signed and went into effect,
and provided the power to control prices.
That power could have been used at that
time., I believe we should have a perma-
nent statute in connection with this mat-
ter, so that the very minute our country
goes to war all prices and all wages will
be frozen at the then existing levels, be-
cause it is impossible to roll back prices
effectively.

The Administrator did not freeze
prices as of the day we went to war, even
though the law went into effect on Sep-
tember 8. Prices were frozen on Jan-
uary 25. All that the amendment of the
able Senator from South Carolina pro-
vides is that prices cannot be rolled back
beyond that point. Had prices been
frozen as of last September, I would have
voted to prevent prices from being rolled
back beyond that date,

Mr. MOODY. I may point out to the
Senator from Indiana that the Congress
waited from July until September to pass
the law.

Mr. CAPEHART. No.

Mr. MOODY. I azree with the dis-
tinguished Senator from Indiana that
the law should have been placed in ef-

fect speedily after its enactment. We
have no difference on that point.
Mr. CAPEHART. The Congress

started hearings on the hill in the early
part of July, and the bill which was pre-
sented to the Congress at that time had
absolutely no price or wage controls in it.

Mr. MAYBANK. It was in June.

Mr. CAPEHART. Hearings were
started in June, and the bill at that
time contained no price or wage con-
trols whatever; and had it not been for
the Congress, and had it not been for
the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency, of which the able Senator from
Michigan is a member, as is also the
Senator from Illinois, there would never
have been any price or wage controls in
the act. The result would have been
that we would not today be considering
for the first time a bill to control prices
and wages but on January 3 of this year,
we would probably have begun consid-
eration of a bill to control prices and
wages.

Mr. MOODY. I may say to the Sena-
tor that I did not mean that what 1
said should be considered in the least as
a criticism of the Congress. I merely

_wanted to point out to the Senator that
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our democratic processes require time,
and it took a few months for the bill to
pass; and, as I pointed out a few mo-
ments ago, it also took a few months
to set up the administration, to look
over the situation, and to analyze and
consider the advice which was received,
which, as the distinguished Senator will
remember, we received in the form of
testimony by witness after witness, who
came hefore the committee to tell us that
we ought to pull the plug now. I am
sure the Senator had that sort of ad-
vice, as well as advice of the other sort.

Mr. CAPEHART. I agree with the
Senator, it is unfortunate that prices
and wages were not frozen as of May or
June a year ago.

Mr. MOODY. I agree.

Mr. CAPEHART. Likewise, it is again
unfortunate that the administration did
not freeze them on the very day the
President signed the bill Congress had
passed. They did freeze them on Janu-
ary 25. Therefore, I say it is almost
impossible to roll prices back beyond
that date.

Mr. MOODY. The distinguished Sen-
ator from Indiana will agree, I am sure,
that the freeze of January 25 was a
temporary administrative measure, un-
dertaken for the purpose of readjusting
the balance and the equilibrium which
existed, as the Senator from Connecticut
pointed out a moment or two ago, before
Korea. I am sure the Senator from In-
diana would agree that it would not be
equitable merely to freeze into the law
the distorted prices of that particular
date, which was a date which had fol-
lowed 2 months of price increases, which
had been as rapid as in any other 2
months of our history, or more so.

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

Mr. MOODY. I will yield to the Sen-
ator in a moment. Iam sure the Senator
from Indiana will also agree that, during
a period when a great many businessmen
had held their prices, and others had
done their utmost to get all they could
out of the markets, the freeze of January
25 would have been an entirely unjust
procedure, had it not been an adminis-
trative measure, temporary in form,
which was adopted for the purpose of
holding the line while some stabilization
measures could be applied.

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

Mr. MOODY. Would the Senator
agree to that?

Mr. MAYBANK. No.

Mr. CAPEHART. The truth, of course,
is that the Administrator and the ad-
ministration have been dealing with this
matter on a temporary basis, rather than
following a law providing for the freezing
and controlling of prices. The Senator
must remember that if there has been a
single increase in price in the United
States since September 8 last year it has
been because the Administrator and the
administration permitted prices to go
up, because all during that period there
was upon the statute books a law which
said tl.ey could control them.

Mr, DOUGLAS rose.

Mr. MOODY. I should like to answer
the statement of the Senator from In-
diana, but I believe the Senator from
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Illinois has been on his feet for some
time. He seems eager to answer it, so
I yield to the Senator from Illinois,

Mr. DOUGLAS. No; I do not want to
answer it. I should like to ask the Sena-

tor from Michigan a question. Is it not ~

true that, immediately after the passage
of the act, the President tried to get a
man to fill the Office of Price Stabilizer
and that he made an offer of the office
consecutively to 25 persons before he
secured the services of Mr. DiSalle, after
a considerable delay? Is not that true?

Mr. MOODY. The Senator from Illi-
nois also pointed out yesterday on the
floor of the Senate that Mr. DiSalle is
not a “twenty-sixth” team, and what the
Senator said is frue.

Mr. DOUGLAS, Was not at least 2
months of time consumed before a Price
Administrator could be obtained, and is
it not true that without a Price Admin-
istrator prices could not have been
frozen?

Mr. MOODY. That is certainly true.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Is it not also true
that, during the initial period when Mr,
DiSalle was Price Stabilizer the Eco-
nomic Stahilizer was Mr. Valentine, who,
in all honesty, did not believe in any
compulsory price controls, but wanted
everything to be done on a voluntary
basis, and that it was not until Mr.
Valentine resigned and Mr. Eric John-
ston came into office that we got an ad-
ministration which really wanted to con-
trol prices?

Mr. MOODY. That is certainly cor-
rect.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not want to
bring in any partisan consideration, but
the political affiliations of Mr. Valentine
are well known.

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

Mr. MOODY. I will yield to the Sena-
tor in a moment. I might add that the
views of Mr. Valentine are the views of
persons who came forward to attack
wage and price controls, and that they
are the views of some of the sharpest
crities of the administration.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Isit not true that the
same group which is now saying, “Yes,
you should have frozen prices last fall,”
is now saying, “You should unfreeze
prices now”? In other words, whatever
is being done is wrong, according to this

group.

Mr. MOODY. I think that is an un-
usually penetrating observation.

Mr., MAYBANK. Mr. President, will
the Senator yieid?

Mr. MOODY. I yield to the Senator
from South Carolina.

Mr. MAYBANK. Ishould like to make
a comment regarding 26 persons having
been invited to take the position of price
stabilizer. I am glad the Senator from
Tllinois informed us that there had been
26 persons invited to take the position.

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is well known.

Mr. MAYBANK. I understand that
perfectly. I also understand that this
is no place to debate the merits or de-
merits of Mr. DiSalle, What I say about
Mr. DiSalle is certainly not said with
any but the kindliest motives, because he
is trying to do the best he can. But no
one can convince me that had the Presi-
dent of the United States wanted to get
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someone to fill the position, he would not
have been able to do so. I desire to say
also that the Banking and Currency
Committee stood ready to vote to con-
firm the nomination of anyone the Pres-
ident might choose. The only time I was
absent from the city was on one brief oc-
casion, at which time I was called from
Washington on the telephone. I re-
quested the Senator from Arkansas [Mr.
FurericHT], as acting chairman, to con=
duct a hearing; and the appointment of
Mr. DiSalle was confirmed in 1 day. The
President may have tried to get.others
to take the position; I do not doubt that
he did. But when a similar law was
passed previously, President Roosevelt
sent to the Senate a nomination, if I
remember correctly, within 48 hours.

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

Mr. MOODY. I yield to the Senator
from Indiana.

Mr. CAPEHART. Is it not a fact that,
under the law passed by the Congress on
September 8, 1950, the President was
given the right to make the Secretary of
Commerce the Administrator, if he de-
sired, and if the Secretary of Commerce
wanted the job. Is it not also true that
he could have appointed any one of his
Cabinet members to handle the job; par-
ticularly the Secretary of Commerce, be-
cause the Secretary of Commerce, at the
time, was given complete responsibility
for the allocation of materials, rent con-
trol, and similar matters? The Presi-
dent could have given him the power to
control prices. Is it not a fact, that un-
der the law, the President could have
made the Secretary of Commerce the
Price Stabilizer?

Mr. MOODY. Perhaps the President
felt, since the Secretary of Commerce
was assuming other very great respon-
sibilities, that he did not wish to over-
load him and thus prevent his handling
his work properly.

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

Mr. MOODY. 1 yield to the Senator
from Kentucky, but first let me add to
what I said to the Senator from Indiana,
that the price and wage control section
of the law required that a new agency
be created.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What happened
in a good many of the States, where cat-
tle are brought in to be fed, is that cat-
tlemen went to the Western States to
buy cattle, and bought them before the
ceiling was imposed. They bought cat-
tle after September, when the ceiling was
authorized, but they bought the cattle
before the ceiling was imposed. They
then transported the cattle into their
respective States, including the State of
Kentucky, where grass is grown, and the
cattle were fed and fattened on the
grass. After they had bought the cattle,
a ceiling was imposed. My reason for
asking for a ceiling which will continue
for at least a year without a roll-back, is
that we want the price of meat in the
cities to be as cheap as possible. Buft
we do not want to pay for that privilege
accruing to those living within the large
cities.

Mr. MOODY. Our desire is that meat
may be cheap for everyone, not merely
for those living in the great cities.
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Mr. UNDERWOOD. We want it to
be cheap for everyone, whether in or out
of the great cities; but we do not want
{0 pay for it, ourselves. We do not think
it fair to require a cattle feeder to pay
a subsidy in order that consumers may
be able to buy meat at other places at low
prices. Can the Senator tell us any
method by which to prevent changing
the price of cattle, or rolling the price
back, once the cattle have been pur-
chased?

Mr. MAYBANK. My amendment un-
dertakes to do that.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is the pur-
pose, as I see it, and the only justifica-
tion for it. I may not be an old cow-
hand, but I am an old stabilizer, be-
cause I was here with Fred M. Vinson
when he was Director of the Office of
Economic Stabilization. Certainly we
want to hold prices down, but we want to
do it in a fair and honest way. We do
not want to'let one group buy cattle and
then roll the price back. We do not want
to change the rules of the game after the
hands are already down.

Mr. MOODY. I should like to point
out that my principal objection to the
amendment which is pending—not the
Douglas amendment, but the amendment
of the majority of the committee—is that
in endeavoring to roast the pig, it burns
down the house. If there are Members
of the Senate who want to take action on
the beef roll-back, that is their privilege,
but I should like to have a separate vote
on it. My understanding is that the in-
tent of the amendment is practically to
prohibit the third beef roll-back and part
of the second. But it also prevents the
adjustment and stabilization of other
prices all along the line. It freezes into
the economy the unjustified price in-
creases which were made without pay-
ing attention to the patriotic request
made by the Government to hold the
line, and it penalizes the people who did
hold the line. In other words, it freezes
into the economy a distortion which in
all equity and all justice should not be
frozen into the economy. If we want to
adjust that inequity, which Mr, Erie
Johnston says must be adjusted, then we
shall bring about an increase in the cost
of living which will obviously blast the
wage line, and we shall again be in an
inflationary spiral.

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

Mr, MOODY. I yield.

Mr. CAPEHART. Does not the Sen-
ator know that under the act as it is now
in force, and under the bill which the
Banking and Currency Committee re-
ported, the Administrator can permit
changes in prices? There is nothing in
the act to keep prices as they are,

Mr. MOODY. I thoroughly under-
stand that.

Mr. CAPEHART. The Senator said it
was unfair, after prices are frozen at a
certain point. Under the law, the Ad-
ministrator can permit them to rise.

Mr. MOODY. What I was trying to
say was that we will have a very unfor-
tunate choice to make if this amendment
should be adopted. Either we will have
to freeze the prices to which the Senator
has been referring, freeze an inequity

into the structure, or we will have to let
prices rise. In the latter case we shall
have a spiral of inflation. Neither one is
the choice of the junior Senator from
Michigan,

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

Mr. MOODY. I yield.

Mr. MAYBANE. I congratulate the
junior Senator from Michigan on his
statement that he would not like to take
that choice. It would not be his duty,
nor would it be my duty, to take that
choice. But since January 25 the ad-
ministration has had an opportunity to
adjust inequities. The Office of Frice
Stabilization should get down to busi-
ness and not leave inequities to be taken
advantage of by some.

Mr. MOODY. I agree with the dis-
tinguished Senator and believe it is get-
ting down to business as the contemplat-
ed roll-backs indicate.

Mr. MAYBANEK. I offered the amend-
ment to stop the dilly-dallying, because
the administration created the inequi-
ties, and the Senator from Michigan
knows it. Of course, I am not suggest-
ing what the House of Representatives
will do. I do not know what sort of bill
will be sent to the Senate. But the Of-
fice of Price Stabilization had from Jan-
uary 25 until last Monday to make any
roll-backs or any adjustments or to cor-
rect any inequities that might exist. I
think they should have done it, and I am
sure the Senator from Michigan thinks
they should have done it.

Mr. MOODY. That is correct. The
adjustments should be made as rapidly
as possible.

Mr, MAYBANK. I do not want to
leave it open to the Administrator to
create inequities and let them continue
month after month. I can appreciate
the difficulties of Mr. Johnston and Mr.
DiSalle, but the administration of the
law has not been in keeping with either
the letter or the spirit of the law. That
is what I do not like about it.

Mr. MOODY. I agree with the Sena-
tor that the entire procedure has been
too slow in originally imposing controls
and in carrying out the functions under
the act which the Senator has men-
tioned.

Mr. MAYBANK. How does the Sena-
tor know that they will not continue to
be slow? I am as much opposed to in-
flation as is the Senator from Michigan,
When the Senate was sitting in the old
Supreme Court Chamber I fought last
June, July, August, and September, to
stop inflation. But these inequities have
been created, and I am not certain that
they will not continue to occur or that
;ve can correct them unless we do it by
aw.

Mr. MOODY. If we write this lan-
guage into the law now, the Office of
Price Stabilization will not, as a prac-
tical matter, have time to complete re-
adjustment of the economy hetween now
and July 1. I do not dispute the Sena-
tor's point that the administration of
the law has not proceeded with sufiicient
expedition, and that we want to stop in-
flation,

Mr. MAYBANK. The Senator will ad-

__mit that they have had time to do it.
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Mr. MOODY. I do notadmit that, in

view of all the difficulties in getting able
officials to administer the law and all the
administrative difficulties they may have
had, with which neither the Senator
from South Carolina nor I are fully
acquainted.
" Mr. MAYBANK. We did away with
the OPA years ago, and we brought back
an organization to do the same thing
OPA had done before—dilly-dally.

Mr. MOODY. The Senator stated
yesterday, in response to a question of
the senior Sznator from New York [Mr.
Ives], who agreed with the Senator, that
the procedure had been too slow. Never-
theless, two wrongs do not make a right.

Mr. MAYBANK. I am not arguing
that, but if we make it the law, the Office
of Price Administration will have to take
positive action.

Mr. MOODY. Does the Senator want
them to make these roll-backs before
July 1?

Mr. MAYBANEK. The law will not be-
come effective until it passes. I hope the
amendment will be adopted.

Mr. MOODY. Do we want them to
make roll-backs before July 1?

Mr. MAYBANK. The Senate cannot
make legislative history as to a bill which
has not yet passed the House. We can
only express our personal opinion.

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

Mr. MOODY, I yield.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Is it not a fact that
section 2 really prevents the Office of
Price Stabilization from doing anything
to correct inequities, except to raise
prices? That is, it permits upward, but
not downward, corrections.

Mr. MOODY. That is correct.

Mr. DOUGLAS. It prevents the Of-
fice of Price Stabilization from reducing
prices. It is a heads-I-win-tails-you-
lose amendment,

Mr. MOODY. Itmay bea tails-every-
body-loses amendment.

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

Mr. MOODY. I yield.

Mr. WILLIAMS, Do I correctly un-
derstand that the amendment of the
Senator from Michigan provides for roll-
backs so that all prices will be rolled
back in proportion until we reach the
pre-Forean level?

Mr. MOODY, No. The present law,
as I am sure the Senator from Delaware
well knows, provides for due considera-
tion to be given—I believe that is the
wording of the law; I do not have it be-
fore me at the moment—to the level,
equilibrium, and balance of prices as
they existed before the invasion of South
Eorea.

Mr. WILLTAMS, There has been
much said about meat prices. Is the
Administrator to roll back the price of
meat and automatically roll back the
price of grain that goes to make up the
meat, until we have the same relation-
ship which existed before the EKorean
war? Is that correct?

Mr. MOODY. I hope the Senator
from Michigan in the debate here this
afternoon may have made some small
contribution in bringing out this point,
which I think is the central point of the
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entire issue before the Senate; that is,
that this is not an effort to victimize
anybody who is producing, It is not an
effort to roll back prices to the pre-Ko-
rean level, except that in a case where
there had been no increase in cost it
would operate in that way; but there is
little likelihood that many such cases
would exisf.

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

Mr. MOODY. Let me answer first.
The fact is that every Member of the
Senate knows how the present law is be-
ing administered. A formula has been
set up which is based on the pre-Korean
base price, which allows any fair in-
creases in labor and material costs to
be added, plus the pre-Korean profit
margin. Now if we are in the business
of trying to stop inflation, I should like
to have the Senator from Delaware tell
me what is the matter with that
formula.

Mr. WILLIAMS. There may nob
be anything the matter with the
formula—

Mr. MOODY. I am glad to hear that.

Mr. WILLIAMS. If we both under-
stand it alike. The question I ask is
this: The Senator comes from a great
wheat-producing State. If we roll back
the price of cattle to the pre-Korean
level, would the Senator be willing to
say that we should roll back the cost of
grain which goes to make up the cost
of production of cattle? In other
words, as the Senator has just defined
the law, if we allow grains and other
costs entering into production of catile
to advance 10 percent, would the Sen-
ator allow the cattle producer to carry
that increase over into his cost, or would
the Senator let the price of wheat ad-
vance while the cattle producers in other
States are rolled back?

Mr. MOODY. Perhaps the Senator
can explain to me—because I have been
trying to get an explanation from com-
mittee witnesses, and I have listened
quite carefully to what others have had
to say on the subject—why the price of
cattle has gone up 53 percent in a period
when most other prices have not gone up
so rapidly,

Mr. WILLIAMS. I think the Senator
from Michigan does not understand me,
I am not defending the increase in the
price of cattle.

Mr. MOODY. I am glad to hear that.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I told the Senator
from Illinois [Mr. Doucras] that his
amendment, as he explained it, posessed
a great deal of merit if we were con-
vinced that it would do the things it is
claimed to do. That is what I am try-
ing to find out.

Mr. MOODY. If the Senator from
Delaware asks me the question whether
I believe the price of wheat should be
rolled back to what it was before the
Korea period I should say not.

Mr., WILLIAMS. Do I understand
that the amendment applies merely to
meat alone?

Mr. MOODY. It does not apply spe-
cifically to meat.

Mr, WILLIAMS. Would it apply to
all agricultural commodities in relation
to the pre-Korean situation?
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Mr. MOODY. 1Is the Senator speak-
ing of the Douglas amendment now?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes,

Mr. MOODY. Very well. The Doug-
las amendment merely deletes from the
bill, as reported by the committee ma-
jority by a 7-to-6 vote, the six-line in-
sertion by the committee, which would
prevent any roll-back beyond the base
period, not only in farm commodities but
in any other commodities. I should like
again to say to the Senator from Dela-
ware that the amendment not only
affects meats but it affects every price
which rose on a profiteering basis be-
tween the Korean invasion and January
25. I believe that if the Senate clearly
understands the Douglas amendment it
will want to vote it into the law.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield again?

Mr. MOODY. 1 yield to the Senator
from Delaware.

Mr. WILLIAMS., With respect to
many commodities the price increase
since Korea is the result of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture’'s planned program
of forcing prices higher. After buying
commodities they are shipping them out
of the country as surplus, or destroying
them, as was done in the case of pota-
toes, for the purpose of pushing the
prices upward, at the same time we are
talking about holding prices down. I
wonder which purpose the Senator is

for. I think we should make up our
minds.
Mr, MOODY. Now the Senator is

going deep into the question of farm
economics. I should say, however, that
I am for stabilization of the economy.
The history of price support in the law,
which was previously passed by Congress,
was that in the 1920's when the party
the Senator from Delaware has the honor
to represent was in power, there was no
provision for supporting farm prices, and
as a result there was an agricultural de-
pression which lasted a decade, and
helped to build up in America a depres-
sion which nearly ruined our economy.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the Senator
from Michigan yield further at that
point?

Mr. MOODY. Yes, I yield.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I should like to
point out to the Senator from Michigan
that in pulling us out of the so-called
“Republican depression” we have had
two “Democratic” wars which left us
with a $260,000,000,000 debt. This debt
is the pyramid upon which today’s
“Democratic” inflation is erected.

Mr. MOODY. Will the Senator par-
don me? I did not hear his statement.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I might point out fo
the Senator that as the Democratic
Party pulled us out of the depression
we have had two wars, which cost the
American people $260,000,000,000.

Mr. MOODY. Yes, we resisted ag-
gression, And my understanding is
that the war has something to do with
the national debt.

Mr. WILLIAMS. It must also be the
Senator’s understanding if he under-
stands economics at all, that war has
something to do with increased prices
since 1932,

Mr. MOODY. Oh, yes, indeed.
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Mr. WILLIAMS. So I think that if
the Senator is going to take the credit
to his party for having pulled us out of
the depression, he should also take
credit for the inflation, and assume re-
sponsibility for his two wars.

Mr. MOODY. I was simply pointing
out that if the Senator from Delaware
is attacking the general parity prineciple,
which the Senate so often has endorsed,
I simply wanted to remind him that in
the days when we did not have a parity
principle in the law, agriculture in
America was not in a very prosperous
condition,

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

Mr. MOODY. I yield to the Senator
from Delaware.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am not discussing
at this point the merits or demerits of
the parity principle. What I am en-
deavoring to point out is the inconsist-
ency of having one agricultural agency
buy agricultural products and destroy
them, thus creating artificial shortages,
and then shedding crocodile tears be-
cause of the results.

Mr. MOODY. Is the Senator from
Delaware implying that I am shedding
crocodile tears?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, so to speak.

Mr, MOODY. I was not a Member of
the Senate when the potato program
was passed. If I had been I would have
taken a very dim view of it, as I hope the
Senator from Delaware did.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I did. I voted
against it. I hope the Senator will go
along with us this afternoon in knocking
out all these support programs, at least
for the duration of the emergency of
this inflationary period. Certainly we
should immediately stop this Govern-
ment agency from destroying food at a
time when the country is at war.

Mr. MOODY. I do not think we are
destroying food. And I do not know who
is, as the Senator said, shedding croco-
dile tears. But I know that the house- '
wife is having difficulty in obtaining
what she needs because of the high price
of groceries.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Not only is she hav-
ing difficulty, but extreme difficulty,
largely due to this administration’s
reckless-spending policies.

Mr. MOODY. Is the Senator from
Delaware shedding crocodile tears while
saying that?

Mr, WILLIAMS, I shall vote asIam
speaking. I will say to the Senator
from Michigan that I believe he will
agree with me that we certainly cannot
justify a food-destruction program in
this country in time of war.

Mr. MOODY. I agree with the Sena-
tor on that point completely.

Mr., WILLIAMS. I hope the Senator
will support me on that point this
afternoon.

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

Mr. MOODY. I yield.

Mr. DOUGLAS. May I ask the Sena=
tor from Michigan if, when he was not
a member of this Chamber, but sat in
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the Olympian heights of the press gal-
lery up there——

Mr. MOODY. It is a good deal more
comfortable up there, I will say, than it
is down here.

Mr. DOUGLAS. If he rememhers the
vote on the motion of my then senior
colleague, Senator Lueas, abolishing the
potato subsidy? Is it not true that on
the question of the potato subsidy 2 ma-
jority of the Senalors on this side of the
aisle voted to abolish the subsidy, and a
majority of the Senators on the other
side of the aisle voted to retain the
subsidy?

I want to pay tribute to the Senator
from Delaware and say that he voted
acainst that subsidy. I think he is a
completely honest and sincere man.
But I suggest to him that his missionary
efforts should be devoted to the other
side of the aisle, because I can well re=
member the votes cast on that side by
Members from the potato-producing
States.

Mr. MOODY. We are giad to have
him with us at the moment on this side
of the aisle, but as the Senator from
Illinois said, perhaps he might direct his
missionary efforts toward Members on
the other side of the aisle.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes; we are glad to
have him here with us now.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish to point out
to the Senator from Iilinois that I was
a cosponsor of the amendment provid-
ing for doing away with the potato
subsidy, and was one of the first to
criticize that program, and was supported
in my effort by & majority of my party.

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from
Delaware has been a completely sincere
representative of those and other issues.
I only lament that the seeds of wisdom
which he has sown did not bear fruit
across on the other side of the aisle.
But apparenily he has now discovered
his spiritual affinity for us, and has come
over here to be with us.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am glad to know
that the Senator from Illingis is sus-
ceptible to my charms.

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 will say I was sus-
ceptible to the logic of the situaticn.

Mr. BENTON. Mry. President, will the
Senator from Michigan yield?

Mr. MOODY. 1 yield

Mr. BENTON. I should like to have
the attention of the commitiee chair-
man while T ask this question.

Mr. MAYBANE. Mr. President, Ishall
be glad to remain in the Chamber for a
few minutes. However, the Senator from
Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY] is waiting out-
side the Chamber to confer with me,
With the help of Mr. Watkins, the Parlia-
mentarian, we are endeavoring to ar-
range a unanimous-consent agreement.

Mr. BENTON. I wasabout toask some
questions in which I thonght the chair-
mg.:i of the committee might be inter-
ested.

In line with the spirit of the recent
colloguy with the chairman of the com-
mittee, does the Senator from Michi-
gan feel that if the present roil-back
proposal of the commiitee is adopted the
administrative officers should be given 30
days in which to examine all the dis-
crepancies and distortions and to take
the kind of action which the distin-
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guished commiftee chairman has suog-
gested they take between now and the
1st of July?

Mr. MAYBANE. Is the Senator ad-
dmmeqmnhme?

Mr. BENTON.

Mr. MAYVBANK. Imaymythatthey
had 5 days in January; theyha{istdm

days in May; they have already had 25
days in June, and they have done noth-
ing. If we pass a bill leaving it wide open
for them to take their time to do things,
we shall never get anything done. What
I am trying to do is to make them take
some action to stop inflation.

Mr. MOODY. On that point, T may
say to the distinguished Seznator from
South Carolina, the chairman of the
committee, that CPR 22, which is the
general manufacturing order, was de-
layed three times at the request of in-
dustry, for the purpose of adjustments.
It will not become effective until July 2.
The pending legislation is so complex
that it could not be applied overnight.

Mr. MAYBANK. 1% is no more com-
plex than the orders issued by the eco-
nomic and price stabilizers through Mr.,
DiSalle and Mr, Johnston, which no one
understands.

Mr. MOODY. I agree that they should
be simplified as much as possible.

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

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, may I
ask a further question?

Mr. MOODY. 1 yield to the Senator
from Connecticut.

Mr, BENTON. Is it not true that the
administrative officers have not only
been delayed throughout this long pe-
riod, as the distingunished Senator from
Michigan has pointed out, by the ab-
sence of personnel, and, as the commit-
tee chairman has pointed out, by pres-
sures from industry, but also by uncer-
tainty as to what legislation Congress is
going to enact, as the distingnished Sen-
ator has suggested?

Mr. MOODY. I believe that to be true.

Mr. BENTON. In view of the many
reasons for delays on roll-backs and
other actions on the part of administra-
tive officials, if the Senate should make
what in my judement and the judgment
of the Senator from Michigan would be
the mistake of accepting the committee
recommendation with respect to the new
roll-back provision, could there nof at
least be attached to it a 30-day provision,
S0 as to give to the administrative officers
the opportunity fo make the kind of ad-
justments which our distinguished com-
mittee chairman agrees are necessary?

Mr. MOODY. I thoroughly agree with
the Senator from Conneciicut. Sixty
days would be better.

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

Mr. MOODY. 1 yield.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is not production
the only key to meet the situation of
high prices?

L Mr. MOODY. Fundamentally that is
rue.
- Mr. UNDERWOOD. We can enact all
the laws we wish, and the Office of Price
Stabilization can issue all the regula-
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tions it wishes, but unless we have beof
in this eountry, beef prices will be high.

Mr, MOODY. That is certainly
correct.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Either because
of the black market, or for other reasons.
No one in any Eastern State is going to
Texas to get cattle and bring them into
a feed lot if there is to be a roll-back,
The cattle feeders must have a little
profit from their operations, I think
the same thing is true in regard to parity
price supports as is trne with respect to
what is undertaken in line with the in-
tent of the Mayhank amendment, which
is to permit production, which is the only
way in the world, in the long run, to
keep prices down to a reasonable level.
While we want to retard priees, we do
not want to stop production.

Mr. MOODY. 1 agree with the Sen-
ator from Kentucky that we should not
retard or stop production. I am confi-
dent that means can be worked out
whereby we can have reasonable prices
on beef without stopping production.

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

Mr. MOODY. T yield.

Mr. LEHMAN. Isitnot a fact that the
cattle population at the present time is
very near, if not quite up to the record
of recent history?
tur.HOODY. I believe that to be

rue.

Mr. LEHMAN. Is it not also a fact
that the present level of the priece of
meat, which is 157 percent, is so hich
that no question is raised by any cattle
grower as to whether or not he is making
very substantial profits?

Mr. MOODY. I believe that in gen-
eral profits must be adeguate, because
of the price situation.

Mr. LEEMAN. And also because the
cattle population is at such a very high
level, very considerably higher than it
has been in the past 2 or 3 years.

Mr. MOODY. The Senator from New
York will recall, I am sure, that the
problem in connection with the matter
of production, to which the Senator
from Kentucky [Mr. Uspzzwoop]l re-
fers, does not relate so mueh to the cat-
tle population as to what happens when
the cattle are placed in feed lots, and
whether or not adequate feeding occurs.
I think that is a very difficult problem.
My own personal judgment is—I may
be wrong, but I hope I am not—that if
the proposed roll-back goes into effect,
possibly with an incentive-payment sys-
tem to absorb any actual losses, that in
itself will stahilize the situation in such
a way that we shall get production.
There may be some individual losses;
and I should be willing to support a pro-
posal whereby there would be some sort
of equalization payment made to any
cattie feeder who actually suffers a loss
and can prove it.

That is the same sort of problem that
exisis in connection with the copper
mines of upper Michigan, When the
Nation needs more copper, the question
is wheiher to raise the price all along
the line and make the taxpayers, who
are buying a great deal of the copper
produced in America, pay a higher price
for all the copper which is produced, or
whether to keep the price at a normal
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level and make an equalization payment
of some sort to the high-cost mines to
bring in additional production. If any-
one is agtually losing money in the feed
lots, perhaps that would be the way to
solve the problem. However, I do not
believz that it is necessary to have the
price of beef so high as it is today. I
should like to have someone really spell
out if there is a good reason for beef
prices being so high.

Mr. LEHMAN. Of course, no provi-
sion is made in the bill as it came from
the committee for the granting of subsi-
dies. I intend to offer an amendment
which would make it possible to grant
subsidies in connection with marginal or
high-cost production, with respect to
agricultural products as well as mining
products and other materials.

Mr., MOODY. I am glad to learn
that.

Mr. President, I yield the floor.

MESSAGE FRCM 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 report of the

committee of conference on the dis--

agreeing votes o” the two Houses on the
amendments of the House to the con-
current resolution (S. Con. Res. 11) re-
affirming the friendship of the American
people for all the peoples of the world,
including the peoples of the Soviet
Union.

PERSECUTION OF ARCHEISHOP JOSEF
GROESZ

Mr. IVES. Mr. President, recently the
free world has been shocked by the re-
volting story of the imprisonment and
forced “confession” of Archbishop Josef
Groesz. We can only speculate on what
foul means were used to extract such
distortions from that noble man’'s lips.

No matter what their religious back-
ground may be, all men of good will
must join in deploring such suppression
of religion. The lessons of the thirties
must not go unheeded. Suppression of
any religious group denies those values
on which all religions are based.

The entire free world must join in
extending a positive message of hope
and encouragement to this imprisoned
man of God. While the specter of Com-
munist tyranny haunts men like Arch-
bishop Groesz, no man of religion may
be secure in the sanctity of his faith.

Mr. President, together with the dis-
tinguished senior Senator from Connecti-
cut [Mr. McMarON] I have prepared a
resolution, which reads:

Whereas the arrest, confinement and trial
of Archbishop Josef Groesz in Hungary evi-
dences anew the abridgment and violation
of fundamental human freedoms guaran-
teed in the treaties of peace and reaffirmed
in the United Nations Charter: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved, That it is the sense of the Sen-
ate that these actions should be strongly
protested in the United Natlons or by what-
ever other means may be appropriate.

I ask unanimous consent to submit
the resolution and ask that it be ap-
propriately referred.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, the resolution will be re-
ceived and appropriately referred.
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The resolution (S. Res. 163) submit-
ted by Mr. Ives (for himself and Mr. Mc-
Maxon), was received and referred to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, I
join with my colleague the distinguished
senior Senator from New York [Mr.
Ives] in his expression of sentiment rela-
tive to the persecutions which are now
going on in Hungary. The archbishop
and his associates, wiho are being perse-
cuted in Hungary, are mostly in the news
tcday. However I understand there is
a tremendous wave of persecution now
going on all through Hungary.

Persons who belong to what is now
left of the middle class are being taken
from their homes in the dead of night
and shipped in cattle cars to God knows
where. It would seem that there is a
new wave of extermination under way
which may proceed through all satellite
states.

Mr. President, I can only say that such
actions, horrible as they are, would
seem to indicate that back of the iron
curtain there is a growing disaffection
within the police states. As more and
more persons are placed in concentra-
tion ecamps, it cannot but weaken the
forces which would seek to overwhelm
us. I think it is most important that
we in the Senate, as we did in similar
cases of persecution, evidence once
again our feeling of loathing and revul-
sion for the terrible men who are com-
mitting these horrible crimes against
God and mankind.

EXTENSION OF DEFENSE PRODUCTION,
AND HOUSING AND RENT ACTS

The Senate resumed the considera-
tion of the bill (S. 1717) to amend and
extend the Defense Production Act of
1950 and the Housing and Rent Act of
1947, as amended.

Mr. DIRKSEN obtained the floor.

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Illinois yield so that I
may suggest the absence of a quorum?

Mr. DIRESEN., I yield for that
purpose.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

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

Anderson Gillette McKellar
Bennett Green McMahon
Benton Hayden Millikin
Brewster Hendrickson  Monroney
Bricker Hennings Moody
Bridges Hickenlooper Mundt
Butler, Md. Hill Neely
Butler, Nebr. Hoey Nixon
Byrd Holland O'Conor
Cain Humphrey O'Mahoney
Capehart Ives Pastore
Carlson Jenner Robertson
Case Johnson, Colo. Russell
Chavez Kefauver Saltonstall
Clements Kem Schoeppel
Connally Kerr BSmith, Maine
Cordon Kilgore Smith, N. J.
Dirksen Enowland Stennis
Douglas Langer Taft

Duff Lehman Thye
Dworshak Long Underwood
Eastland Magnuson Watking
Ellender Malone Welker
Ferguson Maybank Wherry
Flanders McCarran Wiley
Frear McCarthy Williams
Fulbright McClellan Young
George McFarland
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quo-
rum is present.

The Senator from Illinois has the
floor.

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President——

Mr. DIRESEN. I yield to the Sen-
ator from South Carolina.

Mr. MAYBANK. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the Senator’s courtesy in yield-
ing to me. The proposed unanimous-
consent agreement is not quite prepared
as yet. It is possible that a little later
either the majority leader or the minor-
ity leader may ask the Senatfor to yield,
in order that we may be able to consider
the proposed agreement when it is pre-
pared.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Ishall be glad to yield
for that purpose.

Mr. MAYBANE. I thank the Senator.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr, President, when
the pending bill was reported by the
Banking and Currency Committee, there
was one vote against it. That vote was
mine. It was cast in the utmost sin-
cerity, because I have a deep and abid-
ing conviction in regard to some of the
provisions of the bill. I do not know
what the ultimate disposition of the bill
will be or whether there will be votes
against it; but unless the bill is modified
in substantial form, there will be at
least one vote against it, and that vote
will be mine. So, Mr. President, I pro-
pose to take a little time this afternoon
not only to delineate my own viewpoint
in regard to the bill, but also to redevelop
a little of the background behind the
1950 bill.

It was just a year ago that the troops
moved into Korea. I was in the field at
that time, contacting many persons at
group meetings. I remember the feeling
and the passion and the sense of distress
which came to people everywhere, and it
was quite common to hear them say,
“Well, this is it.” A note of defeatism
was expressed, and over and over again
people talked about the inevitability of
war. I think they envisioned another
catastrophic cornflict in the form of world
war III. Let me say parenthetically, Mr.
President, that I certainly do not share
that sense of defeatism.

However, it was 3 weeks after that ac-
tion that the President sent a message
to Congress. The interesting thing about
his message is that at that time the
President did not ask for controls. It
was not unfil hearings had gotten under
way in the House committee and in the
Senate committee, and not until after the
testimony of Mr. Baruch—and if there is
any member of the Senate Banking and
Currency Committee who was in attend-
ance at those hearings, I shall be glad
to have him correct me if I am in error
about them, because I was not a Member
of the body at that time—that amend-
ments were suggested for a price freeze;
and even then the President of the
United States was rather disinclined to
accept them. However, provisions for
controls were finally incorporated in the
bill. So today we have before us an
extension of the 1950 act, which became
law on September 8 of last year.

‘We have had quite a time wrestling
with this bill in the Senate committee,

R
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Mr. President. One hundred and sixty-
five applications came from national or-
ganizations to testify before the com-
mittee. In view of the limitation on time,
it was necessary to reduce that number
to approximately 65 organizations and
some individuals. Nearly 2,000 pages of
testimony were taken on the bill and on
the 47 amendments which came from
the other end of the Avenue.

When the act became effective in Sep-
tember of 1950, of course, it was neces=
sary to obtain a Price Administrator.
However, if my friend, the Senator from
Michigan [Mr. Moopy], is now in-the
Chamber, I wish to correct him about
one matter: Unless I am in error and
cannot read the English language, in that
act there is not the slightest hint of the
creation of a separate agency for a Price
Administrator.

I remember that when the Office of
Price Administration was created in 1942
and my distinguished and lamented
friend, Leon Henderson, became the first
Price Administrator, I was a member of
the House Appropriations Committee. I
almost fell out of my chair when he came
before the committee and gently sug-
gested that he expected to have 66,000
full-time employees to monitor the peo-
ple of America and keep them in line,
The appropriations for that agency
finally amounted to $201,000,000 in a
single year.

I may state for the edification of the
Senate and for the information of the
country that I asked Mr. DiSalle what
requests and estimates he had in the new
budget. He presently has somewhat
more than 6,000 employees. He is ask-
ing for 29,000 more. So, Mr. President,

. he will have a force of 35,000 persons in
order to enforce the directives, ediets,
ukases, decrees, regulations, and so forth.
So the agency will be a rather substantial
one before we get through.

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

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield.

Mr. MALONE. Does the distinguished
Senator from Illinois have any idea that
the 35,000 employees will be the maxi-
mum number employed by that execu-
tive agency?

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, I dis-
covered from rather painful experience
when the OPA was operating that not
only did the number of employees of that
agency increase, but, in addition, more
than 100,000 persons were recruited to
cooperate in the policing effort. So
35,000 may not be the maximum number
of employees of the present agency,
which is just getting started.

I wish to say to the Senator from In-
diana [Mr. CarEHART] that this power
could have been delegated to any Cabi-
net officer, because the power is, by the
act, delegated to the President of the
United States, and the cooperation of all
the executive agencies is enlisted., So,
although it may have been difficult to
find a Price Administrator, and although
the effort proved abortive for quite a
while, yet the fact is that any Cabinet
officer or any person in the executive
agencies could have been used at any
time for that purpose.

I wish to comment again on the point
that 25 persons were considered before
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an Administrator was finally obtained.
The first person selected was Mr, Alan
Valentine, a very distinguished scholar, a
very distinguished economist, and a very
distinguished American. When it is said
that he had no sympathy with compul-
sory price controls, it should be pointed
out that he was only echoing the senti-
ment which had been expressed by the
President of the United States when the
1950 act was under consideration and
when testimony was being taken in the
Senate Banking and Currency Commit-
tee and in the House Banking and Cur-
rency Committee regarding it. Mr. Val-
entine knew fairly well what he was
about; and in the Sunday morning press
he had a two-column article stating
that in his judgment the effort would be
futile and expensive and tragic and that
it did not come to grips with the funda-
mentals or with the real causes of infla-
tion and the inflationary pressures which
disturb us at the present time.

The nomination of Mr. DiSalle, it will
be remembered, was confirmed on the
6th of December, and the nomination of
Mr. Wilson, Director of Defense Mobili-
zation, was confirmed on December 20;
and it was on the 26th of January, but
one day after the placing into effect of
controls, that we got the general freeze.
After all the testimony, 2,000 pages of it,
I found myself unpersuaded, I found my-
self unconvinced; and I am unconvinced
now.

What we are dealing with essentially,
and were at the outset, was a scare-buy-
ing volume, which was the most natural
thing in the world, because of the irre-
sponsible statements and the irrational
pronunciamentos which were issued from
Washington. What was more natural,
when people in Washington, in my home
town in Illinois, and elsewhere could re-
call so vividly the coffee queues, the nylon
lines? One had even to line up in order
to get into a picture show. We became
indoctrinated with the complex of form-
ing queues in order to get a pound of
coffee or a pair of nylon hose which
would fit. So, when scare statements go
out to the public, what should be more
natural than that, first of all, individual
families should say, “This is it, we might
just as well get ready”? The Govern-
ment taught the American people that.
So, will anyone quarrel about that now?
No. The people have long memories;
they are wise; they are smart, in the ac-
cepted sense of that word; and they are
not going to get caught at a disadvantage
this time, if this country shall be pro-
jected into an overwhelming conflict, in
meeting the kind of conditions with
which we had to contend starting back
in 1942,

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

Mr, DIRKSEN, I yield.

Mr. MALLONE. Does the distinguished
Senator from Illinois recall that about
July or August, 1950, when we first dis-
cussed price controls, the Government
sent tons of propaganda materials
throughout the counfry, saying that the
housewives must not hoard—thereby in-
dicating that they had been hoarding,
when as a matier of fact, they had not
even thought of it—but the propaganda
itself started the very buying they said
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they wanted to avoid. So then, of
course, there was a wave of buying.

The junior Senator from Nevada said
at that time, “The time to hoard js when
there is a plentiful supply of commodi=
ties on the market; the time to fill the
cellar is when the goods are available.”
They mentioned sugar, particularly when
it was possible to get another shipload
of sugar from Cuba at any moment.
Does the distinguished Senafor remem-
ber that that was done, that propaganda
was sent out, along that line?

Mr. DIRKSEN. I know, from the fig-
ures which were submitted to the com-
mittee, that retail sales went up from
June 1950 to February 1951, by one and
one-third billion dollars, retail inven-
tories went up by $3,100,000,000, and
manufacturing inventories went up by
$5,600,000,000. That was simply a re-
flection of the statements which were
made to the country, which frighteir2d
the people who did what human behavior
has dictated since the beginning of man-
kind, namely, to come out of the rain, if
possible. That is what our people did.

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

Mr. DIRESEN. I yield.

Mr. MALONE. Then, does the distin-
guished Senator from Illinois remember
that, after 2 or 3 months, the date being
relatively unimportant, but in the early
fall, they sent out another type of propa-
gande to the effecet that “now is the time
to buy”? In other words, they were
trying to influence the buying and selling
and were thereby causing the buying
sprees. To bring about the necessity of
controls they excite the buyers, then try
to allay fears; and now again, they are
building up the fears, are they not, to’
get extension of controls?

Mr. DIRESEN. Yes. There is one
other thing o which I desire to allude.
One would assume, from all the discus-
sions we have heard, that there was no
inflation before the announcement came
with respect to Korea. The country was
in a roaring inflation, as a matter of fact,
and the conditions brought about by the
en.ergency simply threw more fuel upon
the fire and built it infinitely higher.

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

Mr. DIRESEN. I yield.

Mr. MALONE. The distinguished
Senator from Illinois will certainly re-'
member that the first act of the Demo-
cratiz administration, in 1934, or one of
its first acts, was to remove the metal
base of our currency.

In other words, they followed the pat-
tern of the rulers of nations throughout
the world for 2,000 years of recorded
history, who, when they wanted to con-
trol their people, first removed the thing
they had been using for money, giving
them something which they eould fully
control. They removed the gold and
started printing money freely, did they
not?

Mr. DIRKSEN, That is true.

Mr. MALONE. Then we have never
made any attempt to stop inflation.

I may say to the distinguished Sena=
tor, if we try to stop the price at the top,
it is like a man putting his thumb on the
snout of a teakettle without extinguishe
ing the fire under it. The teakettle sim«
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ply keeps on creating steam., He knows
that finally he is going to be scalded and
hurt, and it is but a question of time;
and that is just what we are now build-
ing up through controls.

Mr, DIRKSEN, I have said on occa-
sion that high blood pressure is not
cured by putting & man in a strait-jack=-
et; and that is about what is being at-
tempted.

But, Mr. President, to continue. First,
I think everyone would like to find the
answer to inflation. It is a common
search, and I believe inflation represents
a common fear in the country.

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

Mr. DIRKSEN., I yield briefly.

Mr. MALONE. I should like to say to
the distinguished Senator, I thoroughly
agree with him regarding that point.
But further, there has been no attempt
to stop inflation. It is easy to stop in-
flation; the President has the necessary
machinery in his hands, but he will not
use it, because the man who stops infla-
tion will not be popular as President of
the United States.

Mr. DIRKSEN. I said that certainly
it is quite different from applying the
real remedy. There is a search for it,
there is a constant effort to find it. In
some places it has been found. The
people have found it in our neighboring
country of Canada, and they have no
price controls there; they eschew them
ard run from them as if there were
something leprous about them.

Now, Mr, President, I wish to allude
to what my friend from Nevada has just
said, because one of the high and mighty
councils we have in the country today
is the Council of Economic Advisers,
Frankly, I was astonished to find in their
midyear report for 1950 this statement:

But it is no solution to overcome an in-
flation by private or public policles which
turn the economy downward, for this not
only carries us into an even more difficult
situation, but also leaves us with a prospect
of a restoration of inflationary trends as we
shake off the recessionary threat and move
vigorously forward.

That is like having Mr. EKeyserling
say, “Why stop it, because, afterward,
you are going to have inflation all over
again?”’ But, while I differ with my
committee colleagues, and while I voted
against the report on this bill,' I think
it ought to be said for me that I try, in
my own humble way, to find the answers
as best I know how, and I am noc going
to be taken off the rock of conviction
by letters or by importunings; and I am
not going to be taken away from my
conviction with respect to what I think
is the ultimate destiny of the country.
I would rather be the only one in the
Senate to intone my voice to the Read-
ing Clerk and say “nay” when this bill
comes to a vote, if it is a matter of con-
viction, and, Mr. President, I assure
you that it is.

There are differences of opinion as to
the best way of reaching the objective.
That is not at all strange. It will be re-
membered that Henry Ford once said,
“My policy is to reduce the price, extend
the operation, and improve the article.”
That was a great American slogan; and
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he built his business, of course, into a
transportation empire. The Ford Motor
Co. sent us a representation that they
favor certain controls, with modifica-

tions, and then they say, also, that they -

believe that a price rise for Ford cars is
overdue. If I am wrong in that state-
ment, I hope I shall be corrected.

Ten years ago—to be exact, it was on
January 29, 1941—“Charley” Wilson, the
Chief Mobilizer, said in the course of a
speech in New York:

We must demonstrate that the public-
spirited people administering the private
enterprise inherently and actually excel the
people comprising the political organizations
as instrumentalities for insuring an ever-
increasing measure of economic freedom and
security for all of our people.

The free-enterprise system must either de-
Hver the goods or be pushed aside * * *
for Government agencies will then come into
being.

That was Mr. Wilson, speaking 10
years ago. Ten years later he comes into
the Government. I respect him and his
capacity as a brilliant businessman and
a capable organizer, but today he favors
controls and putting the country into a
strait-jacket. I said:

Mr, Wilson, in essence, what you are saying
to us is this: You would have the American
people, through their Representatives in Con-
gress, surrender their freedoms until June
30, 1952, and then, if things work out all
right, we will restore those freedoms to them,
How can you be sure?

One can lean out of a window too far
just once, and then he is going to hit the
ground. A nation can lean out too far
only once, and then the question is, Do
you finally get your freedoms back?

It is on that basis, and on the basis
that mischief comes from the human
heart and the human brain, that I have
got to be convinced beyond the point
where I have been persuaded before I
can, with a sense of conviction, approve
this bill so long as it contains its present
control features.

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

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield.

Mr. MALONE. As the distinguished
Senator from Illinois will remember,
when the bill passed last year there were
three votes against it. They were the
votes of the Senator from Delaware
[Mr. Wirriams], the Senator from Mon-
tana [Mr. Ecrown], and the present
speaker, the junior Senator from Nevada.

There was one argument made against
it on the Senate floor, and that was by
the junior Senator from Nevada.

There is only one answer to a scarcity
of meat, for example, and that is more
meat.

If the great DiSalle, who has laid down
these orders running lean steers out of
the feed lots, would give a little more
thought to adopting principles that
would bring more steers into the feed
lots—and my statement relates to other
products as well as beef—there might be
some expectation of lower prices for the
consumer.

If we are to adopt the system which
is used in the very countries which we
are trying to defeat as soon as an emer-
gency arises, then we cannot paossibly
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inerease our production, which is neces-
sary. We cannot go any place in the
direction of this bill.

Mr. DIRKSEN. I doubt it.

We are confronted by three points of
view. First of all, the viewpoint of those
who would take the bill without any
modification whatsoever. It had seven
titles, relating to inflation control, allo-
cations and priorities, requisitioning of
property, expanding productive capacity,
making amortization loans, and the
price, wage, and rent stabilization fea-
ture, settlement of labor disputes, the
control of credit, and the enforcement
provision.

The second viewpoint might be repre-
sented by the act of 1950, plus the pro-
pesal written into the bill by the com-
mittee against further roll-backs, recog-
nizing the validity of the roll-backs
which were made, especially insofar as
they relate to cattle.

There was one other, and that was
a modification of regulation W as it re-
lated to automobile credit. The Federal
Reserve Board was given broad powers
in the act, and out of those powers came
regulation X and regulation W.

Television and radio manufacturers
appeared before the committee and
stated that they had 600,000 radio and
television sets in storage ready to be
sold, but they could not sell them bhe-
cause of the credit restrictions.

Representatives of automobile manu-
facturers came beforé the committee.
I say this not with any malice, but I was
just a little tickled when my predecessor
in office, the former majority leader of
this body, came before the committee
and asked that we relax regulation W
so that it would not affect the finarcing
of automobiles.

He said:

Mr. Chairman—

Referring to the very distinguished
and genial chairman of the Committee
on Banking and Currency—
if I had had the slightest idea that the
Federal Reserve Board was golng to take the
powers delegated and use them in the way
it did, I would have insisted that there be a
floor under those powers.

My friend, Mr. Lucas, got smart when
he left this distinguished body, because
he now has a different idea.

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

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield.

Mr. MAYBANK. I think the Senator
from Illinois will agree with me that no
one has worked any harder than have he
and I to try vo get the Federal Reserve
Board to be realistic in its approach to
this subject. The Seaator has spoken of
automobiles, television sets, and radio
sets. For those who are employed in
their manufacture and those who finance
those industries, it would not be any
more anti-inflationary for automobiles
to be tied up in a yard than it would be
to permit them to be sold to someone who
was employed in the war effort, would it?

Mr. DIRKSEN., There is real truth
in the Senator’s statement, and I appre=-
ciate the encomium which the Senator
has bestowed upon me.
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Mr. President, the Senate Banking and
Currency Committee was persuaded by
the observations of my distinguished
predecessor, so that it did, at the instance
of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. CapE=
HART], write a modifying provision into
the bill.

Mr. BRICKER.
the Senator vield?

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield to the distin-
guished Senator from Ohio.

Mr. BRICKER. I should like to em-
phasize the fact that the 600,000 units of
radio and television sets mentioned by
the Senator are in manufacturing in-
ventory.

Mr. DIRKSEN, Yes.

Mr. BRICKER. The formrer leader of
the majority in this body was joined by
the former Democratic whip of the Sen=-
ate in advocating the elimination of reg-
ulation W, which they were both active
in getting passed. Is not that correct?

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is correct.

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

Mr., DIRESEN. 1 yield,

Mr, MALONE. I should like to ask
the Senator from Illinois what wage
bracket is first affected by regulations
such as those promulgated by the Fed-
eral Reserve Board.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Idonotknow; nor do
I know whether they are tied to any
wage bracket.

Mr,. MALONE. The wage bracket first
affected by tighter credit controls is that
of the workingman, is it not?

Mr. DIRESEN. I was wondering
whether the Senator was talking about
the Federal Reserve Board, and whether
they had that in mind. I do not know.
They did not say. But when such a reg-
ulation is imposed, the first persons hit
are the humble people of America,
When the question was put to Mr. Green,
president of the American Federation of
Labor, and the background was spelled
out, he said to the committee that the
regulation should be flexible. That is
sensible, and I think that is what we
have been contending for.

Mr. MALONE. It does not make very
much sense, unless we want to stop the
lower-wage-bracket folks fronr having
these conveniences, hecause the people
who can simply pay cash are not af-
fected, and the only ones really affected
by such regulations are the lower-wage
Earners.

Mr, DIRKSEN. That is quite true.

Mr. President, I said there were three
points of view. One was in favor of the
original act as such being extended for
8 months or a year. The second was to
take the original act and put in two pro-
visions on roll-backs and the modifica-
tion of regulation W, to which I referred.
The third, of course, would have been to
take the original act plus the amend-
ments which are embodied in a bill cov-
ering 47 pages. There has not been very
much discussion about it, I think the
committee in its wisdom rejected vir-
tually in toto the amendments which
came from the other end of the Avenue,

Among other things the President
wanted—and I say “the President” be-
cause these matters came, after all, from
the White House and the Bureau of the

Mr. President, will
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Budget, and, of course, had the bless-
ing of Mr. Wilson and his associates—
among other things there was the ex-
emption of certain types of hoarders and
certain kinds of hoarding. They wanted
power to condemn property, to take a
man’s property without asking him
whether he wanted to surrender it,
They wanted subsi for foreign agri-
cultural products. ere was a provi-
sion which I spelled out for myself as
authority to pay food subsidies to pro-
ducers under certain conditions. There
was authority to acquire and build more
planis, as a matter of fact. I do not
know that I want to give my blessing to
that unless it can be shown that it is
indispensable to the defense effort of
the country. There was the power—and
oddly enough it was compressed in prob-
ably not more than 20 words—to create
more Government corporations. It put
no limit on such corporations. It did
not say what kind of corporations they
were to be. It simply would give to the
Government blanket authority to create
Government corporations within the will
and discretion of the President of the
United States. s

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Horrawp in the chair). Does the Sena-
tor from Illinois yield to the Senator
from Nevada?

Mr. DIRXSEN. I yield.

Mr. MALONE, Since the beginning
of our Government we have had the law
of eminent domain relating to the mat-
ter of condemning and purchasing pri-
vate property. The law of eminent do-
main can be utilized when there is any
desire on the part of the Federal Gov-
ernmenti to obtain property for any legal
purpose. Is it not true that property
can be condemned in the regular course
under the law without delay?

Mr. DIRESEN, Yes.

Mr. MALONE. Then why should the
Government seek further power along
such lines? It is just a “sleeper” to be
used for ulterior purposes.

Mr. DIRESEN. That is a question
which is constantly asked: Why was this
power needed?

I continue with the other powers which
were requested, The power was request-
ed to make virtually unlimited loans.
Also the power to set price ceilings below
parity. And then the power was request-
ed to freeze parity. .

Then request was made for the crea-
tion of a council for production planning
to bring everybody in. It did not specify
particularly those who might have an
interest in the matter. Soanybody could
be brought in,

Then there were additional penalties
and sanctions. Mr. President, I like the
word “sanctions.” It is a good mouth-
filling term. But it takes on rather a
mean aspect when it is spelled out. So
there were pages of penalties and sanc-
tions.

Then more damages and certain kinds
of damages in enforcement suits.

Then of course there were licenses,
The authority to license business so that
one would be doing business condition-
ally, just as in the radio industry and in
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the television industry. A man gets a
license which lasts for 6 months. The
conditions of course are that he comport
himself according to the regulations
which are issued by the Federal Com-
munications Commission, and if he fails
to do so, his license can be suspended
or even revoked. So a man would be
doing business conditionally and his li-
cense could be suspended. It might be
revoked for a limited period of time. A
man might find himself in the toils of
the Federal court.

And then of course there were credit
restrictions on existing housing. Homes
built 5 or 6 or 10 or 20 years ago were to
be brought in.

Then there was the regulation of trade
on the commodity exchanges. I have
placed some figures in the REecorp to
show that in the case of lard, eggs, and
other commodities which are traded in
on the exchanges, such as the one in
Chicago, we have the largest volume of
trading, and there is the smallest per-
centage of price rise. So the theories
which were advanced to us simply did
not stand up on the basis of experience.

Then there was the broader re-dele-
gation of power; and finally legislative
hearings by the President. Frankly I
have never seen that in a bill before,
where the President could call a person
in, and I suppose by persuasion or
otherwise, compel him to testify, to give
of his knowledge, his talent, his back-
ground, even though he might be un-
willing to do so. The procedure was not
spelled out, but at least the power was
there.

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

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield.

Mr. WILLIAMS, The Senator from
Illinois referred to the President's re-
quest for the regulation of trading on
the commodity exchanges. Apparently
this was for the purpose of stopping
speculation, but I wonder if the Presi-
dent had in the back of his mind that
he wanted to stop Government officialg
from speculating. I remember this was
the situation we discovored a few years
ago.

Mr. DIRKSEN. The junior Senator
from Illinois cannot very well observe on
that statement. But we could see no
necessity for handing over control of
margin trading on the commodity ex-
changes of the country.

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

Mr, DIRKSEN. I yield.

Mr. CARLSON. I was interested in
the comment of the Senator from Illi-
nois in regard to the powers of persua-
sion on the part of the President of the
United States, as it might affect legisla-
tive action. I believe it is less than 10
days ago that the President went on the
air and appealed to the public of the
Nation to let the Members of the Con=-
gress know their views on eontrols and
price ceilings. I was expecting in my
own office a large volume of mail. The
truth is that I received nine letters in
which the writers mentioned that they
had heard the President’s speech. Eight

of them opposed and one favored price
controls,
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Mr. DIRKSEN. The Senator ex-
pzcted a mountain, and he got a mouse,

Mr. CARLSON. That was what I re-
ceived recently, but previous to that
time one of the commentators went on
the air, and my office did receive, there=
after, 17,000 letters.

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

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield.

Mr. BRICKER. On the question of
commodity exchanges I wish to say that
in the hearings every Government wit-
ness was interrogated as to the effect
control of commodity exchanges would
have on the ultimate price to the con-
sumer. No one said that it would have
any effect, except temporarily, when the
little fellow rushes in, when there might
be an inflation of prices to the ultimate
consumer. That was the only excuse
given. No proof was offered to the com-
mittee at any time in the memory of
the Senator from Ohio as to what effect
commodity exchange trading would have
upon the price to the consumer or the
price of any commodity.

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is correct. Mr,
President, I wanted to develop this back-
ground. The hearings began on the
Tth day of May and ran well into June,
and then the committee sat behind
closed doors and endeavored to contrive
some kind of a bill which might be
brought to the Senate floor. The Chair-
man of the committee, the Senator from
South Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK], presided
with rare patience, and has done a mas-
terly job, and the bill is now before the
Senate for consideration. As I indicated
at the outset, I voted against it, in com-
mittee, and, so, I think I ought to make
my views known somewhat about this
matter.

First of all, I fully recognize the
necessity of what I refer to as the mili-
tary features of the bill. Allocations and
priorities are, in my judgment, necessary
to the defense effort. I recognize that
the President or some agency of Govern-
ment must have power to requisition ma-
terial, and take over property. I also
recognize the necessity for credit con-
trol, because it is consonant with my own
views, Mr. President, as to how I think
inflation ought to be controlled. But I
could not bring myself to approve this
measure so long as it contained the
physical control features. So, the burden
of my observations today will be devoted
mainly to the question of wage, price,
and rent controls.

At the outset, by way of prelude, let
me say that I am not unmindful of the
fact that perhaps I will be called the
enemy of the housewife. I understand
that in one of the newspaper columns
this morning I was referred to in that
way. Mr. President, my antecedents
have been humble. I shall not take the
time of the Senate to dwell upon them,
except to say that I started out in blue
jeans when I went to school, one of five
kids who lost his father at the age of
five. Mr. President, no matter how long
one lives, I do not believe that the heart
develops such encrustation as to make
one insensible to the welfare of his coun-
try.
I wore the uniform of my country on

the western front in 1917, and I am sen-,
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sitive enough not to like the kind of ref-
erence to which I have alluded because
I think it is extremely unfair. But I shall
not throw back at those who talk that
way, because I have learned to defend
myself, and so long as one stands upon
what he thinks is his convictions, noth-
ing else matters. With that feeling and
with that instinet in my heart, Mr. Presi-
dent, I will say simply that I am against
the physical controls which are provided
for in the bill, and that applies to price
controls, and wage confrols, and rent
controls.

First of all, I would say that they
would not be needed if some of the irra-
tional and unsupported statements that
go out from the Nation’s Capital were
stopped.

If we persist in this sort of thing, we
shall continue to frighten the people,
and there will be a continuation of scare
buying. The result will be to add to the
infiationary fever.

It is strange, is it not, that our neigh-
boring country to the north, where con-
ditions are not unlike those in our own
country, and where a defense program
is in progress, has got away from price
controls? They were never imposed. I
have before me a very interesting article
by James Muir, president of the Royal
Bank of Canada, in which he sets forth,
seriatim, quite to my heart's content,
what he esteems to be the way to meet
inflation. In his summation in the &r-
ticle from the Tax Review for March
1951, he says:

Direct controls, especially in the form of
price control and rationing, should be meas=
ures of the last resort.,

They have met their problem in the
general credit field, and reasonably sat-
isfactorily.

So I affirm that we could get along
without this program. Productivity and
production being what they are, the
economy would level off, and it would
not be necessary to place an unconscion-
able burden upon the people.

A little while ago I diverted myself by
reading Ceiling Price Regulation No. 7.
It deals with retail selling prices for cer-
tain consumer goods. Senators ought to
take a little time off to read that docu-
ment. It is one of the most intriguing
mental exercises I know of. When one
finishes reading it, he finds that he has
been through an etymological bath. He
wonders where he has been, and how a
humble merchant can understand what
is written upon that piece of paper. So
I advise Senators to read CPR No. 7. It
is a very engaging mental exercise.

I reaffirm that we would not need con-
trols if we gave the economy half a
chance and stopped the business of
frightening people and exaggerating
everything, which seems to be the cus-
tom today. The President talks about
disaster. I do not believe that that is a
good, ratignal way to talk to the Amer-
ican people. I do not believe that he has
implemented his case by pointing out the
disaster at all.

The second reason why I am against
controls is that they are a palliative.
They are secondary. On Sunday I was
on the television with my esteemed col-
league, the Senator from Illinois [Mr.
DoucrLas]l. I think I can safely say that
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as an economist he shares the view that
controls are of secondary importance,
that they are palliative. I think he ap-
proaches the question from the proper
angle—that we have extraordinary con-
ditions, and consequently the other
weapons must be implemented with price
control. But price control does not deal
with causes. It deals only with symp-
toms. It deals only with effects.

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

Mr, DIRKSEN. I yield.

Mr. ROBERTSON. I was interested
in the comment of the distinguished Sen-
ator from Illinois to the effect that credit,
price, and wage controls do not deal with
causes. I received a letter to that effect
today. One of my valued constituents
wrote me that he wanted all prices frozen
and many of them rolled back, but he
wanted nothing done to wages until he
had had two more increases.

Of course, all economists will tell us
that the inherent cause of inflation is a
situation in which spending power out-
strips production.

Mr. DIRKSEN, Certainly so. That is
the contention which the Senator from
Illinois has made ever since he started to
give some attention to this problem, back
in 1941, when my esteemed and learned
friend from Virginia and I were serving
at the other end of the Capitol,

Mr. BERICKER. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Illinois further yield?

Mr. DIRKSEN, I yield.

Mr. BRICKER. Has the Senator any
illusions about this being an anti-infia-
tionary bill?

Mr. DIRKSEN. The bill before us?

Mr. BRICKEER, Yes.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Indeed, no.

Mr. BRICKER. I was about to ask if
there were any anti-inflationary aspects
about the bill. If so, I should like to have
them pointed out to me. I think the
whole import of the bill is inflationary
instead of deflationary.

Mr, DIRKSEN. Yes. That is the point
I made a while ago, that we are frighten-
ing the people more and more; and the
effect will be exactly contirary to de-
flation,

Mr. BRICKER. The only claim for
defiationary effect in this bill is with re-
spect to price and wage and rent controls,
which have nothing to do with funda-
mental causes. The bill treats only the
outward aspects of inflation.

Mr, DIRKSEN. The Senator from
Ohio is correct. I wish to assign some
observations to that very question.

The root cause is fiscal, and in the
credit field. I think the record will bear
out that statement. The law, including
a delegation of power to the Federal Re-
serve Board, became effective on Sep-
tember 8, 1950, A long time went by
before the Federal Reserve Board ever
actually, vigorously, and diligently
moved into the credit field. If that is
not a correct statement, I defer to my
esteemed friend from Virginia, whom I
recognize as an authority in that field
when it comes to the Federal Reserve
Board. But there was dilatory action
on the part of the Board. So the econ-
omy got out of hand. That situation
was coupled with scare buying when we
invaded Korea, and we had a situation
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which was to be expected in view of
every principle of human behavior of
which I have any knowledge whatsoever.

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

Mr, DIRESEN, I yield. .

Mr. JENNER. In the President's
speech on this subject is he not again
attempting to bring on scare buying
when he says:

In the next few months, as shortages of
civilian goods develop, the danger of infla~
tion will become more and more serious.

Is not that an invitation to further
scare buying?

Mr. DIRKSEN. I would not be a bif
surprised, although I would not attrib-
ute anything deliberate to the President
in that field. I try to recognize that he
is just as earnest in discharging his re-
sponsibilities as we are. I shall not re-
fleet upon his purposes or motives. I
simply disagree with him.

The real root force, and the first of
the root forces, is Federal spending. Let
me say to my senatorial colleagues that
I have seen no tangible evidence in this
body that we are coming to grips with
the question of Federal spending. We
are pouring more and more billions into
the economic blood stream. It all be-
comes consumer dollars. If there is any-
thing to the infiation equation, the price
finally equals the amount of spendable
money multiplied by the velocity of the
money, checked against the available
consumer goods in the country. I have
always been taught that. I thinkitisa
sound formula. I think it is sound doc-
trine. However, the Government and
the Congress themselves violate that
doctrine by pouring more and more
spending money into the economic ar-
teries of the country.

Does that statement require any
proof? What happened last week? An
amendment was offered to a bill which
would charge the Federal Treasury with
another $250,000,000 of public-assistance
payments by modifying the sccial-secu-
rity formula.

What happened when we had under
consideration Senate bill 445, to establish
public-health units in all the States? I
had to embarrass one or two of my col-
leagues who kept saying, “It will cost
only $15,000,000,” or “It will cost only
$20,000,000.” I had to say to the Sena-

tor from Minnesota [Mr. HUMPEREY]

and to my colleague [Mr. Doucrasl, “I
am sorry, but you forget the testimony
which was taken a year ago. It will not
cost $20,000,000. It will cost $80,000,000
out of the Federal Treasury and $160,-
000,000 out of the State and local treas-
uries. That is a total of $240,000,000.”
We authorized it; and if the House
passes favorably upon it, we shall dis-
burse more and more money into the
economie blood stream. If is like hold-
ing one’s hand on a teakettle lid and
stuffing up the spout while forgetting
to turn off the gas. The result will be
an explosion.
Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. President——
Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield with delight
to my esteemed friend from Tennessee,
Mr. McKELLAR. The Senator from
Illinois will recall that last week we
passed the Labor and Federal Security
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appropriation bill and the independent
offices appropriation bill. We saved a
very large sum of money. I do not re-
call exactly what the total amount was,
but it was in the millions of dollars: It
should help.

Mr. DIRKSEN. I hope

Mr, McEELLAR. ’I'he Benator voted
for the bills.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes, indeed. I will be
on that side any old time. Then we had

a dispersal bill before wus, involving
slo'r 000,000. The distinguished occu-
pant of the chair [Mr., HorLrLanNp] gave
very earnestly of his time to that bill,
because his heart was in it. I was dis-
tressed that I had to oppose him on the
floor. We agreed to a motion to recom-
mit the bill, It involved $107,000,000. I
was not against it as such. What I was
concerned about mostly was that if the
inflation danger is as great as it is said
to be, why do we not start, as charity
starts, at home, in this Chamber and in
the Chamber at the other end of the
Capitol, in coming to grips with the
moving root causes which develop in-
flation?

Mr. BRICEER. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Illinois yield?

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield.

Mr. BRICKER. The Senator recalls,
does he not, that in the record of the
hearings there appears the testimony of
Mr. Martin, the Chairman of the Fed-
eral Reserve Board, as well as of other
witnesses, to the effect that Government
money is multiplied by about five when
it is expressed in the form of impact
upon the ecredit and currency of the
country?

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes.

Mr. BRICKER, The Senator real-
izes, does he not, that in the public-
housing program, by the authorization
of 50,000 housing units, we pumped into
the pressure of inflation more than $3,-
000,000,000?

Mr. DIRESEN. Yes; that is correet.

Mr. ERICKER. It is more than dou~
ble the savings we made by all the votes
of all the Senators in the appropriation
bills which we have passed thus far.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes; it becomes
cheese paring, and it does not go to the
root of the problem. It will take much
more heroic action than that to remedy
the situation. If we could get away from
irresponsible statements and inspire a
degree of confidence in the American
people, we would experience a leveling
process and we would not have to put
our country in a strait-jacket.

Secondly, I am opposed because I
think it is a mustard plaster when a sur-
geon’s scalpel is needed to cut deep.

Thirdly, as I pointed out, we are not
going to the root cause.

Mr. President, we have an advisory
committee in existence in the mobiliza-
tion set-up. They issued a rather in-
teresting release under date ofaJune 22,
It comes from the executive office of the
President, Office of Defense Mobiliza-
tion. For all I know it may have ap-
peared in the press. I shall only sum-
marize it. At first they set up the back-
ground, and then say that among the
weapons needed are, first of all, economy
and a balanced budget. They stress
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taxes, They stress credit. They speak
of fiexible credit. They speak about
keeping the debt within manageahble di-
mensions. They speak about interest
rates. They speak about allocation of
materials which are in short supply.
This is what they say about prices and
wages:

Direct controls of prices and wages are at
best supplementary metheds for helping pre-
vent the infilationary gap from becoming
larger until it can be closed by the more
fundamental remedies which reduce excess
purchasing power and increased production,

Who made that statement? I did not
make it. It was made by the members
of the National Advisory Board on Mo-
bilization Policy. Many distinguished
Americans are members of the Board.
The membership of the Board includes
George Meany, of the A, F. of L.; Philip
Murray, who I understand signed with
some reservations; Paul Porter, who at
one time was Administrator of the OPA;
and Walter Reuther. It seems tome itis
rather faint praise for a price-and-
wage-control set-up such as is proposed
gfjllllzhin the dimensions of the pending

Mr. President, I say—and one of the
reasons I assign for my attitude—that it
becomes a rather clumsy and uneco-'
nomie approach. We have 9,000,000
prices in the country. We have 35,000
employees to administer the program.
Perhaps that is not the top number.'
Then it runs athwart some rather inter-
esting situations.

The Commodity Credit Corporation,
as I understand, lost $276,000,000 last
year in supporting prices. We support
the prices from the bottom, and then we
put a ceiling on prices at the top. In
that way we get the old millstone effect.!

I am glad that my good friend, the
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Wirrzamsl,
has taken account of the situation and is
endeavoring to cure it with the amend-'
ment which is now pending and will be
voted on first.

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

Mr, DIRESEN. I yield.

Mr. EILGORE. I should like to ask
the distinguished Senator from Illinois
for a short definition of “inflation” as he
has used the word.

Mr. DIRESEN. Ican give the Senator
many definitions. I could define “infla-
tion” as a cheapened and depreciated
dollar. That is the short definition. I
can give the Senator a definition which
I believe will stand up and which is in
accordance with the sound economies I
have learned. The definition is that in-
flation results from too many dollars
with too much velocity of those dollars
against a limited or unavailable supply
of goods.

Mr. ETL.GORE. I may say to the dis-
tinguished Senator from Illinois that
inflation is actually the depreciation of
the purchasing power of a unit of value
such as the dollar.

Mr. DIRKESEN. Yes; I just stat.ed
that it was the short answer or definition.
It is a cheapened and depreciated dollar.

Mr. KILGORE. The Senator has
stated that the Government has lost
money by its support of farm prices. I
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ask the Senator whether he means that
he is opposed to the program of support-
ing farm prices?

Mr. DIRESEN. Not necessarily.
However, let us look at the other side
of the dollar.

Mr. KEILGORE. I want fo know. Is
the Senator from Illinois opposed to
the idea of supporting farm prices?

Mr. DIRKSEN. The Senator from
Illinois is opposed to what he believes
to be an irrational and anomalous policy
under which prices are pushed up and
pulled down.

Mr. KILGORE. The Senator from
Illinois declines to say specifically
whether or not he is opposed to the
theory of support prices for the farmer?

Mr. DIRKSEN. Oh, I believe the rec-
ord is abundantly clear that the Senator
from Illinois has been on record many
times as carrying the torch for them as
chairman of a subcommittee of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture in the House of
Representatives.

Mr. KILGORE. May I ask the Sen-
ator for whom he carried the torch?

Mr. DIRKSEN., The Senator from
Illinois was just as regardful of the
farming population as he was of any
other segment of the population. The
Senator from Illinois is glad to say that
the farmers of the country are willing
to let the tail go with the hide and to
make all necessary sacrifices, and noth-
ing has heartened him quite so much as
to hear farm leaders say, “We will take
our share of the sacrifices and we are
only too glad to do so, if Congress will
diminish the funds, if it will be in the
interest of a balanced budget and a
sound economy.”

Mr. KILGORE, Then, I take it that
the Senator from Illinois interprets the
farmers’ statement as meaning that they
are perfectly willing to do away with
the farm-support-price program.

Mr. DIRKSEN. The Senator from
Illinois did not say anything of the kind.

Mr. KILGORZ. Then, I cannot un-
derstand what the Senator has in mind.
The Senator from Illinois apparently
has one foot on one side of the fence
and the other foot on the other side
of the fence.

Mr. DIRKSEN. No; he is standing
solidly on one side of the fence. The
Senator from Illinois will say to the
Senator from West Virginia, if we are
to have controls, the Senator from Iili-
nois will be willing to take every dollar
out of farm price support, because it
does not make sense to put a ceiling at
the top and to put pressures at the bot-
tom at the same time,

Mr. KILGORE. Shall I interpret the
Senator’s position with respect to con-
trols to be in favor of farm-support
prices or vice versa?

Mr. DIRKSEN. Was my good friend
the Seznator from West Virginia in the
Chamber when the Senator from Illi-
nois began his remarks? The Senator
from Illinois started with reason No. 1,
and he is now down to No. 6 or No. 6.
He has still some additional reasons to
give.

Mr. KILGORE. I have listened to
many of them. I am trying to interpret
the Senator’s position based upon the
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theory that the depreciation of currency
is inflation, and therefore if a dollar
will not buy as much as it should we
have inflation. In other words, when
the purchasing power of the dollar drops,
we have inflation. Then the Senator
from Illinois would say that the way to
handle the problem would be to let the
law of supply and demand control the
situation.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Indeed, sir.

Mr. EILGORE. What?

Mr, DIRKSEN, Indeed, sir.

Mr. KILGORE. Suppose it is found
that the shortage of supply has repealed
that law. On what do we then stand?

Mr, - DIRKSEN. Frankly, I do not
know what the Senator has in mind.

Mr., KILGORE. The law of supply
and demand. In an inflationary period
we have a surplusage of supply as against
demand.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Let us see whether in
my very humble and somewhat obtuse
way I can make it clear. First, the
January survey of the Department of
Commerce shows that production, par-
ticularly of consumer durable goods, was
approximately 60 percent more than that
in 1941; it increased that much in ap-
proximately 10 years. At the present
time there is enough for all our people, if
the administration will stop frightening
them and cease employing scare tech-
niques and inducing scare buying, as
has been done, and thus causing the de-
crease of inventories. If my friend will
consider the state of inventories, he will
see how goods have been going out of
circulation.

Mr, KILGCRE. Are not prices related
to the hoarding of the supply?

Mr. DIRESEN. Oh, certainly.

Mr. EILGORE. I thank the Senator.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, it
seems to me that price controls simply
hamstring production. I sometimes
wonder at the patience and forbearance
of producers and distributors as they get
along somehow under this blanket of
restrictions.

Let us consider what happened. On
the 26th of January the general freeze
came, It is rather astonishing, Mr,
President, my old friend, Eric Johnston,
stated to the committee that it was an
attempt to fence in the stampede. Of
course that is a picturesque expression,
but I do not know that the matter was
quife that simple, actually, for the effect
of imposing the price freeze was to say
to the merchants, “The prices of the
goods you have on your shelves are
frozen, and the prices of the goods you
bought for delivery 3 months from now
at higher prices are frozen, and the prices
of goods which you purchased for deliv-
ery 6 months from now at even higher
prices, are frozen, under this ceiling.”

Mr. President, it took only 30 days to
ascertain the difficulties which ensued
from that freeze. So a modification was
made. It was known as CPR-T, I believe,
although I rather lose track of the num-
bers. In any event, it had the fancy title
of “Divisional Factor Directive.” I have
not the slightest idea what that means,
but I know that it affected more than
200,000 items with which retailers deal,
That modification was made because the
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Administrator realized that it was not
quite so simple to impose that kind of a
freeze and to take into account all the
complexities of the commercial and eco-
nomic life of America. I say that in my
judement price controls hamstring pro-
duction and thwart the incentive of peo-
ple and develop & kind of frustration, as
these burdens are imposed.

Let us consider what happened in the
hardware trade. When the Administra-
tor issued a directive calling for a de-
termination of the price of each of the
countless items hardware stores handle,
by measuring the price against the in-
voice sheet of long ago, and then finding
out what the increase in price was, and
then setting a ceiling, some hardware
stores probably had on their shelves items
which had been there for 20 or 30 years,
particularly in the case of the country
hardware stores. The proprietors of
those stores simply gave up the task; it
seemed entirely futile to them, because
they could not begin to comply with that
directive. That is the inevitable result, I
think, of trying to put the country into
that sort of a strait-jacket.

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

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield.

Mr. CARLSON. While the Senator is
talking about controls, let me say that
an example of that situation is present-
ed by the packing houses. I have on my
desk a letter in regard to a packing
house at Goodland, Kans. The writer
of the letter states that the owner of
that packing house “has $40,000 invest-
ed in his plant, and will have to close it
unless something is done, and so far as
the regulation is concerned, it does not,
in my opinion, accomplish the purpose
for which it is intended, and conditions
will be worse than before, if black mar-
keting starts.”

I think everyone knows that when
production at the packing houses is
limited to 80 percent of their former
production, they simply cannot operate,

Mr. DIRKSEN. In my judgment, the
Senator from Kansas is correct.

Mr. President, it seems to me that if
the present price controls are suspended
and if the country is given a chance to
go back to a normal level, and if there is
an end to the effort to inspire fear from
the minarets and turrets of Washington,
where everyone seems to want to try to
throw a scare into the good people of
the country, we shall go a long way to-
ward inducing economiec healing and
shall make it unnecessary to put this
kind of blanket control on the country—
a blanket control which ean only retard
us, instead of helping us go forward.

Of course, it is very easy to impose
such controls, just as it is easy to snap
on a pair of handeuffs. It is quickly
done, of course. However, it is not easy
to remove them, for when the time comes
to remove them, often it is difficult to
find the key. In many cases the hand-
cuffs do not come off quite so easily as
they were put on.

Mr. President, I could make quite a
speech in regard to rent control, which
has been in effect since 1942, 9 years
ago. In fact, in § more months it will
have been in eilect 10 years. When we



7128

come to February 29, 1952, whom shall
we find camped on the doorstep of the
Capitol, asking for an extension of rent
controls? We shall find camped there
the same persons who were here in
1842, to my certain knowledge, request-
ing rent controls, and who have re-
their extension ever since—in
1947, in 1950, and in 1951. Meanwhile,
year by year we have fewer and fewer
tenant-occupied houses, because our
builders and our enterprisers simply
cannot go into the rental field under
present conditions.

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

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield.

Mr. MALONE. I assume that the dis-
tinguished Senator is familiar with the
second-hand automobile market and
with the inventories of second-hand
automobiles and with the inventories of
many different kinds of goods which
now are on the shelves in the stores. I
refer to the necessities. Those inven-
tories are increasing day by day, chiefly
because the controls prevent the free
movement of the goods from the shelves
or off the lots, as the case may be.

Mr., DIRKSEN. Yes,

Mr. MALONE. Of course, once that
condition develops, it is practically im-
possible to handle it by means of the
remedy now proposed. Those who urge
the use of that remedy are rather like
those who would attempt to stop steam
from coming out of the spout of a tea
kettle by putting their finger over the
spout.

The way to handle that situation is to
take the kettle off the fire or pull the
fire out from under the kettle, and re-
move the cause of the situation. This
can be done by removing the causes of
infiation—restore the metal base for our
currency and stop deficit financing.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Exactly so.

Mr. MALONE. Most of those who feed
cattle, for example, in the feed lots, do
not own the cattle clear of debt, but bor-
row from the banks the necessary funds.
Those persons may have 10 or 50 or 100
steers ready for the feed lots, and they
borrow from the banks sufficient funds
to be able to have enough feeders to
comprise an economic unit. I know that
in my own State of Nevada as much as
37 cents a pound has been paid for feed-
ers. Today many of those who are in
that business are getting out, since they
can follow their own judgment, but not a
random price-fixer such as DiSalle, 2,000
miles away.

In view of the present high prices for
feed, a man who has a 750-pound steer
in a feed lot figures that in 90 days he
will not only increase the weight 100 to
150 pounds, but the meat will be worth
more per pound. He cannot gamble on
what a bureaucrat will do.

I could cite many examples—perhaps
100—of that situation in other indus-
tries.

In any event, DiSalle changes the en-
tire situation; while the steer is in the
feed lot, Mr. DiSalle grades down the
meat and tells him he cannot sell the
meat in that category. The result is to
scare those operators almost to death,
and many of them get out of the busi-
ness.
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Many sell the steers at the first oppor-
tunity. As a result, the lean meat
reaches the market under the 60, 90, or
120 days, where it should have been held
long enough to be developed into prime

Thus there is later a shortage of prime

beef.

Similarly, in the case of housing, dur-
ing the 9 years since 1942, private money
has practically disappeared from the
housing market. In other words, a
house can only be built by using the tax-
payers’ money, either through FHA or
some other Government agency.

No one will invest the savings of a life-
time in a duplex or in other rentdl units
in hopes of developing an income.

So, Mr. President, as a result of that
process, private capital is run out of busi-
ness—whether in the case of steers, auto-
mobiles, or housing. Is that not true?

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes.

Mr. MALONE. In the opinion of the
junior Senator from Illinois, over a long
period of years—and the President is
very frank to say that the emergency
may last that longe—what will happen in
all these cases?

There will be more demands for more
of the taxpayers’ money, will there not,
or else the entire program will have to
be abandoned?

Mr. DIRESEN. Yes; they will either
have to go deeper in the hole or they will
have to throw themselves upon the mercy
of government at the State and local
levels.

Mr. MAL.ONE, The consuming public
is interested in a program of plenty—
not of searcity.

The answer to a scarcity of meat is
more meat; the answer to a scarcity of
automobiles is more automobiles.

The way to get more meat, more auto-
mobiles, or any other commodity is to
establish incentives for the investment
capital—not run it out of the market.

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

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield.

Mr. CASE. The one community in
the State of South Dakota which today
has the tightest housing situation is one
where rent control has been continued
in existence, and it has successfully ae-
complished the driving of rental housing
off the market. There is practically no
rental housing whatever being built.
The only housing that is being built is
that which is being built for sale. The
very purpose sought to be accomplished
is being defeated.

Mr. DIRKSEN, Mr. President, let me
add to this discussion by saying that how
anyone expects sensibly and effectively
to conftrol business, producing a com-
modity, without controlling every com-
ponent in it, is simply more than I
know; and, one of the larger elements of
cost—the larzest element, now—is the
element of labor. Let us see what hap-
pened. General Motors Corp., by reason,
of course, of the escalator clause which
is in its contract with the men, has said,
“We have to approve 4 cents an hour
increase for 335,000 employees”; so that
much is added to the rising stream.

Ford, Chrysler, and Packard, they be-
ing closely competitive, cf course, with
General Motors, will have to approve, for
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1,000,000 persons, extra compensation to
the extent of $80,000,000.

The railroad-yard workers got wage
inereases up to 33 cents an hour, as I
understand; the road workers, up to
181, cents an hour, which pierces the
ceiling by 5 percent. The new Westing-
house agreement, entered into for the
purpose of averting a strike, calls for an
increase of 9 cents an hour, dated back
to April, for 51,000 employees. The
packing-house workers in Chicago ob-
tained approval of an increase of 9 cents
an hour; and the shipyard workers got
an increase of 15 percent for 25,000 em-
ployees. Furthermore, there are, as I
understand, 5,000 cases of one kind and
another pending at this time before the
Wage Stabilization Board. Various con=-
ditions will be imposed, such as fringe
benefits, direct compensatory benefits,
and so forth. All of this goes into the
economic stream of the country, and it
has an upward, inflationary effect.

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

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield.

Mr. MALONE. I presume the distin-
guished Senator from Illinois has in
mind the escalafor clause, on the basis
of the cost of living index, and that the
wages are adjusted to that. Is that
correct?

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is correct.

Mr. MALONE. Perhaps that is about
as fair a way as could be adopted to
adjust wages. But I should like to ask
the distinguished Senator, if we take
care of wages, adjusted to the cost of
living index, which seems to be a very
fair way to do it, should there not be a
way of increasing prices in accordance
with the general cost index? If we do
not do that, are we not right back to
where we started? !

Mr. DIREKSEN. Yes. And what it
amounts to finally is legislating a price
spiral and a wage spiral. That is about
what it amounts to. )

Mr. MALONE. That is true, because,
as the Senator knows, referring to the
illustration he used of a man putting
his thumb over the spout of a teakettle
without putting out the fire under the
keitle, the thumb is going to be blown
off the spout of the teakettle, because no
one has the courage to extinguish the
fire; by which I mean inflation. That
is in the hands of the President of the
United States; is it not?

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is correct.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I
understand the distinguished majority
leader is about to propound a unanimous-
consent request. Before he does so, if the
Senator from Illinois will yield, I desire
to propose an amendment.

Mr. DIREKSEN, Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I may yield to
the Senator from Nebraska for that pur-
pose, without prejudice to my right to
the floor.

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

Mr. WHERRY. Outf of order, I send
to the desk an amendment, which I ask
to have read. I do this in order that
it may come within the provisions of the
unanimous-consent request about to be
propounded by the distinguished major-
ity leader,
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk
will state the amendment.

The CrHIEF CLERK. It is proposed that
title VIII of the Housing Act, as amended,
be amended—

(a) By striking out of section 803 (a),
“July 1, 1951", and inserting “July 1, 1953."

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment will lie on the table and be
printed.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, I shall
not detain the Senate much longer, but
I desire to correct one impression which
I may have left, that it was not manda-
tory for the head of an independent
agency to enforce and administer con-
trols. From reading the context of the
bill, it is mandatory. If I left the wrong
impression, I want to correct it now, so
that the Recorp may he accurate.

Mr. MOODY. Mr. President, I thank
the Senator from Illinois for making
that correction.

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

Mr, DIRKSEN. I yield.

Mr. BRICKER. The prices are to be
administered under the same authority.
~ Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes.

Mr. BRICKER. And the Stabiliza-
tion Board, so-called, is not authorized
directly in the bill.

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is correct. Let
me indulge in two more observations,
I am fully sensible of the diligence and
the earnest quality that officials bring
to their jobs. With reference to the
price-control establishment, I would be
the last man in this Chamber to demean
Mr, DiSalle. I believe he is doing the
best he knows how. That goes also for
Eric Johnston, with whom I have had a
long friendship, and I salute him as a
patriot and a great citizen. But there
is not enough genius in the mind of a
man or a group of men to operate under
a law such as this without some harmful
effects. I think we do best by our people
if we keep our economy on an even keel
and stay away from the strait-jacket of
control.

Mr. President, our Dominion neighbors
have been a little wiser than we have.
Mr. James Muir, president of the Royal
Bank of Canada, had this to say:

The only priorities are ou steel.

Price control and rationing are last-resort
measures and should be treated as stopgap
efforts and not as substitutes for true anti-
inflationary policy.

He makes this interesting observation:

There is a moral and economic obligation
for governments to maintain ordinary ex-
penditures at the lowest possible level.

Mr. President, it seems to me the
President of the United States ought to
be the first to suggest to the Congress all
those things with which we can dispense
in an hour of crisis and emergency, but
I cannot agree that the President and
the Budget Bureau have gone far enough
with what I am pleased to call a rather
swollen budget.

: Finally, Mr. Muir makes this observa-
tion:

The allocation of armament expenditure is

a job for military experts but the over-all
size of the defense program like war itself is
too important to be left to the generals.
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Mr. President, it was Clemenceau, “The
Tiger,” the great Prime Minister of
France, who made that statement in
World War I. That is another thing
which I think we can take to heart.

So, Mr. President, I simply express my-
self humbly upon this subject. Unless
the bill is substantially modified, I shall
probably oppose it when it comes up for
final action and the Senate works its will.
But I shall do so only because I sincerely
feel that it is harmful for the country
and that it is not necessary, if the Gov-
ernment will proceed along rational lines
in foreign and domestic policy. I be-
lieve that we shall get infinitely further,
as have our neighbors on the north, if
we do not surrender our freedom even for
a brief time. As I said before, a man can
lean out of the window too far just once.
That goes not only for an individual, Mr.
President, but for a country as well.

I yield the floor. .

Mr. McFARLAND. My, President, I
ask unanimous consent that on Wednes-
day, June 27, 1951, after a quorum call,
following the convening of the Senate,
the consideration of the bili (8. 1717) to
amend and extend the Defense Produc-
tion Act of 1950 and the Housing and
Rent Act of 1947, as amended, be pro-
ceeded with; that the general debate
thereon shall be limited to not to exceed
2 hours and 30 minutes, to be divided
equally and controlled by the Senator
from South Carolina [Mr. Mayeank]
and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
WHERRY], respectively; that after the
disposition of amendments of a perfect-
ing nature, pending or that may be pro-
posed to section 2 of the hill, further de-
bate upon the motion of the Senator
from Illinois [Mr, DovcLas] to strike out
section 2, being lines 4 to 13, inclusive,
on page 2, shall be limited to not to
exceed 1 hour, to be divided equally and
controlled by the Senator from Illinois
[Mr. Doucras] and the Senator from
South Carolina [Mr. MAYBANK]; pro-
vided that debate on the amendment on
rent control shall be limited to not to
exceed 1 hour, to be controlled by the
proponent of the amendment or amend-
ments, and the Senator from South
Carolina [Mr. MayBanNK], if he opposes
the amendment; and, if he is in favor of
the amendment, then by the Senator
from Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY], or any
other Senator he may designate; and
that thereafter the debate upon any
amendment or motion, including appeals,
with the exception hereinafter indicated,
shall be limited to not to exceed 30
minutes, to be divided equally and con-
trolled, respectively, by the mover of any
such amendment or motion and the
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. May-
BaNK], or if the Senator from South
Carolina is in favor of any such amend-
ment or motion, the time in opposition
thereto shall be controlled by the Sena-
tor from Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY], or
some Senator designated by him; pro-
vided further, that no amendment or
motion which has not heretofore been
submitted as an amendment intended
to be proposed to said bill that is not
germane fo the subject matter thereof
shall be received; and provided further,
that upon the question of the final pas-
sage of the bill, debate shall be limited to
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not to exceed 1 hour, to be divided and
controlled by the Senator from South
Carolina [Mr. Mayeank] and the Sena-
tor from Nebraska [Mr. WHERRY], re-
spectively, or by some other Senator
designated by the latter.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HoL-
LAND in the chair). Is there objection
to the unanimous-consent request?

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

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield to the
Senator from Wyoming,

Mr. O'MAHONEY. On behalf of the
Senator from Alabama [Mr., SPARKMAN],
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. FuL-
BRIGHT], the Senator from South Dakota
[Mr. CasEl, and myself, I offered yester-
day an amendment to the bill to provide
for the consideration of the desirability
of dispersing new defense plants so as
to avoid too great a geographical con-
centration and so as to make better
utilization of the natural resources of
the country. How much time, may I
inquire, would be available for the dis-
cussion of such an amendment?

Mr. McFARLAND. There would be 30
minutes, 15 minutes to a side.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. It is a rather im-
portant amendment, I realize, of course,
that it is desirable to limit the period
of discussion, but I am wondering
whether there could not be allowed, say,
45 minutes for the discussion of that
amendment,

Mr. McFARLAND. Forty-five min-
utes or fifty minutes?

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Fifty minutes,

Mr. McFARLAND. Fifty minutes.
That would be agreeable. I modify the
unanimous-consent request to that
extent.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
majority leader modifies his unanimous-
consent request.

Mr. WHERRY. Reserving the right
to object—and I shall not object—I de-
sire to ask the distinguished Senator
from Wyoming if he is referring to the
so-called smaller business plant matter.

Mr. O'MAHONEY, No. It has noth-
ing to do with that.

Mr. LEHMAN. May I ask the Sena-
tor from Arizona whether, if the
amendment proposed by the Senator
from Illinois [Mr. DirgseN] shall be de-
feated, it will be in order to present
amendments in substitution therefor,
and, if so, how much time would be
permitted?

Mr. McFARLAND. The amendments
relating to rent control are limited to 1
hour. Any other amendment would be
in the same category.

Mr. LEHMAN. I have reference to
amendments in connection with section
2 of the committee bill.

Mr. McFARLAND. The time would
be 30 minutes.

Mr. WHERRY. The unanimous-con-
sent request is silent on that point. I
think we should have an understanding
that on such amendments there may be
allowed 30 minutes, 15 minutes to each
side. Any perfecting amendment to the
Douglas amendment would have to be
offered prior to the time of the vote on
the Douglas amendment.

Mr. DOUGLAS. If my amendment is
defeated, it is our intention to offer an
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alternative, and, if that is defeated, to
offer a third. We should like to have
the way clear, so that if the original
amendment is defeated, it would then
be in order to propose a second and
third amendment.

Mr. McFARLAND. Then I ask, Mr.
President, that as to any additional
amendment the time be limited to 15
minutes to a side.

Mr. WHERRY. Outside the rent
control amendment and the O’'Mahoney
amendment, all amendments can be dis-
cussed for 30 minutes, 15 minutes to a
side, the same as in the case of any mo-
tion or appeal.

Mr. McFARLAND. That is correct.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair understands that as to the ex-
cepted amendment, which will take a
longer time, all amendments may be
discussed for 30 minutes.

Is there objection to the request of the
Senator from Arizona? The Chair hears
none, and the unanimous-consent
agreement is entered into.
~ The unanimous-consent agreement as
subsequently reduced to writing, is as
follows:

Ordered, That on Wednesday, June 27,
1951, after a quorum call following the con-
vening of the Senate, the consideration of
the bill (8. 1717) to amend and extend the
Defense Production Act of 1950 and the Hous-
ing and Rent Act of 1947, as amended, be
proceeded with; that general debate thereon
shall be limited to not exceeding 2 hours
and 30 minutes, to be equally divided and
controlled, respectively, by Mr. MAYBANK and
Mr. WaERrY; further debate upon the motion
of Mr. DouvarAs to strike out sald sectlon
(being lines 4 to 13, inclusive, on page 2),
shall be limited to not exceeding 1 hour, to
be equally divided and controlled, respec-
tively, by Mr. DoucLAs and Mr. MAYBANK;
that debate on the amendment on rent con-
trol, when offered, or on any amendment
thereto, shall be limited to not exceeding 1
hour, to be equally divided and controlled by

the proposer thereof and Mr. MAYBANK, Teé-

spectively; that debate on the amendment
intended to be proposed by Mr. O'MAHONEY
(for himself and others), relating to dis-
persal of defense plants, shall be limited to
not exceeding 50 minutes, to be equally
divided and controlled by Mr. O'MAHONEY
and Mr. MAYBANEK, respectively; and that
upon any other amendment or motion (in-
cluding appeals) debate shall be limited to
not exceeding 30 minutes, to be equally
divided and controlled, respectively, by the
mover of any such amendment or motion
and Mr. MAYBANK: Provided, (1) That in
the event Mr. MAysanx is in favor of any
amendment or motion proposed during the
consideration of the bill, the time in oppo-
sition thereto shall be controlled by Mr.
‘WHERRY, or some Senator designated by him;
and (2) that no amendment or motion that
has not heretofore been submitted as in-
tended to be proposed to said bill that is
not germane to the subject matter thereof
ghall be received.

Ordered jurther, That upon the question of -

the final passage of the bill, debate shall be
limited to not exceeding 1 hour, to be equally
divided and controlled, respectively, by Mr.
Maveank and Mr. WHERRY, or some Senator
designated by him. (June 26, 1951.)

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I won-
der if the distinguished majority leader
will state now whether any votes will be
taken before tomorrow. It would be of
interest to many Senators.

Mr. McFARLAND. A vote will be
taken if we can reach a vote; but I take
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it that unless the amendment of the
Senator from Delaware is agreed to we
shall not reach a vote this evening. I
think I should say that I believe the im-
portance of the pending bill justifies our
holding a night session tomorrow night.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I did
not quite understand the majority
leader’s statement as to whether there
will be a vote tonight.

Mr. McFARLAND. I cannot say. I
do not think it will be necessary for the
Senate fo remain in session late tonight,
because of the unanimous-consent agree-
ment.

Mr. WHERRY. I have no objection
to arguments being presented, but I feel
that an announcement as to any votes,
if one could now be made, would be of
assistance.

Mr., MAYBANK. Mr. President, I
defer to the wishes of the Senator from
Delaware [Mr. WiLriams]l who thought
that perhaps we might get his amend-
ment out of the way tonight.

Mr. WHERRY, Several Senatorshave
asked whether there is to be a vote.
If there is not to be a vote today, I
think it would be a fine thing to an-
nounce that tomorrow the Senate will
hold a night session if necessary.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am willing to let
the vote go over until tomorrow.

Mr. WHERRY. In view of the
unanimous-consent agreement and the
lateness of the hour, if it is agreeable,
the Senate might continue in session as
long as any Senator wishes to discuss
the bill, but I believe the vote should go
over until tomorrow.

Mr. MAYBANK. I thoroughly agree
with the Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
unanimous-consent request has been
entered into.

PETITION FOR RENEWAL OF STEONG PRICE
CONTROLS

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, this
morning I was called up by a group of
civic leaders from New York City who
presented me with a statement showing
that 9,167 signatures of New York City
settlement members and neighbors had
been placed on a petition addressed to
the President asking for the renewal of
strong price controls, I ask unanimous
consent to have this statement, showing
where and by whom these signatures
were collected, printed in the Recorp at
this point in my remarks.

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

UniTEp NEIGHEBORHOOD
Houses oF New YoRrK, INC.,
New York, N. ¥., June 26, 1951,
Signatures jrom New York City setilement
members and neighbors asking for renewal
of strong price controls on a petition ad=
dressed to President Harry 8. Truman

Number of
Collected by— signatures
Christodora House, 154 Avenue D,

New ok, NI ¥l c 8l 755
Church of All Nations, 9 2d Ave.,

Mew York 8, No Yo aonacoicon 198
Educational Alliance, 197 E. Broad-

way, New York 2, N, Y. ___.._ 1,520
Grand St. Settlement, 283 Riving~

ton St., New York 2, N. ¥Y____.__. 1,851
Greenwich House, 27 Barrow St.,

New York 14, N, Yoo 57
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Number of
Collected by— signatures
Hamilton House, 72 Market St.,
New Tk 2. M. ¥ 246
Henry St. Settlement, 265 Henry
8t., New York 2, N. Yoo 92
Hudson Guild, 436 W. 27th St.,
New York Lo N Yoo 187
J. W. Johnson Community Center,
173 E. 112th St.,, New York 29,
N. Y B56
Lavanburg Social Center, 182 Ba-
ruch Pl.,, New York 2, N. Y______ 29
Madison House, 226 Madison St.,
New Yotk 3, N. ¥ o 416
Manhattanville Neighborhood
Center, 514 W. 126th St., New
Hork BT, W Lo T i 113

Neighborhood Center
(JANC), 3503 Tryon Ave., Bronx
67, N. Y 60

Recrestlon Ronm.s. 86 E. 1st St.,

Now YOR 8, MW e o tcan 666
Riis House, 48 Henry St., New

Ol N Y e 200
Riis-Queensbridge Center, 10-25

41st Ave,, L.L.C, N, ¥ o _____ 257
Union Settlement, 237 E. 104th St.,

New York 20, N. ¥ e 858
University Settlement, 184 El-

dridge St., New York 2, N. Y.._. 423

Total 9, 167

Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. President, I di-
rect my remarks briefly to the pending
amendment. I think the amendment
can best be described by quoting from
the analysis prepared by the legislative
counsel, which reads as follows:

This amendment will have the effect of
suspending the price-support provisions of
the Agricultural Act of 1949 for the duration
of title IV of the Defense Production Act
of 1950 (Price Control Authority) which,
under the proposed extension, is until March
1, 1952,

In other words, the amendment would
merely suspend—not repeal—the agri-
cultural support programs for the dura-
tion of price controls, The administra-
tion claims that the purpose of this bill
is to control inflation. The farm-support
program was authorized to check defla-
tion. If the purpose of this bill is, as,
announced, to check inflation, then'
surely there is no justification Ior the
continuation of a support program under
which the Government declares surplus
and destroys good agricultural products.

I refer to the report of the minority
members, who pointed out reasons why,
in their opinion, food prices have ad-
vanced. For instance, on page 29 of the
report, they call particular attention to
how the wool price has advanced un-
reasonably since the outbreak of the
war in Korea.

We all know that at the present time
the Government is in the midst of stock-
piling 200,000,000 pounds of wool. The
committee report points out accurately
that wool has advanced over a dollar a
pound since the outbreak of the Korean
war. I call attention to the fact that
in 1948 the Eightieth Congress extended
a law authorizing an agency to stockpile
strategic materials and appropriated
adequate money for that purpose. At
that time the Government owned and
held in inventory 252,000,000 pounds of
wool. That inventory of wool was de-
clared surplus and liquidated at a loss
to the Ameriean taxpayers of some
$44,000,000. After it was liquidated at
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such a loss the Government agency
which was responsibile for stockpiling
strategic materials suddenly decided that
wool was a strategic commodity, and an-
nounced a program to repurchase 200,-
000,000 pounds of wool at a price of over
$1.50 per pound higher than the price for
which it was sold. Thus we find that this
one stupid operation will cost the tax-
payers over $300,600,000 plus the $44,«
000,000 loss when declared surplus and,
ending up with substantially the same
inventery as originally held. This was
bad enough, but it is even worse when we
reflect what this artificial price rise
means to the American consumers in
higher cost of clothing.

This is just the first example I am call-
ing to your attention today showing how
this administration is directly responsi-
ble for today’s inflationary trends.

The administration is expressing a
great deal of sympathy for the Ameri-
can people because of the high cost of
clothing resulting from the high price of
cotton. Mr. DiSalle is threatening now
to roll back the price of cotton to the
pre-Korean level to help the poor con-
sumer, I will now show how the Tru-
man administration is directly responsi-
ble for today’s high prices on clothing.
At the outbreak of the Korean war this
Government, through the Commodity
Credit Corporation, held in storage in-
ventories of 3,413,635 bales of cotton
which had cost the taxpayers $580,236,-
924, After the war broke out in June
of last year they decided that this cot-
ton was surplus, a nonessential, and
proceeded to liquidate every pound of
this cotton within 60 to 90 days at
slightly over its cost.

Cotton always advances when war
starts, but the sales were made early
and at that time when the Government
had placed into effect very strict ex-
port controls over cotton. Therefore
the cotton was sold in the domestic mar=
ket, in wholesale quantities, thereby de-
pressing the domestic market to such an
extent that it only brought about $600,-
000,000, These sales were made at the
lower price on the assumption that the
buyers would not be allowed to export
the cotton out of this country. After
this cotton had all been disposed of,
placed over into the hands of the private
individuals, the Government then re-
versed itself, and said that they would
allow exports. On October 10, 1950, 10
days after they liquidated their inven-
tory, they granted export-control li-
censes for 2,000,000 bales, and on No-
vember 2, 146,000 bales, and on Novem-
ber 7, 1,350,000 bales. This authorized
the exporting from this country of a
total of 3,496,000 bales, which is almost
identical with the amount of cotton
which had been declared surplus and
sold just a few weeks prior at 10 to 15
cents per pound lower than the world
market price prevailing at the time the
export licenses were granted. Thus this
cotton, which was purchased from the
Government after the war started last
June, was exported at a profit to the in-
dividual buyers of about $200,000,000.

Prices had advanced about 50 percent.
The Government manipulated the mar-
ket at a loss to the taxpayers of around
$200,000,000.
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Another interesting point is that since
the war in Korea broke out on June 25,
1950, some of this cotton which was sold
by the Government was allocated for
shipment to Red China. Those ship-
ments of cotton are documented. This
cotton was shipped from United States
ports in American-flag ships since the
outbreak of the war to Red China under
authorization of the United States Gov-
ernment itself, ;

So I think we might well question the
sincerity of any administration official
today who stands up and says that he
sympathizes with the American house-
wife because the price of cotton and
clothing has gone up. The price of
clothing is up today because, and only
because, they planned it that way.
This question is another part of the New
Deal planning from Washington.

It is another example of New Deal bu-
reaucrats regulating the law of supply
and demand.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp at this point in
my remarks a chart showing a break-
down of the shipments of cotton to Red
China and Manchuria since the out-
break of the war in Korea. These ship-
ments were justified by the administra-
tion on the basis that we are not at war
with Red China, it is only a police action.

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

Cotton ezports, June-September 1950

MANCHURIA
Amount
Month 13;'113;' Pounds | Bales | CCC
cotton
Bales
Jone.c el 0 0 0 0
July-.oun.s 3,407, 357 | 10,926,712 | 22,377 22,877
August..... 2,728,500 | 8,690,067 | 17,798 21,771
Beptember... 0 1] 0 0
Total.| 6,135 857 | 19,617,379 | 40,175 44,148
CHINA
June........ $, 613,339 | 11,345, 205 | 22,802 0
1] A 1, 246, 447 7, 782,080 | 15, 361 0
August___..| 8,410,920 | 25, 466,478 | 50, 227 4,415
Beptember.. 74,393 247, 209 &00 0
Total.| 13,345, 108 | 44, 850, 972 | 88, 890 4,415
Date ahons Destination
Bales
July 183, 1950 (2 ship- 13,000 | Dairen, Manchuria.
ments). 1, 857 Dao.
July 17, 1950 ... 7, 520 Do.
Aug. 7, 1950 (2 ship- 3, 46 Do,
ments). 10, 127 Do,
August 21, 1950...... 3,615 | Tientsin-Taku Bar,
China.
Augnst 24, 1950 (2 { Do.
shipments). 2,830 | Dairen, Manchuria.
August 28, 1960 ... 4,8 Do.
Total-coaaais: 48, 563

Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. President, the
same thing is true with respect to butter.
The Government, since the outbreak of
the war in Korea has been buying butter
at over 60 cents a pound, and shipping
that bufter all over the world. House=
wives in other countries can buy good
American butter at from one-half to
one-third the cost, and in some instances
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we have given the butter to them in order

that we may create an artificial shortage

of butter here in America and force the
price higher to our own housewives.

Yet the same Government officials
who have been operating this program
are speaking to the country today and
expressing sympathy to the poor house-
wives. What a farce? The rules of the
Senate would not permit me to express
my real opinion of this absurd and de-
ceitful policy.

Again I say the price of butter is high
because the Government “planned it that
way.” They have bought and shipped
out of this country since the outbreak
of the war in Korea over 75,000,000
pounds of butter that has been either
given away outright or else sold for an
insignificant fraction of its cost. All
this was done by a Government agency
under a law sponsored by the same New
Deal administration which now says it
wants to roll back prices.

The same thing is true with respect to
cheddar cheese. The Government has
been buying cheese to keep the price up.
I pointed out some weeks ago how the
Government had sold for export cheese
for about one-third of what it cost. At
the same time they were forcing prices
higher in this country. To make it even
more ridiculous, during the period in
which we were selling 50,000,000 pounds
of cheese at a fraction of its cost and ex-
porting it, we were actually importing
cheese from the same countries to which
we sold the bargains. They were selling
their cheddar cheese to the American
housewives at advanced prices. Cheese
was being imported into this country un-
der a reciprocal-trade agreement, where-
by tariffs had been lowered in order that
the countries who were the recipients of
our benevolence could ship their cheese
into this country at a lower rate. Again
I say that the high price of cheese to the
American housewife did not just happen,
It is a part of the administration pro-
gram. It was planned that way. The
administration has been deliberately ma-
nipulating the commodity markets for
the past several years and more so dur-
ing recent years than ever before.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp at this point as a
part of my remarks a statement which
I made on February 21, 1951, outlining
the Government’s activities in manipu-
lating the cheese market, and also in-
cluded in this report is the over-all cost
to the American taxpayers of all these
programs.

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

STATEMENT OF SENATOR JoHN J. WILLIAMS 1IN
THE UNITED STATES SENATE, FEBRUARY 21,
1951, RE SALE OF CHEDDAR CHEESE TO BRITISH
GOVERNMENT
Mr. President, recently there was released

to the press by the Department of Agricul-

ture a notice to the effect that 50,000,000

pounds of Cheddar cheese had been sold to

the British Government.

Upon inqguiry relative to the price the
British paid, I was advised that it was the
policy of the Department not to disclose
prices of negotiated sales with foreign gov-
ernments, However, further correspondence
has developed the information which I now
pass on to the taxpayers who, after all, are
going to pay the bill.
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This 50,000,000 pounds of Cheddar cheese
cost the Federal Government an average of
about 31 cents per pound, or approximately
$15,500,000. On October 20, 1950, the 50,~
000,000 pounds referred to above was sold to
the United Kingdom Ministry of Food for
15 cents a pound, or about one-half of its
cost, representing a loss of about $7,500,000.

It is of interest to note that during the
same period in which this cheese was pur=-
chased by the Federal Government, and sub-
sequently was exported out of this country
to Great Britaln, at a substantial loss—ap-
parently for the purpose of making the price
0° Cheddar cheese higher to the American
housewife—we Imported Cheddar cheese
from the British Empire in quantities
amounting to over 13,000,000 pounds, with
2,470,000 pounds coming from Canada and
10,370,000 pounds coming from New Zealand,
at prices ranging from 21 to 37 cents a pound.

To further complicate the case, the impor-
tation of this cheese was encouraged under
the reciprocal-trade agreements by a 50-per=-
cent reduction in tariff rates.

The senior Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr. SaLTONSTALL] recently called a similar
transaction to the attention of the Senate in
relation to our exportation of substantial
quantities of butter at 15 cents a pound,
while the American housewives are being
forced to pay 75 cents,

Unless we discontinue this absurd contra-
dictory policy, by which we find that one
Government agency is spending millions of
dollars for the solé purpose of deliberately
forcing food prices higher, by creating arti=-
ficlal shortages, and, at the same time, an-
other Government agency is set up and
staffed with thousands of employees for the
sole purpose of holding down these same
prices, Washington, instead of being classi-
fied as the Capital of the the State of Con-
fusion, will find itself as the Capital of
Bankruptcy.

As evidence of what this type of program
is costing the American taxpayers, I ask
unanimous consent to have inserted in the
Recorp at this point a letter from Mr. F. J.
Lawton, Director of the Bureau of the
Budget, dated October 11, 1950, in which
he points out that the Commodity Credit
Corporation, the agency which handles these
transactions, has, since its inception, cost the
American taxpayers $3,251,843,466.22. This
amount does not include $1,952,644,094
which has been expended by the Department
of Agriculture under section 32 of the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Act; although that
amount has been spent as a subsidy to agri=-
culture, those operations are conducted un-
der separate legislative authority.

{ Mr, WILLIAMS, Let us now discuss
butter. I point out that 37,500,000
pounds have been given away outright
to various countries, 18,000,000 pounds
going to Israel,r 11,000,000 pounds fo
|'Yugoslavia, 5,000,000 pounds to Ger=-
many, 1,250,000 pounds to Italy, 547,000
pounds to France, 278,000 pounds to
Trieste, 43,000 pounds to Great Britain,
and so on down the line. Housewives
in those countries have been able to
get cheap butter since the outbreak of
the war in Korea, because the United
States taxpayers have been charged
with the cost of the butter. It has
been shipped out of the country and
given to housewives in other countries,
in order that an artificial shortage might
be created here at home, pushing the
price of butter up to the point where
the average workingman today cannot
buy it. It is done by the same admin-
istration which is bewailing high prices
and telling how it pities the American
people. Again what a farce,

-
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This program is operated by a branch
of the Department of Agriculture, han-
dling export sales of what is described
as surplus and nonessential commodi=-
ties—commodities of which, supposedly,
we have more in this country than we
need, so we are exporting them in order
to get rid of them.

In December of last year—1950—
I called to the attention of the Senate,
and placed in the RECORD, a chart show-
ing several thousand carloads of com-
modities which were being offered at
bargain prices for export to foreign
countries only. I read for the informa-
tion of the Senate a list of those inter-
national bargains, a list which was is-
sued as recently as December 1950, This,
I may say, was at the time when our
boys were being driven back in Korea,
and no one knew whether the war in
Korea would end without the outbreak
of world war III.

On this international bargain list—
or what may be called the “international
gravy train” of the New Deal adminis-
tration—are the following:. 2,400 car-
loads of dried skim milk, or 240,000,000
pounds; 5,000 carloads of raw linseed oil,
or 529,000,000 pounds, representing 66,-
000,000 gallons, declared surplus and
nonessential; 1,120 carloads of bulk
flaxseed, or 2,000,000 bushels; 920 car-
loads of dried pinto beans, or 92,000,000
pounds.

These commodities were declared sur-
plus and nonessential by this adminis-
tration which at that time was, as it
is today, advocating price ceilings on the
same commodities in order to hold down
prices. Yet, as recently as 3 months
ago, the Government was trying to give
them away all over the world. Only one
condition was attached to the contract,
and that was that under no circum-
stances could any American citizen or
housewife be the recipient of the bar-
gains; nor could they go to any of our
international friends. They could go
only to those countries which were not
the recipients of the ECA program.

Continuing with the list: 250 carloads
of dried pea beans, or 25,000,000 pounds;
570 carloads of dried red kidney beans,
or 57,000,000 pounds; 1,370 carloads of
Great Northern dried beans, or 137,000,-
000 pounds; 126 carloads of dried pink
beans, or 12,600,000 pounds; 150 carloads
of dried baby lima beans, or 15,000,000
pounds; 600 carloads of dried edible
peas, or 60,000,000 pounds; 73 carloads
of Austrian winter pea seed, or 7,300,-
000 pounds; 60,000 carloads of wheat, or
100,000,000 bushels.

I may point out that this wheat was
carried on the surplus list as recently
as December 1950 and offered for sale
anywhere in the world at bargain prices.
At the same time the same administra-
tion and the same agency of this ad-
ministration was calling on the American
farmers for increased production as a
result of the Korean war. They were
actually asking farmers to increase their
production this year to take care of the
shortage of wheat, when at the same
time the same agency was declaring sur-
plus and offering on the international
bargaining counter 60,000 carloads of
wheat.
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Continuing with the list: 3,700 car-
loads of oats, or 11,675,000 bushels; 15,000
carloads of barley, or 28,300,000 bushels;
56,000 carloads of corn, or 100,000,000
bushels, offered as an international bar-
gain to anyone who wanted to buy it,
by the same agency of the Government,
the Department of Agriculture, which at
the same time was asking the American
farmers to increase their corn acreage.

Continuing with the list of commodi-
ties: 16,000 carloads of grain sorghum,
or 1,600,000, pounds; 540 carlcads of po-
tato starch, or 5,460,000 pounds. An
unspecified quantity of fresh Irish po-
tatoes was being offered at 1 cent per
100-pound bag. They were offered to
anyone, provided it was not an Ameri-
can housewife, She was not eligible,
but anyone else could buy them. If the
buyer did not want the potatoes, he eould
load them on a barge and take them off
the Atlantic Coast, dump the potatoes,
and bring the bags back, and we would
give him 15 cents apiece for the bags.

All this was permitted and encouraged
by the same Govzrnment which today is
shedding crocodile tears for the Ameri-
can housewife. No one can say but that
this program has added to the increased
cost of living in the past few months., I
fully agree with the President of the
United States when in his campaign
speeches last year he stated that these
things do not just happen, but “we plan
them that way.” This is a part of the
planned program of the administration
to create shortages in order that there
may be price controls, and then to create
surpluses in order to bring about sup-
ports. The administration wants a com-
pletely regulated economy in this coun-
try. It does not care what happens to
the taxpayers, the housewives, or any-
one else, provided it can keep them fooled
and get the votes.

Continuing with the list: 210 carloads
of dried eggs, or 21,000,000 pounds, repre-
senting about 63,000,000 dozen in shell
form. . This is why the American house-
wife pays dearly for eggs. Only this
afternoon the junior Senator from
Michigan [Mr. Moopy]l read a letter
from one of his constituents. At that
time he stated that that letter influenced
his support for this bill to a large extent,
and he pointed out how this mother
had written from Grand Rapids, Mich.,
that she was having a great deal of trou-
ble obtaining eggs for her children. She
was also having trouble obtaining
oranges which her children needed, as
well as clothing. The junior Senator
from Michigan should tell her that the
reason she was having trouble getting
eggs and oranges for her children was
that an agency of the Government, with
her tax money, was buying them and
destroying them, or exporting them from
this country.

Again I say that these shortages did
not just happen. They were “plannea
that way,” by an administration which
wants to create artificial shortages and
increase prices. In other words, it is
part of a planncd inflationary program.,
I criticized these sales last December,
I pointed out that during the last 6
months of 1950 the export sales of agri-
cultural commodities listed as surplus
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and nonessential in this country had in-
creased 1,200 percent above the sales of
the 6 months prior to the outbreak of the
war in Korea. Countries all over the
world were taking advantage of the bar-
gains that were being offered by Santa
Claus. The argument was advanced ab
that time that it was unfair for me to
make such a comparison because, as was
pointed out, farmers automatically har-
vested crops in the last half of the year.
Therefore it was argued the Department
of Agriculture under this program would
have more of a surplus in the last half
of the year than in the first half of the
year,

At that time I could not contradict
this argument because I did not know
what they would be in January or Feb-
ruary.

Since that time, however, I find that
in January and February of this year,
which months surely are in the first half
of the year, sales under the program have
increased not 1,200 percent but 1,400 per-
cent over the prewar period. In other
words, in the first 2 months of the
year sales were running at a rate 1,400
percent higher than during the first 6
months of 1950. It confirms again the
fact that foreign countries were taking
advantage of the stupid and wasteful
policies of this administration, which had
no more sense than to liquidate and dis-
sipate the resources of our country ab
a time when we were at war.

They are now talking about stockpil-
ing cotton. The administration pro-
poses to stockpile cotton today when it
is being sold at 15 cents a pound higher
than it was last July and August during
which time the administration was liqui-
dating its cotton inventories. Again, the
American taxpayers are the victims and
it is these contradictory policies which
account for a substantial part of the
President’s budget.

These stupid operations which I have
listed in the last few minutes of my re-
marks would account for hundreds of
millions of dollars of the taxpayers’
money since the outbreak of the Korean
war. These millions are only a part of
the many which have been poured down
the rat hole of confusion in Washington
by this Fair Deal administration,

There is no excuse for it. I do .not
know & single Senator on the other side
of the aisle who would stand up and try
to justify it to the American housewife,

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the REcorp an article which
appeared in the Washington Post of Jan-
uary 22, 1950, written by John W. Ball,
in which he points out very clearly how
this international give-away program
operates and how the American house-
wife is victimized.

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

CCC Foob BARGAINS LISTED
The world’s biggest dealer in food coms-

modities 1ast week advertised Irish potatoes
for sale at 100 pounds for 1 cent.

Similar bargains in canned meat, eggs,
edible beans, peanuts, flaxseed, etc., were
made public by Ralph 8. Trigg, president of
the Commodity Credit Corporation, Uncle
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Sam's agency for operating the Government’s
farm price support program.

These prices, however, are only for export,
The goods can't be bought for use in this
country,

The sacks in which the potatoes will be
sold cost from 10 to 15 cents apiece, or 10 to
15 times as much as the Government asks
for them filled with the world’s best potatoes.

NEW CCC POLICY

The low prices accompanied announce=
ment of a new CCC policy to encourage ex-
port of surplus farm commodities bought by
the Government to keep prices in this coun-
try high and farmers prosperous.

Americans will still be charged several
hundred times the export price. Similar
potatoes retalled in Washington this week
at 314 to 4 cents a pound. In other words,
the Government is selling potatoes at 100
pounds for 1 cent that are costing Ameri-
can housewives from $3.50 to #4¢. The po-
tatoes cost the Government about $2.10 a
bag.

The entire operation was ordered by Con=
gress in its serles of laws for the benefit of
the Nation's twenty-odd million farmers.

In addition to the potato bargains, CCO
is offering to sell to exporters:

1. Thirty million pounds of Mexican
canned meat at 15 cents a can. This was
bought from Mexico at about 30 cents a
can. These purchases were made to reim-
burse Mexican cattle ralsers whose markets
were shut off when this country put an
embargo on the importation of Mexican
cattle, because of a hoof-and-mouth disease
epidemic in Mexico. This meat is not per-
mitted to be sold in this country under the
pure food and drug laws because it comes
from areas infected with the dreaded hoof-
and-mouth disease.

2, Dried whole eggs,. 73,000,000 pounds, at"
40 cents a pound. These cost Uncle Sam
about $1.20 a pound,

3. About 4,750,000 100-pound bags of beans.
Pinto beans are offered at $7 a bag (cost
about £9), red kidney at £8 (cost about
$9.50) and great northern, $6 a bag (cost
about $8).

4. Thirteen million bushels of flaxseed at
$4.45 a bushel that cost the Government 86
& bushel in 1948.

5. About 50,000,000 pounds of shelled pea=
nuts at 81 cents a pound, or just half the
1614 cents CCC paild for them.

OATS, BARLEY, AND CORN ?

Trigg also offered 13,679 bushels of oats,
20,000,000 bushels of barley and 100,000,000
bushels of corn at “not less than market
price on date of sale.”

Sales will not be made to buyers using
ECA dollars or other Government funds.
Other methods, such as subsidies, are pro-
vided for such sales. Sales of potatoes are
restricted for export to areas not normally
supplied by United States exporters.

Similar announcements will be made
monthly, Trigg said. The prices named last
week will prevail until March.

The announcement was met by a sharp
break on the Nation's commodity exchanges.
Most of the losses were regalned later.

From now on, Trigg saild, “exporters will
know in advance the commodities and
quantities that are available, and the prices
for a fixed period ahead. Thus they will be
in a better position to negotiate sales
abroad.”

LOSSES ABSORBED

The loss the Government takes on such
sales is absorbed in several ways. Much is
replaced from “section 32" funds. Section
32 of Public Law 320 sets aside 30 percent
of the Nation's customs receipts. *“Such
sums,” the law states, *shall be used by the
Secretary of Agriculture” to:

1. Encourage the export of agricultural
commodities by benefits to the exporter, or
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payment of losses in connection with the
exportation or by payments to producers to
encourage production of commodities needed
domestically.

2. Encourage domestic consumption of
farm commodities by increasing their use
through benefits, donations, etc., among
persons in low-income groups.

Under the first provision, CCC is making
the following subsidies available:

1. Four million dollars to exporters of fall
and winter apples and winter pears. These
may be shipped to ECA countries, and to
any Western Hemisphere countries except
Cuba, Canada, and Venezuela. They also
may be exported to Israel, Egypt, and the
Philippines.

These funds may be used to pay half the
cost of the commodities. E

2. Fifty thousand dollars, to permit pay-
ment of 10 cents a bale to exporters of cotton.

3. Seven and a half million dollars to ex=
porters of surplus dried peaches, prunes, and
ralsins. These funds are to be used to reim=
burse the exporter up to 50 percent of the
cost of the commodities.

4. One million dollars for dried egg ex-
ports.

5. Two million dollars for flaxseed or lin-
seed oll sold for export to any “agency
* =* * furnishing relief to foreign coun=-
tries.” .

6. Forty thousand dollars to encourage
use of concentrated orange juice abroad.

7. Five milllon dollars to encourage use of
peanuts abroad, to be paid to any Govern=
ment agency administering relief to foreign
countries,

8. Five million dollars to wheat exporters
to meet the difference in price between the,
current domestic price and the International,
Wheat Agreement price of $1.80 a bushel,

9. Two million dollars for export sales of
packed fresh oranges, and “canned single=
strength orange juice,” to be used to meet
half the cost of such exports.

OTHER ALLOTMENTS

Other section 32 funds have been allotted
to purchases and donations of the following
commuodities for domestic use—chiefly school
lunches. Government and charitable insti-
tutions:

Butter, $14,000,000.

Early fruits, $4,000,000.

Dried fruits, $1,800,000,

Dried eggs, $6,500,000.

Payment for transportation, storage, pack=
aging, ete, of dried eggs to be so donated,
$500,000. :

Vegetables, $300,000.

Honey, $260,000.

Potatoes, $5,000,000.

Non-fat dry-milk solids, $3,050,000.

Sweetpotatoes, $500,000.

Fall and winter apples, $10,000,000.

Pork products, $5,000,000.

Cotton, for insulation program, $150,000.

Dried fruit—to divert surplus dried prunes,
raisins and figs outside normal channels of
trade—811,200,000.

Sorghum grains, for study of dry-milling
process, $40,000.

Almonds—to divert shelled almonds from
normal channels of trade, $7,750,000.

English walnuts, to divert from normal
channels, $2,200,000.

Filberts, same as above, $250,000.

A third program, operating under the Na-
tional School Lunch Act, provides for the
following payments for use in the national
school-lunch program and to dispose of farm
surpluses bought by the Government:

Canned tomatoes and tomato julce, $3,-
600,000.

Concentrated orange juice, $2,800,000.

Processed and mnatural Cheddar cheese,
$5,000,000,

Peanut butter, $#2,000,000.

Canned fruit, £3,850,000.
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, in the
event any Senator is under any illusions
that the administration does not like
this program, I should like to read what
they had to say about it as recently as
October 2, 1950, 3 or 4 months after
the outbreak of the war in Korea. I
quote a statement of Ralph W. Trigg,
the president of the Commodity Credit
Corporation a division of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, which was in charge
of administering these sales. He says:

This program is working out very well,
SBince the 1st of July nearly $30,000,000 of
our surplus commodity holdings have been
moved into export through normal consumer
channels.

° In other words, he boasts that he has
been able to give away or sell at bargain
prices $30,000,000 worth of our food
products, which the American housewife
was not able to buy at that time. He
was boasting of the fact, and he said
the program was working out very well.
He was very much pleased with it.

. From their viewpoint it was working
out very well because it is part of the
planned program to create an artificial
shortage so that the American housewife
will have to pay high prices. They then
hope to get her vote by promising her
price controls and low prices. Then
they go to the American farmer, who re-
ceives at the other end, and they solicit
his vote. In that way they play one
group against the other. Again I say
what a farce! Some day this adminis-
tration will be called to an accounting
by the American people.

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

.. Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield.

- Mr. WHERRY. Iknow that the Sen-
ator has made a very careful investiga-
tion of the sales. I do not know whether
the Senator from Delaware has men-
tioned it, but sometime ago a Senator
mentioned the fact—and I would not
want to make an excessive statement—
that millions of dozens or thousands of
cases of eggs were stored in caves in the
West. Does the Senator know anything
about it?

Mr., WILLIAMS. Yes.

Mr. WHERRY. What became of the
eggs?

Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not know what
became of the eggs. A great many of
them were sold in export at approxi-
mately one-fifth of what they cost. It is
interesting to note that our commercial
users have imported dried eggs from
Red China for their purposes because
they can import them cheaper than they
can buy them from the Commodity
Credit Corporation at the established do-
mestic price. Therefore we are import-
ing from Red China dried eggs, and we
are exporting our own eggs to other na-
tions. Whether or not some of our own
eggs come back to us I do not know., I
have not been able to find out. I have
not been able to find anyone in the ad-
ministration who even cares.

. Mr. WHERRY. Does the Senator
know whether the eggs which were sup-
posed to have been store in caves have
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actually been shipped out of the coun-
try?

Mr. WILLTAMS. I understand that
some of them have. I understand some
of them are still stored in caves. I was
greatly concerned about the subject and
I asked the Department of Agriculture
to explain what was happening. I asked
them whether or not they were making
a careful check to see that we were not
buying back some of the same agricul-
tural products that we were exporting
out of the country at bargain prices.
I also expressed concern that some agri-
cultural products sold at these bargain
rates might eventually end up in Russia,
China, or other Communist countries.
After all, it could happen. I read from
a letter from the Department of Agri-
culture dated December 14, 1950. It is
signed by Mr. Lionel C. Holm, acting
president of the Commodity Credit Cor-
poration. It reads:

The matter of checking on any rerouting
of commodities is not administratively feas-
1ble since we do not have available the
means for such an undertaking. In the
past, we have consulted with the State De-
partment in certain cases to make certain
that sales to the original countries of des-
tination did not interfere with the foreign
policies of the United States.

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

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. The State Depart-
ment does not even enforce the provision
of the Export Control Act with reference
to strategic materials which was placed
in the act by the Senate. The President
has nullified the act of Congress so far
as Austria and Norway are concerned,
and he has completely nullified the act
for 90 days with respect to strategic
materials which find their way into Red
China, Certainly if the Commodity
Credit Corporation is depending on the
State Department to make a check on
whether or not eggs and agricultural
commodities are coming back they will
have to wait a long time before they
get any correction from the State De-
partment. Is that not a fact?

Mr. WILLIAMS. I checked with the
State Department. I have not been able
to find out whether they have made any
effort or whether they have any concern
with what is going on.

I wish to read an excerpt from another
letter. I was concerned about the sub-
ject and I took it up again with the De-
partment of Agriculture. I told them I
thought there should be some check
made because these bargains were being
offered to any country who was not a
recipient of ECA aid, which excluded al-
most every friendly nation in Europe.
I received the following letter on Janu-
ary 8, 1951:

In line with the prime concern of the Cor=-
poration and of the Department, proof of
exportation is required on all commodities
which are sold to exporters at reduced prices.
Bince it is the responsibility of other depart-
ments of the United States Government to
maintain controls over exports and export
licensing, it is not considered to be within
the jurisdiction of the United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture to follow through each
export sale to the point of ultimate recipient.
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As near as can be determined, one
agency of the Government seems to be
waiting for another agency of the Gov-
ernment to do the job. In the meantime
the American cupboard is becoming bare.
There are a lot of mothers in America
who will agree with me that charity
should begin at home. This asinine pol-
icy of destroying good edible food and
creating artificial shortages is hard to
explain to a mother who is having diffi-
culty in obtaining sufficient food for her
children.

I might add that the farmers of
America do not endorse this stupid pro-
gram either. This is purely a New Deal
bureaucratic socialistic scheme.

No agency of our Government is mak-
ing any effort to find cut where this food
goes. It does not seem to be of any con-
cern whatever to anyone. The sole pur-
pose of the administration seems to be,
as I have said, to buy the commodities
with taxpayer money and give them
away. As Mr. Trigg said, he thinks the
program is working out very well. It
does not seem to make any difference to
them whether or not they lose money
on the transactions.

In fact, after making some checks, I
believe that a number of them ran their
own businesses that way before they
came to Washington, and that is per-
haps why they are in Washington now,
they could not make a living operating
their own business,

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

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield.

Mr. WHERRY. Does the Senator
know whether some of the potatoes
which were sold for 1 cent a 100 pounds
may have found their way to the recipro-
cal trade countries and may later have
been shipped into the United States mar-
ket, to burden it, in addition to the
regular imports from those countries?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course, it is im-
possible for us to determine whether
that has actually happened, because
there seems to be no effort on the part
of any of the Government departments
to check on that matter. Much has been
said by the Secretary of Agriculture and
by others in the administration in an
attempt to excuse themselves for carry-
ing on that stupid program. They have
said that Congress is at fault and that
gor_ntgress gave them the instructions to

0 1.

To repudiate that false claim, Mr.
President, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed at this point in the REcorp
my correspondence from Mr. Harker T.
Stanton, assistance legislative counsel of
the Senate.

This correspondence places the re-
sponsibility squarely upon the admin-
istration. This shows that a large
number of commodities are being sup-
ported solely at the discretion of the
Secretary of Agriculture. Those which
are supported under the mandatory
provisions of the law are being supported
under a law which was endorsed by the
Fair Dealers. They cannot dodge their
responsibility,
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There being no objection, the letters
were ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

DecEMsBER 5, 1950.
Mr. Harxer T. STANTON,
Legislative counsel,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

Deag Mg. StanToN: I notice that the De-
partment of Agriculture has declared as sur-
plus the following commodities:

Mexican canned heef, Mexican canned
meat, dried whole eggs, flaxseed, dry edible
beans, dry edible peas, wheat, corn, barley,
grain sorghums, gum rosin, linseed ofl (raw),
nonfat dry milk solids.

Will you please advise me which of these
commodities are being supported under the
mandatory provisions of the law and which
are being supported merely at the discretion
of the Secretary of Agriculture?

Yours sincerely,

MEMORANDUM FOR SENATOR WILLIAMS

This replies to your letter of December 5
concerning price-support operations for the
commodities hereinafter mentioned.

Price support for wheat and corn 1s manda-
tory under the provisions of title I of the
Agricultural Act of 1949 (Public Law 439, 8Blst
Cong.).

Price support for milk and its products
(which would include nonfat dry milk solids)
is mandatory under the provisions of title IT
of the Agricultural Act of 1948.

Mexican canned beef and Mexican canned
meat are not subject to any price-support
program, but supplies of these commodities
were acquired in carrying out the foot-and-
mouth disease and rinderpest programs un-
dertaken pursuant to the act of February 28,
1947 (21 U. 8. C. 114b-114d), and supple~
mentary legislation.

The 1950 production of eggs, flaxseed, dry
edible beans, dry edible peas, barley, grain
sorghums, and gum rosin, have been sup-
ported at the election of the BSecretary.
Prior to 1950, eggs, fiaxseed, beans, and peas
were required to be supported under the pro=-
visions of the so-called Steagall amendment
and the Agricultural Act of 1948, but these
acts were not operative with respect to the
1950 production. Linseed oil has been sup-
ported in the past as an incident of the
flaxseed-price-support program.

The Secretary of Agriculture has an-
nounced that the price of eggs will not be
supported in 1951. It has been announced
that there will be programs for flaxseed and
barley in 1951. No announcement has been
made with respect to 1951 programs for the
other discretionary commodities listed in
your letter.

Respectfiully,
HArgEr T, STANTON,
Assistant Counsel.
DeceMmeer 6, 1850,

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President, Ishall
read excerpts from Mr. Stanton’s let-
ter:

Mexican canned beef and Mexican canned
meat are not subject to any price-support
program—

In other words, as to them, price sup-
ports are optional. !

I read further from the letter:

The 1950 production of eggs, flaxseed, dry
edible beans, dry edible peas, barley, grain
sorghums, and gum rosin, have been sup-
ported at the election of the SBecretary.

So there is no dodging the responsi-
bility for this program,

I read further from the letter:

Prior to 19050, eggs, flaxseed, beans, and
peas were required to be supported under

JoBN J. WiLLIAMS,
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the provisions of the so-called Steagall
amendment and the Agricultural Act of 1948,
but these acts were not operative with re=
spect to the 1950 production.

In other words, those commodities
were bought and sold at bargain prices
or were given away by the administra-
tion on its own responsibility, without
being required to do so by law. Never-
theless, the administration wished to do
so because it was trying to create an
artificial shortage in the United States
and trying to raise the cost of living.
At the same time they did a lot of
howling about how they were trying
to hold down prices. They have delib-
erately been promoting inflation under
one law by creating scarcities while at
the same time advocating price controls.
Again I say what a farce. When we
think of what this administration is
doing it is little wonder that the labor-
ing man and the farmer are having a
hard time to make both ends meet. It
is to correct these abuses that I have
submitted my amendment to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Illinois. I
wish to correct that inconsistency and
put a stop to this destruction of good
edible food, and at the same time to halt
the inflationary spiral.

Much has been said about the meat
shortage. Only this week the Quarter-
master Corps, which is the procurement
division of the Army, stated that it was
attempting to procure 20,000,000 pounds
of beef, but was unable to obtain it in
the United States. The Quartermaster
Corps said it needed beef so badly that
it would purchase 10,000,000 pounds of
beef in foreign countries.

In the first place, Mr, President, there
is no sense at all in having the Govern-
ment agencies make all their purchases
at one time. They have followed that
practice time after time, even though its
stupidity has been pointed out to them.
Certainly there is no justification for it.
The Government may need 20,000,000
pounds of beef in the next 3 months; I
do not question that. However, it is
senseless for the Government agencies
to attempt to purchase all of the £9,000,-
000 pounds of beef in a period of 5 days.
The Army already has a substantial
supply of meat on hand. The sensible
thing to do to prevent disrupting the
market would be to spread out the pur-
chases over a fairly long period. How-
ever, the Government is not willing to
do that, but insists on purchasing the
entire 20,000,000 pounds of beef at one
time.

On the other hand, I find that the De-
partment of Agriculture had 28,000,000
pounds of canned meat and canned beef
on hand at the outbreak of the war in
Korea. Practically all of that canned
meat and canned beef has been declared
surplus and has been sold to foreign
countries at less than one-half of what
it cost the American taxpayers. I
checked with the Department of Agri-
culture to find out whether that was
good, edible meat and beef, suitable for
American consumption. The Depart-
ment of Agriculture informs me that the
canned meat and canned beef are edible;
in fact, the Department has pointed out
that a portion of it was shipped to Ko-
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rea, to be fed to our forces there. If that
beef is good enough for our boys in Ko-
rea, certainly it is good enough for those
of us who are here at home.

Twenty-eight million pounds of meat
has been declared surplus by the same
administration that is making a terrific
complaint about the shortage of beef.
There may be a temporary shortage in
this country; but if such a shortage
exits, it exists because the administra-
tion planned it that way. The admin-
istration wants to have these shortages
to exist because they give the admin-
istration something to talk about.
Shortages and the high cost of living
occupy the attention of the American
people, and take their minds off the
scandals and corruption that have been
exposed in Washington. I think the
administration is glad to find something
to divert the attention of the American
people from its corruption.

Another major reason for the adop-
tion of my amendment to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Illinois is that
if those who are sponsoring the roll-
back are sincere, and if Mr. DiSalle is
sincere in his stated purpose of rolling
back the price of beef to the projected
level that he has for October 1951, he
must agree to the desirability of the
adoption of my amendment suspending
the price-support program.

It is agreed by the Senators sponsoring
the roll-back that in rolling back prices,
meat prices would not be the only ones
to be rolled back to the pre-Korean level,/
but equal treatment would be given to
the prices of all agricultural commod-
ities. . The statement was made that
the prices of both beef and manufac-
tured articles and many other com-
modities would be rolled back, but I
point out that unless my amendment
is adopted suspending the price-support
program and canceling this wasteful
food-destruction program, their amend-
ment just will not work. In fact, it
would only be a continuation of the same
policy which has existed since the out-
break of the Korean war—a policy which
has promoted the greatest cost-of-living
rise ever known in this country during
such a short period.

Regardless of how many times the
American consumers are told that they
will be able to obtain cheap meat or
lower-price groceries if the Douglas
amendment is adopted, or that the cost
of living will come down, I say it just
will not happen. It cannot come down
as long as there is a continuation of this
stupid policy of hoarding food products,
or having one Government agency throw
them away—give them away to some
other country—all in an attempt to cre-
ate an artificial shortage. Such a pro-
cedure is senseless, and the sooner that
is recognized, the better it will be for all
of us.

If the Douglas amendment is adopted,
theoretically Mr. DiSalle would have au-
thority to roll back the price of beef
to $23.80 per 100 pounds. Also, theo-
retically, if the Douglas amendment is
adopted, Mr. DiSalle claims he will roll
back the price of wheat to the pre-Ko-
rean level or $2.06 a bushel. However,
Mr, DiSalle cannot roll back the price
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of wheat to the pre-Korean $2.06 a
bushel without violating the price sup-
port of $2.17 per bushel which was re-
cently announced by the Secretary of
Agriculture. In fact, if the minimum
100-percent-parity provision is left in the
law he cannot roll back wheat prices be-
yond $2.41. They cannot roll back the
price of wheat without rolling back the
price of other grains—if they roll back
the price of wheat to $2.06 a bushel, every
farmer who ccoperates with the Depart-
ment of Agriculture then will be a black-
market operator and the Secretary of
Agriculture will then be the biggest
black-market cperator the country has
ever had. Every sponsor of the roll-
back amendment knows full well that
they are only kidding the American con-
sumers when they talk about roll-backs
to the pre-Korean level. It just cannot
be legally done with their amendment
as it is now written. It can only be done
if they will accept my modification pro-
viding for a suspension of the support
program for the duration of price con-
trols.

Under the law, the Secretary is sup-
porting the price of wheat at $2.17 per
bushel, and it is mandatory, unless we
suspend that law, that he must support
the price of wheat this year at $2.17 per
bushel. So there is no sense in stand-
ing on the floor of the Senate to say
that, if we vote for the Douglas amend-
ment, we shall roll these prices back and
thereby give cheaper bread, because it
cannot be done. The same thing is
true of practically every agricultural
commodity.

Under the Douglas amendment, un-
less we repeal or suspend the price sup-
port program at least for the duration
of the crisis the benefits to the Amer-
ican consumers will be exactly zero.

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

Mr. WILLIAMS. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Nebraska.

Mr. WHERRY. I should like to ask
the Senator this question: If the Douglas
amendment were adopted, then Mr. Di-
Salle could roll back meat prices to the
October level, which is approximately
18 percent lower than the prices were
at the time the meat prices were frozen.
If that is done, and if the price of corn
is not controlled, and there is a floor
under it, because of the support price,
and if corn goes up—and it is steadily
climbing, with the weather conditions—
how in the world can anyone expect to
get cattle fed, with no price ceilings on
corn, but with a floor under the price of
corn which supports it to a point where
it is difficult even now to buy and feed
cattle at the levels at which prices were
made in December. Does the Senator
believe the Secretary of Agriculture, can,
without cattle feeders, get a replacement
of cattle, when there is no importation
of corn, and when there is a roll-back on
meat?

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course, it could
not happen. I point out to the Senator
from Nebraska that, in the language of
the committee report, and in the legis=
lative background of this amendment,
and the legislative background on the
floor will govern the interpretation of
the law; the Senator knows that—all of
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those sponsoring it admit and agree that
they recognize the relationship of one
commodity to another, and if they roll
back one commodity to the pre-Korean
level, they must also roll back others.
Likewise you cannot roll back farm
prices unless you roll back wages pro-
portionately. The sponsors of the Doug-
las amendment noticeably avoid men-
tioning this obvious fact.

No matter how long Senators may
stand on the floor of the Senate, or how
much they may say they want to roll
back prices, mathematically it cannot
be done, unless the support program is
suspended. Otherwise we will have one
Government agency violating the laws.
For instance, with respect to rice, the
Secretary of Agriculture is buying rice
at $5 per hundred pounds. Mr. DiSalle
would have to roll the price of rice back
to $4.18, to reach the pre-Eorean level.
He would not do that, but if he is not
going to do that, and if Mr. DiSalle is
going to authorize higher prices—prices
in some instances 25 to 30 percent higher
than the pre-Korean level then someone
has been lying to the American house-
wife, telling her that she is going to get
a lot of cheap food, because she is not
going to get it under the Douglas
amendment.

The administration has no intention of
rolling back prices, and I think the people
should be plainly and frankly told the
truth.

I offer this amendment to correct this
inconsistency. If my amendment is
adopted, thus making it possible to ac-
complish the purpose which every spon-
sor of the Douglas amendment says he
intends, I shall vote for the Douglas
amendment as modified. It isimpossible
to justify a continuation of the price
support program, which is purely de-
signed to check deflation and take care
of surplus, at the same time that Sena-
tors are standing on the floor of the
Senate trying to rush through a price-
control law. We do not need both.

There can be a difference of opinion
of whether we need one or whether we
need the other, but no man can intelli-
gently rise to tell the American people
that they need both agencies operating
at the same time. It is but an example
of another stupid program and policy
of this administration, which, if not
checked, will complete the sending of
this country into bankruptey.

The New Deal bureaucrats are always
pitying the poor fellow. They are keep-
ing him on their minds so mueh that
they have just about run him into the
poorhouse. They cannot build poor-
houses fast enough to take care of them.
They are always talking about how they
are going to put the tax on rich men.
As recently as 12 months ago I obtained
from the Secretary of the Treasury in-
formation as to how much revenue we
would get if we were to place a 100-per-
cent tax on all incomes in excess of
$20,000. At that time I was advised
that we would only get $1,800,000,000
extra money, if we confiscated all in-
comes over $20,000. Yesterday I asked
him the same question in order that I
might show how we have gradually been
killing off incentive in this country. I
was advised that if we were to pass this
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same 100-percent tax on all over $20,-
000 incomes today, we would only get
$1,300,000,000. In other words, it is
down from $1,800,000,000 in that bracket
a year ago to $1,300,000,0000 this year,
12 months later. This reduction comes
at a time when most incomes in this
country have advanced substantially.
So I say that it is time somebody quit
talking about how he is going to put
this tax and the cost of all these opera-
tions on the rich fellows, because there
are not enough rich fellows left. We
have practically milked dry that source,
and we are going to have to put the
income tax into the low brackets, be-
cause that is about all that if left in
this eountry.

Mr. President, for the information of
the Senate and for the information of
the country, I ask unanimous consent to
have inserted in the Recorp this letter
from the Secretary of the Treasury, and
the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury,
which gives a complete breakdown of the
taxes paid by the $5,000 group, the $10,-
000 group, and the $20,000 group, and the
corporations.

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

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, June 25, 1951.
Hon. JoHN J. WILLIAMS,
United States Senate,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

My Dear SenaTor: This is in further ref-
erence to your letter of June 4, 1851, to the
Secretary requesting information pertaining
to the distrihution of individual income taxes,
corporation taxes, and excise taxes.

The answers to your questions are as
follows:

1. At calendar year 1951 income levels, it is
estimate that the revenues from the indi-
vidual income tax will amount to a total
of $24,000,000,000 under present law rates,
Of this total, $8,300,000,000 or 34.5 percent
will be paid by those with adjusted gross
incomes (1. e. incomes before deductions and
exemptions) under $5,000. We have not
prepared estimates of the proportion of total
individual income taxes paid by taxpayers
with taxable net incomes under $5,000.

2. Of the total $24,000,000,000 of individual
income tax liabilities in 1951, $13,300,000,000
or 55.4 percent would be paid by those with
adjusted gross incomes under $10,000.

3. In the fiscal year 1952, it is estimated
that corporation taxes will represent 37 per-
cent of the total net budget receipts.

4. Excise taxes will represent approximately
14 percent of budget receipts in fiscal year
1952,

5. An increase to 100 percent in the rate
on taxable incomes in excess of $20,000 would
raise revenues by $1,300,000,000.

Sincerely yours,
JOoHN 5. GRAHAM,
Assistant Secretary of the Treasury.

Mr. WILLTAMS. Mr. President, I am
not going to press tonight for the vote.
I understand it is desired to carry that
over until tomorrow, but I hope that
those who express concern for the house-
wife, those who express concern over the
inflationary spiral in this country will
reziember that concern when voting.
Inflation is a grave threat, and unless
some degree of sanity is restored in this
country we will find our country in the
same category as many other nations
which . have spent themselves into
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socialism. I venture to say we shall not
find a single Member of the Senate rising
in an effort to justify this wasteful pro-
gram at any time during this debate.

They know it cannot be defended.

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

Mr, WILLIAMS. I yield.

Mr. DWORSHAK. The Senator from
Delaware has indicated that he finds it
extremely difficult to justify the eriminal
procedures involving the destruction of
our foods and natural resources, which
have resulted in a total loss of approxi-
mately a billion dollars. Is it not possi-
ble that the administration has followed
the course of destroying our wealth pri-
marily to justify the huge additional tax
bill which the President has requested?
I think he has asked for about $10,000,-
000,000 in taxes. Is it not possible that
the President feels that the American
taxpayers will be happy to provide the
dollars which will be used to compensate
the Commeodity Credit Corporation for
the one-billion-dollar loss? Is not that
a plausable justification for the new tax
bhill?

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is where part
of the money goes. They will not at-
tempt to use it as one of the justifica-
tions, because they are ashamed to tell
the truth to the American people. We
shall see in the next campaign a repeti-
tion of what we saw in the last campaign.
Officials of the administration will go
out into the country and tell the farmers,
“Look at the high prices. We gave them
to you. We planned it that way.” Then
they will tell the consumers how they
tried to hold their prices down but were
handicapped.

There has been authority in the hands
of the Government for the past 12
months to check the price of beef as it
crossed the level to which they now at-
tempt the roll-back. They could have
checked the price of cotton, and wheat
or any other commodity instead of wait-
ing until the prices went up to an un-
reasonable figure and then tried to roll
them back.

If they were sincere in wanting to hold
the prices of beef below the projected
level of October, it would have been
sensible to have held it before it crossed
that figure, and not go through the
farce of trying to roll back the price.
The President could have put the law
into effect in September, last year, but,
no, they let the price advance out of all
reason, and, when it neared the peak,
they asked for an extension of the law.
They said, “If you will extend the law
we will roll back the price.” Both of the
projected roll-backs of beef prices have
been promised by Mr. DiSalle under a
bill which has never been passed by the
Congress. In other words, for 6 months
he sat around and did nothing. Now
he is making a great hullabaloo.about
what he would do if we will pass an-
other law giving him the authority to do
it. If he had wanted to do it, he could
have done it before. Frankly, I think
he would be the most disappointed man
in the United States if Congress gave
him the power to do what he said he
wanted to do. It would expose the
hypocrisy of the administration claims
because Mr. DiSalle and every adminis-
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tration official knows full well they can-
not roll back prices without suspending
the farm-support program,

EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. ' BENTON. Mr. President, I move
that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of executive business.

The motion was agreed fo; and the
Senate proceeded to consider executive
business.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGFS REFERRED

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
NEeELY in the chair) laid before the Sen-
ate messages from the President of the
United States submitting sundry nomi-
nations, which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
are no reports of commitiees, the clerk
will read the nominations on the Execu-
tive Calendar.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

The Chief Clerk read the nomination
of Thomas F. Murphy to be a United
States district judge for the southern
district of New York.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, I ask
that that nomination be passed over. I
think that by tomorrow we shall be ready
to consider it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
nomination will be passed over.

INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND AND
INTERNATIONAL BANK FOR RECON-
STRUCTION AND DEVELOFPMENT

The Chief Clerk read the nomination
of John W. Snyder, of Missouri, to be
United States Governor of the Interna-
tional Monetary Fund and United States
Governor of the International Bank for
Reconstruction and Development for a
term of 5 years.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.,

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

The Chief Clerk read the nomination
of Robert R. Rose, Jr., of Wyoming, to be
Assistant Secretary of the Interior,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is co

UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS

The Chief Clerk read the nomination
of Bryce R. Holt, to be United States
attorney for the middle district of North
Carolina.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

The Chief Clerk read the nomination
of Howard Caplan fo be Unifted States
attorney for the northern district of
West Virginia.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed.

Mr. O'MAHONEY, Mr. President, I
observe that the junior Senator from
West Virginia [Mr. Neery] is presiding
over the Senate at this time. I know
that if he were not in that position he
would move that the President be noti-
fied immediately of the confirmation of
the nomination of the United States at-
torney for the northern district of West
Virginia. So I ask that the President be
immediately notified of the confirmation
of the nomination of Howard Caplan
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and all the others whose nominations
have been confirmed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the President will be imme-
diately notified of the confirmations of
nominations made this day.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. BENTON. Mr. President, as in
legislative session, I move that the Sen-
ate adjourn until tomorrow at noon.

Mr. WHERRY. Mr, President, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER., The
Senator will state it.

Mr. WHERRY. There has been a
unanimous-consent agreement entered
into that after the quorum eall tomor-
row the time is fo be divided.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, the
Senator from Arizona [Mr. McFartAND]
spoke to me a few minutes before he left
the Chamber. I see that he is now in
the Chamber.

Mr. BENTON. I yield to the major-
ity leader con this subject.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the unanimous-consent agreement, the
time will be divided from the time the
first quorum call is had. ¢

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr, President, if
I may state my reason for wanting an
adjournment, it was to end the legisla-
tive day. It does not make any real
differerice.

Mr. WHERRY. It means that we
shall have a morning hour, does it not?

Mr. McFARLAND. No, it does not,
because we have a unanimous-consent
agreement.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under
the unanimous-consent agreement, there
would be no morning hour. !

Mr. WHERRY. It is all right with
me, Mr, President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Connecticut. |

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5
o'clock and 56 minutes p. m.) the Sen-
ate adjourned until tomorrow, Wednes=
day, June 27, 1951, at 12 o’clock meridian,

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate June 26 (legislative day of June
21), 1951:

In THE AR FORCE

The following officers for appointment to
the positions indicated under the provisions
of section 504, Officer Personnel Act of 1947:

To be lieutenant generals

Lt. Gen. Idwal Hubert Edwards,- (ma-
jor general, U. 8. Alr Force), Alr Force of
the United States, to be commandant, Air
University, with rank of lieutenant general,
with date of rank from October 1, 1947.

Lt. Gen. Earle Everard Partridge, [Saag(ma-~
jor general, U. S. Air Foree), Alr Force of the
United States, to be commanding general, Air
Research and Development Command, with
rank of lieutenant general, with date of rank
from April 11, 1951,

Lt. Gen. Otto Paul Weyland, 3334 (major
general, U. S. Air Force), Air Force of the
United States, to be commanding general,
Far East Alr Forces, with rank of leutenant
general, with date of rank from April 11,
1951.

Lt. Gen. Edwin William Rawlings, [Ssed(ma=
jor general, U. S. Air Force), Alr Ferce of the
United States, to be commanding general, Alr
Matériel Command, with rank of lieutenant
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general, with date of rank from October 1,
1847.

Lt. Gen. Benjamin Wiley Chidlaw,
(major general, U. 8. Air Force), Air Force
of the United States, to be commanding gen-
eral, Air Defense Command, with rank of
lieutenant general, with date of rank from
October 1, 1947. -

Maj. Gen. Thomas Dresser White,
United States Air Force, to be Deputy Chief
of Stafl, Operations, United States Air Force,
with rank of lieutenant general, with date
of rank from date of appointment,

Maj. Gen. Orval Ray Cook, United
States Air Force, to be Deputy Chief of Staff,
Matériel, United States Air Force, with rank
of lleutenant general, with date of rank from
date of appointment.

Ma]. Gen. Charles Bertoddy Stone III,
TUnited States Air Force, to be Deputy Chie:
of Staff, Comptroller, United States Air Force,
with rank of liesutenant general, with date
of rank from date of appointment.

Lt. Gen. Kenneth Bonner Wolfe,
Deputy Chief of Staff, Matériel, United States
Air Force (major general, U. 8. Alr Force),
to be placed on the retired list in the grade
of lleutenant ger.eral under the provisions of
subsection 504 (d) of the Officer Personnel
Act of 1947.

The following-named officers for tems=-
porary appointment in the Air Force of the
TUnited States under the provisions of section
515, Officer Personnel Act of 1947:

To be major generals

Brig. Gen. Thomas Herbert Chapman,
United States Air Force.
Tig. Gen. Willlam Maurice Morgan, E23
United States Air Force.

Brig. Gen. Raymond Coleman Maude, (5533,
United States Alr Force.
| Brig. Gen. Joseph Vincent DePaul Dillon,

(colonel, U. S. Air Force), Alr Force of
the United States.

Brig. Gen. John Halliday McCormick, BEZE
(colonel, U. 8. Air Force), Air Force of the
United States.

} ' Brig. Gen. Frederick Rodgers Dent, Jr,,
(colonel, U. 8. Air Force), Air Force of

e United States.

) Brig. Gen. Julius Kahn Lacey,
(colonel, U. 8. Air Force), Alr Force of the
United States.

Brig. Gen. Willilam Dole Eckert,
(colonel, U. 8. Air Force), Alr Force o ]
United States.

To be brigadier generals

Col. Earl Maxwell, E=sssq United States
Air Force (medical).

Col. Wilfrid Henry Hardy, United
States Air Force.

Col. Walter Williams Wise, Jr., [E55g United
States Air Force.

Col. Joseph Cyril Augustin Denniston,
EEZZ] United States Air Force.

Col. Elmer Blair Garland, United
States Air Force. m

Col. Matthew Kemp Deichelmann,
United States Air Force.

Col. William Tell Hefley, United
States Air Force.

Col, Donald Bertrand Smith, kewes
States Air Force.

Col. Ernest Keeling Warburton, B33
United States Air Force.

United

Col. Thomas Ludwell Bryan, Jr.,
United States Air Force,

Col. Daniel Campbell
United States Alr Force.

Col. George Elston Price, United
States Air Torce.

Col. Floyd Bernard Wood, m United
Btates Air Force.

Col. Wiley Duncan Ganey, [EZ=§ United
States Air Force.

Col. Gordon Aylesworth Blake, pewed United
Btates Air Force.

Doubleday,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Col. Henry Eeppler Mooney, kesed United
Btates Alr Force.

Col. Lee Bird Washbourne, 333 United
States Alr Force.

Col. John Raymond Gilchrist,
United States Air Force,

Col. Clinton Dermott Vincent, Eissd
United States Air Force.
Col. Lloyd Pauahi Hopwood, United

States Air Force.
Col. Willlam Milton Gross, [Easd United
States Alr Force.

The following-named persons for appoint-
ment in the United States Alr Force, in the
grades indicated, with dates of rank to be
determined by the Secretary of the Air Force
under the provisions of sectlon 506, Public
Law 381, Eightieth Congress (Officer Person-
nel Act of 1947), and title II, Public Law
365, Eightleth Congress (Army-Navy-Public
Health Service Medical Officer Procurement
Act of 1947):

To be captains, USAF (medical)

Roy B. Coffey, E

Richard W. Eells,

Donald M. Haskins,

George J. Murphy,

Guy L. Rutledge, Jr.

Fred 8. Schwarg,

Craig R. Sigman, G

Robert W. Younghblood, Jr., -

To be first lieutenants, USAF (medical)
Robert H. Adams, E
George R. Anderson,
McAlpin H. Arnold,
Harry R. Claypool,
Robert T. P. de Treville.
Walter W. Dewey,
Charles W. Does,
Alonzo M. Donnell, J;
' Louis A. Fraysse III,
‘Benjamin W. Gilliotte,
Raphael 8. Good,
. John E. Graf,
Willlam K. Graves,
R. D, Gregory, Jr.,
James P, Hensen, K
Alvin 8. Natanson,
Bertram L. Pear,
Chester R. F. Foole,
George E. Reynolds,
Gerard B. Schroering, Jr.
Bland H., Schwarting,
Franklyn C. Spiro
! ' Thomas P. Talley,
| Andrew L. Tucker,

Gregory J. Zann, : .

To be first lieutenants, USAF (dental)
Willlam E. Ayres,
Edward E. Dickson,
Barnes R. Kendrick
Ray E. Parsons, [E
Hubert W. Woodward,

Subject to physical qualification and sub-
Ject to designation as distinguished military
graduates, the following-named distin-
guished military students of the Senior Divi-
slon, Reserve Officers’ Training Corps, for
appointment in the United States Air Force,
in the grade of second lieutenant, with
dates of rank to be determined by the Sec-
retary of the Air Force under the provisions
of section 506, Public Law 881, Eightieth
Congress (Officer Personnel Act of 1947):
Wilbur O. Alkin, Jr. Edgar L. Drain,

Burt S. Balley

James E. Banks Arthur A. Fagen, Jr.

Wendall C. Bauman Harry E. George, Jr.

Cecil L. Brewer Elmer H. Green, Jr.

Murray L. Brockman, Charles R. Hoffman,
Jr. Jr.

John A. Brown, Jr. Jesse A, Key

George M, Browning, Robert H. Erumpe
Jr. Wilbur 8. Light

Richard P. Cline John W. Lloyd

Jack P, Davey, Jr. Eugene L. Main
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George W. Mallick Russell E. Schmitt

Frank S. McCracken Stanley G. South-

Richard H. McFarland worth, Jr.

James F, Patton Herbert R. Swing, Jr.

James L. Quinn Richard R. Tumlin-

Jok Schiffer,
o

son
William A. Warner

The following-named graduate, United
States Naval Academy, class of 1951, for ap-
pointment in the United States Alr Force,
in the grade of second lieutenant, with date
of rank to be determined by the Secretary
of the Air Force under the provisions of sec-
tion 506, Public Law 381, Eightieth Congress
(Officer Personnel Act of 1947):

Melto Goumas,

CONFIRMATIONS
Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate June 26 (legislative day of

June 21), 1951:

INTERNATIONAL MONETARY FUND AND INTER-
NATIONAL BANE FOR RECONSTRUCTION AND
DEVELOPMENT
John W. Snyder, of Missouri, to be United

States Governor of the Internstional Mon-

etary Fund, and United States Governor of

the International Bank for Reconstruction
and Development for a term of 5 years.
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR

Robert R. Rose, Jr., of Wyoming, to be

Assistant Secretary of the Interlor.
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS

Bryce R. Holt to be United States attorney
for the middle district of North Carolina.

Howard Caplan to be United States attor-
ney for the northern district of West Vir-
ginia.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

TuespAY, JUNE 26, 1951

The House met at 12 o'clock noon.

Rev. Wales E. Smith, pastor of the
First Christian Church, Santa Monica,
Calif., offered the following prayer:

Almighty God, who hast given us this
good land for our heritage, kindle, we
pray Thee, in the hearts of men, the
true love of peace, and guide with Thy
pure and perfect wisdom those who take
counsel for the nations of the earth.
‘We beseech Thee with Thy favor, to be-
hold and bless Thy servants, the Repre-
sentatives of these United States. En-
due with the spirit of wisdom all these
to whom, in Thy name, we entrust the
authority of government, that there may
be justice and well-being at home and
abroad. We pray for a true and just
peace in Korea, and for all time to
come, throughout the world.

Through Jesus Christ our Lord.
Amen.

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

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr,
Carrell, one of its clerks, announced that
the Senate insists upon its amendments
to the bill (H. R. 1726) entitled “An act
to provide for the organization of the
Air Force and the Department of the
Air Force, and for other purposes” dis-
agreed to by the House; agrees to the
conference asked by the House on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses
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thereon, and appoints Mr, Hunxrt, Mr.
ByrDp, Mr. STENNIS, Mr, SALTONSTALL, and
Mr. EnvowrLanp to be the conferees on
the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H. R. 2321) entitled “An act to
protect consumers and others against
misbhranding, false advertising, and false
invoicing of fur products and furs” dis-
agreed to by the House; agrees to the
conference asked by the House on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and appoints Mr. JorNsonN of
Colorado, Mr. McFaARLAND, Mr. MAGNU=-
soN, Mr. BREWSTER, and Mr. CAPEHART
to be the conferees on the part of the
Senate.

The message also announced that the
Senate insists upon its amendment to
the bill (H. R. 4200) entitled “An act to
make certain revisions in titles I through
IV of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947,
as amended, and for other purposes”
disagreed to by the House; agrees to the
conference asked by the House on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and appoints Mr. STeNn1s, Mr,
Byrp, and Mr, Fuanpers to be the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate,

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I make
the point of order that a gquorum is not
present.

The SPEAEER. The Chair will count.
[After counfing.] Evidently a quorum
is not present.

Mr. RANKIN. 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. 87]
Adair Furcolo Morano
Allen, 111, Gillette Murphy
Allen, La. Hall, Murray, Wis.
Boges, La. Edwin Arthur O'Konski
Breen Harden Philbin
Burton rvey Potter
Byrne, N. Y. Hays, Ark Powell
Camp Irving Preston
Carnahan Johnson Ramsay
Chatham Eelley, Pa. Redden
Cole, Kans, Killday Riehlman
Cotton Larcade Sutton
Cox LeCompte Trimble
Dawson Lind Velde
D'Ewart Lucas Vorys
Dingel McGrath Watts
Dur Mack, Ill. Whitaker
Evins Magee Whitten
Flood Merrow Wickersham
Frazier Miller, Calif, Woodruff

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and
seventy-three Members are present, a
quorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dispensed
with.

REAFFIRMING FRIENDSHIP OF THE
AMERICAN PEOPLE FOR ALL OTHER
PEQOPLES

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I call
up the conference report on Senate Con-
current Resolution 11, reaffirming the
friendship of the American people for all
the peoples of the world, including the
people of the Soviet Union, and ask
unanimous consent that the statement
of the managers on the part of the
House be read in lieu of the report.
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The Clerk read the title of the con-
current resolution.

The SPEAEER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Con-
necticut?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement.

The conference report and statement
are as follows:

CoNrFERENCE Rerorr (H. REPT. No. 632)

The committee of conference on the disa=
greeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the House to the concurrent
resolution (S. Con. Res. 11) entitled “Con-
current resolution reafirming the friendship
of the American people for all the peoples
of the world, including the peoples of the
Bovlet Union,” having met, after full and
free conference, have agreed to recommend
and do recommend to their respective Houses
as follows:

That the Senate recede from 1is disagree-
ment to the amendmients of the House and
agree to the same.

A. A. RIBICOFF,

THURMOND CHATHAM,

Brooxs Hays,

JoHN M. VORYS,

Frances P. BoLTow,

Managers on the Part of the House,

Tom CONNALLY,

BriEN McMAmON,

ALEXANDER WILEY,
Managers on the Part of the Senate.

STATEMENT

The managers on the part of the House
at the conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendment of
the House to the concurrent resolution
(S. Con. Res. 11) reaffirming the friendship
of the American people for all the peoples
of the world, Including the peoples of the
Soviet Union, submit the following state-
ment in explanation of the effect of the ac-
tion agreed upon by the committee of con=
ference and recommended in the accompa=
nying conference report.

The House struck out all of the Senate
concurrent resclution after the resolve clause
and the preamble and Inserted substitute
amendments. The committee of conference
has agreed upon the House amendments,
The resolution, as agreed upon by the mem-
bers of the committee of conference, reads:

“Whereas the goal of the American people
is now, and ever has been, a just and lasting
peace; and

“Whereas the deepest wish of our Nation
is to join with all other nations in preserv=-
ing the dignity of man, and in obszerving
those moral principles which alone lend
meaning to his existence; and

“Whereas, in proof of this, the United
States has offered to share all that is good
in atomic energy, asking in return only safe=-
guards against the evil in the atom; and

“Whereas the Congress reaffirms its polley
as expressed in law ‘to continue to exert
maximum efforts to obtaln agreements to
provide the United Nations with armed forces
as contemplated in the Charter and agree-
ments to achieve universal control of weap-
ons of mass destruction and universal regu-
lation and reduction of armaments, includ-
ing armed forces, under adequate safeguards
to protect complying nations against viola-
tion and evasion’; and

“Whereas this Natlon has likewise given
of its substance and resources to help those
peoples ravaged by war and poverty; and

“Whereas terrible danger to all free peoples
compels the United States to undertake a
vast program of armaments expenditures;
and

*Whereas we rearm only with reluctance
and would prefer to devote our energies to
peaceful pursuits: Now, therefore, be it

7139

*“Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That the Congress
of the United Statcs reaffirms the historie
and abiding friendship of the American people
for all other peoples, and declares—

“That the American people deeply regret
the artificial barriers which separate them
from the peoples of the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, and which keep the
Soviet peoples from learning of the desire
of the American people to live in friendship
with all other peoples, and to work with
them in advancing the ideal of human
brotherhood; and

“That the American people belleve the
Bovlet Government could advance the cause
of peace immeasurably by removing thdse
artificial barriers, thus permitting the free
exchange of information between our peo-
ples; and

“That the American people and their
Government desire neither war with the
Soviet Union nor the terrible consequences
of such a war; and

“That, although they are firmly deter-
mined to defend their freedom and security,
the American people welcome all honorable
efforts to resolve the differences standing
between the United States Government and
the BSoviet government, and Invite the
peoples of the Soviet Union to cooperate
in a spirit of friendship in this endeavor;
and

“That the Congress request the President
of the United States to call upon the Gov-
ernment of the Union of Soviet Soclalist
Rezpublics to acquaint the peoples of the
Soviet Union with the contents of this res-
olution.”

This resolution was initiated solely by the
legislative branch of our Government. It
sets forth in simple language an attitude
that has characterized American policy since
the inception of our Government. As a
nation we have condemned tyrannous and
oppressive governments; for those who have
suffered under them we have always felt a
deep sympathy. We have never engaged in a
policy of damning those whose voices can-
not be heard because of their master's voice.

‘We know that the Soviet philosophy 1s an
aggressive one. ‘The Politburo uses every op-
portunity to attack peace-loving nations by
word and even by arms through its satellites.
These activities, bordering so close to war,
give us tremendous concern.

This resolution is not belligerent in word
or spirit. It seeks to explain in explicit lan-
guage the underlylng attitudes that deter=
mine American foreign policy. If the arti-
ficial barriers between the Soviet-dominated
peoples and the outside world could be low-
ererd, if not leveled, and these ideas im-
parted to them, the committee is confident
that present tensions could be immeasurahly
reduced.

As the elected representatives of the Amer=
ican people, we feel a particular responsibil=
ity in these critical days to do everything
that will further the cause of peace. At the
same time we wish to make known our sentl-
ment that we do not seek peace at the ex-
pense of freedem and security.

This resolution seeks to convey these
thoughts to all peoples, including those of
the Soviet Union.

The purpose of this resolution Is to ask
the Soviet Government to lift the iron cur-
tain so as to inform the Soviet people of the
peaceful purposes of the American people
and the American Government. Under our
Amerlcan system of freedom of expression,
the position of the Soviet Union is always
made available to the American people. At
the same time, the Soviet Government which
has complete control of its press and radio
refuses to publish the truth about the peace-
ful aims and purposes of American foreign

policy.
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This is indeed the iron curtain in opera-
tion. It is without a rival as the world's
greatest threat to peace.

The resolution touches the Soviet Govern=
ment in its most vulnerable spot by invitng
its peoples “to cooperate in a spirit of friend-
ship” in an endeavor to resolve the differ-
ences between the Unifted States Govern=
ment and the Soviet Government.

Dictators fear nothing more than the un-
leashed wrath of their subjects. Any en-
deavor to separate the people from the rulers
challenges the illusory popular base on which
dictatorship rests. The Soviet Government
is no exception to this age-old concept of
tyranny.

An English-language broadcast from Mos-
cow accused the resolution’s sponsors of
“resorting to demagogical and hypocritical
maneuvers and subterfuge, posing as men of
peaceful aspirations whose only desire is to
achieve peace and international coopera-
tion.”

The resolution’s sponsors were accused of
“obviously trying to pull a fast one when
they speak of settling differences between the
American people and the Soviet Govern=-
ment.”

The request to the President to make the
contents of the resolution known to the
peoples of the Boviet Union drew heavy fire
from the broadcaster.

“The authors of the resolution seek to
contrast the Soviet Government with the
Soviet people. The absurdity and duplicity
of such an assertion is only too obvious. The
Soviet Government is serving only the inter=-
ests of the people. It enjoys the complete
support and confidence of the people. The
Boviet Government is firmly and persistently
fighting for peace because it is thereby ex-
pressing the aspirations and defending the
vital interests of the Soviet people.”

Soviet reaction to the resolution is strik-
ing proof that the Soviet authorities fear
an appeal to the rank and file of their citi-
zens. It may well mark the first step in
furthering a body of public opinion within
the Soviet state that may check, if not
counter, the Eremlin’s policies.

The resolution challenges the Soviet Gov=
ernment by urging it to take a positive step
toward the advancement of peace, namely,
by removing the artificial barriers which
block the free exchange of information be-
tween the peoples of the two countries,

A. A. RIBICOFF,

THURMOND CHATHAM,

BROOKS HAYS,

Jouw M. Vorys,

FRANCES P. BOLTON,
BManagers on the Part of the House,

Mr, RIBICOFF, Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 5 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, the conference report on
the resolution before us today is a simple
and effective one. This resolution ex-
presses the friendship and good will of
the American people for all the peoples
of the earth. It also reaffirms the deep
and sincere desire of the American
people to do everything in their power
to bring about a just and lasting peace.

This resolution further asks the Soviet
Government to lift the iron curtain so
that the people of the Soviet Union can
be informed of the peaceful purposes of
the American people of the American
Government. Under our system of free-
dom of expression, the position of the
Soviet Union is always made available
to the American people. At the same
time, the Soviet Government, which has
complete control of its press and radio,
refuses to publish the truth about the
peaceful aims and purposes of American
foreign policy.
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The resolution invites the peoples of
the Soviet Union to cooperate in a spirit
of friendship in this endeavor.

This resolution was introduced on
February 8, 1951, simultaneously in the
House and the other body. It was
adopted unanimously in the other body.
The resolution received most careful
study by the Committee of Foreign Af-
fairs and numerous changes were made
at the suggestion of various members of
that committee. It was reported unani-
mously from the Committee on Foreign
Affairs and came to the fioor on June 4,
1951. Unfortunately, on that day, there
was an agreement between the leader-
ship that there would be no roll-call
votes. When the resolution was before
the House for passage, a division was
asked for by a Member and the resolu-
tion was adopted on a 36 to 7 vote.

The proponents of this measure were
deeply disturbed over the fact that only
10 percent of the House was recorded in
favor of the high principles contained in
this resolution. The psychological value
of the resolution was therefore undercut.
It is most difiicult .to explain to the
peoples of the world the parliamentary
situation which lad to such a small vote.

The damage to our good faith had to
ke restored. 'The Senate and the House
resolutions differing were then sent
to conference. The Senate conferees
adopted verbatim the House version.
The conference report was then adopted
unanimously by the Senate. The con-
ference report is now before this body.
A roll call will be asked so that this
House can tell in overwhelming numbers
that it, too, stands for a just and lasting
peace and friendship for all the world’'s
peoples and inviting the Russian people
to work with the American people to
advance the cause of peace. To be effec-
tive, this resolution should be passed as
near to unanimity as possible.

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

Mr. RIBICOFF, I yield to the gen-
tleman from Ohio.

Mr. BENDER. The gentleman stressed
that this is a statement of our policy.
I do not interpret this as a statement of
foreign policy at all, It is merely a state-
nuent of our hopes and aspirations and
our desire for world peace.

Mr. RIBICOFF, That is correct.

Mr. BENDER. And expressing our
general attitude as a Christian nation
toward our fellow nations. It is not an
endorsement of any specific foreign
policy.

Mr. RIBICOFF. Our western civiliza-
tion is based on the Judeo-Christian
principles. As a matter of fact, this par-
ticular resolution comes out of this Con-
gress, and it is an expression of this
Congress itself as to its desire. I believe
it is a definite contribution that we can
make toward our foreign policy. These
are the ultimate aims of the Congress
and the people of the United States.

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Bpeaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. RIBICOFF. I yield to the gentle-
man from Mississippi.

Mr. COLMER. In the other body we
had no dissenting votes cast.

Mr. RIBICOFF. No dissenting votes
whatsoever,
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Mr. COLMER. Then it would b2 very
appropriate and commendatory if this
body could also go on record by a record
vote, as the gentleman points out, with-
out a dissenting vote.

Mr. RIBICOFF. That is correct.

Mr. COLMER. While some of us
realize the conditions that exist over
there and realize that this is possibly a
pious hope, I think it would be a splendid
thing for the Congress to go on record
without a dissenting vote.

Mr. RIBICOFF, I thank the gentle-
man.

I want to point out that the effect of
this is incalculable. In the final anal-
ysis, as General MacArthur and Gen-
eral Wedemeyer stated, the great mass
of people all over the world want peace.
The Scoviet Union, in their cold war, have
dropped most of their propaganda and
stress peace, so they say. They have
stolen this word “peace,” and you no-
tice every time the Soviet Union takes
a position it finds the front pages in the
newspapers and on the radio of the
United States of America, because we
have frecdom of the press, as witness
Malik’s statement last Sunday, and yet
when we express our point of view, the
Politburo keep it out. Thus the people
behind the iron curtain do not realize
that we are a pesacasful nation and that
our deep desire is a just and lasting
peace for the entire world.

Mr. Epzaker, T yield 5 minutes to the
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Juppl.

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Spzaker, I am whole-
heartedly in favor of this conference
report. It ought to pass unanimously.

On a recent inspection trip some of us
n-ade to Europe I was struck by a remark
I heard a high American official make.
He was one of the leading architects of
our foreign policy during and after the
last war. He said the single biggest mis-
take made by our Government in World
‘War II was the Casablanca decision re-
quiring so-called unconditional sur-
render by the Germans. He said it was
the biggest mistake because it made no
differentiation between the Nazi Govern-
ment and the German people, and it gave
no hope to the German people, millions
of whom were opposed to Hitler and
would have worked harder than anybody
else in the world to overthrow him from
within while we were fizhting his regime
from without. Without some indication
that we were their friends as much as we
were Hitler’s enemies, they had little
choice except to ficht and support him.
That led to the unnzcessary loss of a
great many American lives and left a
vacuum in Germany with an inevitable
struggle between Russia and the West
over who is to fill the vacuum,

This resolution is evidence that we
have learned something from that ex-
perience. We co not want to make the
same kind of mistake again. It is de-
signed to begin the process of hammering
away relentlessly in every possible way to
pierce the iron curtain and get through
to the people who are enslaved behind it
that the American people do differen-
tiate sharply bhetween their tyrannical
Communist governments and the people
themselves. The governments are our
enemy. They are the eneruy of all free
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peoples. The peoples of those countries
are our friends, There is every reason,
in my judgment, why we should make
the maximum effort to make clear to
those people that we have no attitude
toward them whatsoever except one of
complete good will and a desire to en-
courage them in their efforts to regain
their freedom.

In the long run we can have no world
peace and no relaxation in our own coun-
try until the tyrannies that exist under
the domination of the Kremlin are over-
thrown. How can they be overthrown?
Only from the outside or from the inside.
Surely we do not want to have to do it
from the outside. That is the way that
would cost most in American money and
American lives, and leave us with a bur-
densome problem after the overthrow.

Surely to the extent that we can en=-
courage and strengthen resistance from
the inside we are saving American lives
and money and helping build friendly
forces that can take over the countries
after liberation. Therefore we must do
everything possible to give hope to these
people who in many places have been
reduced to despair.

We are facing a resourceful enemy
that uses two main weapons. One is
arms and the other is ideas. Sometimes
you hear people say, “Don’t worry about
the Soviet arms.
ultimately win. You cannot stop an idea
with a bullet.” That is true, but it is

“also true that you cannot stop a bullet
| with an idea. We cannot overcome their
bullets with our ideas, or their ideas
with our bullets. We have to have bet-
ter arms to overcome their arms and
better ideas to overcome their ideas. I
am not so worried today about the
strength of our arms as I was a year
or two ago. America and its allies are
rapidly rebuilding military strength.
Our greatest weakness now is in the field
of ideas. Our society is built on the
better idea but we are not using it ef-
fectively, we are not selling it.

Therefore, this resolution is a part of

our efforts to strengthen ourselves in
the vital field of defeating bad ideas with
good ideas, overcoming falsehood with
the truth, while at the same time we are
strengthening our arms in order to be
able to resist any attacks by them.

¢ I cannot imagine why anybody who
wants to save American lives or Ameri-
can dollars or American freedom would
vote against this resolution. It cannot
conceivably do any harm and it can
conceivably do a great deal of good.

One of the evidences of that is re-
ported on page 4 of the conference re=-
port. Just look at this quotation from
the Soviet press. It is the best proof
that the passage of the original resolu-
tion some weeks ago struck home in a
vital spot. The Soviet press said:

The authors of the resolution seek to con-
trast the Soviet Government with the Soviet
people. The absurdity and duplicity of such
an assertion is only too obvious. The Soviet
Government 18 serving only the interests of
the people. It enjoys the complete support
and confidence of the people, The Soviet
Government is firmly and persistently fight=
ing for peace because it is thereby expressing
the aspuatlons and da!endlng the vital inter-
ests of the Soviet people.

Our better idea will
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Do you suppose they would have both-
ered to go to all that trouble to deny
the implications in this resolution if it
were just an innocuous, plous gesture, as
someone has suggested? On the con-
trary, it shows that the resolution is a
powerful shaft and that it struck them
in the spot where they are weakest,
namely, that they do not have the sup-
port of their people,

Their squirming denial demonstrates
the wisdom and good strategy of a policy
of sound ideological warfare in this
struggle with a relentless enemy. So
if we want to win the over-all struggle
with a minimum of cost in lives from
our own homes and money from our
own pockets, it seems to me we must vote
unanimously for this conference report.
‘We must do everything we can to weaken
the enemy’s home front as well as to
strengthen ourselves and our allies.

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

Mr, JUDD. I yield to the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. KEARNEY. Simply as a matter

of personal information, can the gentle-
man tell me why the nations behind the
iron curtain were not mentioned in the
resolution by name?

Mr. JUDD. It does not mention them
by name, but you will note it says it is
“the deepest wish of our Nation to join
with all other nations in preserving the
dignity of man.” It “reaffirms the his-
toric and abiding friendship of the
American people for all other peoples.”
It begins with the major premise: The
people of the United States are friendly
toward all peoples. Among “all peo-
ples” are the Russian people. There-
fore we are friendly toward them.
Then we direct our attack at the Russian
Government because the real enemy is
not the people of Russia or the people
or the government of Czechoslovakia
or of Poland or of North Korea; the real
enemy is the government sitting in the
Kremlin. Why should we not pin the
rose where it belongs, on the one that
is responsible for pufting up the iron
curtain: It is the one we want to expose
and ultimately compel to remove the
iron curtain.

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

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr, Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Ten=
nessee [Mr. REECE].

Mr. REECE of Tennessee, Mr. Speak-
er, this resolution is an expression of
friendship on the part of the American
people for the peoples of all nations. It
does not specify any particular people
in the resolution. If we can convey to
the people of Russia or of any other na-
tion that has a totalitarian government
that we are a friend of all people, regard=
less of the type of government they have,
it would be helpful, I think, in building
up a counterforce to what is going on in
those countries at this time.

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

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. I yield.

Mr. GROSS. Is the friendship of the
American people suspect all over the
world?
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Mr. REECE of Tennessee. I do nob
think it is.

. Mg GROSS. Then why this resolu=
onry

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. This ex-
pression is pointed not to the people of
any one nation, but to the peoples of all
nations. Certainly it can do no harm.'
We are not suspect so far as the people
are concerned, but there are certain gov-
ernments that are making an eiffort to
make us suspect and that is what we
want to overcome. This expression
should be helpful.

Mr. GROSS. Then why not beam this
resolution at those governments?

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. It is the
hope that our Government will have
some means of making this expression of
friendship known to the people of Russia,

Mr. GROSS. You say all of the peo-
ple all over the world. Another question:
What other parliament, or what other
legislative body in the world is adopting
a resolution expressing its friendship for
the United States? Do you know of any?

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

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. I yield.

Mr. RIBICOFF. Of course I think the
United States should take the lead in
this. It is our hope that after this body;
expresses its friendship, and the Presi=
dent of the United States notifies the
Soviet Government, other legislative
bodies throughout the world will adopt
similar resolutions. It is no answer to
say “Why are we the first?” I think we
ought to be the first to make such an
expression at this time because the
United States is the leader of the free
world.

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

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman two additional minutes,

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. The gentle=

~man is quite correct. We are the leaders

and we are making an expression of
friendship which certainly can do no
harm. An expression of friendship will
do good if that expression is forcefully
carried to the peoples of the other na=
tions. That is the purpose of the reso=
lution. i

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

Mr. REECE of Tennessee, I yield.

Mr. RANKIN. Having gone through
the terrible aftermath of reconstruction
in the South, I want to ask the genile~
man from Tennessee if he does not think
the best thing we could do would be fo
stop this carpetbag regime with which
we are now punishing the German peo-
ple and try to make peace with them.
‘We are going to need them a darn sight
worse than we are going to need Russia,
if this thing keeps on.

Mr, REECE of Tennessee. I think the
expression of friendship ought to be
forcefully carried to the people.

Mr. RANKIN. You cannot make
peace with people by carrying on a car-
petbag administration, and by hanging
German soldiers, doctors, and civilians
5 or 6 years after the close of the war.
We know what happened after the War
Between the States. The people of the
South have never got over it. If has
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kept us divided for almost a century.
The thing we need most today is for the
real Americans of both sections to get
together and save this country.

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. I sympa=
thize with the gentleman’s feelings, but
had we had more expressions of this
kind at that time we would have had a
little easier time of it during the re-
construction period.

Mr. RANKIN. The long, drawn-out
friction between the North and South
was not about the war, but it was over
the evil blunders of reconstruction. Yet
we are doing the same thing in Germany
today, in a worse form, if possible, than
was perpetrated against the people of
the South.

We should make peace with the Ger-
man people. We may need them.

Mr, REECE of Tennessee. I hope
that that condition will be overcome.

Mr., WOOD of Idaho. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?
| Mr. REECE of Tennessee. I yield.

Mr. WOOD of Idaho. Do you not
think we ought to find out the constitu-
tional authority for this resolution,
wherein the effort to treat with other
countries is entirely 100 percent through
the present State Department, which
has been taken over from the American
people and the American Congress?

Mr. REECE of Tennessee. This reso-

lution expresses the hope that the Pres--

ident will find some manner of sending

an expression to the German people.
The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-

tleman from Tennessee has again ex-

pired.

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I yield
2 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. FoLToN].
| - Mr. FULTON. Mr. Speaker, I believe
at this time the Congress would like to
have a statement on the floor as to the
answer of the Secretary of State to my
‘question before the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee this morning.
! - The Secretary of State has stated that
he will not enter into negotiations with
the North Koreans or with Communist
China until he has assurances that each
of those nations will conform to the
Geneva Convention on American and
Allied Prisoners. That will mean good
news to the relatives and the families of
the soldiers of this country who have
been taken prisoner. There will be no
talk of peace unless these opponents tell
us who the prisoners are, where they are
located, their mailing addresses, and
identify them, and show us that they
took care of the wounded; and, in addi-
tion, let our packages and medical sup-
plies go through to them. The Secretary
of State secondly, in answer to my ques-
tion whether Formosa would be used as
a makeweight or a bargaining element in
making peace in Korea, has again as-
sured us for the administration that
Formosa will not be used as any bar-
gaining element in any peace negotia-
tions in Korea, and that the freedom of
the free people of Formosa will be re-
spected.

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

Mr. FULTON. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Missouri.
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Mr. ARMSTRONG. Can the gentle-
man tell us if he has any assurance from
either the President or the State Depart-
ment whether or not in this cease-
fire talk there will be any assurance to
the other peoples of the world that those
who have been declared the aggressors,
both by our Government and the United
Nations, will somehow be apprehended
and brought to the bar of international
justice and punished for their aggres-
sion, or whether we are going to sit down
and dicker on the thirty-eighth parallel,

Mr, FULTON. As I have no such as-
surance, I would yield to the gentleman
from South Carolina [Mr., RICHARDSI,
chairman of the Foreign Affairs Com-
mittee, to answer the gentleman’s ques-
tion, on behalf of the administration.

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

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. DoyLEl.

Mr. DOYLE. Mr. Speaker, I vigor-
ously support the conference report re-
affirming the friendship of the Ameri-
can people for all peoples of the world,
including the peoples of the Soviet
Union, and urge every Member of this
distinguished legislative body to approve
the same by his or her votz on the roll
call.

I supported the House resolution when
it was before us previously, and now that
the United States Senate has unani-
mously approved the text thereof and
it is referred back to this House for con-
ference consideration, I find pleasure
and satisfaction in again having oppor-
tunity to vigorously support the worthy
objectives as stated on the part of the
managers of the House and embodied in
the conference report.

Do not the first two paragraphs of this
report state what is in the heart and
mind and soul of all patriotic thinking
Americans?

First:

Whereas the goal of the American people
is now, and ever has been, a just and last-
ing peace; and

Second:

‘Whereas the deepest wish of our Nation
is to join with all other nations in preserv-
ing the dignity of man, and in observing
those moral principles which alone lend
meaning to his existence; and then each
and every subsequent statement in the re-
port, so clearly and ably made to us by
our own managers on the part of the House,
is likewise crystal clear in revealing to all
peoples of the world, the intent and purpose
of the American people to be friends with
all freedom-loving peoples of the world. Nor
does it put the soft pedal on any aggressive
communistic philosophy in the Soviet Union,
for it, among other things, states:

We know that the Soviet philosophy is
an aggressive one, The Politburo uses every
opportunity to attack peace-loving nations
by word and even by arms through its satel-
lites. These activities, bordering so close
to war, give us tremendous concern.

Previous speakers today have urged to
your attention that the battle of ideas
is not less important that the battle of
bullets and that both are sometimes nec=
essary. I state that the battle of ideas
is perpetually necessary, and I pray God
that the time may not be too far dis-
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tant when it shall be unnecessary to have
any battle of bullets. But, until that
happy day arrives, we must be prepared,
if needs be, to enforce peace by virtue
of our military strength and resourceful-
ness.

Inasmuch as previous remarks by
Members this day are strongly in accord
with my own convictions in the area of
the importance of promulgating to other
peoples of the world our concept of life
as rapidly as possible, I am reminded
that on May 23 on the floor of this House
I, amongst other things, stated:

We can help spank spreading communism
by spreading the practice of American ideal-
ism. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I have an abiding
and enduring faith that the American ideal-
ism which speaks out for human dignity
and for human rights can be made more
than a match for aggressive communism.
I read history which tells me that the surest
way a false idea or ideology can be whipped
is to match it with an idea or ideal which
has enduring value in the hearts and minds
and souls of men. The destiny of our Nation
ultimately will be determined by our applied
ideals and ideas far more than by power
and bombs.

So it is, by the express terms of this
conference report on which we are vot-
ing in a few minutes, again clearly stated
by the Congress of the United States—
by both Houses thereof—that we not
only oppose the Soviet philosophy of ag-
gressive communism, but that we have
something tangible and feasible which
can be possessed by the common people
of the world.

In other words, the raising of the hu-
man being to the level of personal dig-
nity with the freedoms which are ours,
for an idea which will promulgate hu-
man liberty of our own national secu-
rity and the security of the nations of
the world. This is the way we live, and
we must let the peoples of all other na-
tions know this at the earliest possible
moment. This resolution will be a pow-
erful factor in this regard. Peace is
the normal way of human life. Ameri-
cans are peace loving and abiding. This
resolution, given life, will help toward
world peace, peace with honor and as-
surance of it lasting, for when the
people of the world cement together for
peace, dictatorial government will not
destroy it.

Mr. RIBICOFF., Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr.
KERSTEN].

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin, Mr.
Speaker, a victim in the depths of his
torture is not much inspired or consoled
by expressions of sympathy from one
standing by when those expressions are
;:oupled with meekness toward the tor-

urer.

The people of the Soviet Union are the
foremost victims of a satanic tyranny-=
their own Communist regime, Since it
came into powei in 1917, this regime has
murdered over 49,000,000 of its own citi-
zens, The body of the Soviet citizenry
is presently being tortured on the rack of
the police state.

This resolution insofar as it expresses
sympathy for the peoples of the Soviet
Union is one step in the right direction.

But the greater part of the realities of
tle situation are left uutouched.



1951

There is a very large area in our rela-
tions with the peoples of the Soviet
Union and with the regime that now en-
slaves them which has not been covered,
I have attempted to cover that addi-
tional area by Resolution No. 89, intro-
duced by me on April 3, 1951, to which I
call to the committee's attention and I
ask that the committee give it early con-
sideration. I have also introduced Res-
olution No. 4, pertaining to the enslave-
ment of non-Russian peoples within the
Soviet Union; Resolution No. 119, per-
taining to the enslavement of the Hun-
garian people; Resolution No. 120, per-
taining to the enslavement of the Polish
people; Resolution No. 121, pertaining to
the enslavement of the Bulgarian peo-
ple; and Resolution No. 123, pertaining
to the enslavement of the Rumalian
people,

I also call the commitiee’s attention
to these additional measures.

The resolutions introduced by mz go
considerably further into the relation-
ship between the American people and
the Russian people than does the resolu-
tion we are now debating. They also go
into fields untouched by the instant res-
olution: Namely, the specific relation-
ship between the Soviet Government and
the various classes of Soviet society, the
basic rights of the Soviet citizens as hu-
man beings, specific measures that
might be taken to help the peoples of the
Soviet Union toward their liberation.

I was deeply impressed by the speech
of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
Juopl. He referred to the necessity of
assisting these unfortunate people in
overthrowing their government. Icom-
mend him for his forthright statement.
I believe that that is the great and ur-
gent necessity in the relationship be-
tween the free world and the slave world.
The world cannof continue to exist half
free and half slave,

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Huca D. ScorT, JR.1.

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield? Will the gentleman
yield me 1 minute to answer the gentle-
from Missouri [Mr. ARMSTRONG], because
I had passed the question to the chair-
man of the Foreign Affairs Committee
to be answered? The question has been
asked and it has not been answered.

Mr. RIBICOFF. I yield 1 minute to
the gentleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. FULTON. And I now yield for
answer to the gentleman from South
Carolina [Mr. RicHarDs], chairman of
the Foreign Affairs Committee, to the
gentleman’s question. =

Mr. RICHARDS. I did not hear the
gentleman’s question.

Mr. ARMSTRONG. The question I
asked, in substance, was whether we can
have assurance, as these cease-fire talks
are contemplated, that there will be
some agreement with those who have
been declared aggressors because of their
military action against free and peace-
ful peoples, namely, the North Koreans
and the Chinese Red Communists re-
gime, that those aggressors will be ap-
prehended and brought to the bar of
international justice for punishment, or
whether we are going to sit and dicker
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with them at the thirty-eighth parallel;
that we should have some assurance that
we are going ahead and fulfill the desire
of peaceful peoples that they be
punished.

Mr, RICHARDS. I am sure the gen-
tleman knows I cannot give him any
assurance on the question he has raised.

Mr., FULTON. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr, EEARNS].

Mr. KEARNS. Ishould like to inquire
of the members of the committee if this
resolution would in any way commit us
to this one-world plan?

Mr. FULTON. 1 do not believe this
resolution would commit us to a one-
world plan. It is merely an expression
of friendliness to all the peoples of the
world.

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Huer D, Scorrt, JR.].

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

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. I yield.

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Speaker, I hope
very much this resolution will pass unan-
imously in this House because I think it
is of very great value overseas.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. HUGH D, SCOTT, JR. I am
sorry; I have only 3 minutes; I cannot
yield,

Mr. Speaker, I may say that I support
the resolution.

I do not think, in supporting this reso-
lution, that it is necessary for any Mem-
ber of this House to disavow his de-
testation of aggressive, armed Soviet
Communist expansionism as now en-
forced from the top by its leaders. But
the desire for peace runs strong and
penetrates high and low in Soviet Russia.
I want to tell you a story.

Once upon a time not so very long ago

I had the very rare and unusual experi-
ence of a private conversation outside
the United States with a Russian com-
missar. I said to him: “My country is
strong, and proud, and great, and is pre-
pared to defend itself against aggression.
I know that your country is strong, and
proud, and great, and equally prepared
to defend itself. I hope that within your
counfry there will grow up a concern for
a peaceful way of life among all the
peoples of the world, a concern I am sure
exists on the part of the people of your
country, and I know it exists on the part
of our American people.”
- He looked down for a minute, then
he looked around to see whether any-
one else was within earshot. Then he
said, “Mr, Scort, do you like vodka?”

I had always thought vodka was some-
thing I could well do without, but I
thought, too, that protocol demanded
an answer and a friendly answer, so I
told him “Yes,” I appreciated the offer,
and the implication behind the offer. He
said, “Tomorrow at 10 o’clock. there will
be in your room the finest bottle of vodka
in this city.”

The next day at 10 o'clock that bottle
was there. It has not been consumed,
Mr. Speaker, but I keep it as a memento
of something very revealing. What?
The fact that that Russian commissar
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was trying to say to me that even as high
as he was in the hierarchy, the will and
the desire for a peaceful way of life
existed among the people behind the iron
curtain as it existed with him, and just
as it exists in this country.

I believe that truth is a flaming sword,
that if wielded with courage and intelli-
gence its sharp edge will cut through
error, rumor, distrust, suspicion, that if
the Russian people know the truth it is
the only hope they have of achieving
freedom, that only the truth will give
to them the incentive to find the ways
and the methods to join the ranks of
the free peoples, and that also is even
more true of the satellite nations behind
the iron curtain. I will therefore sup-
port this resolution of good will and of
friendship, this message of spiritual force
from a free and peaceful people to all
those who live in darkness and hunger
for the truth.

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. REams]
for a consent request.

Mr. REAMS. Mr. Speaker, I support
this resolution enthusiastically. It is an
expression of the American people for
an abiding friendship with the people
of the Soviet Union. May I briefly sum-
marize what it means to me:

We, the people, speaking through the
Congress of the United States, reaffirm
our historie friendship for all other peo-
ple. We regret the artificial barrier that
separates us from the Soviet people and
keeps them from learning of our desire

to live in friendship and to work with

them in advancing the ideal of human
brotherhood.

We believe that the Soviet Govern-
ment could immeasurably advance the
cause of peace if this barrier, which we
call the iron curtain, was removed,
With a free exchange of ideas and infor-
mation between us, you could then see
that neither we nor our Government
wants war or its terrible consequences.

We will defend ourselves if we are
forced to, because freedom means much
to us. But we welcome your help in
peacefully resolving any differences be-
tween your Government and ours. )

We invite you the Russian people to
work with us toward the realization of a
just and lasting friendship between our
Governments and the people of our re-
spective lands.

Those are the ideas which we express
when we vote for this resolution. But
let us not underestimate its value be-
cause it is couched in such simple words
and is so plain in its meaning. Great
mo ements have always appeared over
the horizon of history garbed so plainly
that they have not been recognized by
the sophisticated.

People have resisted the invasion of
marching armies but not the power of an
idea whose time has arrived. The simple
ideas expressed in this resolution when
implanted in the minds of the Russian
people may be more effective than all or
weapons of defense—as necessary as
armaments seem to you and to me today.
They may be the rearmament program
for which we strive.

I hope Mr. Speaker, this resolution
may have the unanimous vote of this
House,
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Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, a parlia-
mentary inguiry.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. RANKIN. This resolution does
not commit us to the United Nations,
does it?

Mr. RIBICOFF. This is a resolution
reaffirming the desire of Congress and
the American people for a just and last-
ing peace. It also confirms our inherent
friendship for all the peoples of the
world.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to the
gentleman from New York [Mr, Javitsl.

Mr. JAVITS. Mr, Speaker, let us un-
derstand what this resolution is. The
Russian people are not only kept en-
slaved by a dictatorship, but they are
kept enslaved by fear constantly dinned
into their ears over the radio and from
various sources that somehow or other
the “imperialists,” and that is always
pictured by the Communist propagan-
dists to include the United States, will
attack and enslave them. It is pointed
out to them by the same poisonous prop-
aganda that after World War I there
was an allied force which actually went
into Russia and occupied some of its
territory without in any way explaining
the situation of that time. The resolu-
tion before us is an effort to assure the
Russian people as to their own security
and as to their personal safety; and as
such, it is tremendously valuable be-
cause it is so true. The United States
wants to win in this situation with the
weapons of peace and it can do so only
if it gets across the truth of its peaceful
intentions; this we must do with the
peoples of the free world, but also with
the Russian and satellite peoples. This
resolution is an opportunity for doing so.
I hope the resolution will pass unani-
mously.

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. WOLVER-
TON].

Mr. WOLVERTON. Mr. Speaker,
Senate Concurrent Resolution 11 as now
before the House in the form of a favor-
able conference report has my entire ap-
proval. The underlying purpose of the
resolution is to give assurance to the peo-
ples of all nations of the friendship of
our Nation, expressed through its duly
elected representatives in House and
Senate.

The resolution clearly sets forth in un-
mistakable terms that our Nation has no
desire other than to promote peace and
good will among the nations of the world.
It deprecates conditions that preclude
the people of some nations from under-
standing our true and sincere objectives.
It is fervently hoped that this expression
of good will upon the part of the Con-
gress of the United States will go far in
giving assurance to all people that peace
and security for all people is the basie
policy of the Government of the United
States. At no time has the Nation sought
territorial gains or enhancement of its
material resources. We have already in
two world wars, and, in the Korean in-
cident, given evidence of a willingness to
sacrifice and die in the cause of liberty
and to protect the weak against the
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strong, to the end that justice might pre-
vail as between all peoples and nations,

America is a peace-loving Nation.
Naver in all the history of our Nation
can it be said that this Nation has pro-
voked war, but, on the contrary, time
and again, our strength and influence
have prevented war. The desire for
peace is the aspiration of our people.

Nowhere in all the world is there a
more pronounced and outstanding desire
for universal peace than in America.
Nowhere has there been a more ready
and willing response to every effort that
has been made to substitute pzaceful
means for the settlement of international
differences rather than resort to military
force. As a people we are justifiably
proud of the fact that our Nation, ahove
all others, has led in every movement to
establish principles upon which inter-
national peace might be promoted. The
peace of the world, made permanent and
secure, is the sincerest desire of our peo-
ple—an aspiration of the very heart and
soul of America. It was for this that
America shed her blood in two world
wars and in Korea. What finer or more
sacred contribution to the cause of peace
could there be?

As America in the past has sought to
foster and maintain peace and good will
among the nations of the world, so we
can with confidence locok into the future
with the fullest assurance, knowing full
well that peace and not war will continue
to be the aspiration of the heart and soul
of America.

This resolution, to which I give my full
support, is in my opinion an outstanding
document in that it sets forth in clear
and strong language the attitude of our
Natllon, and, makes plain that which is
now and always has been our policy since
the inception of our Government.

It is my fervent hope and prayer that
the passage of this resolution will make
plain to the peoples of the world the
true spirit of brotherhood that domi-
nates this Nation in all its undertakings
to advance the cause of peace and justice
in the world.

The resolution reads as follows:

Whereas the goal of the American people
is now, and ever has been, a just and lasting
peace; and

Whereas the deepest wish of our Nation is
to join with all other nations in preserving
the dignity of man, and in observing those
moral prineiples which alone lend meaning
to his existence; and

Whereas, in proof of this, the United States
has offered to share all that is good in atomic
energy, asking in return only safeguards
against the evil in the atom; and

Whereas the Congress reaffirms its policy
as expressed in law “to continue to exert
maximum efforts to obtain agreements to
provide the United Nations with armed forces
as contemplated in the Charter and agree-
ments to achieve universal control of weap=
ons and mass destruction and universal reg-
ulation and reduction of armaments, includ-
ing armed forces, under adequate safeguards
to protect complying nations against viola-
tion and evasion'; and

Whereas this Nation has likewise given
of its substance and resources to help those
peoples ravaged by war and poverty; and

Whereas terrible danger to all free peoples
compels the United States to undertake a

vast program of armaments expenditures;
and
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Whereas we rearm only with reluctance
and would prefer to devote our energies to
peaceful pursuits: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate concurring), That the Congress
of the United States reaffirms the historic
and abiding friendship of the American peo-
ple for all other peoples, and declares—

That the American people deeply regret
the artificial barriers which separate them
from the peoples cf the Union of Soviet So-
clalist Republics, and which keep the Soviet
peoples from learning of the desire of the
American people to live in friendship with
all other peoples, and to work with them in
advancing the ideal of human brotherhood;
and

That the American people believe the So-
viet Government could advance the cause -
of peace immeasurably by removing those
artificial barriers, thus permitting the free
exchange of information between our peo-
ples; and

That the American people and their Gov-
ernment desire neither war with the Soviet
Union nor the terrible consequences of such
a war; and

That, although they are firmly determined
to defend their freedom and security, the
American people welcome all honorable ef-
forts to resolve the differences standing be-
tween the United States Government and
the Soviet Government and invite the peo-
ples of the Soviet Union to cooperate in a
spirit of friendship in this endeavor; and

That the Congress request the President
of the United States to call upon the Gov-
ernment of the Union of Soviet Soclalist
Republics to acquaint the peoples of the
Soviet Union with the contents of this reso-
lution.

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I yield
3 minutes to the distinguished chairman
of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the
geatleman from South Carolina [Mr.
RicHARDS].

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr, Speaker, I hope
this conference report will be adopted
without a negative vote. As has been
said, it passed the Senate unanimously
and it was passed by the Foreign Affairs
Committee unanimcusly, This is the
next step to be taken.

Mr. Speaker, the thing for the Mem-
bers of this body to primarily remember
in the consideration of this measure is
that it commits the Congress and the
American people to the program of no
organization. It commits us to nothing
except friendship to all the peoples of
the earth.

This resolution was not proposed by
the State Department or any other de-
partment of our Government. It comes
from the people of America through the
Congress of the United States, made up
of their chosen representatives.

As the gentleman from Minnesota so
aptly said a few moments ago, a select
committee of this Congress, composed of
members of the Appropriations Commit-
tee, the Committee on Armed Services,
and the Committee on Foreign Affairs,
has just returned from Europe after 10
or 12 days of the hardest study and work
I think any committee ever made abroad.
One of the glaring weaknesses we found
abroad in this so-called warfare against
communism was in the field of the battle
of ideas. As has been said, we are com-
ing along pretty good in the field of the
military and in the field of economic co-
operation, but in the field of dissemina-
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tion of ideals and ideas we are sadly
deficient.

This is a statement from the people of
the United States to people everywhere
saying that no matter what you may
think of our Government or what we may
think of yours, so far as your people and
our people are concerned we have a com-
mon desire for peace and a friendly spirié
for each other,

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

Mr. RICHARDS. 1yield to the gentle-
man from Iowa.

Mr. GROSS. Was there a roll call in
the Senate on the passage of this
measure?

Mr. RICHARDS. No; there was not a
roll call. I hope there will not be a vote
against this conference report.

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

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Wis-
consin [Mr, KERSTEN].

Mr. EERSTEN of Wisconsin. M,
Speaker, I would like to ask the chair-
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs
a question, and I compliment him for
his expression regarding the feeling of
the {wo peoples, the American people and
the Russian people. But apart from
that, can the gentleman tell me as to
his idea, or does he believe any agree-
ment that we may make with the Soviet
regime would be effective, and, if so,
might not such an agreement be against
the Russian people?

Mr. RICHARDS. Ihave notany faith
at all in any agreement we have made
or may make with the Soviet regime;
therefore, our only sensible approach is
to the people of Russia and not to the
Government of Russia.

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin. I am
happy to hear the gentleman say that.

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

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I yield
1 minute to the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. Gavin].

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Speaker, would the
gentleman from South Carolina explain
this particular section:

Whereas, in proof of this, the United States
has offered to share all that is good in atomic
energy, asking in return only safeguards
against the evil in the atom—

And so forth.

Mr. RICHARDS. That is correct.

Mr. GAVIN. What does the gentle-
man mean by “share”?

Mr. RICHARDS. The United States
has announced to the people of all the
world on more than one occasion that
we consider atomic energy a force that
should be used for the benefit of all the
peoples of the earth and not as a force
of destruction. This resolution re-
asserts that principle.

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the distinguished majority
leader, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. McCorMACK].

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Speaker, the
reason that the conference report is be-
fore us now is due to practical condi-
tions. A few weeks ago this resolution

* came up under suspension of the rules, as
I remember. On that day there was no
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controversial legislation and many Mem-
bers were engaged in their office work or
in conferences, or performing their
duties with different agencies of Gov-
ernment in connection with their con-
stituents, and the result was that there
were few Members on the floor ai the
time. You and I know that the vote on
that occasion represented the will of the
House as a whole. But, we found out,
due to the fact that there were few
Members present on that occasion, that
the Communists abroad used that for
propaganda purposes against us and
against the very purposes of the resolu-
tion. Therefore a very practical situa-
tion presented itself to us as the result
of which the resolution as it passed the
House, in different form in detail than
it passed the Senate, was sent to con-
ference, to come back for a separate vote
at a time when the full will of the House
might be expressed on this particular
resolution.

There will be a roll call on the reso-
lution because, again, from a practical
angle, that is advisable and wise. The
contents of the resolution certainly rep-
resent the hopes and the aspirations and
the policies of our Nation. I think it
represents the hopes and the aspirations
of every decent-minded person. No
harm ean certainly come out of its adop-
tion and an awful lot of good might come
out of its adoption.

I think the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. Juppl, as well as other speakers, but
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr.
Juopl, in particular, gave to the House
the benefit of his profound knowledege
on this particular resolution when he
said that it is in *‘the field of ideas” that
we have got to take the affirmative. I
thoroughly agree with the gentleman.
‘When he talks about “the field of ideas™
he is also talking about the minds of
people, because in the challenge that
confronts the world today there is a
difference in philosophy, that is, our
philosophy against the ideology of
atheistic communism, and that comes
within the purview of “the field of ideas,”
or what mirht otherwise be termed, but
meaning the same thing, “the battle of
the mind.”

Behind the iron curtain and through-
cut this world in nations dominated by
dictators, whether vieious or benevolent,
but addressing myself to the totalitarian
type, there are countless millions of per-
sons who are hoping for their day of
deliverance. There are countless mil-
lions of human beings who want liberty.
That is something which we all obtain
from God Himself through the natural
law. The people dominated by totali-
tarian regimes inherit the same desire
through the natural law that we have
inherited.

One of the great inheritances by and
through the natural law is the desire of
every man and woman for some degree
of freedom, Behind the iron curtain in
those countries dominated by Commu-
nist regimes are countless millions of
persons who have the desire for freedom
and who are hoping and praying for the
day of their deliverance. This resclu-
tion might make some contribution in
that respect.
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In all honesty, I cannot see why any
Member would vote against the resolu-
tion. I hope no Member will. But in
any event, if any do, I hope the vote on
the part of the House will be overwhelm-
ing, conveying as it will behind the iron
curtain—it will trickle through to those
people—the sentiments of the people of
the United States for peace, for friend-
ship, and for freedom, not only for our-
selves but for the people of those lands
where it is eifectively denied at the
present time.

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

Mr, McCORMACEK.
gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. GROSS. We are being called upon
to pass this friendship resolution. We
passed a resolution not so long ago
branding China as an aggressor. Does
the gentleman suppose that when the
next police action is started we will get
a resolution before the House of Rep-
resentatives to approve or disapprove
that police action?

Mr. McCORMACEK. The gentleman is
asking a question which has no relevance
to the matter before the House.

Mr. GROSS. It has every relevance
to it.

Mr. McCORMACK. In my opinion,
the gentleman’s question has no rele=-
vance to the matter beforé the House.
I say that with all respect for the gen-
tleman’s views. I am talking on this
particular friendship resolution. It is
one that every one of us could well vote
for, and I hope there will be no vote
against it.

Mr. Speaker, throughout its proud his-
tory, this Chamber has echoed the con-
victions of those whom we represent.
There are issues upon which the Ameri-
can people are divided. That division is
reflected here, and the will of the ma-
jority prevails. That is true democracy
in action.

But there are many profound convic-
tions shared by an overwhelming ma-
jority of the people of our Nation. These
convictions are rightfully a powerful
force in shaping the destiny of civiliza-
tion. When, in the exercise of our du-
ties, we give voice to these convictions—
then, we have contributed toward the
universal understanding which must be
the foundation of any just and enduring

I yield to the

peace.

We now have an opportunity to make
such a contribution. There is before
the House a concurrent resolution ex-
pressing once more the deep friendship
of the American people for all cother
peoples.

It is especially fitting that we reafiirm
this abiding feeling for all peoples, at
this time. We live in 4 world threatened
by tyranny. The enemies of freedom
have enslaved millions, and conspire to
extend their sway through new aggres-
sions.

The heart of this conspiracy lies
among the rulers of the Soviet Union,
and its strength lies in the iron grip
which the conspirators have fastened
upon the bodies and minds of the pecples
of the Soviet Union.

By artificial barriers, the conspirators
have denied these great peoples all con-
tact with the frez worild. They have
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launched a “hate America” campaign of
unexampled virulance. The Soviet peo-
ples are told they have no friends, save
their masters. They are told that the
American people are their enemies, and
that they must stand ready, at their
masters’ bidding, to destroy America.

This monstrous lie is vital to the Com-
munist bid for world domination. If itis
not destroyed, the future of civilization
is dark and forbidding. Destroy it—and
mankind can resume the march toward
peace, and freedom, and justice, and
decency.

I say to you that it is our duty to de-
stroy this lie; to make every effort to let
the Soviet peoples know that Americans
are their friends, not their enemies; that
we seek only to work with all men “in
advancing the ideal of human brother-
hood.”

This is the purpose of the coneurrent
resolution now before the House. In
simple language, it states the feelings of
the American people.

It reaffirms their friendship for their
fellow men.

It expresses the convietion that the So-
viet Government has done a disservice to
peace by isolating the Soviet peoples
from their friends.

It states forcefully and directly that
the American people abhor war and its
terrible consequences.

It sets forth again our eagerness for
just and honorable settlement of differ-
ences between nations; and invites the
cooperation of the Soviet peoples toward
this end.

And finally, the resolution asks that
the President call upon the Soviet Gov-
ernment fo acquaint Soviet peoples with
these abiding convictions of the American
peJple,

This is a challenge to the Soviet rul-
ers. It says to them: “Let your people
know the truth.”

We must acknowledge that they may
reject the challenge. They may seek to
keep this message from those for whom
it is intended.

If they do this—if they reject the
challenge—they will have admitted their
guilt, and their lies.

But they proclaim themselves the
champions of peace. Their deeds belie
them, but let us give them one more op-
portunity. If we adopt this resolution, we
say to the men in the Kremlin: “If you
seek peace, let there be an end to these
lies. Let the peoples of the Soviet Union
know the truth about the American
people. Then, let them judge for them-
selves.”

Mr. RANKIN. 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
Mississippi?

. 'There was no objection.

- Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, it is un-

fortunate that this resolution was not

debated thoroughly, and the House given

all the facts involved.

! It is my intention to vote “present.”

I do not like to be put in the attitude of
voting against an alleged expression of

~ “friendship,” and I certainly do not want

Po be put in the position of underwriting

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

by my vote some of the expressions con-
tained in this resolution.

In the first place, I am disturbed over
this expression:

The United States has offered to share
all that is good in atomlic energy, asking in
return only safeguards against the evil in
the atom.

Just how much attention commu-
nism would pay to the last portion of
that statement is certainly problemati-
cal. After we had shared “all that is
good in atomic energy,” how do we know
what use would be made of it?

We had better build up our own de-
fenses, including the strongest air force
on earth, with an ample supply of atomic
bombs, an adequate Navy, and a radar
perimeter covering the entire Western
Hemisphere. Then, I dare say, no na-
tion will dare attack us, because they
know that to do so would probably mean
their destruction.

But one of the most dangerous pro-
visions of this resolution is this one:

Whereas the Congress reaffirms its policy
as expressed in law “to continue to exert
maximum efforts to obtain agreements to
provide the TUnited Nations with armed
forces as contemplated in the Charter and
agreements to achieve universal control of
weapons of mass destruction and universal
regulation and reduction of armaments, in-
cluding armed forces, under adequate safe-
guards to protect complying nations against
violation and evasion.”

In other words, this resolution under-
writes the United Nations and would
make of it a supergovernment to control
the weapons of destruction, even in the
United States.

Everyone knows that this United Na-
tions is teeming with Communists who
are bent on the destruction of this Gov-
ernment, the wiping out of Christianity,
and destroying the American way of life.

They have already attempted to repeal
some of our local laws, such as alien
land laws, and are now frying to inter-
fere with our marriage laws and our
school laws in the various States. In
that way, they are stirring up race trou-
ble throughout the country and subject-
ing the people of the South to a degree
of irritation, if not persecution, they
have not experienced since the dark days
of reconstruction.

The sooner we get out of this United
Nations, and get that group of spies out
of this country, the better it will be for
these United States,

As T said, I do not want to be put into
the awkward position of voting against
“peaceful relations” with the peoples of
other countries throughout the world,
but I cannot vote for a resolution con-
taining provisions that I fear would not
contribute to the welfare or the safety
of my country.

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

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

‘There was no objection.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I know of
no substantial reason why this resolu=
tion is before the House of Representa-
tives unless it is admitted by proponents
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that the friendship of the American
people toward other people of the world
is suspect.

And still unanswered is my question
as to whether legislative bodies in other
nations of the world have or contem-
plate adopting resolutions professing
friendship for the people of the United
States.

In the minds of other people, the world
over, we will be measured by our deeds,
not by what we say. We will judge for-
eign governments and their people like-
wise.

Members of the House have a right to
expect, as I suggested to the gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCorMAcK],
that if resolutions dealing with foreign
relations are to be decided by a record
vote, there should also be record votes
approving or rejecting police actions
such as President Truman launched in
Korea.

There is no reluctance on the part
of the House leadership in bringing to
the floor a resolution branding the Chi-
nese as aggressors or this one professing
friendship for everyone. But the House
was denied even the slightest considera-
tion of an action that threw the Nation
into one of its most sanguinary wars—
an action that has affected every home
in America.

In my opinion the pending resolution
will accomplish no good and it may do
no particular harm.

For that reason I will neither support
nor oppose it. I will vote “present.”

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, during
the last 6 years since the end of World
War II we have been trying to achieve
permanent peace by direct negotiation,
In this we have failed time and again.
This resolution is now a part of a plan
of appealing directly to the peoples
themselves who live behind the iron eur-
tain. If we are to keep the friendship of
those peoples, it is necessary that our
position be not only clearly stated but
also understood. By this resolution we
are trying to get the thoughts of this
body about peace to the ordinary man at
the street level. If there is any vulner-
able spot in the Soviet Union, I believe
that we are striking at it in this reso-
lution. Our battle is the free exchange
of ideas and I agree with the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. Jupp]l when he

states our position as “fighting ideas with
other better ideas.”

At the present time the Soviet Union
is carrying on a campaign and is using
the word “peace” on every occasion. I
presume that if that word is used often
enough some people would come to be-
lieve it regardless of the manner in which
it was used or by whom it was spoken,

I believe that we are on the right track
by showing that the two legislative bodies

in this country are directly behind the

idea of spreading the truth about our
stand toward other peoples of the world.
There is nothing to be feared so much
as for us to be misrepresented or to be
misunderstood. This resolution is just
one more striking example of our attempt
to tell the truth to other peoples of our
peaceful intentions toward them.

Mr. RIBICOFF., Mr. Speaker, I move
the previous guestion.

The previous question was ordered,
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The SPEAKER. The question is on
the conference report.

Mr. RIBICOFF. Oan that, Mr. Speak=
er, I demand the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 351, nays 6, answered “pres-
ent” 8, not voting 67, as follows:

[Roll No. 88]
YEAS—350

Aandahl Dague Jenkins
Abbitt Davis, Ga. Jensen
Abernethy Davis, Tenn. Johnson
Addonizio Davis, Wis. Jonas
Albert Deane Jones, Ala,
Allen, Callf, DeGraffenried Jones, Mo.
Andersen, Delaney Jones,

H. Carl Dempsey Hamilton C,
Anderson, Calif.Denny Jones,
Andresen, Denton ‘Woodrow W.

August H. Devereux Judd
Andrews Dollinger Earsten, Mo.
Anfuso Dolliver Eean
Angell Donohue Eearney
Arends Donovan Keating
Armstro Dorn Kelly, N. Y.
Aspinall Doughton Eennedy
Auchincloss Doyle i Keogh
Ayres Eaton + 1 Eerr
Balley Eberharter Kersten, Wis.
Baker Elliott Eilburn
Bakewell Ellsworth
Barden Elston Kirwan
Baring Engle KElein
Barrett Fallon Kluczynski
Bates, Ey Felghan Lane
Bates, Mass, Fellows Lanham
Battle Fenton Lantaff

Fernandez Latham

Beamer Fine Lesinski
Beckworth Fisher Lovre
Belcher Fogarty Lucas
Bender Forand Lyle
Bennett, Fla, Ford MecCarthy
Bennett, Mich, Forrester McConnell
Bentsen Fugate MecCormack
Berry Fulton McCulloch
Betts Gamble McGregor
Eishop Garmatz McGulre
Blackney McEKinnon
Boggs, Del. Gathings McMullen
Bolling Gavin McVey
Bolton George Machrowicz
Bonner Golden Mack, Wash
Bosone Goodwin Mad
Bow Gordon Mahon
Boykin Gore Mansfield
Eramblett Gossett Marshall

ray Graham Martin, Iowa
Brehm Granahan Martin, Mass.
Brooks Grant Mason
Brown, Ga. Green Meader
Brown, Ohlo Greenwood Miller, Md.
Brownson Gregory Miller, Nebr.
Bryson Gwinn Mills
Budge Hagen Mitchell
Burdick Hale Morgan
Burleson Hall, Morris
Burnside Leonard W. Morrison
Busbhey Halleck Morton
Bush Hand Multer
Butler Hardy Mumma,
Byrnes, Wis. Harris Murdock
Canfield Barrison, Va. Murray, Tenn
Cannon Harrison, Wyo. Nelson
Carlyle Hart Nicholson
Case Havenner Norblad
Celler Hays, Ohio Norrell
Chatham Hedrick O'Brien, 11
Chelf Heflfernan O’Hara
Chenoweth Heller O'Neill
Chiperfield Herlong Ostertag
Chudoff Herter Passman
Church Heselton Patman
Clemente Hess Patten
Clevenger Hill Patterson
Cole, Eans, Hinshaw Perkins
Cole, N. Y. Hoeven Phillips
Colmer Hoffman, 11, Pickett
Combs Holifield Poage
Cooley Holmes Polk
Cooper Hope Potter
Corbett Horan Price
Cotton Howell Priest
Coudert Hull Prouty
Crawford Hunter Quinn
Crosser Jackson, Wash. Rabaut
Crumpacker James Radwan
Cunningham Jarman Rains
Curtis, Mo. Javits Reams
Curtis, Nebr, Jenison Reece, Tenn,
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Reed, 111, Sheehan . Van Pelt
Rees, Kans, Shelley ~ Van Zandt
Regan Sheppard Vaughn
Rhodes Short inson
Ribicoff Sieminski Vursell
Richards Simpson, I1. Walter
Riley Sittler ‘Welchel
Rivers Smith, Miss, Welch
Roberts Smith, Va Wharton
Robeson Smith, Wis Wheeler
Rodino Spence ‘Whitaker
Rogers. Colo.  Springer Widnall
Rogers, Fla Btaggers ‘Wier
Rogers, Mass, Stanley Wigglesworth
Rogers, Tex Steed Williams, Miss.
Rooney Stefan Williams, N. ¥
Roosevelt Btigler Willls
Sabath s n Wilson, Ind
Sadlak Taber Wilson, Tex
Basscer Tackett Winstead
Saylor Talle Withrow
Scott, Hardie Taylor Wolcott
Scott, Teague Wolverton

Hugh D., Jr. Thomas Wood, Ga
Scrivner Thompson, Yates
Bcudder Mich. Yorty
Secrest Thompson, Tex, Zablocki
Beely-Brown  Thornberry

‘er Towe
NAYS—6

Hoffman, Mich. Schwabe Werdel
Reed, N. Y. Smith, Eans, Wood, Idaho

ANSWERED "PRESENT"—8

Buffett Jackson, Calif. Rankin
Gross Eearns St. George
Hillings Poulson
NOT VOTING—68

Adair Hall, Murray, Wis.
Allen, I, - Edwin Arthur O'Brien, Mich.
Allen, La. - Harden O'Konski
Blatnik + Harvey O'Toole
Boggs, La. - Hays, Ark. Philbin
Breen i Hébert Powell
Buckley - Irving Preston
Burton Kelley, Pa. Ramsay
Byrne,N. ¥ Kilday Redden
Camp Larcade Riehlman

LeCompte Slkes
Cox Lind Simpson, Pa.
Dawson McDonough Sutton
D’'Ewart McGrath Tollefson
Dingell McMillan Trimble
Dondero Mack, Ill, Vail
Durham Magee Velde
Evins Merrow Vorys
Flood Miller, Calif Watts
Frazler Miller, N. ¥ Whitten
Furcolo Morano Wickersham
Gillette Moulder Woodrufl
Granger Murphy

So the conference report was agreed fo.
The Clerk announced the following

. Hébert with Mr, Miller of New York.

. Sikes with Mr. Adair.

. Trimble with Mr. Velde,

. Lind with Mr. Harvey.

. Magee with Mr. Riehlman,

. Murphy with Mr. D'’Ewart.

. Evins with Mr. O'Eonski

. Carnahan with Mr. LeCompte.

. Kelley of Pennsylvania with Mr. Mur=
of Wisconsin.

Burton with Mr. McDonough.

Buckley with Mr. Merrow,
Wickersham with Mr. Edwin Arthur

EEEEEEEEEE, .
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Miller of California with Mrs. Harden.
O'Brien of Michigan with Mr. Tollef-

O'Toole with Mr. Woodrufl.
Preston with Mr. Allen of Illinols.
Granger with Mr. Vail

Dingell with Mr. Dondero.

Mr. McGrath with Mr. Morano.

Mr. Furcolo with Mr. Vorys.

Mr. SuePPARD changed his vote from
‘lnay’l to 1lyea.!.

Mrs. St. GEoRGE changed her vote from
“yea” to “present.” .

eeesfenlene
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The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.
GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARES

Mr. RIBICOFF. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members

may have five legislative days in which
to extend their remarks at the point in

- the Recorp just prior to the ordering of

the previous question.

The SPEAEER. 1Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Connecticut?

There was no objection.

LEGISLATIVE REORGANIZATION ACT

Mr. SABATH, from the Committee on
Rules, reported the following privileged
resolution (H. Res. 285, Rept. No. 647),
which was referred to the House Calen-
dar and ordered fo be printed:

Resolved, That immediately upon the adop~
tion of this resclution it shall be in order to
move that the House resolve itself info the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union for the consideration of the bill
(H. R. 1181) to amend section 207 of the
Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946 so as
to authorize payment of claims arising from
the correction of military or naval records.'
That after general debate, which shall be
confined to the bill and continue not to ex-
ceed 1 hour, to be equally divided and con-'
trolled by the chairman and the ranking
minority member of the Committee on
Armed Services, the bill shall be read for
amendment under the 5-minute rule. At
the conclusion of the consideration of the
bill for amendment, the Committee shall
rise and report the bill to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted
and the previous question shall be consid-!
ered as ordered on the bill and a.l:nenct.tmal:ltaI
thereto to final passage without intervening
motion, except one motion to recommit. |

NAVAL VESSELS -

Mr. COLMER (on behalf of Mr.
Cox), from the Committee on Rules,
reported the following privileged resolu-
tion (H. Res. 286, Rept. No. 648), which
was referred to the House Calendar and
ordered to be printed:

Resolved, That immediately upon the adop-
tion of this resolution it shall be in order to
move that the House resolve itself into the

. Committee of the Whole House on the State

of the Union for the conslderation of the bill
(H. R. 3463) to authorize the transfer of cer-'
tain naval vessels. That after general de-'
bate, which shall be confined to the bill and
continue not to exceed 1 hour, to be equally
divided and controlled by the chairman and
ranking minority member of the Commitiee
on Armed Services, the bill shall be read for
amendment under the 5-minute rule. At
the conclusion of the consideration of the
bill for amendment, the Committee shall rise
and report the bill to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted and
the previous question shall be considered as
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion,
except one motion to recommit.

IMPORTATION OF FOREIGN
TURAL WOREERS
Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I call up
House Resolution 257 and ask for its im-
mediate consideration.
The Clerk read the resolution, as
follows:
Resolved, That immediately upon the

adoption of this resolution it shall be in
order to move that she House resclve itself

AGRICUL-
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into the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 3283) to amend the Agri-
cultural Act of 1949. That after general de=-
bate which shall be confined to the bill and
continue not to exceed 2 hours, to be
equally divided and controlled by the chair-
man and ranking minority member of the
Committee on Agriculture, the bill shall be
read for amendment under the 5-minute
rule. At the conclusion of the considera-
tion of the bill for amendment, the Com=
mittee shall rise and report the bill to the
House with such amendments as may have

been adopted and the previous question shall’

be considered as ordered on the bill and
amendments thereto to final passage with=-
out intervening motion except one motion
to recommit.

{- Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
30 minutes to the gentleman from Ore-
gon [Mr. ELLsworTH], and pending that
I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
North Carolina [Mr. CooLEY].

\. Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, several
months ago I appointed a subcommittee
and directed the members of that sub-
Icommittee to carefully consider all
'aspects of the problems involved in the
|use of Mexican nationals on the farms
'of our country. The committee was
authorized to conduct studies, hold
‘hearings, and to make such investiga-

tions as might be deemed necessary.

{Hearings were held in different parts of
.the country and the hearings were well-
‘attended by interested parties. Hearings
{ were held here in Washington, and I am
“gertain that all parties interested were
'accorded an opportunity to be heard
land to be present their views. As a
'result of the studies, investigations, and
‘hearings, the House Committee on Agri-
culture reported the bill now under con-
sideration. Thisa very important meas-
jure and vitally affects many people.
Failure to pass the pending bill might
very well likewise vitally affect the pro-
duction of essential food and fiber.
American agriculture has embarked
upon a greatly expanded program. High
production goals have been fixed and
the farmers of the Nation have been
called upon to produce the abundance
which will be needed. American agri-
culture has been called upon again to
fill the bread basket of democracy. We
can recall with great pride how the
American farmer discharged his assign-
ment in World War II. Our farmers
performed magnificently and actually
amazed the world with their production,
The bill which we are presenting seeks
to deal with an unfortunate situation.
It is unfortunate that we do not have in
America sufficient farm labor to harvest
the abundant production of our farm
lands. There is no question about a
shortage of farm labor. Everyone fa-
miliar with the situation is apparently
willing to admit that there is a great
need for a great number of laborers for
the farms of America. Because there
may perchance be unemployment in
some of our metropolitan centers does
not necessarily mean that the unem-
ployed of the cities are available for
farm labor., The situation now facing

us has actually existed for many years.

k In the past, Mexican farm workers,
without regard for our immigration laws,~
_have crossed the border and have per-:
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formed farm work in many States. Our
immigration authorities have been un-
able to cope with the situation. Many
of these so-called wetbacks have been
exploited by selfish landlords. Some of
these wetbacks have remained in
America, our immigration laws to the
contrary notwithstanding. Some of
them, knowing that they were illegally
in this country, no doubt feel somewhat
as fugitives, and they cannot, therefore,
demand fair wages and decent living
conditions. We seek by the pending bill
not to legalize the entry or the status
of wetbacks who are illegally in this
country, but we can try to provide ma-
chinery which will authorize the entry of
Mexican workers under the terms of a
contract which is negotiated and agreed
upon by the officials of the American
Government and officials of the Mexican
Government, and it is clearly under-
stood and agreed that Mexican laborers
desiring to enter America for farm work
will be carefully screened before being
admitted. Protection is afforded the
workers and the landlords and both
Governments and it should certainly
bring about a great improvement in the
deplorable situation which has existed
in the past. This is not a local, district,
or State matter. Mexican workers have
been used in about 18 States of the
Union in the harvesting of crops. Mexi-
cans will not be permitted to enter as
contract laborers for the purpose of ac-
cepting employment in this couniry ex-
cept upon proper certification to the
effect that no American is available to
perform the services. How then can it
possibly be contended that Mexican la-
borers will take over the jobs of Ameri-
can workers?

I would like to call your attention to
the fact that our cotton farmers have
been called upon to produce a 16,000,000
bale cotton crop. Almost all of the
American cotton crop must be picked by
human hands, and cotton pickers in suf-
ficient numbers are not available in the
American labor market. Unfortunately,
they must be imported or brought in
from other places, This situation is not
only true in the cotton country; the
same problem exists with fruits and veg-
etables and with a variety of crops.

I shall not attempt to discuss the de-
tails of the pending measure but shall
leave that assignment to the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. Poacel, the chairman
of the subcommittee. I urge you to give
Mr. Poace your careful attention, as I
am certain that he will intelligently dis-
cuss all phases of the matter, and I be-
lieve that if you understand the provi=
sions of the bill you will agree that the
House Committee on Agriculture has
done a very good job. If this bill is con-
troversial, I am frankly of the opinion
that it is because its purpose and provi-
sions are not fully understood.

Certainly no member of the House
Committee on Agriculture would be will-
ing to bring in foreign labor to take jobs
away from American citizens., I do not
suppose you could find 30 better Ameri-

~cans than the 30 members of the House
.Committee on Agriculture, and certainly
{every member of our committee is not
<on1y interested in farmers and farm
problems but is likewise interested in
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American laboring men and in the gen-
eral welfare of all our people. Certainly
no American landlord would prefer to
give work to an alien in preference to a
citizen, nor is it reasonable to believe
that American employers of farm labor
would be willing to incur the expense
and to assume the risk incident to bring-
ing in foreign labor if local labor were
available.

Let us start this discussion by realiz-
ing the urgent need for importing Mexi-
cans to do a job which otherwise will not
be done. :

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

Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle-
man from Iowa.

‘Mr. GROSS. Are they drafting farm
boys in North Carolina?

Mr. COOLEY, Yes, they are drafting
farm boys not only in North Carolina
but in all the other agricultural States
in the Union.

Mr. GROSS. They are in the State
of Iowa, that I well know.

Mr. COOLEY. I would just like to
say this, without attempting to discuss
the details of the measure before you,
that I do hope you will listen as it is
discussed. I again urge you to listen to
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Poacel,
the chairman of the subcommittee that
conducted the hearings, He under-
stands all of the problems here pre-
sented. If you will listen to him as he
presents the bill, I think you can vote
more intelligently.

I know none of us want to destroy the
labor market, none of us want to break
down our immigration laws. We have
provided in this bill safeguards which
we think will enable us to bring in the
labor and return the labor. The gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. PoacEl was in
Mexico at the time of the negotiations
between our Government and the Mex-
ican Government regarding the impor-
tation of Mexican labor to our Nation.
This problem has been handled at a
high level, and we are trying to protect
the immigration laws. I think that
when the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Poace] comes to discuss the details you
will understand the bill better.

NARCOTIC PEDDLERS TO TEEN-AGE DRUG
ADDICTS AMERICA'S MAJOR CRIMINALS

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorp and
include extraneous matter.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I have
introduced H. R. 4593 which has for its
purpose imposing of life sentences on
certain major ecriminal addicts with
death sentences in certain cases where
these diabolical criminals are convicted
of peddling these habit-forming drugs to
persons under the age of 21 years and
thereby making them slaves of the drug
habit.

Traffic in these habit forming nar-
cotic drugs has become a menace to
thousands of young people in our schools
and there is a determined effort being
made throughout the Nation to stamp
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out this nefarious practice. I believe
that thLe severe penalties provided in this
legislation, which has also been intro-
duced in the Senate, will be a deterrent
to these dope peddlers and will help to
destroy this inhuman practice.

‘Harry J. Anslinger, United States Nar-
cotics Commissioner, has described this
increasing traffic in an interview appear-
ing in a recent issue of United States
News and World Report which I include
as part of these remarks;

[From the United States News and World
Report of June 29, 1951]
TeeN-AcE Dope Appicts: NEw PrOBLEM?—

Narcortics CHIEF Says ONLY Bie CiTiEs

BUFFER

{Juvenile dope addicts are a sign of the
times. Their number is increasing rapidly
in the big cities. Youngsters start on mari-
huana, quickly graduate to other narcoties.
Smugglers, dope peddlers keep them sup-
plied. In the following recorded interview
Harry J. Anslinger, United States Narcotics
Commissioner, tells what is behind the dope
spree, where it is centered, and how to com-
bat it.)

Question. Is teen-age addiction to nar-
cotics limited to major cities, Mr. Commis~
sloner?

‘Commissioner ANSLINGER. Yes; it is.

Question. It isn't spread  generally

throughout the country?

" Answer. No. There is little of it In small
citles and rural areas.

Question. Then 1is there
epldemic?

Answer. I wouldn't say an epidemic. We
have a situation in the metropolitan cen-
ters—New York, Philadelphia, Washington,
Baltimore, Detroit, Chicago, 8t. Louis, and
New Orleans.

. -Question. No city on the west coast?

' .Answer, We haven’t seen it there. In Seat-
tle they say, “What's worrying them back
East? We haven't seen it.”

Question. Has teen-age use of drugs ace
tually increased in the last few years?

Answer. Yes; it has. It happened after the
First World War, too, and the rate was much

actually an

higher then. I hope it is a temporary
phenomenon. It is happening in many
other countries. Turkey is one. And you

see all this bebop partying in London—
marihuana parties and all that. In Japan,
the first time they had addiction was in 1940,
There is a lot of it now.

Question, Do you trace it to the war?

Answer,. I think it is just a general break-
down—breaks in family life, lack of parental
control, lack of personal responsibility in the
home. Repeatedly we sald it was coming,
as supply spots were opening in Turkey, Italy,
and China, and we might as well face it.

Of course, we thought the returning GI
would be a problem, but he didn’t turn out
to be one at all. He came back perfectly
clean and he stayed clean. He stayed out of
this. Tt's the kids who never saw a gun.
It is hard to figure out the reasons. Family
conditions have a lot to do with it.

Question. Is it correct that addiction
among young people has doubled or tripled
in 1950 and again this year?

Answer, Oh, it has. I think I made that
statement, At the Lexington, Ky., hospital
for addicts we find that our average age has
dropped 10 years, from 36 to 26, in just 2
years' time.

Question. That is because more teen-agers
use narcotics?

Answer. Yes. And they are all from
metropolitan centers. High-school addic-
tion, as far as we find right now, is confined
to New York City.

They say, educate them. But what educa-
tion can you give children who are not in
school? In a weak mind? Education on
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narcotics places ideas. I don’t think it is a
wise thing. -

Question. Is there more addiction among
boys than girls?

Answer. It's 10 boys to 1 girl. If anything,
the proportion of girls is decreasing.

Question. Are the youngsters who use dope
mostly from broken, unfortunate families?

Answer. Yes, they are. And so many of
them have criminal records before we get
to them. That, again, shows that criminals
make addicts and addicts make criminals.

Question, What is the relative use of
marijuana, cocaine, and heroin among teen-
agers?

Answer. Hardly any cocaine. They start
on marijuana, then graduate to heroin.
Marijuana is the dried leaves and flower of
the hemp plant. It is put up in cigarettes,
“reefers,” and smoked.

Question. Is it illegal to smoke marijuana?

Answer, It is illegal to possess it. And you
can’t smoke marijuana without possessing it.

Question. Is it habit forming? Is it as
dangerous as other narcotics?

Answer, It is habit forming but not addic-
tion forming. It is dangerous because it
leads to a desire for a greater kick, from
narcotics that do make addicts,

Question. What is heroin?

Answer. A narcotic produced from mor-
phine, which in turn 1is produced from
oplum. Its production has been forbidden
in this country since 1922,

Question. Do young people get these drugs
from peddlers on the streets?

Answer. They have to know somebody in
the underworld. They assoclate with under=-
world characters, with criminals. ;

Question. Where do the narcotics come
from? S ES)

Answer. They are smuggled in, largely from
Italy, Turkey, and Communist China. Now
Communist China is the unreachable source.
They put 500,000 tons of opium, a year’s
supply for the world, on the market through
Hong Kong. But nobody has bought it yet.
They tried to exchange it for cotton in this
country. I sald, “Absolutely no.”

I might say that that is about half of our
problem now. It's half smuggling and half
forging of prescriptions and robbing of drug
stores. We have about 130 drug-store rob-
beries a month.

Question. Do narcotics cause an addiet to
commit crimes or does he turn to crimes to
get money to buy narcotics?

Answer. Well, it works. two ways. You
commit the crime to get the money to buy
narcoties. Then you see how easy it is to
commit erime when you take narcotics, so
you keep on going.

You see, in the hospitals they use nar-
cotics for preoperative care, to relieve tension
and fear. If you get a bank-robbery job, or
a house, and you get it all figured and cased,
naturally you're on tension. A good shot of
heroin will take all that tension and fear out
of you. That's why those fellows use it and
why they are dangerous. Our agents are out
there where they are using guns and where
there is blood and danger. We have casual-
ties. But usually when they play rough, we
do, too—probably rougher.

Question. Just how do narcotics affect a
person physically?

Answer. You build up a tolerance, then a
habit. You've got to have it at regular hours,
That sets up a metabolism in your body,
which you can't throw off. It throws you off.

If the drug is denied you, after 8 hours you
have 18 different withdrawal symptoms
which hit your body. There is diarrhea,
there’s vomiting, there’s perspiration, water
running out of your eyes and nose and
mouth, cramps, you've got the jitters, and
your skin is like a cold turkey. Nature does
horrible things to you. It says, “Come on.
You've had the pleasure, now pay me.” And
usually the drug addict lives about two-
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thirds as long as the average person. He's
very susceptible to tuberculosis.

Question. Can a teen-age addict be cured
relatively easily?

Answer. We like to have them 4 months,

Question. Would the cure be effective and
complete?

Answer. If he doesn't go back to bad asso-
clations. We get repeaters. We get about
4 percent readmission in the age group un-
der 21.

Question. Can a youngster, and his family,
who wants to get over the drug habit be pro-
tected from humiliation and embarrassment?

Answer. The record is entirely secret—the
first time. The second time we have to run
it through the courts and they go into the
hospital as offenders. The first time, they
can just come voluntarily to us or the Public
Health Bervice. An addict anywhere in the
country can walk into a police station and
say, "I want to be cured.” Unless he is a
repeater, they will turn him over to us to be
cured, secretly and without arrest.

Question. Do parents generally need to
worry about this increasing use of drugs
among young people?

Answer, Not if they look after their chil-
dren properly. We don't find addicts among
children from good homes. People get a bit
hysterical about reports of narcotics sales
around school children,

Question. Then the increase in sales and
addiction among teen-agers is not a grave
menace?

Answer. Certainly it is a menace, as far as
the situation goes. And we have to clean it
up. It is a social danger. There is no ques-
tion about that,

Question. It is a menace that can be licked?

Answer. It can be stopped.

Question. How?

Answer. I think the situation in St. Louis
probably is cured by the fact that Federal
Judge Roy W. Harper gave a peddler there 18
years. There is a general exodus.

We have 180 agents. It's like using blot-
ting paper on the ocean. But we catch
them—the smugglers, the syndicates, the
pushers, the wholesalers, and the users. We
can catch them. But we can't keep them in.
They serve about 16 months. We put one
crowd in jail, then start on another one. By
the time we get the second one, the first is
out working again. BSo it's just a merry-go-
round.

Question. Can Congress help?

Answer. The merry-go-round probably will
stop if the bills are passed to increase the
penalties to a minimum of 2, 5, and 10 years
for first, second, and third offenses. Senator
DmxseN is introducing a bill making it life
for the sale of narcotics to minors. We are
going to support that.

We would like to increase our force. And
of course the Customs Bureau should be
given additional guards.

Question. You have 180 agents—one for
800,000 people?

Answer., We had 250 at one time.

Question. What is being done  interna-
tionally to combat the drug traffic?

Answer. The UN Economic and Soclal
Council will consider next month calling an
international conference to approve an agree-
ment to limit opium production in Turkey,
Yugoslavia, India, and Iran to medical and
gcientific needs. The agreement was worked
out by the UN Commission on Narcotie
Drugs—the first agreement we've had on
that since the United States enunciated a
policy on it in 1809.

Question. Is there anything States and
cities should do?

Answer. We are recommending that States
provide heavier penalties. Four States have
done it—Tennessee, West Virginia, New Jer=
sey, and Maryland.
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We recommend that States and cities
provide hospital facilities for drug addicts,
instead of saying, “Send them to Lexington.™
We recommend that States increase the force
of narcotics enforcement agencies. Penn=
sylvania and California have the only ade-
quate forces. City police departments should
establish narcotics squads. Los Angeles has
tke only adequate squad.

Question. Hasn't all the hue and cry about
enforcement and teen-age addicts developed
since the first of the year?

Answer. Yes, but the situation has been
with us and we have been aware of it. Bills
have bean peading in Congress 2 years, but
only now are there signs of action. And, of
course, we are getting heavier sentences.
If they all did like Judge Harper in St. Louis,
we wouldn't need a new law.

A thought-provoking discussion of this
nefarious practice appeared in the Path-
finder in its issue of June 27, 1951, as
follows:

Devc PeEppLING, THE DIRTIEST CRIME
| For once, at least, New York’s junior high-
school students had a composition topic as-
signed them which cut through the tough
rind of boredom: What I Enow About Nar-
cotlcs.

Their harrowing, first-hand essays—pre-

scribed as part of a $50,000 State-wide In-
vestigation of dope peddling—hammered
home the uncomfortable truth: That all too
many of the Nation's kids know too much
gbout narcotiecs. The total number of ad-
dicts In the United States is not large—
about 60,000, But two facts alarm officials:
| The roster has grown by 10,000 in only 2
years; and the proportion of addicts under
21 has jumped from 3 percent in 1846 to 18
percent today.

In New York City alone, police believe, at
least 6,000 of secondary school-age children
have become addicts, while arrests of teen=
agers are running at 27 times the 1946 rate.

LOST GENERATION?

It takes a lot to shock a New Yorker about
New York. But the story back of these bald
statistics, told in recorded interviews by the
children themselves, had plenty of Goth-
amites in a mood for murder. They learned
that boys and girls were smoking “reefers,”
“snorting” heroin, and “going on the needle™
within the schools themselves—in the lunch=
room or down in the boiler room or up on
the roof. Others were trailing their favorite
bebop bands to sleazy joints and mixing
drugs with downbeats. Still others indulged
in all-night sex-and-narcotics binges in “joy
palace” apartments.

For beginners, the children testified, the
price 1s often cheap—at first. Initial doses
of heroin are sometimes given Iree by ped-
dlers; marijuana cigarettes can be had for
75 cents apiece. “Naturally,” explained one
boy bookie, “if they continued the habit, the
price would go up to 83, $3.50.” Addicts (it
takes less than a month to clineh the heroin
habit) soon find daily bills running up to
§15.

SOLUTION

For such youthful vietims of a conspiracy
managed by adults, neither pious horror nor
easy pity will suffice. As New York's At-
torney General Nathaniel Goldstein has
stated: “The public is apathetic. If the
public gets all the ugly facts, the public will
get mad. Then we will get actlon—that is
the chain reaction of law enforcement.”

Last week the chain reaction started pop=-
ping. In New York police raided dope ped-
dlers in three boroughs, arrested 21. Among
them: 39-year-old dancer Ralph EKaye, de-
scribed as Broadway's No. 1 “pusher.” In
Washington, the House Ways and Means
Committee voted minimum penalties of 2, 5,
and 10 years imprisonment for all narcotics
vendors. And in Lisbon, Portugal, police of
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36 countries! met to synchronize their war
against the smuggling of drugs by air.
IMPORTATION OF FOREIGN AGRICUL-
TURAL WOREERS

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. LYLE].

Mr. LYLE. Mr. Speaker, in our con-
sideration of the bill H. R. 3283, made in
order by this rule, the first question
should be that of its benefit to the farm-
ers of this country. If it will not be
beneficial to them, then it has no place
on the statute books.

There are, however, at least two other
factors which must be satisfactorily re-
solved. One of these is the question of
the Mexican Government’s attitude, for
if the bill is not satisfactory to the Gov-
ernment of Mexico, then it is not prop-
erly before us now for it involves the use
of Mexican nationals as farm laborers in
this country.

The third element, and one I think ex-
tremely important, is the effect this
measure may have upon the thousands
and thousands of American farm l.bor-
ers. If it is to affect them adversely,
then assuredly it should not pass.

There is a definite shortage of farm
labor end American farmers have re-
sponded readily to the Government’s call
for a bumper cotton crop. It is one of
the lexrgest in the history of our country,
and there is a serious question as to
whether there will be labor available to
pick it.

However, anyone who would take the
time could soon ascertain that it is not
the desire of the Texas farmers to em-
ploy illegal Mexican immigrants. It is
simply not good business. They do not
make desirable or dependable workers.
The farmers of our area much prefer
and as a rule use only American citizens,
or, if they are not available in sufficient
numbers, then Mexican nationals who
have been properly and legally admitted.

The Committee on Agriculture deems
this measure to be the best that they
are able to bring out after exhaustive
hearings. I am convinced, after consid-
erable study, that the measure, as re-
ported out by the House committee,
could not adversely affect American
farm labor.

However, if this bill were amended in
the House as it was in the Senate by
adding the so-called Douglas amend-
ment, it would do great harm to hun-
dreds of thousands of splendid Ameri-
cans of Latin descent, it would humiliate
and disgrace them, and it would make
informers out of reputable citizens. It
is an amendment wkich has been fool-
ishly introduced without regard to the
facts and without regard to the people
involved.

Many of our fine citizens are of Latin
descent. Their ancestors fought for the
independence of Texas and for the free-
dom of this country in three other wars,
They have proven their loyalty and alle-
giance to this counfry in a manner which

i No United States representatives attended.
FBI Chief J. Edgar Hoover boycotted the
conference after it refused to help trace four
Czechs on grounds the men were refugees,
not criminals.
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makes their citizenship unchallengeable.
Yet, they bear Mexican names. They
huve the characteristics of the people
across the horder. They speak Spanish
fluently. Yet the effect of this amend-
ment would be to compel them to carry
at all times, when they sought employ-
ment, proof of their citizenship, in effect,
a card saying, “I am an American citizen
because I was born in this country and
because I have fought for this country.”

This House could do no greater dis-
service to thousands of fine people than
to> adopt the Douglas amendment. I
know that it is popular in some sections
among people who are rot familiar with
the problems involved, or who, under-
standing, do not care that highly dis-
criminatory legislation is being offered
under the guise of protecting so-called
downtrodden people. It is popular, yes,
and will have great appeal to those who
do not know its real effect. But I hope
that no Member of this House will vote
for an amendment for political reasons
or votes which may accrue to them by
such sponsorship.

There is a shortage of farm labor in
Texas and in other parts of the country.
But if the House of Representatives does
not feel that it can pass the bill as rec-
ommended by the Committee on Agri-
culture, which has thoroughly studied
the problem and has the facts, then let it
be defeated. Many farmers will find it
difficult, if not impossible, to gather their
crops, but I am certain that they would
prefer that difficulty, that they would
prefer to have their crops go to waste,
rather than have this House pass ill-
advised legislation which would be cal-
culated to cause much harm to fine
Americans of Latin descent and would
serve only the illusion of helping to up-
lift humanity. We do not want illegal
foreign labor. We want only a worka-
ble, practical, sound program by which
they may be brought to this country for
seasonal employment under terms which
are agreeable to both countries. If we
cannot have that, we would prefer to
have no legislation on the subject at all.

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

Mr. LYLE. I yield to the gentleman
from Massachusetts.

Mr. NICHOLSON. Has there been
some kind of agreement with the M=xi-
can Government on this bill?

Mr. LYLE. Yes.

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

Mr. LYLE. I yield to the gentleman
from New York.

Mr. CELLER. I think the gentleman
means he does not wish anybedy to hire
anybedy who comes into this ecouniry il-
legally. The so-called wethack is one
who is in this country illegally, who does
not satisfy the provisions of the immi-
gration statutes, the public-health stat-
utes, the narcotic statutes, the McCarran
law with reference to internal security.
You would not expect anybody to come
i1. without regard to those laws?

Mr. LYLE. Of course not.

Mr. CELLER. All that the Senate hill
does with reference to those illezal en-
trants is to provide a penalty for anybody
who conceals or hires or transports any
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illegal entrant. He shall be guilty of an
offense., As it is now, the law is inade-
quate, under the decision in United
States v. Evans (33 U. 8.). That decision
provides that because of lack of penalty
the Department of Labor cannot appre-
hend those who were guilty of bringing
in these illegals.

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

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr, Speaker, I
yield myself 10 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, the bill has already been
explained by the distinguished chair-
man of the Committee on Agriculture,
the legislative committee which has so
thoroughly considered and reported this
bill,

I would like to direct the attention of
the House to the fact that this bill is
not essentially a bill for farmers, or to
help farm production. It has a deeper
purpose and a deeper significance than
that. The real objective of this bill is to
attempt to solve, in an orderly way, a
problem which has been of great con-
cern and of considerable trouble to the
Governments of the United States and
Mexico over a great many years. We
all know there are thousands and per-
haps millions of Mexicans in the United
States. They are here to work and
help us harvest the crops and plant
them and so on, We also know, the
report so reveals, that thousands upon
thousands of those Mexicans are here
illegally, It is a problem which has
plagued our Immigration Service and
which has plagued the Government of
Mexico. Early this year a meeting was
held in Mexico City between representa-
tives of our Government and the Mexi-
can Government for the purpose of
working out some details and plans for
alleviating this situation, to bring about
some orderly way of having Mexican
farm labor come into the United States
and not be in violation of immigration
laws, and not be the subject of contro-
versy as between our two Governments,
The meeting in Mexico City resulted in a
very comprehensive report, a part of
which is embodied in the bill reported by
the House. The Government of Mexico
now tells us, I think with good reason,
that unless there is legislation of this
kind, which will make this problem of
employing Mexican Nationals in the
United States a matter of orderly pro-
cedure, the present haphazard proce-
dure by which Mexicans are coming
into this country will be terminated as
of the end of this month.

Now, without this bill which is now
before us, if this rule should fail to pass
and the legislation is not considered, our
present arrangement with Mexico would
be terminated. We would have a far
greater area of confusion especially
along the border states, far greater than
we have now under the arrangement ex-
isting; =o it seems to me that there is
much more in this bill than merely a
plan, and it is a specific plan, for the
importation of Mexican labor for farm-
ers. The bill is much broader than
that; it helps two friendly governments
solve a problem which has been mutu-
ally disturbing down through the years.

Mr. CELLFR. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?
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Mr. ELLSWORTH. I yield to the
gentleman from New York.

Mr. CELLER. I think it would be well
for the House to know, and I wonder if
the gentleman can supply the informa-
tion, as to what portions of the bill the
Mexican Government has agreed to and
what portions it has disagreed to?

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I would have to
let that be answered by members of the
commitiee in general debate. The only
answer I can make to the gentleman is
that the Mexican Government has said
that unless appropriate legislation—and
we are told by the commitiee that this
is appropriate legislation—that unless
such legislation is passed the present ar-
rangement is to be terminated.

The bill is very simple and it is spe-
cific. It has for its purpose as stated in
the very first section, section 501:

For the purpose of assisting in such pro-
duction of agricultural commodities and
products as the Secretary of Agriculture
deems necessary, by supplying agricultural
workers from the Hepublic of Mexico (pur=
suant to arrangements between the United
States and the Republic of Mexico), the Sec-
retary of Labor is authorized—

To recruit workers and so on, and the
bill sets up specific procedure,

Section 502 provides:

No workers shall be made available un-
der this title to any employer unless such
employer enters into an agreement with the
United States—

The whole procedure is spelled out.

Section 504 provides that workers re-
cruited under this title who are not citi-
zens of the United States shall be ad-
mitted to the United States subject to
the immigration laws, and so on, un-
der conditions to be specified by the At
torney General.

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

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I yield to the
gentleman from Iowa.

Mr. GROSS. How many such em-
ployables are available in Mexico today?

Mr. ELLSWORTH. That question
will have to be asked of some members
of the Committee on Agriculture, one of
the students of this subject; I cannof
answer the gentleman with figures.

Section 505 provides exemption from
certain United States laws for Mexican
nationals who are brought in under this
arrangement. Then the Secretary of
Labor is authorized to enter into agree-
ments with Federal and State agencies,
and all the way through, the procedure
under which these Mexican laborers will
be brought in is spelled out, and I as-
sume and believe it is true, spelled out
in accordance with, insofar as the pro-
visions of the bill are concerned, the Re-
public of Mexico.

Mr. Speaker, I urge the adoption of this
rule and I urge the favorable considera-
tion by the House, not as a hand-out to
farmers, because I do not think the bill
is that; I do not think the bill has much
of that feature in if at all, although there
has been in my opinion a great deal of
misunderstahding along that line. I
think the bill is necessary to further and
complete the friendly relations we now
have between the Government of Mexico
gndte the Government of the United
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I think the bill is sound legislation as
reported by the House committee. I
wish to make a digression at this point.
The other body has also acted on this
legislation. The Senate bill up to the
last section which was added as an
amendment in the Senate is very nearly
identical with the bill now before us, but
the Senate amendment which has been
discussed by the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. LyLE] goes far afield from the pur-
poses of the bill now before us and deals
with subjects entirely foreign to the pur-
poses of the bill; it deals with the matter
of criminal penalties against anyone, not
just farmers, but against anyone who
has knowledge of the presence of an
alien in the country and who does not
report that knowledge.

So I conclude my remarks on the rule
with the warning that the bill as reported
by the House Committee on Agriculture
is, in my opinion, a sound bill and should
not be amended with the amendments
which appear in the bill passed by the
other body.

The SPEAKER. The time of the
gentleman from Oregon has expired.

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. VURSELL].

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Speaker, I am for
the adoption of this rule and will sup-
port the bill. It is, in my opinion, abso-
lutely essential to help the farmers who
have been asked to increase their pro-
duction this year to harvest their crops
after they have planted them.

Mr. Speaker, I would like to direct the
remainder of my remarks to the agri-
cultural situation, which may be deemed
out of order under the striet rules of the
House; therefore, I ask unanimous con-
sent to speak out of order for the bal-
ance of my time.

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

There was no objection,

Mr. VURSELL. Mr, Speaker, a recent
report from the Department of Agricul-
ture crop experts has brought forth the
greatest argument that can be used
against the need of further price con-
trols and consumer subsidies.

The Department of Agriculture reports
the average family of four persons will
have 592 pounds of meat available in
1951, which is 87 pounds more than was
available during the period 1935-40,

That there will be available to the
average family in 1951, 196 pounds of
eggs compared to 148 pounds in 1935-40.
This means 126 dozen eggs during 1951,
or one egg a day for every breakfast for
each in a family of four.

The Agriculiure Department states
that the public will have an 88-percent
increase in turkey poundage, greater
than in the years 1935-40 when we had a
surplus.

Butter is reported to be the only staple
food in shorter supply than in during
prewar years, and oleomargarine is ex-
pected to fill this gap.

RECORD~BREAKING CROP YIELDS

Mr. Speaker, a check this morning
with the Department of Agriculture
gives indication of the abundant food
supply for 1951 which, in fact, carries

~over into 1952.
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WHEAT

Mr. Speaker, here is good news. Over
a bhillion bushels of wheat, will be pro-
duced in 1951, a bountiful supply for
every person in America and some to
export to the rest of the world.
PIGS AND PORK

The biggest pig crop for both spring
and fall the country has ever known.
The spring pig crop for 1951 is 5 percent
ahove the high record of last year, and
the fall pig crop shows an increase of
8 percent—premium ham, pig knuckles,
ham hock, spare ribs and bacon in
abundance for all.

BEEF ROLLS ON

If the roll-back on beef does not pre-
vent millions of grass-fed steers from
rolling into the feed lots of the Corn
Belt States where each steer will have
added to its carcass an extra 200 pounds
of prime beef, there should be such a
supply of beef as will cause the price to
recede as beef production in the Nation
is also above normal.

BUMPER CORN CROP

To feed the extra millions of beef cat-
tle, we will be blessed this fall, according
to the present outlook of the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, with a corn crop
that will exceed a billion bushels, proba=
bly the largest on record.

Potatoes, like hidden taxes under this
administration, cannot be reduced to a
shortage or eradicated. This under-
ground tuber against which the people
and the Congress have declared war
throughout the years continued to pro-
duce to the extent that acres of them
were laft underground, millions of bush-
els were dehydrated or fed to animals,
and millions of bushels were destroyed
by the bureaucratic application of kero=
sene.

They thrived on begrudged subsidies.
Regardless of the fight of the people and
the restricted measures affecting its pro-
duction by the Congress, which has been
effective in reducing potato production,
our good earth will turn out this year
350,000,000 bushels, enough to supply
the need of everyone.

CONTROLS NOT NEEDED

With the production of fruit and foods
of every other kind supplementing these
basic agricultural products, it seems
foolish indeed, to ask that any agricul-
tural products be brought under price
controls, or that present controls on
agricultural products should be con-
tinued.

Greater production of agricultural
products, yes, and manufactured goods
of every kind as well, is the only real
cure that will stop inflation.

If this Congress and the administra-
tion will assure the farmer of this Na-
tion that no controls will be placed on
any of his production, and he is urged
to produce to the limit, his greater pro-
duction will not only make a greater con-
tribution to the financial strength of the
Nation, but will make a greater contri-
bution than can be made in any other
way to prevent inflation and reduce the
high cost of living through greater pro-
duction.
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Let us eradicate the cause of inflation
rather than perpetrate it by treating
only its symptoms.

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

Mr. VUORSELL, I yield to the gentle-
man from West Virginia.

Mr. BAILEY. I would like to ask the
gentleman if he believes in farm sub=-
sidies?

Mr, VURSELL. Only to a certain ex-
tent; where they are absolutely neces-
sary.

Mr. BAILEY. All right., Is the gen-
tleman aware that this legislation that
he puts his approval on contains both
direct and hidden subsidies?

Mr. VURSELL. I would not consider
this a subsidy.

Mr. BAILEY. I will take it upon my-
self to prove it when my time comes.

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I
yield such time as he may desire to the

gentleman from Connecticut [Mr.
SADLAR].
Mr. SADLAK. Mr. Speaker, I am

wholeheartedly in favor of this rule and
shall support it. The distinguished
chairman of the Committee on Agricul-
ture has stressed the incisive work and
effort put forth by the subcommittee
headed by the gentleman from Texas
[Mr, Poacel. I feel it is proper that an
opportunity be afforded by passage of
this rule to have the benefit of the ex-
planation, the investigation, the nego-
tiations with the officials of Mexico and
the reasons why the bill H. R. 3283 mer-
its favorable consideration on the basis
that the need of farm workers, in this
instance, is an emergency measure.

Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr, Speaker, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr., CRAWFORDI.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, down
through the years it has been, as the
honorable Speaker of this House often
refers, my high privilege to work at this
type of work which is performed by the
workers who are covered by this bill. By
that I mean to say that in past years I
have had the high privilege of chopping
cotton and picking cotton and planting
cotton and working in the grain fields,
and following the threshing machines
from the Southwest to the Northwest,
working in sugar-beet fields, and per-
forming other types of work such as is
performed by the people who are covered
in this bill, and I speak from experience.

Mixed up in this international game
which we are playing today, with rumors
of wars, and with the international con-
tributions that we are making, I wish to
say to my friend from West Virginia that
if the people of this country want food
it is going to be necessary to have a source
of supply of workers to produce that food.
You have two real sources of raw labor
left in the Western Hemisphere appli-
cable to the United States, and that labor
is located in old Mexico and Puerto Rico.
We do not have any substantial supply
of migratory workers any place else ex-
cept in those two areas. Old Mexico is
a foreign republic, and this bill deals
with contractual relations between the
United States Government and old Mex-
ico. Puerto Rico is a Territorial pos-
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session of the United States. Puerto
Ricans are citizens, and therefore you
have an entirely dissimilar relationship
between the people of Puerto Rico and
the pecple of the United States and the
Puerto Rican government and the United
States Government than you have he-
tween old Mexico and the United States.
So, when my friend from West Virginia
refers to this bill carrying subsidies direct
and indirect, it might pay him to give
some consideration to what a subsidy
consists of. This bill is designed to pro-
vide a supply of labor from old Mexico.

In reading the provisions of the hill I
find that someone has given a lot of
good thought to it because this language
is more or less technical., For instance,
suppose you as an individual farmer go
into old Mexico and try to recruit labor
to come into the United States to work
your farm lands. Suppoese five, ten,
twenty-five, or & million other farmers
go down into old Mexico and try to bring
in workers. You can imagine what a
perfect mess we would soon involve our-
selves in under such a procedure.

Here the Government of the United
States proposes to establish and operate
reception centers at or near the places
of actual enfry of such workers into the
continental United States. After those
workers are ceniralized at those centers
within the United States, American
farmers can go to those centers and pick
up their supply of labor, provided the
farmers can qualify under this bill.

I think that is one of the most con-
structive steps this country has ever
made since the supply of raw labor dis-
appeared here in the TUnited States.
Why did it disappear? Because of our
developing economy and the absence of
migrants from the Old World, or Western
Europe. For years we brought them in
by the hundreds of thousands, and there
was a constant supply of raw labor com-
ing into this country from Western Eu-
rope and from the Near East. In re-
cent years that supply of labor has been
discontinued.

In my district in Michigan we have
literally hundreds of top-level citizens
who came into that part of the country
as raw labor recruits, as sugar-beet
workers, for instance. They have aec-
quired ownership of very fine farms.
Their sons and daughters have been ed-
ucated at the Michigan State College
at Lansing and the university at Ann
Arbor. They have gone out into the
professions and into the banks and into
the hospitals, acting as nurses, doctors,
and surgeons. Who were these people?
They were raw migrants who came to
this country from Europe and found the
opportunity here. In my State we have
citizens of old Mexico who have done
likewise. :

Mr. Speaker, I am for the rule and for
the bill.

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. JENKINS],

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, in years
gone by I used to take a great deal of
intersst in immigration matters, but of
late I do not claim to be anything like
an expert. However, I should like to call
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the attention of those who are resnon-
sible for this legislation to section 509 on
page 6 of the House bill.

I have kncwn and everyone else has
known for many years that much of the
common labor, especially west of the
Mississippi River and on the railroads
and the farms, and more especially the
transient labor, has been Mexican labor.
A good portion of these are known as
wetbacks. They have come across with-
out any legal entry papers. They come
and go as vhey please. The immigration
authorities have on many occasions never
been too strict about getting them out,
because they knew it would cost them
considerable money to get them out, and
they knew they would be right back in
again.

If this law is to be applied strictly to
agricultural labor, that is one thing. I
would not be at all in favor of the amend-
ment someone has told me about that
Senator Doucras has introduced, because
that would work a terrific hardship on
the farmers of the West.

We know that farmers generally would
be apt to employ any Mexican who would
appear to be physically able to do his
work, and would not go into any details
about how this laborer came into the
country, but the Douglas amendment
would make him liable for a severe
penalty. But getting down now to my
objection with reference to section 509
on page 6, it is this: I want to call your
attention to it because if I am wrong of
course I will be glad to be corrected. It
says:

Nothing in this act shall be construed as
limiting the authority of the Attorney Gen-
eral, pursuant to the general immigration
laws—

That means all the immigration laws—

to permit the importation of aliens of any
nationality for agricultural employment as
defined in section 508.

You surely do not propose through this
bill to allow the admission of immigrants
of every nationality. Basically in this bill
you are contracting for Mexican immi-
grants and only Mexican immigrants.
Then why do you want to give authority
to the Attorney General to open all the
immigration gates and let everybody in
who wants to come in from other coun-
tries?

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr,
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENKINS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I
happen to be responsible for that provi-
sion in the bill. The Attorney General
now has the authority to make rules and
regulations with reference to the impor-
tation of alien workers in agriculture,

Mr. JENKINS. Does he have that
authority outside of the authority under
the displaced persons laws?

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. He
has had this authority right along and
has exercised it.

+ Mr., JENKINS. I want to understand
this correctly now. You say the Attor-
ney General has the authority now to
prescribe regulations whereby aliens of
any nationality can come in if they
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want to work in agricultural employ-
ment?

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN, That
is true, and that authority has been ex-
ercised largely in respect to agricultural
workers from the Western Hemisphere.
It is true that this agreement only has
to do with Mexico, and some of us felt
that the agreement should extend fur-
ther than that. But it was the opinion
of the committee and also of others re-
sponsible for the legislation that this
agreement should be limited to Mexico.

Mr. JENKINS. If that is the case—
if the gentleman from Minnesota, who
everybody knows is an expert on all agri-
cultural matters—approves of language,
and he can guarantee to me that it will
be held down strictly within the limita-
tions that he has indicated, then I would
have no objection. You can see my po-
sition. If you parse that language out,
literally you are giving to the Attorney
General, pursuant to the general immi-
gration laws, permission to bring in
aliens from any country, and then, of
course, I would not be for it.

But if you are going to hold it down
to mean that under it you bring in immi-
grants for agrieultural purposes only,
and bringing them in under the law
which controls now, then I have no more
to say.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. He
has that authority in section 508, which
was referred to on line 17. We did not
want some other agency of the Govern-
ment to make some other regulations
which might contravene the definition
as prescribed by the Attorney General.

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

Mr. JENKINS. I yield.

Mr. McCARTHY. I think there is a
bit of confusion here in that the power
will still remain for him to authorize the
bringing in of foreigners from other
countries. The only thing is that
when they come in from Mexico they
would have to come in under the terms
of this act. The House should know
that much of the impetus behind the
passage of this bill came from the Mex-
ican Government because they insisted
on having certain safeguards for their
people which are not being given to
them now.

Mr. JENKINS. I am sorry about this
contractual business. That does not
fool me at all. I know we have to make
ourselves responsible. Mexico will not
do any more than she has to do, and

many of our farmers will be called upon

probably to pay money thet they do not
know they are contracting to pay. 1
do not think this is a very fine thing for
our farmers, but I am not going to oppose
it because we have this Mexican help all
throughout the West now, anyhow, and
we might as well use them; ard just as
the gentleman from Minnesota says, if
these other people can come in from
these other countries in the Western
Hemisphere, with the regulations of the
Attorney General applied to them, it
might not be so bad.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr,
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. JENKINS. I yield.
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Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The
gentleman from Ohio is one of the out-
standing food experts of this country
and ne knows that we must have labor
to produce food.

Mr. JENKINS. You have to have peo-
ple who know how to do agricultural
work and you must have confidence in
them.

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

Mr. JENKINS. I yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan,

Mr. CRAWFORD. Independent of
what the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. AvcusT H. ANDRESEN] has said, the
bill reads:

Nothing in this act shall be construed as
llml!tlng the authority of the Attorney Gen-
eral.

As I understand, this language in itself
says in substance the Attorney General
has this authority, under the present
law—the general immigration law. So
I would like to have the point cleared up
on the basis of the language contained
herein.

Mr. JENKINS. I think the gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. AuGusT H. ANDRE-
sEN] has been sincere and, as he always
is, and I am willing to take his interpre-
tation of the language of this section.

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

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
5 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. PoLKl.

Mr. POLKE. Mr. Speaker, I am not
seriously opposed to the rule. Iam deep-
ly concerned about some of the provi-
sions of the bill which this rule makes in
order.

Like the gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
JENKINS], I am concerned about immi-
gration and the entry of illegal aliens
into the United States.

The bill as reported from the Commit-
tee on Agriculture, in my judgment,
opens wide the doors to the continued
illegal entrance of so-called wethacks
from Mexico. For a number of years
this has been a very serious problem in
the Southwest and is becoming a serious
problem for a great part of the United
States. We know that these Mexican
wetbacks go as far north as Chicago.
They become a serious social problem
wherever they congregate in large num-
bers. They come in as illezal entrants.
This bill as reported from the commit-
tee, as I said before, tends to give legisla-
tive sanction to this illegal entry.

At the proper time it is my purpose to
offer an amendment in the nature of a
substitute, whicii will contain the provi-
sions of the bill which passed the Senate.
The Senate bill, I believe, is a much bet-
ter bill than the bill reported by the
Committee on Agriculture of the House.

I hold in my hand a letter which I
received from the president of the United
Latin-Americans of America, Inc., an
organization with headquarters in San
Francisco. With your permission, I
would like to read a portion of that
letter:

The following resolution was introduced

and adopted unanimously by our members
at our general-assembly meeting April 20,
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1951, and we urge you to give it your most
serious consideration:
“RESOLUTION

“Whereas hundreds of thousands of Spane-
fsh-Americans, mostly in Texas, California,
and Arizona, have been displaced from their
jobs by the importation of illegal labor known
as wetbacks, specially in the agricultural
fields and urban work,

“These people are Americans who have
been in this eountry for two or three gen-
erations, Now they are confronted with
disaster, having to leave their homes and
belongings because they no longer can make
a living. They cannot compete with the
miserable wages that are paid to the poor
wetback, who has been exploited and coms-
pelled to work for pay so low as to be tanta-
mount to peonage. These conditions are
intolerable as mentioned in the Look maga-
gine, edition of March 27, and also men-
tioned in the New York Times.

Resolved, That a congressional investiga-
tion start immediately to bring justice and
prosecute the individuals and corporations
responsible for the violation of the minimum
wage and immigration laws.

“ArFrep A, ESPINOR,
“President.”

A few months ago the New York Times
carried a series of articles by Mr. Glad-
win Hill, who spent some considerable
length of time along the Mexican border.
He made a statement which I think is
very significant with reference to these
illegal entrants into our country. He
said that by this procedure Communists
and subversive elements could come in
very easily; in fact, he made the state-
ment that Josef Stalin by using a very
slight disguise could walk across the
border without detection.

There are about 1,600 miles of this
Mexican border and about 900 employees
to police the border. And that brings
up another point. In that area they
have what is known as the high law
and the low law. They refer to the bor-
der patrolmen and the Texas Rangers,
whenever they enter into the picture as
the high law; but the low law is the term
by which they refer to local police offi-
cers in the communities. The low law
are very often interested in helping the
so-called wetbacks get across the border,
Because of local pressures local law-en-
forcement officers make little effort to
enforce our immigration laws, and leave
the entire problem to the immigration
service. .

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5
minutes to the gentleman from New
York [Mr. CeELLER].

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I think it
is essential to clear up one or two mis-
understandings that have crept into this
debate thus far. This bill permits the
entrance of a vast number of Mexicans,
most of whom I will say will be illegal
entrants who would unduly interfere
with American labor, The CIO, the
A. F. of L., and the railroad brother-
hoods are opposed to this bill. I read
from the report of the President’s Com-~
mittee on Migratory Labor:

The Commission received evidence that in
1950 domestic workers had been removed
from employment from cotton picking in
order to accommodate contract MeXican

The inducements to wetbacks this bill
:lﬂ'ords will greatly aggravate the situa-
on.
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I have before me a communication
from the Department of Labor in which
it is stated that during the freeze in late
January, in early July in certain coun-
ties in Texas in the Rio Grande Valley,
approximately 10,000 American agricul-
tural workers were unemployed; 45,000
to 50,000 were on relief, and despite that
fact between 1,200 and 2,000 Mexicans
were working on farms.

Again, between March 12 and 25,
8,191 wetbacks were picked up. Those
are illegals who come into the country.
Five thousand and sixty-two were em-
ployed, while many American workers
were on relief and out of work, seeking
work. My complaint is not lodged so
much against legal entrants as against
the illegals, the wetbacks.

What I am primarily interested in is
the failure of this bill to provide ade-
quate safeguards against the coming in
of the wetbacks. A wetback is one who
is illegally in this country. There is no
provision in this bill with reference to
proper safeguards concerning the pub-
lic health, and the testimony is replete
with evidence to the effect that these
illegal Mexican workers coming in here
are afflicted with tuberculosis, dysentery,
and in some cases leprosy. I understand
that we need workers to handle the
crops, particularly the additional crops,
needed for defense, but when we have
these disease-ridden workers handling
our food, as they do in the Imperial Val-
ley in California, as they do in New Mex-
ico, Arizona, and Texas, handling the
food that we all eat, and when we further
consider that this bill does not set up
proper safeguards involving public
health, we must do something about it.
This bill does nothing about it. It actu-
ally would encourage wetbacks to come
across the border—encourage more
disease-ridden Mexicans to handle our
raw food. Furthermore, what about in-
ternal security? We can pass all the
internal security acts we wish, but when
we have inadequate border control, and
we have an invasion—that is what it is
called, an invasion—of Mexican illegals
coming into the country, thousands of
them undoubtedly imbued with commu-
nistic ideas, we run into difficulty. Evi-
dence has been brought to bear on the
fact that they come in with communistic
literature. There are no safeguards in
this bill to protect our internal security.
The wetbacks can come in—in fact are
encouraged to do so. They are not ex-
amined either for health or screened for
security purposes.

Let me read to you line 1, page 2 of
the pending bill: “fo recruit such work-
ers, including any such workers tempo-
rarily in the United States.”

It does not say that one can recruit
such worker whether the worker is here
illegally or legally. The legality is im-
material. Are they here? That is all
that is necessary. Then they can be
hired with no questions asked. No in-
quiry is made how they got here. That
puts the stamp or legality upon those
who are in this country illegally. If they
are here temporarily they can be em-
ployed and recruited.

That must give us pause. It is dan-
gerous to do that. How about the nar-
cotic carriers? The narcotic carriers
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can come in without hindrance. The
illegal wetback is not examined for
narcotics. There is nothing in the pro-
visions of this bill that exclude or that
will put proper safeguards against those
who would carry heroin, marijuana, and
opium into this country. That is a grave
danger that I am addressing myself to.

At the proper time I shall offer amend-
ments.

How shall the American farmers ex-
pand agriculture production to the
degree required by our defense program
and obtain a sufficient labor supply to
harvest these needed crops; and, sec-
ondly, should the greed of a few agricul-
tural producers be permitted to endan-
ger the health and the internal security
of our Nation?

It now appears that the defense agri-
cultural program will result in the Amer-
jecn farmers cultivating approximately
28,000,000 acres for the production of
16,500,000 bales of cotton. The produc-
tion of foods also is being tremendously
expanded. It is the opinion of the man-
power experts in our Government that
the complete utilization of all agricul-
tural workers in this country will not
permit us to harvest these crops. An
additional 200,000 to 225,000 agricultural
workers may be needed during 1951.

If it is evident that additional agricul-
tural workers are essential to our de-
fense effort, the Department of Labor
must be in a position to obtain these
workers from friendly foreign countries.
The present international agreement
between our Government and the Gov-
ernment of Mexico will be terminated
by the Mexican Government on July 1,
1951, because it has permitted unscru-
pulous employers to defraud and mis-
treat Mexican nationals. The Mexican
Government has notified us officially that
no additional agricultural workers will
be furnished to American farmers unless
Congress authorizes the United States
Department of Labor to regulate the flow
of workers to the United States and to
guarantee that Mexican nationals will
be paid all amounts due them by Ameri-
can farmers.

The Mexican Government also is con-
cerned about the use of wetbacks—
Mexicans entering the United States
illegally—by American farmers, It is
demanding that no Mexican Nationals
be furnished to any employer who also
hires wetbacks, and has urged our Gov-
ernment representatives to prohibit en-
tirely the employment of Mexicans en-
tering the United States illegally.

The Mexican border extends for ap-
proximately 2,000 miles, and the Immi-
gration and Naturalization Service has a
Border Patrol force on duty which con-
sists of only 700 officers. Annual and
sick leave, holidays, and the 5-day week
reduce this force by approximately 39
percent, leaving only 427 officers avail-
able for daily duty. When this group is
divided by 3, to get a 24-hour daily
coverage, and again by 2, because these
officers invariably work in teams of at ,
least 2 men, we find that only 71 Border
Patrol teams are available at any one
time to cover the entire Mexican border,

Despite its meager force, the Border
Patrol back in 1940 apprehended and
deported 7,000 wetbacks., Since that
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time, however, the flow of wetbacks into
this country has reached the proportions
of a raging torrent. For 1950 the Border
Patrol deported almost 600,000 Mexican
illegals. This tremendous increase is the
result of two serious blunders. First,
certain groups of American farmers are
granting employment to wetbacks as
freely as they possibly can. They have
become so actively engaged in stimulat-
ing the desire of Mexicans to enter this
country illegally regardless of the conse-
quences to our Nation that the Mexican
Government complained very bitterly to
representatives of our Government that
American employers had come into
Mexico and distributed leaflets inviting
Mexicans to enter the United States
illegally and accept work on American
farms. Second, in 1949 representatives
of our Government and the Government
of Mexico entered into an international
agreement which permitted the con-
tracting of Mexican wetbacks for work
in American agriculture. When it be-
came known in Mexico that wetbacks
were being given legal status and steady
employment by American farmers, this
country was flooded with wetbacks. The
records show that in 1944, when em-
ployment of wetbacks was not “legal”
fewer than 30,000 wetbacks were appre-
hended by the Border Patrol. In 1949,
however, this figure jumped to more
than 300,000; in 1950 it became almost
600,000; and if H. R. 3283, the Poage
bill, is passed by the House we can ex-
pect the number of apprehensions to
exceed 1,000,000.

Because the present small force of
torder patrol officers cannot possibly ap-
prehend even half of those who enter
this country illegally, it is reasonable to
believe that another million wetbacks
have eluded them and are remaining in
this country breaking down labor stand-
ards and spreading communicable dis-
eases.

Reference to the breaking down of
labor standards by Mexican wetbacks is
not merely inflammatory language, but
is very realistic. For example, the rec-
ords of the Texas State Employment
Commission have estimated that in Tex-
as alone 80,000 to 100,000 American citi-
zens annually are driven from their
homes to enter the migratory ranks of
labor because they cannot stay at home
and complete with illegal labor. A Gov-
ernment survey revealed that most wet-
backs are being paid from 20 cents to 25
cents per hour.

It is also important to know that these
wetbacks do not always remain in agri-
culture. There are no well-supported
statistics on this phase of the subject,
but Border Patrol officers have appre-
hended wetbacks as far north as the
State of Michigan, where they were em-
ployed in various industries. Some of
the Members of the House no doubt are
aware that it is estimated that as many
as 30,000 are in the Chicago area.

An illustration of the danger to Ameri-
can health standards is revealed by the

records of the Public Health Services,

According to C. R. Kroeger, health officer
of Imperial County, Calif.,, the more
than 1,000,000 wetbacks now illegally
entering this country annually will in-
fect more than 6,000 Americans with
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tuberculosis. Other surveys have re-
vealed that these Mexicans have 12 times
as much whooping cough as Americans,
that the death rate among habies is 5 to
1 against the Mexicans, and that they
have 4 to 6 times as much dysentery and
malaria as the average for the United
States.

Through examinations by Public
Health Service officers, it has been dis-
covered that Mexican wetbhacks are,
found as I said before, to have a sub-
stantial incidence of tuberculosis, syphi-
lis, and other highly communicable dis-
eases. Even a few cases of leprosy have
been observed.

I repeat, because these wetbacks han-
dle food which is shipped all over the
United States, it is reasonable to believe
that the greed of a few American farm-
ers is being permitted to endanger the
health of the whole country.

If the facts relating to labor standards
and health conditions are startling, the
truth about the dangers to our internal
security are appalling. Because the
border patrol is so busy apprehending,
proceseing, and deporting wetbacks it is
unable to do the work for which it was
originally designed; that is, protect our
borders from subversive elements.

One border patrol officer reported that
he and his partner discovered a single
group of more than 400 wetbacks cross-
ing the border. Another pair of officers
apprehended more than 150 wetbacks at
a river crossing one night. The volume
of the flow of wetbacks into this country
has so commpletely broken down effective
control of our borders that it has created
a highway through which this country
can be invaded by subversive elements,
Although most of the wetbacks are inno-
cent agricultural workers, it would be a
simple matter for highly subversive in-
dividuals to intermingle with groups of
wethacks as they entered this country.
In fact Communist literature has been
found on some wetbacks when they were
apprehended. It is also well established
that much opium and marijuana have
been smuggled into this country by peo-
ple who had joined innocent-looking
groups of wetback agricultural workers,

The failure of Congress to treat effec-
tively this wetback situation has made
a mockery of the Displaced Persons Act
and the McCarran Antisubversive Act.
How futile it is for Congress to devote
time and energy to debate over the ad-
mission to this country of a few hundred
thousand European aliens while nrore
than a million others freely pour across
our borders.

The wetback problem has extended
itself all the way to the Canadian border
where the border patrol has stripped its
forces to no more than 232 officers in
order to bolster the Mexican border
group. This is being done at a time
when distressing numbers of European
aliens have been apprehended who have

. illegally entered this country through

our northern border.

If it were possible to rid ourselves of
the wetback problem, the border patrol
could then effectively give its attention to
the type of alien whose entry is a menace
to our Government and its institutions,
‘We must strengthen the hand of the Im-
migration and Naturalization Service
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before we pass a Poage bill. That Serv-
ice should have its forces increased to
the point where it can effectively deal
with subversive elements and make our
borders secure. It also should have the
clear statutory authority to enter places
of employment to determine if illegal
aliens are there, and also by statutory
penalties against harboring, concealing,
or transporting illegal aliens.

The international agreement, to which
I referred earlier, now has been cor=-
rected to prohibit the use of wetbacks
by those employers who participate in
the program of importation of Mexican
workers for American agriculture. Now
they are here solely because American
agriculture claims it is impossible to
harvest crops- without Mexican labor.
The solution to both our problems is
through the passage of good legislation
creating an orderly program for the im-
portation of Mexican workers and the
outlawing of the employment of wet-
backs.

In this endeavor we shall have the
wholehearted support of the Govern-
ment of Mexico whose representatives
have repeatedly endorsed the entering
of this country by Mexican nationals
only through the orderly processes es-
tablished by law and by international
agreement. I repeat, this country can
be safe only through the adoption by
Congress of legislation such as is pro-
posed in S. 984 with the additional
amendments which would strengthen the
Immigration and Naturalization Service,

Finally, while I was temporarily ab-
sent from the Chamber, I regret to note
that the gentleman from California [Mr.
WERDEL] injected some remarks of a
“racist” character into the REcorp. He
implied that I supported the so-called
Douglas amendment. He wondered what
I would say if the punishment involved
therein would be directed against an
Irishman or a Jew in New York. That
is how colleagues reported to me his re-
marks which I did not hear. If he made
that statement, it has rather unfair un-
dertones. I shall not dignify it with any
extend answer. It speaks volumes con-
cerning the thinking of the gentleman,
volumes that are not very edifying in my
opinion.

I want our laws enforced without re-
gard to race, color, or creed. That is
the American way.

Frankly, I oppose the Douglas amend-
ment as being too severe. The gentle-
man from California is woefully: unin-
formed as to my views.

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I
yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from
Minnesota [Mr. AucusT H. ANDRESEN].

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr.
Speaker, the gentleman from New York
seems to think it is necessary to deal
with illegal aliens coming into this
country in the present bill. Why, we
already have laws on our statute books
and if properly enforced they will take
care of all the illezal aliens who come
into the United States. There is no
place for such provision in this act.

The gentleman from Ohio referred to
the fact that this bill might make pos=
sible the coming into the United States
of a lot of Communists. There might
be a few come in, But if you will look
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at the records submitted by the FBI, you
will find Mr. Hoover states that we now
have 50,000 or more Communists run-*
ning loose in the United States, in all
parts of the country, in every commu-
nity, who are operating under orders
from Russia, ready to sabotage anything
we have on a moment’s notice. If I had
my way about it, I would take all of
the Communists in the United States and
their fellow travelers, put them on some
of these boats we have now in moth balls,
and ship them all over to Russia where
they really belong. So that we do not
need to have any fear about any great
number of Communists coming in as a
result of this act.

I would rather not have a bill of this
kind to import foreign labor to do cer-
tain kinds of agricultural work in this
country, but it is absolutely necessary
because American citizens will not do
the stoop labor that is required in pro-
ducing a tremendous amount of food
in this country to take care of the needs
of the American people. At this time
when we have an inflationary spiral. It
seems rather strange some of the gentle=
men who are here advocating stricter
controls in the United States are opposed
to this bill. The only rcason they may
be doing that is because we will have
a greater shortage of food so that there
will be tighter controls and a lot of this
food will have to go into the black mar-
ket at higher prices to the people. This
bill should be passed in the interest of
the general economy of the country and
to inecrease the food supply for the
people. :

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself 5 minutes.

Mr. Speaker, permit me to say at the
outset that I am a restrictionist when
it comes to immigration. I want to see
our immigration laws tightened rather
than liberalized. But we are faced here
with a practical situation, This is not a
question of immigration; this is a ques=
tion of whether we are going to have the
necessary labor supply in order to hare
vest the necessary food and the staples
that are produced in this coming year.
This is nothing new. If is an old prac=
tice, but it has a new angle. These peo=
ple have been coming here for years,
doing this work, but here this year we
are engaged ina war. The thing we need
above everything else in this war to de-
feat communism is production and more
production, That is the way to defeat
communism, Here is a bill that tends to
do that, and at the same time it is some=-
thing that would halt inflation.

Frankly, I am at a loss to understand
some of my friends to whom I have
yielded time here today. They oppose
this legislation. They say that Ameri-
can labor is opposed to this legislation,
yet American labor is occupying the
forefront today in the advocacy of con=-
trols in order to keep down the cost of
living. Now, the best way to keep down
the cost of living is to produce and to
produce and to produce. So, it seems
to me that some of my friends who label _
themselves liberals—and with that I g
find no fault—should be behind this =
legislation in order to bring about the
production to keep down inflation and
prevent the necessity for controls,
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-Incidentally, I agree with them on the
question of controls. I think this infla-
tion has got to be beat and I think the
best way to beat it and the best way to
stop Russia in its one main objective
above everything else in breaking down
our economy is to produce, as I said.

The question was raised about the
health of these people. Why, this bill
provides that safeguards shall be made
for the health of these people that are
brought in here. So far as I know, that
is something entirely new and I think
it is a very liberal provision in this bill,
Let me say again, although I speak as
one who comes from a southern State
and a cotton-growing State, that this is
not a guestion of cotton. Yes, we have
been using Mexicans over here to harvest
cotton for many years. This is not a
question of harvesting apples in the
Northwest. It is not a question of har-
vesting beets in the West. This is not a
question, as was so appropriately stated
by the gentleman from Oregon [Mr.
EirsworrtH], of aiding the farmer. It
is a question in this immediate year of
1951 of assisting the people of the United
States, the American farmers, laborers,
and all other segments of our economy,
in defeating inflation and winning this
confiict with which we are engaged with
Russia.

. Mr. Speaker, I think this bill ought to
pass. Frankly, it does not affect me
personally any more than it affects you
or anyone else, It is all a part of the
set-up; of the scheme of defeating com-
munism. I do not see how we can afford
not to pass this bill,

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the resolution,

- The resolution was agreed to.

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 3283) to amend the
Agricultural Act of 1949.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
info the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill H. R. 3283, with Mr.
Gore in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

By unenimous consent, the first read-
ing of the bill was dispensed with.

Mr. COOLEY., Mr. Chairman, I yield
20 minutes to the gentleman from
Texas [Mr. Poacel.

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, I had
hoped it would not be necessary to offer
a detailed explanation of the purpose-
of this legislation, but the remarks of the
two gentlemen who have spoken in oppo-
sition to this bill and to the rule made
it clear that there is much misunder-
standing as to both the purpose of the
bill and its actual content.

The criticism that has been launched
at this proposed legislation so far has
been confined to suggestions that illegal
entrants were coming into the United
States from Mexico and that doubtless
after this bill was passed there might still
be violations of our laws along the Mexi-
can border. I would readily grant that
this bill cannot be expected to prevent
the violation of other laws, but surely it

. will in no wise aggravate the situation.
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For the 103 years that the United
States has had a common border with
the Republic of Mexico there have been
individuals who have crossed that bor-
der in both directions without the per-
mission of the governmental authorities.
Probably such crossings will continue to
be made by certain individuals. Cer-
tainly this bill in no wise adds to the
ability of anybody to cross the border
without detection. Certainly this bill
in no wise makes it more likely that there
will be illegal entrants in the United
States. On the contrary, this hill goes a,
long way toward making it improbable
that we will have the substantial num-
bers of illegal entrants we have had in
the past.

Certainly the only effect this bill will
have upon the enforcement of the im-
migration laws will be to make the en-
forcement much easier than it has been
in the past, because it provides a legal
method whereby a Mexican can enter
the United States, whereas, if you do
not pass this bill, there will be no legal
method whereby a Mexican can come in,
yet the economic magnet of hich wages
on the north side of the Rio Grande as
opposed to the very low wages and poor
living conditions on the south side will
continue to draw Mexican workers across
that river just as it has during the past
100 years. i

If perchance additional legislation in
regard to purely immigration matters is
needed, the gentleman who so recently
addressed you, the chairman of the Ju-
diciary Committee, might well consider
bringing in such legislation, but to con-
demn the Committee on Agriculture be-
cause that committee properly exercised
a function which is within its jurisdic=
tion and did not seek to extend its juris=-
diction into a field over which the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary has unques-
tioned jurisdiction, seems to me to be a
little unfair and uncharitable on the
part of the chairman of that committee,
Why blame us if the chairman of that
committee does not bring in the type of
immigration legislation that he wants?
We are not writing immigration laws.
We are amending the Agricultural Labor
Act. We are not trying to change or add
to or diminish existing immigration laws.
In our striet endeavor to try to leave the
jurisdiction of other committees to those
committees, we wrote a provision in this
bill which was questioned here on the
floor, which provision simply says that
nothing in this bill shall be construed to
interfere with the powers that the Attor-
ney General now has. The gentleman
from Ohio questioned the propriety of
that. We are simply saying all the way
through that we are frying to provide
adequate agricultural labor for this coun-
try. When we have done that the Com-
mittee on Agriculture is not concerning
itself with social reforms or immigration
laws or with the jurisdiction of the At-
torney General of the United States. We
have sought here to bring to the House
legislation which would correct an ob-
vious evil. If members of other commit-
tees feel that reforms within the juris-
diction of their respective committees
are needed, let those members bring leg-
islation out of their own commitiees.



1951

Let me review the -circumstances
that make this legislation necessary:
Throughout all these years, as has al-
ready been stated, many of our farmers
have used Mexican labor. Sometimes it
has come into the country legally, and
other times it has come in without ben-
efit of law. But it has come into this
country. Why does it come? Right now
the wages on the Mexican side of the
river are possibly 2 pesos a day. A peso
is worth less than 20 cents—that is less
than 40 cents for a day’'s work on the
south side of the river. In the lowest
wage areas on the United States side that
same worksr can make more than that
amount by 1 hour's time.

Cn the Mexican side of the river the
population is pressing against the means
of subsistence with such tremendous
force that the Mexican worker who wants
to provide for his home and family—and
my expearience with those people is that
they have the same love of family and
home that you have for your family and
home—that man sees the opportunity to
cross the Rio Grande and goes to the
north and there in a few weeks' or
months’ time makes more to support his
family than he could by working a year
at home. He works on the American
side. He goes home and takes with him
the means whereby he purchases the ne-
cessities of life for himself and family.
He, his family, and his country profit
thereby. And what of the north side of
the river? Here we are producing what
we hope will be some of the largest crops
in history, our vegetable crops and our
fruit crops, our beet crops and cotton
crops, all need much more stoop labor
than is available on the American side.

Last year we grew less than 10,000,000
bales of cotton. This year, if the season
remains good, we will harvest between
16,000,000 and 17,000,000 bales of cotton,
a 60- to T0-percent increase.

Last year we were barely able to pick
that cotton crop with the labor force
that was available—and it included a
substantial number of Mexicans, both
contract Mexican nationals and illegal
entrants. Since that time there have
been thousands of American boys who
have left those farms and gone to work
in the industries of the Nation, in the
war plants, and in the Armed Forces of
the country. Our own labor foree is not
nearly as large as it was 1 year ago.
We were barely able, with a long pick-
ing season, to gather 9,750,000 bales of
cotton. With sixteen or seventeen mil-
lion bales this year and a smaller force
to gather it, How can we hope to save
that fiber without the help of our neigh-
bors to the south? How can we hope to
save the fruits and vegetables on the
Pacific coast without our neighbors to
the south? How can we hope to save
the beet crop of America without some-
one who is willing to get down on his
hands and knees and do the stoop labor
required to do it?

So we have turned, as always, to Mex-
ico, seeking the needed labor.

We have had an agreement with Mex-
ico whereby Mexican nationals come into
this country und.r contract, but the
Mexican Goverament has said that
agreement was not favorable enough to
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the Mexican nationals, and they wanted
it amended in numerous respects.

I went to the city of Mexico about the
1st of February and the chairman of the
Senate Committee on Agriculture went.
We worked with representatives of our
State Department and with representa-
tives of the Mexican Government, seek=
ing to secure & new agreement. The
Mexicans demanded first that the United
States agree to a contract between the
Government of the United States and
the Mexican workers. They insisted that
the United States Government be the
employer of every Mexican worker in
this country. They said in that way
they would know that they would get
paid, that they would bz properly
treated.

We took the position, and I think we
were right, that it would be improper for
the United Siates to become a broker
in human lives, human labor. We took
the position that the United States would
not employ Mexican labor and then sub-
contract it to someone else, like you
might sell a herd of cattle. We finally
convinced the Mexican officials that the
dignity of their citizens required that we
reject that proposal of governmental
contracting.

Then they said, “We must have some
guarantee that the Mexican worker who
comes to the United States will be paid;
he cannot rely upon the courts.” Of
courze he cannot. How can a worker,
who has a few dollars coming to him and
who lives in the Guadalajara or Hermo-
sillo come back to the United States to
collect $30 due him for work in Arkansas
or in Colorado? Oh, the Federal Court
is open to him, but how can he get before
it, and how could he stay around and
litigate the matter? We realized that
he could not. So we agreed with the
Mexicans that the United States Gov-
ernment would guarantee that these
wages would be paid.

Then we said we wanted that con-
tracting done on the American side of
the border, because that is the only way
we can get it done with the efficiency and
dispatch that we feel is necessary. We
felt there was too much delay in going
down to Monterey and Hermosillo and
Chihuahua to make those contracts.
The Mexicans finally agreed, but they
said, “You have to guarantee the trans-
portation of our workers up there during
the time they are employed.” So the
United States agreed that we would send
our immigration officials and health offi-
cials and Department of Justice officials
to make a security check down to Her-
mosillo and Monterey and Chihuahua,
and there we will make an examination
of the Mexican workers, just as we have
heretofore made it on the border when
they came in. We will then give clear-
ance to those Mexican workers at those
points, and the United States Govern-
ment will bring them to recruitment cen-
ters on the American side of the river or
the American side of the American boun-
dary farther west, and there, on the
American side, the American farmer will
come and, under the terms of this bill,
he will be allowed to employ any Mexican
he wants, and he can reject any individ-
ual Mexican whom he does not want to
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employ. The individual Mexican has the
same right; if he does not like your looks
and thinks you will not be a good boss
he has the right to say “I do not want to
work for you.”

But the American employer who gces
and gets those men must then and there
pay the United States Government for
the expense it has been to bringing them
in. We did not propose to have the
United States Government subsidize the
transportation of workers either within
or without the United States; on the con-
trary, we said in this bill that the em-
ployer must reimburse the Government
for all of the expenses incident to bring-
ing those individuals in except the ordi-
nary expenses of maintaining the immi-
gration service and other services which
would go on whether they brought theze
contract laborers in or not. We put a
limit cf $10 upon these expenses in this
bill. This limit is intended to restrain
the Government, not to relieve the em-
ployer. This action has been criticized.
It is claimed that it would constitute a
subsidy, because it has been said that the
Government would spend more than $10.
Mayhe the Government will spend more
than $10, but this limitation will cer-
tainly tend to restrain the Government.
The Covernment need not and should not
spend more than $10.

We put the $10 limit on as a limitation
on the Government not for the purpose
of giving anybody a subsidy. I hold in
my hand a number of affidavits as to the
actual cost of bringing Mexicans from
Monterey to various points in the United
States last year and some of them this
spring. Incidentally, I see right here
that the cost of bringing and maintain-
ing workers from Hermosilla to Nogales
was $2.10 on May 16, 1951. It cost $2.15
to transport workers from Monterey to
MecaAlien, Tex., on May 12, and to provide
them with two meals; $3 for first-class
transportation and two meals from Mon-
terey to Hidalgo, Tex. These are the
actual costs that are current now. That
means that a round trip costs less than
$5 at the present time. We figured it
would cost the Government more than
it would cost an individual—it always
does—but we thought that if we should
let the Government take twice as much
as an individual that that ought to be
very liberal and that that was hardly
a subsidy to the farmer to make him
pay twice what he would normally have
to pay as an individual.

No, Mr, Chairman, there is no subsidy
in this bill. This bill provides that the
man who employs the Mexican will pay
all the costs; then it provides that he
will pay the current wages in the com-
munity, and it provides that he shall not
have the opportunity to recruit any Mex-
ican until the Department of Labor—not
the State Department as some have sug-
gested, not the Department of Agriculs
ture which might be accused of being
biased toward the farmer, not somebody
else—but until the United States Depart-
ment of Labor finds: First, that there are
not enough American workers in the
community to do the work; and, second,
that the importation of Mexican nation=
als would not impair the wage standard
or living conditions of Americans if those
Mexican nationals were brought in.
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Those things have to be affirmatively
found by the United States Department
of Labor before any man can get a cer=
tificate to bring in a Mexican national.
After that has been found and after the
American employer has brought the
Mexican national in, the American em-
ployer has got to pay his transportation,
his subsistence while he is bringing him
in, provide him with a place to live when
he gets there, and then he has to pay
him current wages.

Now, do you believe—and I want to
submit this to the inteilizent business-
men in this House and I want you to
hear me and I want you to answer it hon-
estly and fairly in your own conscience—
may I ask the membership to search
your own conscience and ask yourself
can you honestly say that there is any
reason to believe that any American
farmer would employ Mexican nationals
under the terms of this bill if competent
American labor were present, ready, and
willing to do the work? Remember that
American labor will cost exactly the
same per day, per hour, or per hundred as
the Mexican labor and in order to use
Mexican labor the farmer has got to pay
in addition the transportation, subsis-
tence and other charges. Do you think
they are going to pay a bonus to use this
Mexican labor? I do not think so. Ido
not believe it will be done. We have
given the strongest guaranty that can
be devised to American farm labor that
we are not going to allow any harmful
competition with American labor. I
think these economic guaranties are far
stronger than any political or legislative

guaranties that we might write into the

bill

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the

gentleman from Texas has expired.

. Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield
the gentleman five additional minutes,
Will the gentleman yield? -
| Mr. POAGE. 1 yield to the gentleman
from North Carolina.

Mr. COOLEY. The chairman of the
Committee on the Judiciary made a
speech which indicated that the wet-
back situation might involve a health
risk. As we visualize this bill, all of the
Mexicans coming in will be screened;
they will be healthy; they are supposed
to be honest upright farm workers, Is
that true?

Mr. POAGE. That is right.

Mr. COOLEY. We are trying to im-
prove the wetback situation?

Mr. POAGE. That is right. I tried
to point out that we are proposing under
this bill to send American hezlth au-
thorities to Hermosillo and other places
down there. The Mexicans got in here
before and there was no screening. If he
had the most loathsome disease all we
could do was to send him out if we could
get him out. Now under this bill we
will send American authorities down
into Mexico, we will go over every one
of these individuals, we will give them a
physical examination, a health exami-
nation, a security examination, and we
will do all of that in Mexico. If the
worker does not meet our tests he will
never get a chance to ride to the border.

Mr. COOLEY. The gentleman was in
Mexico during the period of negotiation
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between our Government and the Mex-
ican Government?

Mr. POAGE. Yes; I was.

Mr. COOLEY. This confract was
worked out at that level?

Mr. POAGE. That is right.

Mr. COOLEY, The gentleman is of
the opinion this will bring about a situ-
ation greatly improving that which has
heretofore existed?

Mr. POAGE. There is no question
about that. If you do not pass this bill,
if you leave us with no contract with
Mexico, then you are going to make in-
evitable some of the things that Look
magazine, Collier’s, and the other ar-
ticles have depicted and tried to play up
as being the result of the legal importa-
tion of Mexicans but without one secin-
tilla of evidence to support those
charges, for in every case when you run
those down they came back to the prop-
osition of wetbacks in the United States
who have entered this country illegally.
If you do not provide a legal method of
entrance, the Mexican workers will come
in anyway.

Again, let,me ask you to search your
own conscience. Under this bill these
Mexican workers have an opportunity to
make a choice between entering the
United States under a legal contract,
where their rights are preserved, and,
on the other hand, of coming in as a
wetback, an illegal fugitive from the
law, Which choice will they make? I
am sure you would come to the conclu-
sion that they will come in under the
contract system. We give the Mexican
worker that choice under this bill. We
give him the opportunity to come in
legally. If you defeat this bill and there
is no opportunity for a Mexican to come
in legally, they are going to be foreced
to resort to swimming the river. I think
that the matter is perfectly clear. This
bill greatly improves the condition of
the Mexican worker, of the American
worker, and of the American farmer
who must rely upon some kind of or-
derly entrance of the Mexicans in or-
der to have a proper distribution of farm
labor in those parts of America where
we need it and not simply where it is
easiest for the Mexican to go.

Mr, COOLEY. Under the situation
which has existed, the wetback could
very easily be ex'pleit.ed: but under this
contract arrangement he is protected in
every respect?

Mr. POAGE. Exactly.

Mr. COOLEY. He cannot be exploited
by a ruthless or heartless landlord here
in this country?

Mr. POAGE. That is exactly the pro-
tection this bill provides. We have
made provision whereby a Mexican can
stand up and make a contract of em-
ployment with the assurance that he is
dealing within the law and with the pro-
tection of the law. This bill attempts
to give protection where protection is
needed. This bill attempts to provide a
workable piece of legislation that will
allow us to harvest this year’s crop.

‘This bill has been discussed with the
Mexican officials. If it is passed, I am
sure that we can extend the agreement
with Mexico. If it is not passed or if it
is materially amended I fear that we
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will have no agreement with Mexico and
that this year’s crop will be lost.

Mr. HOPE. Mr, Chairman, I yield 10
minutes to the gentleman from Colo-
rado [Mr. HiLrl.

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, I want to
discuss first the bill itself, but prior to
that I will say a word about the reasons
before I discuss what is in the bill.

I might add in the beginning that I
know something first hand about mi-
grant labor. For more than 30 years I
have lived in a beet sugar producing
area. For several of those years I was
teaching in the center of one of those
communities where we used Mexican
labor. I have had Mexican students
under me while I was teaching. We
like to call them Spanish-Americans or
Americans of Spanish descent. They
are very good students, always willing
to cooperate with the school authorities,
and their parents likewise, So, I do
not come before this group this after-
noon and speak without any persona.l
experience.

Mr. Chairman, I know that we shou]d
understand exactly what we are trying
to do. The thing that this House needs
to do, that this Nation of ours should
have done, is the thing that is contained
in this bill. Why do we need any out-'
side laborers at all? The answer is evi-
dent; the answer is obvious. The
farmer is in a different position than
any other type of employer. We need
this special labor at a certain specific
time in the harvesting of the erop. You
may need it in the planting season.
That may be the time of the shortest
and sharpest need of outside or migrant
labor. It may not be there. It may be
in the bean-picking season. Again, it
may not be in the middle of the sum-
mer; it may be in the fall during the
harvest. Now, we must have this labor
during a short period of time and during
that particular time we cannot harvest
our crop without that help. If it is the
planting, we cannot plant the crop with-
out the help.

I might say further that I believe in
the last 10 or 15 years we have mecha-
nized at the greatest speed possible that
ever occurred in any nation in the his-
tory of the world, but you cannot mech-
anize everything, Some things must
still be done by stoop labor. Some work
on the farm must still be done by hand
labor. Even in the finest dairies in this
country they still use the hand to strip
and take the last milk out of the cow’s
udder. I know some do not do it, but
that is what they should do, and it is
the same with other farm work, We
must use hand labor.

Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr, HILL, I yield to the gentleman
from California.

Mr. JOHNSON. To illustrate what
the gentleman says, take cherries, apri-
cots, and grapes. Thousands and thou-
sands of tons have to be hand picked,
and the harvesting season is very short
in some of those crops; some only 10 to
15 days.

Mr. HILL. Exactly.

Mr., JOHNSON. And while the
farmer and his wife and children can
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do all the other work, when the time
comes to harvest they require 25 times
that amount of help.

Mr. HILL. And that very thing is not
understood by & good many of the gen-
tlemen that are going to oppose this bill,
In the harvesting of potatoes 10 days
may mean the entire loss of the potato
crop, yet Members will stand on the
floor and pretend you can harvest those
potatoes over a period of 3 months.

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

Mr. HILL, I yield to the gentleman
from Iowa.

Mr. GRCSS. Can the gentleman tell
me whether the Mexicans are good cow
milkers, or do they milk goats?

I Mr. HILL. With the mechanization
we have today, yes, anybody can milk a
cow, even someone who never saw one

before or someone who does not know
which end produces the milk.

| I cannot yield further.

I want to mention what the bill pro-
vides. First, it provides a way to re-
cruit these Spanish-Americans in Mexi-
co that you have never had before under
any organized legislation. It provides
the establishment of reception ecenters
and gives a program to direct them in a
way that you have not had before. It
also provides more in the way of medical
care and subsistence than the Spanish-
American people have ever had.

There are several other provisions that
are not as important as the one I men-
tioned, but the bill also provides that you
may go to this reception center and se-
cure your own employees. It gives the
Spanish-American the right to turn
down a particular job if he wishes.

}  Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I make
the point of order that a quorum is not
present.

} The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will
count. [After counting.] One hundred
and five Members are present, a quorum,
| Mr, HILL, Now I should like to dis-
cuss how you get these Spanish-
'American workers. First of all, you must
enter into a contract with the Federal
.Government of the United States. You
just do not go down to Mexico and get
your help. You make an agreement with
the United States Government that you
will do certain things, and they are
spelled out as plain as they can be in
the bill.

| Section 503 states that no workers
recruited under this title shall be avail-
able for employment in any area unless
the regional director, Bureau of Em-
ployment Security, United States De-
partment of Labor for such area has
determined and certified that there are
not sufficient laborers in the area to do
the work,

There is no use of anyone’s getting up
on this floor and erying about us in the
fruit areas working children. That is
out of the picture. I am surprised they
have not already mentioned that. Now
they have transferred the argument
about child labor to wetbacks. So this
afternoon you have had a demonstration
of those ready to shed tears about bring-
ing in wetbacks. I do not qualify my
statement one particle. The evidence is
there. I never saw a wetback, to my
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knowledge. I will have a little bit more
to say about that later. I would not
know one if I met him in the beet field.
I dare say that probably not a gentle-
man on this floor can identify one to
save his neck from a noose.

So there is a very slim line between a
wetback and whatever other words you
would like to use. It is nothing in the
world but window dressing and camou-
flage. Let me just digress a moment and
tell you what happened in my own area
less than a year ago.

These very men they were talking
about went out all over the country to
find out how badly we were treating
these wetbacks. He did not know a
thing about them. He came into my
territory and called me up, and told me
where he had been. What did he do?
H-> brought a photographer with him to
take a picture. He waited until we had
a flood down there in that dry area
where it only rains now and then,
and then he said, “Where are those
folks kept?” And he sent the picture
all over the country, back here to the
East, so that you could see all these poor
Spanish-Americans wading around in
the mud ankle deep. Why, bless their
silly hearts, we were so glad when we got
that rain. We were praying for it.

Now we have even gone one better
than that. Do you know what we have
done now? Do you know what we have
now? We have rain-makers. He prob-
ably could have gotten his picture with
less trouble if we had rain-makers last
years.

Mr. FISHER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, HILL, I yield.

Mr. FISHER. What this bill does, as
I understand it, is to create an orderly
procedure whereby the Mexican nation-
als may be processed in old Mexico and
thoroughly screened with respect to
their health conditions and any possible
subversive elements that might be
amongst them.

Mr. HILL, That is right.

Mr. FISHER. That is done by the
officials of the Department of Justice
and the Public Health Service officials
and the immigration service, and after
all of that is done, then they can cross
the Rio Grande into our own processing
camps, and after they are so brought
across, then they are permitted to work
for any individual who might meet the
conditions contained in this bill, and in
the agreement that we have with the
Mexican Government.

Mr. HILL. The Government has the
set-up, and the employers can pick out
the employees and the employees can
pick out the people that they would like
to work for.

Mr. FISHER. The passage of this
bill would be a death blow to this wet-
back situation about which we have
heard so much today; is that not
correct?

Mr. HILL. Yes. There is another
thing I want to say, and that is this is
a temporary bill. This bill expires on
December 31, 1953. What we are trying
to do here is to take care of the situa-
tion during this war emergency.
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Mr. BAILEY, Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL. I yield.

Mr. BAILEY. Would the gentleman
be kind enough to explain to the Com-
mittee why the Committee or the Sub-
committee on Agriculture proposed to set
aside provisions of the Internal Revenue
Code in that these workers will be ex-
empted from the payment of income
taxes, and why they propose to set aside
provisions of the Social Security Act? I
think there is some explanation due the
Committee from somebody on this pro-
posal.

Mr. HILL. Exactly. Remember what
the question is, and I am glad to have
the question, because everyone listening
here this afternoon will see what is
wrong with this discussion on this bill
and with the opposition. How in the
world could you put a man under that
kind of a tax and under that kind of a
plan who comes in to harvest a crop
and then goes back to Mexico? y

Mr. BAILEY. There is plenty of sense
in the question.

Mr. HILL. I refuse to yield any more.
I have no time to answer foolish ques-
tions.

Mr. BAILEY. Many of them never go
back to Mexico.

Mr. HILL. That is no question at all,
because it has nothing to do with that,
A man comes here for 3 months or 2
months or 30 days and then the gentle-
man wants to put him under the Social

" Security Act. The workers recruited

under this act are those who are not
citizens of the United States, who shall
be admitted to the United States under
the present immigration laws.

Now, go back and change your immi-
gration laws, if you want what the gen-
tleman says.

There is another element that I want
to mention. You are going to have
someone propose an amendment that
was placed in the bill in the other body.
I want to call your attention to that
amendment. I am going to jump the
gun on that amendment and show you
how foolish it is. I want to read it to
you and then you do your own thinking.
Far be it from me to even give you any
advice. I quote:

Any person who shall employ any Mexican
allen not duly admitted by an immigration
officer or not lawfully entitled to enter or to
reside within the United States under the
terms of this act or any other law relating
to the immigration or expulsion of allens,
when such person knows or has reasonable
grounds to believe or suspect or by reason-
able inquiry could have ascertalned that
such alien is not lawfully within the United
States, or any person who, having employed
such an alien without knowing or having
reasonable grounds to believe or suspect that
such alien is unlawfully within the United
States and who could not have obtained such
information by reasonable inquiry at the
time of giving such employment, shall obtain
information during the course of such em-
ployment indicafing that such allen is not
lawfully within the United States and shall
fall to report such information promptly to
an immigration officer, shall be gullty of a
felony, and upon conviction thereof shall
be punished by a fine not exceeding $2,000,
or by imprisonment for a term not exceeding
1 year, or both, for each alien in respect to
whom any viclation of this section occurs.
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Let me just whisper this to you. If a
man hired 50 of them—I tell you, you
cannot define them—and then if he puts
them to work and some smart egg from
the city of New York, who knows all
about farming in the West—and I am
not talking about any Member of Con=-
gress—comes along——

Mr. CELLER. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HILL. Not until I have finished.
If he finds that he has employed 50
wetbacks to pick his bean crop he only
would go fto the jug for 50 years, that
is all, and be fined $2,000 each. You
multiply that by 50, and you will see
how foolish that is. You cannot even
start to enforce such a law.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, HILL. If the gentleman will give
me some more time,

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I will yield
the gentleman two additional minutes.

Mr. CELLER. The gentleman had
occasion to mention me. Will he yield?

Mr, HILL. I am going to read first
from the Farm Bureau publication, and
then I will yield if I have time.

The Farm Bureau paper of June 18,
1951, says in falking about this labor bill:

1, The constructive approach to the prob-
lem of illegal immigrants is to first provide
an orderly, legal means of meeting the eco=
nomic need on both sides of the horder.
Until this prgram has been developed, the

punitive approach to the problem will only .

create confusion and unrest.

2. Farmers in the areas most affected have
already expended effort, time, labor, and
money to meet the increased production goals
of the Department of Agriculture. To estab-
lish new “rules of the game” at this time of
need for peak agricultural production would
inevitably result in losses of production.

3. The bill would throw the major burden
of enforcement of immigration law on farm-
ers. It is dificult or impossible to distin-
guish between United States citizens of Mexi-
can ancestry and Mexican nationals, Over
2,000,000 citizens claim Spanish as their
mother tongue. These citizens would be re.
quired to carry evidence of citizenship. They
would be handicapped in obtaining employ-
ment as compared with other citizens.

4. The amendment iz not germane to an
emergency farm-labor bill.

That is what the great American Farm
Bureau, with hundreds and hundreds of
thousands of farm members all over the

United States, says about this Senate

amendment.

Mr. FISHER. Mr. Chairman, will the :

gentleman yield?

Mr, HILL. T yield.

Mr. FISHER. The gentleman read
from an amendment which has been
adopted in the Senate which makes it a
penitentiary offense for an American to
employ a Mexican alien. Is there any-
thing in that provision that would make
it a penitentiary offense for someone in
New York, for example, to employ a Pole,
or a Russian, or an Italian, or some other
illegal entrant in New York?

Mr. HILI. Of course there is not, and
there will not be, I may say to the gen-
tleman, for some time any such amend-
ment as the gentleman speaks of.

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10
minutes to thz gentleman from Cali-
fornia [Mr. HUuNTEE].
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Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in support of the bill introduced by my
distinguished colleague the gentleman
from Texas [Mr. Poaege]l. I earnestly
urge the House to adopt this bill. It has
the support of the American Farm Bu-
reau Federation, also the National
Grange.

I should like to point out just a few
facts about California, particularly the
district I represent, which is the Ninth
Congressional District located in the San
Joaquin Valley in California. There will
be a record crop this year of cotton and
canning vegetables according to a re-
port which I received, dated June 22,
from the California State Board of
Agriculture. The production of cotton
this year will be up 60 percent and the
production of canning vegetables will
be up 35 percent. Last year we had in
cultivation in California about 600,000
acres in cotton. I have been informed
that this year we will have about 1,250,-
000 acres of cotton. Other crops, in-
cluding crops of tree fruits will be of
above-average yields.

The demand for farm labor in Cali-
formia will be the greatest in history,
but at the same time the supply of farm
labor has greatly diminished. The rea-
sons for this are two-fold: One, induc-
tions into the military service; and two,
more atiractive fields of employment,
such as in the defense industries.

The conclusion is obvious that unless
we have a supplemental supply of labor
from the outside there will be serious
crop losses. The situation is very much
the same as it was during World War IT
when at the peak of demand we em-
ployed in California, under Public Law
No. 45, some 36,600 Mexican nationals.
In addition to that we employed 14,500
prisoners of war.

The Mexican Government has an-
nounced cancellation effective June 30
of its present agreement with the United
States under which Mexican nationals
are employed in this country, and unless
we have enabling legislation, Mexican
agricultural workers will no longer be
available for employment in the United
States. So I cannot impress upon you
too greatly the extremely critical situa-
tion with which California agriculture is
faced.

Mr. HAND. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield at that point?

Mr. HUNTER. 1 yield.

Mr. HAND. I would like to suggest to
the gentleman who is making a very
clear and interesting statement that all
the way across the country, especially
in the State of New Jersey we are faced
with identically the same conditions,
and while we may not have any direct
interest in Mexican labor we do have a
direct interest in Puerto Rican labor, and
we feel that the South and the West
may take this from us unless they have
an ample supply of their own. We can-
not harvest our own crops in New Jersey,
which are important to us and important
to the war effort, without an additional
labor supply. I am perfectly willing,
as I am sure the gentleman is, to listen
to any proper amendment to safeguard
the rights of the workers, but the work-
ers we do need all over the country,

Mr, HUNTER. That is correct.
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Mr. SHELLEY. Mr. Chairman, a
point of order.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. SHELLEY. Mr. Chairman, I
make the point of order that a quorum
is not present.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will
count. [After counting.] One hundred
and three Members are present, a quo-
rum.

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, this
labor shortage is not the fisment of the
farmers’ imagination. The situation is
acknowledged both by the United States
Department of Labor and also by the
California Department of Employment.

In a letter written to me by Secretary
of Labor Maurice J. Tobin, Secretary
Tobin stated:

We anticipate that we will have shortages
despite the use o” older men and women and
youth who are not normally a part of the
agricultural labor force in California.

Mr. Tobin further stated:

We have approached the problem on the
basis that we take steps to assure a sup-
plementary supply of agricultural labor from
Puerto Rico, Hawall, Mexico, and Canada to
be brought in if the need for a supple-
mentary supply of such labor should develop.
We wish to make available the labor which
:n:l tmsn.:l.te production for the national in-

erest.

Mr._ O. W. Farney, who is the San
Joaquin Valley supervisor for the farm-
placement service of the California De-
partment of Employment, advises that
in the Ninth Congressional District,
which I represent, the demand for farm
labor will reach its peak in October, dur-
ing which an estimated 127,075 agri-
cultural laborers will be needed. This
compares with a peak of 78,970 in Octo-
ber 1950. This figure represents total
hired labor force in agriculture and ex-
cludes farmers and unpaid family work-
€ers.

It has been said by those who oppose
this hill that this is nothing more than
a scheme to get cheap labor for the big
farmers. Such a contention is not in
line with the facts. In my district,
whether a man owns 40 acres of grapes
or 1,000 acres of cotton, he is going to
need help in getting his crops off. Farm-
ers, big and small, need help in harvest-
ing their crops.

Mr. SEELY-BRCWN. They have to
be paid the prevailing wag=?

Mr. HUNTER. Yes.

Domestic labor is protected under this
bill. It is not the intent of the farmers
in my district fo use Mexican labor to
beat down the wages of our own Amer-
ican citizens. The bill provides that no
workers shall be recruited from Mexico
unless the Department of Labor testifies
that, first, sufficient domestic workers are
not available; and, second, employment
of such workers will not adversely affect
the wages and working conditions of do-
mestic agricultural workers.

The bill does not involve a raid on the
Treasury. Farmers are required to ar-
range and pay for transportation for
workers from the Mexican border to
places of employment. In addition,
farmers must reimburse the United
States Government for charges incurred
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by it for the transportation and sub-
sistence of such workers from points in
Mexico to reception centers on the
border.

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

Mr. HUNTER. I yield .o the gentle-
man from New York.

Mr. KEATING. Itstrikes me,in read-
ing the bill, that there might be a dif-
ficult problem of administration, and I
wondered whether the Secretary of
Labor or any other witness gave your
committee any estimate of the proposed
cost of administering the bill over and
above the reimbursement which might
come to him from the farmers them-
selves.

Mr. HUNTER. I am nota member of
the Committee on Agriculture.

Mr. KEATING. Ikegthe gentleman’s
pardon.

Mr. HUNTER. That testimony is not

available to me. I would like to make
this point though, since the gentleman
brought the subject up. If this labor is
not made available and serious crop
losses result, the loss in income tax to
the United States Government and also
excise taxes will be far in excess of any
cost of administering this program.
Take my district, for exarple. It only
comprises four counties. The value of
crops in the district in 1950 was about
$550,000,000. It will probably be around
$750,000,000 this year. Say the applica-
ble income-tax rate is 30 percent, and
a loss of income of $100,000,000 is suf-
fered because of crop losses resulting
from a lack of farm labor. Then the
loss of income-tax revenues from those
four counties would be $30,000,000.
: Mr. KEATING. I appreciate the
force of the gentleman’s argument, but
it does seem to me that we ought to be
very careful at this time in passing these
bills giving wide authority to the head
of an executive department to admin-
ister a law, because they so frequently
come back to us and say, when it comes
to appropriation bills, “Now, you in Con-
gress authorized such and such an ac-
tivity, and the expense of it is a large
sum of money,” and oftentimes there is
very little we can say in reply fo that.
It seems to me, ané I am very open to be
convinced otherwise, that the obligations
which are placed upon the Secretary of
Labor under the provisions of this bill
might entail a rather expansive admin-
istration.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

. Mr. HUNTER. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Minnesota.

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I
would like to say to my colleague from
New York that the purpose of this legis-
lation is to get l=bor to procduce more
food, and by producing more food for the
people of the country we lower the price
of food, and the end result will be a gain
for the American people if there is a little
loss in the expense of the administration
of the act.

Mr, KEATING. Presumably, under a
normal economy, what the gentleman
says is true, that the more food you pro-
duce the cheaper it will be, but some of

.
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the consumers in my area seem to doubt
whether those laws are now operative.

Mr. HUNTER. As for the charges
that these Mexican nationals are ex-
ploited, mistreated, and underpaid, allow
me to point out these facts: In my dis-
trict, these people are protected in their
working conditions and wages by State
and local regulations, which the farmers
must meet. Not only must the farmers
go to the added expense of paying the
transportation of Mexican nationals
from points within Mexico, but they are
also obligated to pay the going rate for
farm labor generally in the area. Today
in my district the lowest rate being paid
for farm labor is 80 cents an hour. The
average rate for cotton picking last year
was $3.50 per hundred pounds. That
rate, or an even higher one, will prevail
this cotton-picking season. That means
that the average cotton picker working
no more than 8 hours a day will make
a minimum of from $12 to $16 per day.

Mr, JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HUNTER. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from California.

Mr., JOHNSON. The reason those
farmers and all organizational groups
agreed to this bill is because they are in
such desperate need of getting this labor
during the harvesting period; is that not
correct?

Mr. HUNTER. That is correct. Ed
Hayes, Chief of the Farm Placement
Service, said that we will probably have
in California a farm-labor shortage of
75,000 this summer and fall. By using
domestics from outside of California, by
using housewives, by using school stu-
dents, and by using soldiers during time
off to earn extra money, we will still have
a shortage of some 50,000, which, as you
fan see, can result in a very serious crop

0SS.

There is one more point I want to
make in closing, because it has been
brought up earlier today. It has been
said that this bill will help the Commu-
nists and let Communists into the United
States. I inquired of the Department of
Justice very recently if there was any
evidence of Communists infiltrating the
farm-labor program from Mexico to the
United States. On April 24 I received a
letter from the Acting Commissioner of
the Immigration and Naturalization
Service, in which he said:

Actually, we know of no instance so far of
a Communist agent having succeeded in in-
flltrating the farm-labor program.

Mr. HAND. Mr. Chairman, supple-
menting my brief remarks, I wish to
read a letter from the New Jersey Farm
Bureau:

New JERSEy FARM BUREAU,
Trenton, N. J., June 14, 1951,
Hon. T. MiLLET HAND,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear MiLLET HAND: The labor situation on
farms in our State, as well as in most other
States, continues to be very critical. In
view of the terrific demands for food at this
time, it is imperative that appropriate action
be taken by the Congress to insure labor
requirements and no action be taken that
will in any sense lessen the supply.

Many of our Central and Western States
rely upon Mexican labor and this labor has

7161

made possible food production which con=
tinue- to meet the consuming demands of
the people of our country.

In our State, the farm bureau has de-
veloped a labor project known as Garden
State Service. This organization recruits in
Puerto Rico, transports, and cares for work-
ers in New Jersey, for the season from April
till November. This is all accomplished
through contracts with the department of
labor in Puerto Rico, with the approval of
the United States Employment Service. We
are proud of this job and recently the Presi=
dent’s Migrant Labor Commission has com=-
plimented the farmers in this area on the
program.

Now, if the Mexican labor program is not
cleared up there will be terrific demands on
our sources of labor from Puerto Rico.
Therefore, New Jersey does have a great in-
terest in the Mexican issue.

We do not concur in the Douglas amend-
ment because we cannot support the idea
that farmers should become policemen to
ascertain if the labor whom he happens to
employ is a United States citizen of Latin
American ancestry or a Mexican national,

It seems to us that the only constructive
approach to the wetback problem is to work
out an orderly and legal means for meeting
the economic needs of both sides of the
border. It is only after a workable approach
to the problem has been demonstrated that
any rational program can be undertaken,

I write to remind you of the interest of
our farmers in this Mexican problem, trust-
ing you will keep us in mind when the
House of Representatives acts on this bill,

Sincerely,
HerperT W. VOORHEES,
Pregident.

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. PoLk]l.

Mr. POLKE. Mr. Chairman, I assure
you that I am just as much interested
in helping the farmers of America secure
sufficient labor as anyone here present.
I am a farmer and have been engaged
in agriculture practically my entire life.
I live on a farm and I know the prob-
lems which we farmers face with refer-
ence to labor. However, this problenr
involves so many other very serious is-
sues that I believe the bill as reported
by the Committee on Agriculture is bad
legislation.

The problem of migratory labor in the
United States has become so serious that
several months ago the President of the
United States appointed a Commission
on Migratory Labor. I hold in my hand
a copy of that report. It contains about
188 pages of very enlightening informa-
tion concerning this very, very serious
problem. I regret very much that our
Committee on Agriculture did not have
before us during the hearings on this
farm labor bill the infornration that is
contained in the President’s Migratory
Labor Commission.

Mr. GATHINGS. Mr, Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. POLK. I yield to the gentleman
from Arkansas.

Mr. GATHINGS. The President
named that Commission on the 3d day
of June 1950, before the outbreak in
Korea. I do not believe the President
of the United States would have named
this Commission to go into this problem
had he known that war would break out
a few days later in Korea.
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Mr. POLK. Nevertheless the problem
exists. It is a serious problem. I wish
all Members of the Committee might
have the benefits of this very informative
report, because it points out many, many
problems and recommends numerous
suggestions that should be eacted info
law with reference to this entire
problem.

I cannot agree with those who state
there is no danger from communistic in=
filtration because of the situation which
exists on our southern boundary. As I
mentioned in the debate on the rule, Mr.
Gladwyn Hill, of the New York Times,
spent considerable time traveling about
5,000 miles throughout the Southwest,
and came very definitely to the conclu-
sion that there is communistic infiltra-
tion. It is true that only a few of these
Communists have been caught. I be-
lieve the immigration service admits
they have caught a few. But there is
nothing to hinder them from coming in,
Under the House bill it is wide open as
far as legal entry is concerned. The
Senate bill includes the words “legal en=
try” in at least two instances. Under
the Senate bill these migratory workers
would have to be in this country subject
to legal entry. That is not true in the
House bill. It is wide open as far as
that particular provision is concerned.

There is another point that is very
strongly stated in the President’s report,
the consequences of the wetback traffic
as far as wages are concerned. I should
like to read you a few statements,

The report says:

The wetback is a hungry human being,
His need of food and clothing is immediate
and pressing. He is a fugitive and it is as
& fugitive that he lives. Under the constant
threat of apprehension and deportation, he
cannot protest or appeal no matter how un-
justly he is treated. Law operates against
him but not for him. Those who capitalize
on the legal disability of the wetbacks are
numerous and their devices are many and
various.

Wage rates reflect graphically and dra-
matically the impact and consequences of
the wetback traffic. In 1947, when dally
wages for chopping cotton (thinning the
rows of cotton plants) in the Lower Rlo
Grande Valley were $2.25 (10 hours), wages
were continuously higher at points north-
ward from the border: in the Sandy Lands
of Texas, #3; in the Corpus Christi and Coast
Prairle areas, #4; In the Bolling Plains, 85;
in the High Plains, $5.25.

When the Commission held hearings in
Texas in August 1950, wage rates for pick-
Ing short staple cotton in the Lower Rio
Grande Valley were reported as low as 50
cents per hundredweight and as high as
$1.75 per hundredweight. From the evi-
dence presented, we conclude that the bulk
of the cotton in this area was picked in 1950
for approximately $1.25 per hundredweight.
Comparative wage rates for picking cotton
elsewhere in Texas were not obtained in the
hearings because no other area had yet com-
menced its cotton harvest. However, the
State-wide average 1050 rate for Texas is
now reported officially by the United States
Department of Agricuiture to have been
$2.45 per hundredweight. Thus, the Lower
Rio Grande Valley cotton growers got their
cotton picked for approximately one-half
the wages paid by the average cotton grower
of Texas.

Wages for common hand labor In the
Lower Rio Grande Valley, according to the
testimony, were as low as 15 to 25 cents per
hour, To the north and west through El

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

Paso Valley, we found a marked tendency
for wages for similar work to rise.

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. POLK. 1 yield.

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Do you not
believe, though, that the reason those
rates are so low is because the work is
performed by the wetbacks and that
that rate would be raised if they were
brought into this country legally under
an agreement, and that this agreement
would be beneficial not only to this
country, but even to those illegal en-
trants?

Mr. POLK. I would say to the gentle-
man that he has ftouched on what I
believe is the erux of the whole matter.
The recruitment of wetbacks is the main
source of Mexican labor. Figures show
that at one time in a study which was
made in 1947, about 93 out of every 100
farm workers in the area close to the
Rio Grande River were illegal wetbacks.

Mr. JONES of Missouri. But do you
not think if we had this agreement you
would do away with these wetbacks, and
also with this agreement you would have
a contract with the wetbacks who are
here illegally, and you would gain con-
trol over them and thus eliminate the
situation which you are complaining
about, and that with this bill you could
eliminate the very thing you are com-
plaining about?

Mr. POLK. If we pass the bill as it
passed the Senate, you are correct, be-
cause under the bill as it is reported
{from the House committee there is no
reference to illegality or legality—just
so they are in this country, they can be
recruited.

Mr, JONES of Missouri. They can be
recruited, but you will have a contract
with them and they will have a contract
to work.

Mr. POLK. On the other hand, in
the Senate bill it is specifically stated
that the men recruited must have come
in legally.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. POAGE. Mr.Chairman, I yield 10
minutes to the gentleman from New
Mexico [Mr, FERNANDEZ].

Mr. FERNANDEZ. Mr. Chairman, I
am going to address myself to only one
point which will be in controversy and
which constitutes the chief difference
between the Senate bill and the House
bill.

It is my understanding that when this
bill is read under the 5-minute rule, an
amendment will be offered to substitute
the Senate bill for the House bill. The
main distinguishing feature of the Sen-
ate bill from the House bill is that the
Senate bill provides that any person who
employs a Mexican alien not legally ad-
mitted to this country shall be guilty of
a felony and shall be punished by a fine
not exceeding $2,000 or be imprisoned for
a term not exceeding 1 year, or both.

I do not question the sincerity and
good intentions of those who sponsor
that amendment, and I do not minimize
in the least the situation which confronts
us, but I am taking the floor in the hopes
that I may dissuade the proponents of
that amendment from offering it in con-
nection with this bill,
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In the first place, the result of that
amendment if it should become law
would be to punish the innocent as well
as the guilty. It would deny employment
not only to the illegal Mexican alien or
wetback but it would result in denying
employment also to thousands of native
Americans who like myself are of Mexi-
can or Spanish descent, and who like
myself have Mexican or Spanish names,
It is mainly for this reason that I could
never support such an amendment. The
farmer would be running too great a
risk in employing those native Ameri-
cans, unless he happens to know them
personally, and the result would be that
preference, particularly in the rush of
getting workers quickly, would be given
to Negroes and Mexican aliens with an
immigration ecard, to the exclusion of
the native Americans with Spanish or
Mexican names.

Mr. FISHER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FERNANDEZ. I yield.

Mr. FISHER. Does the gentleman be-
lieve that if he were called upon today
to prove that he was an American citi-
zen that he could prove it?

Mr. FERNANDEZ. No; and I may say
to the gentleman that if I were to go
away from my home community and de-
cide to seek employment I doubt if I
could even get a birth certificate, and
there are thousands of my fellow Amer-
icans in the same shape. That is one
of the points I am coming to.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield on that point of
the Senate amendment?

Mr. FERNANDEZ, I yield.

Mr. KEATING, The gentleman has
touched an important element in the
Senate bill. In order to convict under
the Senate bill is it necessary for the
farmer or employer to have knowledge
that the person is here illegally?

Mr, FERNANDEZ. The trouble is that
he would always be subject to being ac-
cused and arrested, and then in self-
defense he would have to show that he
did not know all these things. Farmers
have enough to do beside running to
court to establish the fact that they are
not felons. Consequently, to be safe,
they would decline to employ Americans
of Mexican or Spanish descent whom
they did not know personally.

There are thousands of these in every
community in New Mexico, and no doubt
in Texas, Colorado, Arizona, and Cali-
fornia. Those native Americans are
well known in their communities where
they and their forefathers have lived for
generations, but when they leave their
communities or their States to seek em-
ployment elsewhere it would be hard for
the employer to distinguish them from
Mexican aliens. Many of them, if not
most of them, would like myself be un-
able to furnish a birth certificate. Like
myself all they could furnish, if that,
would be a church record of their
baptism. The work season would be
over before they could obtain such a
record, if they could obtain it at all
It is a well-established American prin-
ciple that it is better for nine guilty
persons to go free than for one innocent
person to be punished. Under this law
you would be punishing many native
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Americans by depriving them of employ-
ment merely because they could not
promptly and adequately prove that they
were American-born.

Furthermore, it would be unfair to the
employer. Are the Immigration Service
and our Government so inept and so im-
potent that it is necessary to make farm-
ers act as immigration policemen or risk
becoming felons?

The original amendment as offered
in the Senate applied equally to the
employment of all aliens illegally in this
country. Senator BREWSTER, of Maine,
immediately pointed out the difficulty
they would have in distinguishing Cana-
dian aliens from native American citi-
zens, and so he wanted to know what was
meant by the words “reasonable inquiry”
in connection with the investigation of
prospective laborers on the part of em-
ployers. I read from the RECORD:

Mr. BREwsTER. How is he to know that a
certain employee is not a native? Would
a birth certificate be required? I suppose
conditions are different in the South, but
up in Maine a great many of us speak the
same language. What is the employer sup-
posed to do?

Mr. Dovcras. The Immigration and Nat-
uralization Service would be expected to
issue cards to those who are legal entrants,
and the employer could at least ask to see
a man's card. If he did not ask to see the
man's card, this would be one circumstance
in which he would fail to make reasonahle
inquiry.

Mr. BrRewsTER. If he is a native, of course,
he will not have a card.

Mr. Dovucras. I understand that.

Mr. BrewsTER. When a native of Maine
goes to Illinois, he has no card to show
that he is a native of Maine.

Mr, Doucras, There is supposed to be free«
dom of migration within the country—and
fortunately there is.

This provision, of course, applies only to
aliens. It is not intended to establish a
registration system for persons who are citi-
zens of the United States. However, those
who are legal entrants are supposed to carry
with them some document to indicate that
they are legal entrants. It would be proper
to ask a man whether or not he was an
immigrant. If so, he could be asked to show
his card.

Mr. BRewsTER., If he says that he 1s not
an immigrant, what is the employer sup-
posed to do? Is he supposed to investigate
his birth certificate?

Mr. Doucras. There is certainly no obli-
gation to investigate his birth certificate
or to ascertain whether he has paid a poll
tax or property tax or whether he is upon
any voting roll or not. There is certainly
no such obligation. But if all the circum-
stances of appearance and language and lack
of identification care and failure to furnish
any evidence of residence give rise to a ques=
tion as to legality of entry, the employer
should make some further inquiry.

The amendment was modified and in
its present form applies only to Mexican
aliens.

The fact that it does apply only to
Mexican aliens makes it all the more ob-
Jectionable because it is discriminatory.
Why punish the man who employs a
Mexican alien and by implication per-
mits the employment of a Cuban alien,
a Chinese alien, or any other alien.

It may be that we are in such a terrible
shape with respect to wetback and
other illegal immigrants that some such
drastic action as this may be necessary.
I realize that the very fine Migratory La-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

bor Commission appointed by the Presi-
dent recommended some such step. Be-
fore that step is taken, however, it should
be given careful consideration by the
committee which has jurisdiction over
immigration matters, and provisions
should be worked out whereby native
Americans may be protected in their
right to employment and not frozen out
by such a left-handed approach. This
provision has not received the considera-
tion of either the Judiciary Committee
or the Committee on Agriculture which
handled this bill in the House and in the
Senate.

Furthermore, it was not subjected to
searching debate in the Senate. It so
happens that pursuant to the recom-
mendations of the Migratory Labor Com-
mission, Senator ELLENDER, chairman of
the Committee on Agriculture, had in-
troduced a general bill dealing with such
matters and which was then pending in
the Judiciary Committee. Because he

.had sponsored such a provision in the

other bill, he stated that he was not in
position to object to its being offered in
this bill except on the grounds of juris-
diction, No real debate on the merits of
this provision was had in the Senate.
This provision is without precedent.
If we are to depart from the well estab-
lished procedures in the matter of immi-
gration, I repeat that careful consider-
ation by the appropriate committees
should be given to the bill and provisions
worked out to protect native Americans
and employers alike from the hazards
and injustices of such a policy.
Notwithstanding the recommendation
of the Migratory Labor Commission, it
is questionable that we should ever adopt
such a drastic and devious policy. It
seems to me to be immoral for a Chris-
tian nation to make a felon out of a per-
son who, in Christian charity to say the
least, gives a needy human being the op-
portunity to earn bread and shelter for
his children. This country is too great
to resort to the necessity of starving
%hood people into submission to get rid of
em,

I have in mind the case of a Mexican
woman, Maria Paez, who came to a com=
munity in New Mexico some 25 or 30
years ago without immigration papers,
as did many, many others for years, most
of them ignorant of the fact that immi-
gration papers were required. She re=
mained in that community without being
disturbed until 3 or 4 years ago when
proceedings were undertaken to deport
her to Mexico. The only relatives she has
and the only people she knows are in
that community. I intervened at the re-
quest of the pastor in the parish where
she lives and at the request of the people
who have cared for her when she is sick
and given her employment as a domestic
when she is well, A few days ago I was
notified that proceedings to deport her
would be dropped. The immigration offi-
cials realized that to uproot this old
woman from the community in which
she has lived for 30 years, and to dump
her in Mexico where she has no friends
or relatives would be a crime. This bill
now makes it a crime to give her em-
ployment. This bill would require that
she be starved to death or live on charity.
And there are many such Marias in New
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Mezxico, and to them their neighbors and
relatives will have to say, it is unlawful
for you to earn your bread and butter.

For these reasons I plead with you not
to go off the deep end by adopting this
drastic measure in this bill. There are
other provisions in the Senafe bill which
would seem adequate to accomplish the
purpose, and to which I have no objection
if they are added to the House bill, but
it would be criminal in my opinion to
adopt this particular provision.

This provision is objectionable on
many grounds: First it forces the em-
ployer into becoming a “gestapo” for the
Immigration Service or risk becoming a
felon; second, it will result in denying
opportunity for employment to thou-
sands of native Americans of Mexican or
Spanish descent; third, it is diserimina-
tory in that it singles out the Mexican
alien; fourth, it is immoral and unchris-
tian to starve people into submission;
five, it has not received adequate consid-
eration by the two judiciary committees
which have jurisdiction, and it was not
presented to the Agriculture committees
of either the House or Senate. It is un-
fair to require us to vote on this far-
reaching provision.

Mr. FISHER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FERNANDEZ. I yield.

Mr, FISHER. The gentleman has
made a commendable, certainly an un-
answerable argument against the so-
called Douglas amendment which would
be vicious and would work untold hard-
ship. In the first place the gentleman
has pointed out that thousands of
worthy, loyal American citizens of Mexi-
can descent would be deprived of em-
ployment because employers would not
dare employ them without getting proof
of their citizenship, which would be very
difficult in most instances.

Mr. FERNANDEZ. There is no ques-
tion about that. Even Senator Hum-
PHREY, when he was debating the
amendment I have referred to, and by
the way he supported it, but he pointed
out in the Senate that this great Com-
mission that the President appointed
and which recommended that that be
done, considered it pretty far reaching.
Senator HUMPHREY said:

The President’s Commission on Migratory
Labor in American Agriculture, which spent
a great deal of time investigating this prob=-
lem—much more time, I may say, than any
Member of the Senate has; and I think I am
not unkind in making that statement—{feels
that my amendment is a rather modest,
meek, mild proposal. On page B7 of the re-
port of the President’s Commission, the pro-
posal in the amendment which has just
been adopted—that of the Senator from Illi-
nois [Mr. DoucLas], is referred to as one
which goes so far that the Commission is
not sure that it should be adopted.

That Commission has done a very fine
job. There is no question about it. I
think that the two great committees of
Congress having to do with this matfer,
the Judiciary Committees of the Senate
and of the House ought to take the work
of that Commission and work out some
system whereby if it is necessary to make
it unlawful to employ wetbacks, as we
call them, at least some other provisions
ought to be put in along with that to
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protect people who are not Mexican na-
tionals but who have Spanish names but
who cannot readily prove, as the gentle-
man so well said, that they are Ameri-
can-horn,

Mr. FISHER. The gentleman has also
pointed out another flaw which would
make the Douglas amendment contrary
to every concept of legislating that we
have ever undertaken in this country in
that it is so obviously discriminatory
that it makes it a penitentiary offense
for an American citizen to employ an il-
legal alien who happened to be a Mexi-
can national, but it would be no offense
for an employer in New York or Chicago
to employ illegal aliens who happened to
be Poles, Italians, Russians, and so forth.

Mr. FERNANDEZ. There is no excuse
for this kind of action. It is unprece-
dented, and a radical departure from es-
tablished principles. It certainly should
not be adopted without careful consid-
eration by the committee having juris-
diction of that subject.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from New Mexico has ex-
pired.

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10
minutes to the gentleman from Califor=
nia [Mr. WERDEL].

Mr. WERDEL. Mr. Chairman, I con-
cur in the very able statements made by
the gentleman from California [Mr.
HunTteR] and by the gentleman from New
Mexico [Mr. FErNANDEZ], who have pre-
ceded me. I do not think I will take all
of my time, but there are one or two
points I desire to mention.

Originally I was opposed somewhat to
this bill, even though I represent an
agricultural area that does need assist-
ance. I did not like to see permanent
legislation of this kind put on the statute
books and I did not like to see the possi-
bility for all future time of an individual
going to some agency of the Federal Gov-
ernment, getting a certificate of necessity
and moving foreign labor into a commu-
nity without at least consulting with the
boards of supervisors and the cities, if
necessary, to determine what they
thought about this influx, It is they who
would be spending taxes to support the
community and to police the community.
Those agencies should have an opportu-
nity to protect local workers. However,
that has been eliminated by the last para-
graph of the bill we are now considering.
It is temporary legislation. I think that
should be borne in mind by all Members
of the House who are in doubt about some
of the provisions of this bill.

It is a necessary bill if we are going to
harvest our crops. The gentleman from
New Mexico has anticipated the offering
of an amendment here which was put in
the Senate bill. May I say that the area
that the gentleman from New Mexico
and some of the rest of us represent was
at one time under Spanish rule. That
rule was carried on by very honorable
families. There is a carry-over of much
Spanish blood. Some of these peoples
and those families are still dwelling in
rather closed communities of their own.

If the penalty amendment that was put
in by the Senate is inserted in this bill
it will have the effect of saying to the
farmer that, under penalty of being a
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felon, “You had better not employ any-
one that is Spanish if you can get some-
one else”; and all of the tens of thou-
sands of families that are in our West,
citizens of this country, would thus be
diseriminated against. It seems rather
unusual to me to see a gentleman like
the gentleman from New York, who ap-
parently is in support of the Senate
amendment, not rise in opposition to an
amendment that says: “Any person who
shall employ a Mexican—.” 1 wonder
what the gentleman would say if some
of us would add language: “or Irish or
Jew or French or English.” What would
he say?

I am also disturbed a little bit about
the gentleman’s concern over the sub-
versives that come into our great West
over the border. I have had a little con-
cern about those subversives myself in
connection with State investigations, and
it has been my experience that they are
coming out of what some people think
is the capital of world communism—New
York.

Certainly the gentleman voted against
registration last August for subversives,
voted against the conference report,
voted against overruling the President’s
veto when we passed the law which now
says if these Mexicans come in under
this proposal in this bill they will be
under the control of Government agen-
cies who can say, “Mister, we want your
registration.”

The passage of this bill provides a
means whereby honorable Mexican na-
tionals can honorably enter this country
and do an honorable job in a mutual
effort in an emergency. Certainly it will
not stop illegals from crossing the border,
but the failure to pass this bill will not
stop those illegals either. As it has been
‘pointed out, it will encourage them.

Mr. Chairman, there are many pro-
visions in this bill that merit discussion,
but I think the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. Poace] is presenting the best hill
that can be presented for temporary re-
lief of a condition that is urgent for the
harvesting of the crop this year. Time is
so short that the defeat of this bill will
make it impossible to provide the means
whereby necessary Mexican labor can
come in under proper supervision. We
need an estimated three to four hundred
thousand people to harvest the Nation’s
crop this fall.

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10
minutes to the gentleman from Minne-
sota [Mr. McCarTHY].

Mr., McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I
think there is some misunderstanding
here in regard to the objective of the
opposition. The gentleman from Ohio
[Mr. Porx]l and I, of the Committee on
Agriculture, together filed a minority re-
port on this legislation. What we pro-
posed was not the defeat of the bill but
the improvement of it so that all of the
things which have been set out here as
desirable objectives today, and many of
the things which the President's Com-
mission on Migratory Labor recom-
mended, might be achieved.

I would like to clear up one or two
other points before I go on to a presen-
tation of our case. Reference has been
made to the position of the liberals in
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this particular instance as being some-
what contradictory. As I understood
the principal argument, it was this—
that the liberals are always for more
food—so that if we take a position in
opposition to this bill somehow we would
be in contradiction. I think that is an
oversimplification of the liberal position.
You will find, on careful examination of
my position—and I am willing to accept
the title of “liberal”—that we were never
in favor of any action which results in
the exploitation of human beings, and
what we do have in this situation is one
of real exploitation of American citizens,
of Mexican wetbacks, who crossed the
border, and to a certain extent also, as
the record will show, the exploitation of
Mexicans brought in under these legal
contracts. The motivation for this leg-
islation, I understand, did not come prin-
cipally from the growers of cotton, from
the vegetable growers, and other pro-
ducers of the far West and of the South-
west, but it arose principally because the
Mexican Government was refusing or
threatening to refuse to permit its peo-
ple to come into this country and be
exploited. There may be political con-
siderations on the part of the Mexicans,
but the point is that the principal moti-
vation—although I am sure there was
some consideration given to it—was not
a humanitarian motivation from this side
of the border seeking to improve the con-
dition of the Mexicans coming into this
country, of the wetbacks already in, or of
the American migrants, but rather one of
meeting the demands which the Mexican
Government made.

The question was raised in committee
as to whether the terms of this bill
should be extended so as to include the
people from the Bahama Islands and
from Jamaica, who were as you will note,
in the bill originally introduced. There
are some other producing areas in this
country which do use labor from other
foreign countries. It was not to the ad-
vantage of the growers; and the govern-
ments of those countries from which
these persons come did not demand the
kind of protection that is being de-
manded by Mexico. So the people who
come in from those countries are ex-
cluded from coverage under this bill,

I will discuss later in some detail the
question of subsidy.

I should like to touch now upon the
argument that has been made in regard
to jurisdiction. It has been sall that
our committee is being asked to do some-
thing which was beyond its jurisdiction;
that here is an immigration matter
which should properly have been han-
dled by the Committee on the Judiciary.
I think that even a cursory examination
of the bill will show that the Committee
on Agriculture was not so careful to
avoid infringing on the jurisdiction of
other committees. The bill contains
amendments to the Internal Revenue
Code, it contains amendments to the
Social Security Act, and also amend-
ments to the immigration laws, as well
as to the Wage-Hour Act. The impor-
tant thing to keep in mind is what we
are trying to do in this legislation. At
least we who signed the minority report
are trying to do some little bit toward
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solving a really pressing social and eco-
nomic problem in the Southwest and in
the far West, one which affects every
American and which reaches out and
affects every State in this country.

We, too, are concerned with providing
labor to harvest the crops, but we do not
think we need to accept the provisions
of this bill to accomplish that purpose,

I should like to make the point that
this migratory labor problem is really a
most serious problem. The number of
migratory laborers in this country is
something over 1,000,000. Approxi-
mately 500,000 of these are American cit-
izens. Of the other 500,000, about 400,-
000 are Mexican wetbacks, and about
100,000 on the average are people who
are admitted legally from Mexico and a
few from other countries. So approxi-
mately 1,000,000 people are affected.

The President’s Commission makes
this report, that the average annual
wage of these people, considering all of
the housing that they get and all of the
other special advantages, amounts to
aboui $550 a year. That is not all in-
come from agriculture, that is their total
income. Their agricultural wage is en-
hanced by what they can pick up in odd
jobs and part-time employment in in-
dustry and in the cities, either between
crops or during the winter season.

You have heard statements in regard
to health conditions among these people.
You have been given description of the
kind of shelter which they are forced
to use as housing.

There is one other important point
I think we should not overlook, and that
is the abuse of the child-labor law. One
Congressman presented a statement be-
fore our committee which is, I think,
indicative of the kind of thinking that
is behind this bill. His general state-
ment was to this effect, that the enforce-
ment of the Wages and Hours Act in
regard to child labor whereby certain
growers were not permitted to use school
children during school hours while school
was in session, resulted in a great hard-
ship to certain growers and certain
farmers. I am sure it does. The fact
that any factory owner has to pay a
minimum wage and cannot use child
labor at depressed wages is a hardship
upon him, if our only consideration is
that of the profit he may make. Under-
stand, that in these States they could
suspend school, let everybody get out of
school to work in the fields, or let
those that did not want to work take
a vacation. The objective is to keep
these schools going so that some chil-
dren, those who come from families
which have sufficient income, can con-
tinue to go to school, but the children
of the poorer parents can be taken out
of school while school is in session and
during school hours and be put to work
at the stoop labor that has been here
described.

The purpose of the minority of the
committee in offering the Senate bill as
a substitute is threefold: First. In the
first place, we feel that something should
be done about stopping the movement
of the wetbacks. Second. In the second
place, we think that adequate protection
should be given to Mexican laborers who
come in under contract. Third. In the
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third place, we hope through these two
steps to give some kind of protection to
American domestic agriculturdl workers,

Under the terms of the bill we could
not touch them directly. Actually what
you have in this bill as presented by the
author and in the bill that was passed
by the Senate, and in the bill which
we are advocating here with certain
amendments, is a procedure whereby the
Mexican Government is establishing
standards for the employment of Ameri-
can agricultural workers. The terms of
this bill will give advantages to the Mex-
icans who come in under contract which
are not presently given to the domestic
agricultural workers. For example, the
bill provides that the Government shall
guarantee the wage and the transporta-
tion of the people who are brought in
under contract from Mexico.

Of course, the argument has been made
here that the Mexicans could not very
well go into court. What of the Ameri-
cans? Take any American migrant who
is making $550 a year, and he is not
going to make a very strong case in any
court in this country. So the Mexicans
do have that guaranty.

In addition the bill provides $150 for
burial expenses for Mexican workers,
It also provides that the medical ex-
penses of these people shall be paid. Is
any such guaranty given to American
migrants? Of course not, What is pro-
posed is the establishment of standards
for Mexican migrant workers in this
country which are far and above the
standard for domestic workers. We do
not have any standards for American
farm workers. As I say, we of the mi-
nority would like to get at that problem
directly but we cannot do it because this
bill is restricted to foreign workers, so
the only thing for us to do is establish

decent standards for these people so that.

there may be an economic motivation
for the American growers to give fair
or at least somewhat equitable terms to
the Americans who might apply for these
same jobs.

That is the problem in its simplest
terms. That is the thing which we of
the minority are attempting to do, not by
defeating the legislation, but by im-
proving it. We do feel that the terms
of the bill as they have been presented
do not go far enough, and that this is
the time to make some real progress,
first, toward discouraging the flow of
wetbacks into this country; second, to-
ward establishing decent standards for
the contract labor, and so indirectly
make some slight progress in the way of
providing decent wages and decent liv-
ing and working conditions for Ameri-
can migratory farm laborers, also.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman has expired.

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
10 minutes to the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. BENTSEN],

Mr. BENTSEN. Mr. Chairman, I do
not question the intent of my friend from
Ohio who says he will offer the Senate
felony amendment to the migratory-
labor bill, but I do question his knowledge
of the southern border of the United
States and the effect this proposed
amendment will have on its citizens,
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There are many reasons why this
amendment is completely impractical in
its application, but since my time is so
limited, I shall confine myself to a brief
review of some of its gravest inequities.

First. First and foremost, it is com-
pletely discriminatory as it is aimed at
a class of people. Many United States
citizens of Latin ancestry will be denied
employment if this amendment is ac-
cepted. Farmers will be afraid to hire
them for fear they might be Mexican
nationals posing as United States citi-
zens. Faced with a possible year in jail,
the farmers simply will not take a chance
on hiring a man of Latin ancestry.

This amendment does not apply to
those farmers along this country's
northern border who hire Canadians or
those on the east coast who hire Ba-
hamans and Jamaicans. This amend-
ment should not apply to those farmers
any more than it should apply to the
farmers on the southern border. When
a supporter of this amendment in the
other legislative body was asked why he
did not apply it to Canadian aliens, he
said: “You cannot tell them from United
States citizens” which is clear proof he
does not understand the southern United
Statles border.

Over 50 percent of my district is made
up of United States citizens of Latin an-
cestry. Over 2,000,000 United States
citizens claim and speak Spanish as their
native tongue. As a practical matter, it
is virtually impossible for the ordinary
United States citizen, without the as-
sistance of the FBI to distinguish a Mex-
ican citizen illegally in this country from
a United States citizen of Latin ancestry.

While I was a county judge in south
Texas, I had men appear before my
court to obtain delayed birth certificates.
They would testify that they were born
in this counfry and would have two
witnesses to corroborate this testimony.
In addition, they would offer in evidence
a baptismal certificate from the Catho-
lic Church to show they were baptized
north of the Rio Grande River. Being
satisfied with the evidence, I would grant
them their certificate. A month later
the FBI would come in and state that
the applicant and witness had perjured
themselves before my court and that the
baptismal certificate was a forgery.
The farmer will find himself just as
helpless if not more so in determining
true citizens.

The Senator who offered a similar
amendment stated there was no obliga-
tion to investigate the employee’s birth
certificate, nor to see that he had paid a
poll tax or was on the voting rolls, Just
what is intended by this dangerous
amendment? Does it mean merely be-
cause a United States citizen happens
to be of Latin ancestry that he has to
wear a government dog tag or perhaps
acquire a governmental tattoo before it
is safe to hire him?

A man or woman of Latin ancestry
who is a United States citizen would be
one of the major victims of the dis-
crimination contemplated by this dog-
tag amendment.

Second. This is a most serious and
far-reaching amendment and yet it is
offered here without previous study by
the Agricultural Committee which hag
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proposed the bill. It is logically a mat-
ter which requires the careful considera-
tion of the Judiciary Committee with its
jurisdiction over proposals relating to
crime and immigration.

Third. A new statutory offense must
be defined in language understood by
the common mind. The prohibited act
must be described in explicit terms.
This is required by the fifth and sixth
amendments to the Constitution. But
this dog-tag amendment, with its loose
terms, is completely vague. It uses the
words “reasonable grounds to suspect”
but it does not state what constitutes
such grounds for the farmer to determine
that the employee is an alien who has
illegally enterea this country. What is
the farmer to do? Does the farmer
have to call the nearest Federal author-
ity everytime he hires a laborer? If so,
who does he call? How does he prove
the call? Must he report or inquire by
registered mail?

This ill-considered amendment is an
outstanding example of what can be
offered from the floor without careful
consideration by a Congressional com-
mittee of all of the possible consequences
of such severe and far-reaching legis-
lation.

Fourth, This amendment attempts to
shift the burden of enforcement from the
Federal officers to the farmer. In all
fairness, if it is enacted, we should put
the farmers on the Government payroll
as enforcement officers and turn our able
immigration men out to grass.

Fifth. A further example of how little
study and ill-considered is this amend-
ment is the fact that it places a greater
penalty on the farmer by making him
guilty of a felony than it does on the
smuggler who brought the alien in and
is only guilty of a misdemeanor—United
States Code, chapter 8, page 144,

As a Member who represents a district
that would be most seriously affected by
this amendment which has little or no
bearing on the welfare of the district
represented by the author of the amend-
ment, I strongly urge its defeat.

Mr., PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. BENTSEN. I yield.

Mr, PHILLIPS. I would just like to
point out that a great many are em-
ployed by industry, such as the railroads,
and are not included in this bill.

Mr. BENTSEN. That is quite correct.

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
such time as he may desire to the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. BURLESON].

Mr. BURLESON. Mr., Chairman, I
subscribe to the able statement of my
colleague from Texas who has just
spoken, and I am supporting the meas-
ure offered by my colleague from Texas
[Mr. Poacel.

Mr. Chairman, this bill seeks to cor=-
rect several situations which seriously
affect the farmers of this country. In
the first place, if the seasons remain fa-
vorable during the year, the estimated
cotton crop is between sixteen and sev-
enteen milllon bales. This past year the
farmers of my district in Texas had great
difficulty in gathering their cotton.
They had difficulty in making legal ar-
rangements to secure Mexican cotton
pickers and then after pickers were se-
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cured, their children under 16 years of
age were not permitted to work by rea-
son of the so-called minimum-wage law.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have never voted
for a minimum wage provision and was
opposed to the measure which contained
this feature and which has worked such
an injustice and hardship on the Texas
farmers. Doubtless it has been most
impractical to farmers in other parts of
the country.

One of my colleagues from Texas,
either Mr. RoGeERrs or Mr. MAHON, expects
to introduce an amendment to this bill,
which will make exception to the Fair
Labor Standards Act and permit chil-
dren under 16 years of age, when not
legally required by State law to attend
school, to engage in agricultural labor.
I certainly expect to support the amend-
ment and hope that no point of order is
placed against it. If a point of order is
made, I hope the Chair will overrule
such an objection and find the amend-
ment to be germane to the bill.

Mr. Chairman, there is such a thing as
being practical, although it is not too
much in evidence at times. For years
Mexican labor has picked the cotton in
Texas—to a very large extent. They
live through the winter on what they are
able to make in the crop-gathering sea-
son. Now if we want to prevent thou-
sands of Mexicans from making a living,
many of whom remain in this country
the year around, by not correcting ex-
isting law is a good way to do it.

Mr, Chairman, farm labor is extremely
short at this time. Cotton picking labor
is always short at the time it is needed.

The Government is asking the farmer
for greater production of most products,
particularly food. Our boys are being
drafted and reservists and National
Guard men have been called to active
duty, which further contributes to a
serious situation. Now why should we
not pass this bill with the amendment,
allowing children under 16 years of age
to assist in gathering crops in these
critical times and making provision in
an orderly way for the farmer to utilize
the services of Mexican labor imported
from Mexico for that purpose?

Certainly, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed
to the Senate provision which places the
burden on the farmer to determine that
the alien laborer has entered this coun-
try legally. That is the business of the
authorities whose duties are already pre-
seribed by law for this purpose.

Mr, Chairman, I support the bill au-
thored by my colleague from Texas
[Mr. Poacel, and will support the
amendment to which I have referred, as
a practieal, workable, and just arrange-
ment for the American farmer in the
harvesting of crops so vitally necessary
for the country’s welfare,

Mr., HOPE. Mr, Chairman, I yield
myself 8 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Kansas is recognized.

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I am in-
terested in this bill from the standpoint
of a consumer only. As far as I know
there are no Mexican laborers in my dis-
trict; there will be none if this bill be-
comes a law.

I hold in my hand a monthly bulletin
issued by the Bureau of Agricultural Eco-
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nomies entitled “Farm Labor,” dated
June 11, which reads as follows:

People working on the farms in May
totaled a half million less than a year ago
and about one and one-half million less than
the postwar peak in 184647,

That tells the story of the problem that
is facing the American farmer today at
a time when he has been asked by the
Secretary of Agriculture to produce move
than he has ever produced.

This bill does not try to solve all the
problems of migratory labor, it deals
with only one segment of that problem;
it does not try to solve our immigration
problems except this particular one in-
volving the temporary immigration of
farm labor from Mexico. I realize that
there is a serious migrant labor problem
in this country. The President about a
year ago appointed a commission to deal
with this subject, a very able commission.
It has made a voluminous report, and a
number of recommendations. Thes= rec-
ommendations should be considered by
the Congress. We cannot, however, con-
sider those far-reaching recommenda-
tions today or try to incorporate them in
the framework of this very modest bill
which atiempts to deal with only one
particular situation, that of Mexican
labor,

I want to speak briefly about the pro-
visions of the pending bill. As has al-
ready been stated, it was drafted pri-
marily for the purpose of carrying out
an cgreement which has been made by
the CGovernment of the United States
with the Government of Mexico. That
agreement sets up certain standards
which must be maintained here in the
United States as far as Mexican labor
is concerned and institutes a procedure
by which that labor may be brought into
this country. If that agreement is to
be carried out, it is necessary to have
this legislation.

Under the provisions of this bill we set
up a procedure whereby the procurement
of farm laborers in Mexico will be con-
ducted by the United States Government.
That is in contrast with what has been
going on in the past few years where the
farmers themselves who were to use the
labor were compelied to go down into
the interior of Mexico to procure these
workers. The bill also provides for the
establishment of reception centers in the
United States to which these workers
will be brought and from which they
can be sent out to work on farms. It
provides for the transportation of these
workers from recruitment centers in
Mexico to the reception centers on this
side of the border and for the transporta-
tion of workers from those reception
centers back to Mexico at the termination
of their employment in this country.

It provides that the United States Gov-
ernment shall assist these workers in
making contracts of employment and
contains another provision whereby the
United States Government guarantees
that the employers will perform their
contracts.

In order to save itself harmless, the
Government of the United States must
require from the employer a contract
under this bill. Those contract provi-
sions are set out in secfion 502 of the
bill and provide a wav bv which the
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United States Government may be in-
demnified for any loss which it may suffer
because of its guaranty that employers
will carry out their contracts with the
workers.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from EKansas has expired.

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself two additional minutes.

Mr. Chairman, under the provisions
of the bill the employer must agree to
pay to the United States in any case in
which the worker is not returned to a
reception center an amount which is de-
termined by the Secretary of Labor to be
equivalent to the normal cost to the
employer of returning these workers.
He is compelled to reimburse the United
States for the expenses incurred in
transportation and subsistence of work-
ers from the recruitment centers in
Mexico to the reception centers in this
country in an amount not to exceed $10
per worker; in other words the farmer
pays substantially all of the expense of
bringing these workers from Mexico to
his farm and then back to the place of
recruitment when the worker returns to
Mexico.

The Committee on Agriculture held
extensive hearings on this bill. We gave
it a great deal of consideration in ex-
ecutive session. We heard a large num-
ber of witnesses. We heard all the dif-
ferent viewpoints, and as a result of this
very exhaustive consideration we bring
you this bill which I feel does what it
sets out to do. It is a temporary meas-
ure but one which will meet the present
situation, it will help alleviate the short-
age of certain types of farm workers and

will enable our farmers to help meet the .

obligation which has been put upon them
by the Secretary of Agriculture to pro-
duce the greatest amount of food and
fiber that has ever been produced by
the farmers of this country.

Mr. POAGE, Mr. Chairman, I yield
8 minutes to the genfleman from Ar-
kansas [Mr. GATHINGS].

Mr. GATHINGS. Mr. Chairman, why
is this legislation before this body at
this time? On the 30th day of June the
contract with the Mexican Government
will expire, so it is necessary that we
bring in legislation prior fo June 30 so
that we can have the labor available
when needed on the farms of America.
In the mid-South area the workers have
left our particular section and gone to
the larger cities; they have gone into
Memphis, to Detroit, to Chicago, and
Los Angeles. They have gone where they
can get employment in defense indus-
tries. Further, many of them have been
called into the armed services. So now
we do not have enough labor not only to
harvest our crops down in the mid-South
area, but we do not have enough labor
to chop the cotton. At this particular
time there are 5,000 Mexican nationals
in the State of Arkansas chopping cot-
ton. They are badly needed since our
cotton acreage has increased greatly ir
the current year—the production of cot-
ton requires quite a lot of labor—I have
here from the Department of Agriculture
a report which says that the people who
worked on the farms in May 1951, totaled
half a million less than a year ago. So,
you can see when we are asked to produce
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more food, when we are asked to produce
more cotton, 60 percent more cotton in
1951 than in 1950—and we had an awful-
ly hard time to get enough labor to
harvest our crop in 1950—that it will
be extremely important and necessary
that we do have legislation to negotiate
with Mexico so that we can recruit the
necessary labor to be used in the harvest-
ing of cotton and various food crops that
are so highly essential in this emergency.

Mr, JONES of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., GATHINGS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Missouri.

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Even with
your small crop last year you had to call
upon Mexican help to harvest that crop,
did you not?

Mr, GATHINGS. Oh, yes. Last year
in the gentleman’s State of Missouri
several thousand workers were imported.
We had 21,000 in the State of Arkansas
during the harvest season last year.

Mr, JONES of Missouri. And you are
going to have a bigger crop this year
with less local labor.

Mr. GATHINGS. Yes. We increased
the acreage in that section this year.

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

Mr. GATHINGS. Iyield to the gentle-
man from Iowa.

Mr. GROSS. The gentleman speaks
of this as being a bill to help the farmers
of the United States. There is not an
ounce of help in this bill for the mid-
west farmer.

Mr. GATHINGS. Whoever comes and
applies for this labor and follows the
provisions set out in this bill can go to
Mexico and obtain that labor.

The gentleman from New York [Mr.
CeLLER] is the chairman cof one of the
most important committees of this
House, the Committee on the Judiciary.
He came before this body today bitterly
complaining about this legislation. He
urged that something ought to be done to
curb the illegal entry into this country of
Mexican farm workers. As chairman of
the important Committee on the Judi-
ciary, the gentleman has full and com-
plete authority to present legislation to
curb the illegal entry into this country
of Mexicans. It is the gentleman’s job
to do that.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, GATHINGS. Iyield tothe gentle-
man, inasmuch as I have called his name.

Mr. CELLER. Does not the gentle-
man believe this bill should have been
referred to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary, since it is primarily an immigra-
tion statute? Further, does not the
gentleman believe that members of the
Committee on the Judiciary should have
an opportunity to pass on the provisions
of this hill?

Mr. GATHINGS. I do not think so,
because of the fact that it amends the
Agricultural Act of 1949. It applies to
agricultural labor. We are not coming
in here trying to regulate the flow across
the border of Canada or Mexico. We
are not asking for immigration legisla-
tion in the least. We are asking this
House to pass this legislation so that we
can produce the food and fiber necessary
for the support of our economy.
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Mr. CELLER. I want to see that the
crops are harvested; I agree with the
gentleman.

Mr, GATHINGS. That is very fine.

The cost is extremely high in order
to get this labor to the farms of America.
It costs a lot of money to do that.

Mr., JOHNSON. Mr. Chairmean, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. GATHINGS. I1yield to the gentle-
man from California.

Mr. JOHNSON. Is it not a fact that
over 10 years ago the Tolan committee
made a very exhausive and constructive
study of the migratory problem and it
has been resting in the Committee on
the Judiciary ever since, with not a thing
being done about it?

Mr. GATHINGS. I recall the Tolan
investigation. They could have some-
thing done about illegal entry of Mexi-
cans or others if they desired to do so.

Mr. JOHNSON. They have taken 10
years to do something, based on a very
thorough study.

Mr. GATHINGS. It has been said by
the opposition to this bill that there is
enough domestic labor available for use
on the farms of America. That has been
brought out repeatedly.

Mr. McCARTHY. Does the gentle-
man remember who made that state-
ment on the floor?

Mr. GATHINGS. The opposition has
hinged on utilizing available domestic
labor.

Mr. McCARTHY. I did not say if,
and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr,
Porxk] did not.

Mr. GATHINGS. It was said in the
committee by the farm-labor groups.
They came in and said, “Let us utilize
the labor that is available in America
first.”

The gentleman filed a minority report.
If I remember rightly, in that minority
report he brought out the peoint that he
wants to utilize the labor in this country.
Does not the gentleman think that if
there were a laborer available on his
farm or close by where he could bring
him to his farm he would not send all
the way to the Mexican border, a dis-
tance of 1,200 miles from my district, to
recruit labor? They go to the expense
of sending a man down to the border on
a truck and go to all the extra expense
of paying the worker’s transportation by
train” or bus up to the border from
Monterrey, Hermosillo, or Chihuahua.
Hotel expenses and food are provided by
the farmer, too.

- Mr. PHILLIFS. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. GATHINGS. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California.

Mr. PHILLIPS. The gentleman should
point out that none of these laborers can

- be employed until the Department of

Labor has certified that there is no other
labor available.

Mr. GATHINGS. The gentleman is
correct. Until the Secretary of Labor
makes such a determination, he could
not obtain Mexican national labor.
What farmer in America would go to all
that expense to bring this labor back and
pay the transportation and subsistence
expense if he did not need that labor
on his farm?
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Mr. COOLEY. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. GATHINGS. 1 yield to the gen-
tlemen from North Carolina.

Mr. COOLEY. The gentleman made
the statement that the opposition had
contended that American labor was
available in sufficient numbers. Then
he was challenged on that and asked to
say who had made that contention. I
am just wondering if those opposing this
bill are frank enough to admit that we
do not have sufficient labor. Is that the
contention of the opposition, or the
admission of the opposition?

Mr. McCARTHY. I think I would
concur in that statement. I do not wish
to stop the bill or stop the bringing in
of contract labor. What I am trying to
do is stop the bringing in of wetback
workers.

Mr. COOLEY, That isan entirely dif-
ferent proposition than the gentleman
just mentioned. That is a matter for
the Immigration Committee. We are
not trying to enforce the immigration
laws and we are not amending them.
We have no way on earth to make it
easier to bring in wetbacks.

Mr. GATHINGS. That is right. The
various departments charged with re-
sponsibility of this problem of recruit-
ment of foreign labor came befare
our committee and every one of them
recognicred the need on the farms of
America for this additional labor,

Mr. COOLEY. If there were any way
to pass a law now to keep out all wet-
backs, I am sure the House would do it,
but that is not the proposition before us.

Mr. GATHINGS. We are faced with
the proposition whether we are going to
have anything to eat on our tables or
anything on our backs to wear. I hope
the House bill will be approved by this
body.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the
gentleman from Arkansas has expired.
All time has expired.

The Clerk will read the bill for amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Agricultural
Act of 1949 is amended by adding at the
end thereof a new title to read as follows:

“TITLE V—AGRICULTURAL WORKERS

*“Sgc. 501. For the purpose of assisting in
such production of agricultural commodities
and products as the Secretary of Agriculture
deems necessary, by supplying agrieultural
workers from the Republlc of Mezxico (pur-
suant to arrangements between the United
States and the Republic of Mexico), the
Secretary of Labor is authorized—

“(1) to recrult such workers (including
any such workers temporarily in the United
States);

“(2) to establish and operate reception
centers at or near the places of actual entry
of such workers into the continental United
States for the purpose of receiving and hous-
'lng such workers while arra.ngementa are
being made for their employment in, or de-
parture from, the continental United States;

s “(8) to provide transportation for such

workers from recruitment centers outside
the continental United States to such recep-
tion centers and transportation from such
reception centers to such recruitment cen=
ters after termination of employment;
“(4) to provide such workers with such
subsistence, emergency medical care, and
burial expenses (not exceeding $150 burlal
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expenses in any one case) as may be or be-
come necessary during transportation au-
thorized by paragraph (3) and while such
workers are at reception centers;

“(B) to assist such workers and employers
in negotiating contracts for agricultural em-
ployment (such workers being free to accept
or decline agricultural employment with
any eligible employer and to choose the type
of agricultural employment they desire, and
eligible employers being free to offer agricul-
tural employment to any workers of their
choice not under contract to other employ-
ers);
“{8) to guarantee the performance by em-
ployers of provisions of such contracts re-
lating to the payment of wages or the
furnishing of transportation.

“Sec. 502. No workers shall be made avail-
able under this title to any employer unless
such employer enters into an agreement
with the United States—

“(1) to Iindemnify the United States
against loss by reason of its guaranty of such
employer's contracts;

“(2) to reimburse the United States for
essential expenses, not including salaries or
expenses of regular dcpartment or agency
perzonnel, incurred by it for the transporta-
tion and subsistence of workers under this
title in such amounts, not to exceed $10 per
worker; and

“(3) to pay to the United States, in any
case in which a worker is not returned to
the reception center in accordance with the
contract entered into under section 501 (5),
en amount determined by the Secretary of
Labor to be equivalent to the normal cost
to the employer of returning other workers
from the place of employment to such recep-
tion center, less any portion thereof required
to be pald by other employers.

“BEec. 508. No workers recruited under this
title shall be available for employment in
any area unless the Regional Director, Bu-
reau of Employment Security, United States
Department of Labor for such area has de-
termined and certified that (1) sufficient
domestic workers who are able, willing, and
qualified are not available at the time and
place needed to perform the work for which
such workers are to be employed, and (2)
the employment of such workers will not
adversely affect the wages and working con-
ditions of domestic. agricultural workers
similarly employed.

“Sec. 504, Workers recruited under this
title who are not citizens of the United
States shall be admitted to the United States
subject to the immigration ls 3 (or if already
in, and otherwise eligible for admission to,
the United States may, pursuant to arrange-
ments between the United States and the
Republic of Me=xico, be permitted to remain
therein) for such time and under such con-
ditions as may be specified by the Attorney
General but, notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law or regulation, no penalty bond
shall be required which imposes liability
upon any perzon for the failure of any such
worker to depart from the United States
upon termination of employment.

“Sec. 605. (a) Section 210 ‘a) (1) of the
Social Security Act, as amended, is amended
by adding at the end thereof a new subpara-
graph as follows:

“‘(C) Service performed by foreign agri-
cultural workers under contracts entered
into in accordance with title V of the Agri-
cultural Act of 1940, as amended.’

“(b) Section 1426 (b) (1) of the Internal
Revenue Code, as amended, is amended by
adding at the end thereof a new subpara-
graph as follows:

“*(C) Service performed by forelgn agrie
cultural workers under contracts entered
into in accordance with title V of the Agri-
cultural Act of 1949, as amended.’

“{c) Workers recruited under the provi-
slons of this title shall not be subject to the
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head tax levied under section 2 of the Im-
migration Act of 1917 (8 U. S. C., sec. 132).

“Sec. §506. For the purposes of this title,
the Secretary of Labor is authorized—

“{1) to enter into agreements with Fed-
eral and State agencies; to utilize (pursu-
ant to such agreements) the facilities and
services of such agencies; and to allocate or
transfer funds or otherwise to pay or reim-
burse such agencies for expenses in connec-
tion therewith;

“(2) to accept and utilize voluntary and
uncompensated services; and

“(3) when necessary to supplement the
domestic agricultural labor force, to coop-
erate with the Secretary of State in nego-
tiating and carrying out agreements or ar-
rangements relating to the employment in
the United States, subject to the immigra-
tion laws, of agricultural workers from the
Republic of Mexico.

“Sec. 508. For the purposes of this title—

*(1) The term ‘agricultural employment’
includes services or activities included within
the provislons of section 3 (f) of the Fair
Labor Standards Act of 1938, as amended,
or section 1426 (h) of the Internal Revenue
Code, as amended, horticultural employ-
ment, cotton ginning, compressing and stor-
ing, crushing of oil seeds, and the packing,
canning, freezing, drying, or other process-
ing of perishable or seasonable agricultural
products.

“(2) The term ‘employer’ includes asso-
ciations or other groups of employers.

“Sec. 509. Nothing in this act shall be
construed as limiting the authority of the
Attcney General, pursuant to the general
immigration laws, to permit the importation
of aliens of any nationality for agricultural
employment as defined in section 508, or
to permit any such alien who entered the
United States legally to remain for the pur-
pose of engaging in such agricultural em-
ployment under such conditions and for
such time as he, the Attorney General, shall
specify.

“Sgc. 510. No workers shall be made avail-
able under this title for employment after
December 31, 1853.”

Mr. COOLEY (interrupting the read-
ing of the bill). Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that further read-
ing of the bill be dispensed with.

Mr. McCARTHY, Mr. Chairman, re-
serving the right to object, is my under-
standing correct that if the unanimous-
consent request is granted, the bill will
be open to amendment at any point?

The CHAIRMAN. That is correct.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The
will state it.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I in=-
tend to offer a preferential motion.
Will the granting of the unanimous-
consent request have any effect on my
preferential motion?

The C N. The Chair does
not so understand.

Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from North Caroling?

There was no objection.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I offer
a preferential motion.

The Clerk read as follows:

Mr. CeLrer moves to strike out all after
the enacting clause.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
does not submit a preferential motion.
Mr. POLK., Mr. Chairman, I offer an

amendment in the nature of a sub-
stitute.

gentleman
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The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Porx in the
nature of a substitute for H. R. 3283: “That
the Agriculture Act of 1949 is ameunded by
adding at the end thereof a new title to
read as follows:

“ T V—AGRICULTURAL WORKERS

* 'Sec. 501. For the purpose of assisting in
such production of arricultural commeodities
and products as the Secretary of Agriculture
deems necessary, by supplying agricultural
workers from the Republic of Mexico (pur-
suant to arrantements between the United
Etates and the Republic of Mexzico), the Sec-
retary of Labor is authorized—

“*“(1) to recrult such workers (including
any such workers temporarily in the United
States under legal entry);

“‘(3) to establish and operate reception
cenfers at or near the places of actual entry
of such workers into the continental United
States for the purpose of receiving and hous-
ing such workers while arrangements are ba-
ing made for their employment in, or de-
parture from, the continental United States;

“*(3) to provide transportation for such

workers from recruitment centers outside
the continental United States to such recep-
tion centers and transportation from such
reception centers to such recruitment centers
after termination of employment;

‘“*{4) to provide such workers with such
subsistence, emergency medical care, and
burial expenses (not exceeding $150 burial
expenses in any one case) as may be or be-
come necessary during transportation au-
thorized by paragraph (3) and while such
workers are at reception centers;

“*(5) to assist auch workers and employ®
ers in negotiating contracts for agricultural
employment (such workers being free to ac-
cept or decline agricultural employment with
any eligible employer and to choose the type
of agricultural employment they desire, and
eligible employers being iree to offer agricul-
tural employmont to any workers of their
choice not under -contract to other em-

oyers) ;

“*{8) to guarantee the performance by
employers of provisions of such contracts
relating to the payment of wages or the fur-
nishing of transportation.

* ‘S8ec. 502. No workers shall he made avail-
able under this title to any employer unless
such employer enters into an agreement with
the United States—

“*(1) to indemnify the United States
against loss by reason of its guaranty of such
employer’s contracts;

**(2) to reimburse the United States for
essential expenses, not including salaries or
expenses of regular depariment or agency
personnel, incurred by it for the transporta-
tion and subsistence of workers under this
title fn amounts not to exceed §20 per
worker; and

‘“*(3) to pay to the United States, in any
case in which a worker is not returned to the
reception center in accordance with the con-
tract entered into under section 501 (5) and
is apprehended within the United States, an
amount determined by the Secretary of La-
bor to be equivalent to the normal cost to
the employer of returning other workers
from the place of employment to such recep-
tion center, less any portion thereof required
to be paid by other employers.

“'Sepc. 503. No workers recruited wunder
this title shall be avallable for employment
in any area unless the Becretary of Labor for
such area has determined and certified that
(1) sufiicient domestic workers who are able,
willing, and qualified are not available at the
time and place needed to perform the work
for which such workers are to be employed,
and (2) the employment of such workers
will not adversely affect the wages and work=-
ing conditions of domestic acrienltural work-
ers similarly employed, and (3) reasonable
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efforts have been made to attract domestic
workers for such employmrent at wages and
standard hours of work comparable to those
offered to foreign workers.

“*8ec, 504. Workers recrulted under this
title who are not citizens of the United States
shall be admitted to the United States sub-
Ject to the immigration laws (or if already
in, by virtue of legal entry and otherwise
eligible for admission to, the United SBtates
may, pursuant to arrangements between the
United States and the Republic of Mexico,
be permitted to remain therein) for such
time and under such conditions as may be
specified by the Attorney General but, not-
withstanding any other provision of law or
regulation, no penalty bond shall be reguired
which imposes liability upon any person for
the failure of any such worker to depart from
the United States upon termination of em-
ployment: Provided, That no workers shall
be made available under this title to, nor
shall any workzrs made available under this
title be permitted to remain in the employ
of, any employer who has in his employ any
Miexican alien when such employer knows or
bas reascnable grounds to believe or suspect
or by rearonable inguiry could have ascer-
tained that such Mexican alien is not law-
fully within the United Statas.

*“‘Bre. 505. (a) Section 210 (a) (1) of the
Social Becurity Act, as amended, is amended
by szdding at the end thereof a new sub-
paragraph as follows:

“t4(C) Bervice performed by foreign agri-
cultu-al workers under contracts entered into
in accordance with title V of the Agricultural
Act of 1949, as amended.”

*‘(b) Ssction 1426 (b) (1) of the Inter-
nal Revenue Code, as amended, Is amended
by ndding at the end thereof a new subpara-
graph as follows:

“**(C) Service performed by foreign agri-
cultural workers under contracts entered into
in accordance with title V of the Agricultural
Act of 1949, as amended.”

**(e) Workers recruited under the provi-
sions of this title shall not be subject to the
head tax levied under section 2 of the Immi-
gration Act of 1917 (B U. B. C., s=c. 132.)

“*Spc. 506. For the purposes of this title,

.the Secretary of Labor is authorized—

“i(1) to enter into agreements with Ped-
eral end State agencies; to utilize (pursuant
to such agrecments) the facilities and sexv-
fees of such agencles; and to allocate ar
trarsfer funds or otherwise to pay or relm-
burse such agencies for expenses in connec-
tion therewith;

“*(2) to accept and utilize voluntary and
uncompensated services; and

“*(3) when necessary to supplement the
domestie agricultural labor force, to cooper-
ate with the Secretary of State in negotiating
and carrying out agreements or arrangements
relating to the employment in the United
States, subject to the immigration laws, of
agricultural workers from the Republic of
Mexico.

“‘8pe. 507. For the purposes of this title—

*'(1) The term “agricultural employment™
includes services or activities included within
the provisions of section 3 (f) of the Fair
Labor Standards Aet of 1838, as amended,
or section 1426 (h) of the Internal Revenue
Code, as amended.

“*(2) The term “employer” shall include
an assoclation, or other group, of employers,
but only if (A) those of its members for
whom workers are being obtained are bound,
in the event of its default, to carry out the
obligations undertaken by it pursuant to
section 502, or (B) the Secretary determines
that such individual liability is not necessary
to assure performance of such obligations.

“'Sgc. 508. Nothing In this act shall be
construed as limiting the authority of the
Attorney General, pursuant to the general
immigration laws, to permit the importation
of aliens of any nationality for agricultural
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employment as defined in section 507, or to
permit any such alien who entered the United
States legally to remain for the purpose of
engaging in sueh agricultural employment
under such conditions and for such time
as he, the Attorney General, shall specify.

*'Spc. 509. Any person who shall employ
any Mexican alien not duly admitted by an
immigration officer or not lawfully entisled
to enter or to reside within the United States
under the terms of this act or any other
law relating to the immigration or expulsion
of aliens, when such person knows or has
reasonable grounds to believe or suspect or
by reasonsble inquiry could have ascortained
that such alien is not lawfully within the
United States, or any person who, having em-
ployed such an alien without kmowing or
having reascnable grounds fo believe or sus-
pect that such alien is unlawfully within
the United States and who could not have
obtained such Information by reasonable in-
cuiry at the time of giving such employment,
shall obtain Information during the course
of such employment indicating that such
alien is not lawfully within the United States
and shalt fail to report such information
promptly to an immigration officer, shall be
guilty of a fefony, and upon conviction
thereof shall be punished by a fine not ex-
ceeding $2,000, or by imprisonment for a
term not 1 year, or both, for each
alien in respect to whom any violation of this
section occurs.

“‘Sge, 510. No workers will be made avail-
ahle under this title for employment after
December 31, 1952." "

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, a
point of order.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I
make a point of order against the
amendment on the ground that it con-
tains matter not germane to the House
hill, and I should like to be heard on the
point of order.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be
glad to hear the gentleman and requests
that the gentleman point out the specific
language to which objection is made.

Mr. ELLSWCRTH, It is made to sec-
tion 509 of the substitute which has just
been read, appearing on page 7 of the
kill 8. 984, and reading as follows:

Sec. 509. Any person who shall employ any
Mezxican alien not duly admitted by an im-
migration officer or not lawfully entitled to
enter or to reside within the United States
under the terms of this aet or any other law
relating to the immigration or expulsion of
aliens, when such person knows or has rea-
sonable grounds to believe or suspect or by
reasonable inquiry could have ascertained
that such allen is not lawfully within the
United States, or any person who, having
employed such an alien without knowing er
having reasonable grounds to believe or sus-
pect that such allen is unlawfully within the
United States and who could not have ob-
tained such information by reasonable in-
quiry at the time of giving such employment,
shall obfain information during the course
of such employment indicating that such
allen is not lawfully within the United
States and shall fafl to report such informa-
tion promptly to an immigration efficer, shall
be guilty of a felony, and upon conviction
thereof shall be punished by a fine not ex-
ceeding $3,000, or by imprisonment for a
term not exceeding 1 year, or both, for each
alien in respect to whom any viclation of
this section occurs.

Mr. Chairman, this section 509 is a
geaeral provision, strictly general, en-
tirely general; whereas th: Housz bill,
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which is the bill we are considering at
this time, is a specific bill having a spe-
cific purpose. The purpose is stated in
the opening section of the bill, as fol-
lows:

For the purpose of assisting in such pro-
duction of agricultural commodities and
products as the Secretary of Agriculture
deems necessary—

And so forth. Section 509 of the pro-
posed substitute does not deal in any
way with the subject of the pending
House bill. Section 509 of the proposed
substitute deals only with the matter of
finding information as to the illegal en-
try of alien Mexicans into the United
States, and imposes a penalty for failure
to supply information concerning such
illegal entry. That is the sole purpose
and the sole effect of this section 509. It
does not refer to the employment of
farm labor, and it does not go to the pur-
pose of the bill.

I think it is a fact that one of the prin-
cipals applying to germaneness is that
an amendment must be in accordance
with the fundamental purposes of the
bill to which the amendment is pro-
posed.

I make a second point of order against
the substitute on the ground that it
is not germane but is a general provi-
sion. Read the language of the bill,
Mr, Chairman—section 509. Section 509
of the substitute speaks of any person
who employs a Mexican alien not cer-
tified by the Secretary of Labor, any
person, whether that person be the pro-
vider of a restaurant or the operator of
a steamship company, railroad, bus line,
and so forth, any person who shall em-
ploy any Mexican alien not duly admitted
by an immigration officer or not law-
fully entitled to enter or to reside within
the United States.

A restaurant operator in the city of
New York would be subject to a $2,000
fine and 1 year in prison or both if he
employed a Mexican alien without tak-
ing the trouble to go to the FBI or some
other source and find out if that Mexi-
can was in the country with proper cre-
dentials.

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that that is
strictly a general proposition and is
offered to this bill which has specific
reference to a program of ordeily re-
cruitment and dispersal of farm labor—
farm labor only; whereas the amend-
ment, Mr. Chairman, applies to any per-
son who shall employ any Mexican alien
wherever he may be and whatever he
may be doing.

I submit, therefore, on those two
counts, first, it is an amendment, a gen-
eral provision, a general amendment, ap-
plied to a specific bill, which, accord-
ing to the way I read the rules of the
House, is not allowable as germane; and,
secondly, that the amendment itself does
not have anything to do in fact with the
purpose and the fundamental intent of
the bill.

Mr. COOLEY. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLSWORTH. 1Iyield tothe gen-
tleman from North Carolina.

Mr. COOLEY. I would like to call
the gentleman’'s attention to the fact
that the bill before us now amends the
Agricultural Act of 1949. I agree with
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the gentleman'’s observations on the point
of order. The section he referred to,
509, is general in its application and in
effect rewrites the immigration laws
of this county insofar as they affect
Mexico.

Mr. ELLSWORTH. I may say to the
gentleman along that same line that
there is now pending before this House
a very large omnibus immigration bill
to which this particular section 509
should be added if it is the will of the
House, but it has no place as a penalty
provision in an amendment to the Agri-
cultural Act.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, may I
be heard briefly?

The CHATRMAN. The Chair will be
glad to hear the gentleman.

Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Chairman, the
gentleman from North Carolina has just
said that the bill did not intend to amend
the immigration laws and the REecorp
will disclose that in the preceding debate
he said the same thing. If the Chair
will refer to page 7 of the bill I hold,
which is the Senate edition, lines 15 and
16, he will observe the words “or any
other law relating to the immigration or
expulsion of aliens”—not necessarily
Mexican aliens.

This is a broad provision saying that
everyone in the United States must know
all the immigration laws if he is to op-
erate under this amendment, therefore
placing upon the shoulders of all citizens
of the United States the responsibility we
assigned by legislative action to the im-
migration service. It is manifestly
legislation out of place in this bill.

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, may I
be heard?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be
glad to hear the gentleman.

Mr, COOLEY. Mr, Chairman, I would
like to call attention to the fact that if-
section 509 had been introduced as a
separate bill, it would not even have been
referred to the Committee on Agricul-
ture. It would have gone to the Immi-
gration Commitiee,

Now we are faced with a situation of
having to pass upon a question which
our committee had no right under the
rules of the House to even consider and
because it happens to be a provision in a
Senate bill certainly does not make it
germane to the bill now before us.

We are attempting to amend an agri-
cultural bill, If the pending amendment
is approved, it will greatly enlarge the
scope of the subject with which we are
dealing. It should not be held to be ger-
mane because there is no provision in
this bill which came from the House
Committee on Agriculture dealing with
the problem of immigration generally.
It deals only with agricultural aid. The
pending amendment seeks to make it
apply to even domestics or to people in
all other vocations and avocations of life
in this country.

I submit the point of order should be
sustained.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. COOLEY. I yield to the gentle-
man from Michigan,

Mr. CRAWFORD. I would like to ask
the distinguished chairman of the Com-
mittee on Agriculture this question:
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Should this substitute prevail, in his
opinion, would it not completely kill this
whole proposition?

Mr. COOLEY. There is no question
about that. I think it would be the end
of the legislation if the amendment pre-
vails. I do not think we would have a
bill,

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man from Ohio desire to be heard on
the point of order?

Mr. POLK. Yes.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be
glad to hear the gentleman.

Mr. POLE. Mr. Chairman, I call at-
tention to the fact that this bill amends
the Social Security Act, and I am speak-
ing now on the bill before the House,
H. R. 3283. It also amends the Immigra-
tion Act of 1917, and I refer to lines 7, 8,
9, and 10, on page 5. It amends the In-
ternal Revenue Code, and I refer to lines
2, 3 and 4, at the top of page 5. In other
words, in several instances the bill which
is before the House smends other Fed-
eral statutes.

I therefore respectfully submit, Mr.
Chairman, that the point of order
against 509 of this bill should not be
sustained.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready
to rule.

The bill before the Committee is a bill
to amend the Agricultural Act of 1949.
Jhe gentleman from Ohio offers an
amendment in the nature of a substi=
tute to which a point of order of ger-
maneness is made by the gentleman
from Oregon, the particular objection
being directed to the last section of the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Ohio. )

The Chair feels that it is necessary to
be fair and explicit in this matter to
spell out in some detail the rule of ger-
maneness and its application to this
particular amendment. As the Chair
understands the rule of germaneness,
its purpose is to provide for and protect
the orderly procedure in the Committee
of the Whole and in the House. If is to
protect the legislative processes, to pro-
tect the membership from hasty, ill-
considered, and extraneous subject mat-
ter being offered to the proposition un-
der consideration. An amendment, to
be germane to a bill under considera-
tion, must be akin to and relative to
the subject matter of the bill. The
Chair does not feel that the provision of
a penalty or the provision for civil relief
from a law seeking to be enacted would
be a matter unakin or unrelated to the
bill. However, there is specific matter
in the amendment, to wit, “or any other
law relating to the immigration of ex-
pulsion of aliens” which is to be found
in section 509 to which specific objection
was made. The Chair has examined
the bill before the Committee and is un-
able to find reference to any other law
relating to the immigration or expul-
slon of aliens,

Therefore, because of the references
Just cited, the Chair sustains the point
of order,

Mr. POLEK. Mr. Chairman, I offer an
amendment in the nature of a substi-
tute. May I state that this is the same
amendment that has just been ruled out
on a point of order with section 509
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stricken out, and I ask unanimous con-
sent that it be printed in the Recorp at
this point and considered as read.

The CHAIRMAN. 1Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Ohio?

There was no objection.

The amendment is as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Agricultural
Act of 1949 is amended )y adding at the end
thereof a new title to read as follows:

“TrTLE V—AGRICULTURAL WORKERS

“Sgc. 501. For the purpose of assisting in
such production of agricultural commodities
and products as the Secretary of Agriculture
deems necessary, by supplying agricultural
workers from the Republic of Mexico (pur-
suant to arrangements between the United
States and the Republic of Mezxico), the
Becretary of Labor is authorized—

“(1) to reeruit such workers (including
any such workers temporarily in the United
States under legal entry);

*“(2) to establish and operate reception
centers at or near the places of actual entry
of such workers into the continental United
States for the purpose of receiving and hous-
ing such workers while arrangements are
being made for their employment in, or de=-
parture from, the continental United States;

“(3) to provide transportation for such
workers from recruitment centers outside
the continental United States to such recep-
tion centers and transportation from such
reception centers to such recruitment cen-
ters after termination of employment;

“(4) to provide such workers with such
subeistence, emergency medical care, and
burial expenses (not exceeding $150 burial
expenses in any one case) as may be or be-
come necessary during transportation au-
thorized by paragraph (3) and while such
workers are at reception centers;

“(b) to assist such warkers and employers
in negotiating contracts for agricultural
employment (such workers being free to ac-
cept or decline agricultural employment with
any eligible employer and to choose the type
of agricultural employment they desire, and
eligible employers being free to offer agri-
cultural employment to any workers of their
choice not under contract to other em-
ployers);

*(6) to guarantee the performance by em-
ployers of provisions of such contracts re-
lating to the payment of wages or the fur-
nishing of transportation.

“Sec. 502. No workers shall be made avail-
able under this title to any employer unless
such employer enters into an agreement with
the United States—

*(1) to indemnify the United States
against loss by reason of its guaranty of such
employer's contracts;

“(2) to reimburse the United States for
essential expenses, not Including salaries or
expenses of regular department or agency
personnel, incurred by it for the transporta-
tion and subsistence of workers under this
title in amounts not to exceed $20 per
worker; and

“(3) to pay to the United States, in any
case In which a worker is not returned to the
reception center in accordance with the con-
tract entered into under section 501 (5) and
is apprehended within the United States, an
amount determined by the Secretary of
Labor to be equivalent to the normal cost to
the employer of returning other workers
from the place of employment to such re-
ception center, less any portion thereof re-
quired to be paid by other employers.

“Sec. 503. No workers recruited under this
title shall be available for employment in
any area unless the Secretary of Labor for
such area has determined and certified that
(1) sufficient domestic workers who are able,
willing, and qualified are not available at
the time and place needed to perform the
work for which such workers are to be em-
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ployed, and (2) the employment of such
workers will not adversely affect the wages
and working conditions of domestic agri-
cultural workers similarly employed, and
(3) reasonable efforts have been made to
attract domestic workers for such employ-
ment at wages and standard hours of work
comparable to those offered to foreign
workers.

“Sec, 504. Workers recruited under this
title who are not citizens of the United States
shall be admitted to the United States sub-
ject to the immigration laws (or if already
in, by virtue of legal entry and otherwise
eligible for admission to, the United States
may, pursuant to arrangements between the
United States and the Republic of Mexico,
be permitted to remain therein) for such
time and under such conditions as may be
specified by the Attorney General but, not-
withstanding any other provision of law or
regulation, no penalty bond shall be re-
quired which imposes lability upon any
person for the failure of any such worker to
depart from the United States upon termi-
nation of employment: Provided, That no
workers shall be made avallable under this
title to, nor shall any workers made available
under this title be permitted to remain in
the employ of, any employer who has in his
employ any Mexican allen when such em-
ployer knows or has reasonable grounds to
kelieve or suspect or by reasonable inquiry
could have ascertained that such Mexican
alien is not lawfully within the Ynited
States.

“8ec. 505. (a) Section 210 (a) (1) of the
Socia’ Security Act, as amended, is amended
by adding at the end thereof a new subpar-
agraph as follows:

**(C) Bervice performed by foreign agri-
cu'tural workers under contracts entered
into in accordance with title V of the Agri-
cultural Act of 1949, as amended.’

“{b) Section 1426 (b) (1) of the Internal
Revenue Code, as amended, is amended by
adding at the end thereof a new subpara-
graph as follows:

"“*(C) Bervice performed by foreign agri-
cultural workers under contracts entered
into in accordance with title V of the Agri-
cultural Act of 1949, as amended.'

*{c) Workers recruited under the provi-
sions of this title shall not be subject to the
head tax levied under section 2 of the Im=
migration Act of 1917 (8 U. 8. C,, sec. 132).

“Sgc. 506. For the purposes of this title,
the Secretary of Labor is authorized—

“{1) to enter into agreements with Fed-
eral and State agencles; to utilize (pursuant
to such agreements) the facilities and serv=-
ices of such agencies; and to allocate or
transfer funds or otherwise to pay or reim=-
burse such agencies for expenses in connecs
tion therewith;

“(2) to accept and utilize voluntary and
uncompensated services; and

“(3) when necessary to supplement the
domestic agricultural labor force, to coop-
erate with the Secretary of State in nego-
tlating and carrying out agreements or ar-
rangements relating to the employment in
the United States, subject to the immigra-
tion laws, of agricultural workers from the
Republic of Mexico.

“Sec, 507. For the purposes of this title—

“(1) The term ‘agricultural employment’
includes services or activities included with-
in the provisions of section 3 (f) of the Fair
Labor Standards Act of 1038, as amended, or
section 1426 (h) of the Internal Revenue
Code, as amended.

“(2) The term ‘employer’ shall include an
association, or other group, of employers,
but only if (A) those of its members for
whom workers are being obtained are bound,
in the event of its default, to carry out the
obligations undertaken by it pursuant to
section 502, or (B) the Secretary determines
that such individual liability is not neces-
sary to assure performance of such obliga-
tions,
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“Sec. 508. Nothing in this act shall be con-
strued as limiting the authority of the At-
torney General, pursuant to the general im-
migration laws, to permit the importation of
aliens of any nationality for agricultural em-
ployment a- defined in section 507, or to per-
mit any such alien who entered the United
States legally to remain for the purpose of
engaging in such agricultural employment
under such conditions and for such time as
he, the Attorney General, shall specify.

“Sec. E10. No workers wi'! be made avail-
able under this title for employment after
December 31, 1953."

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, a
parliamentary ingquiry.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman will
state it.

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Did I understand
the gentleman to say that the amend-
ment now offered is identical with the
one previously offered, with the excep-
tion that section 509 is stricken cut?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so un-
derstood the gentleman.

Mr. POLE. Mr. Chairman, the El-
lender and Poage bills are somewhat
similar in substance.

Mr. HOFPE. Mr, Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. POLK. I yield to the gentleman
from Kansas,

Mr. HOPE. Will the gentleman state
whether or not his substitute now of-
fered is exactly the Senate bill with sec-
tion 509 stricken out?

Mr. POLK, That is correct.

Mr. Chairman, the Poage bill, how-
ever, contains several very undesirable
provisions and fails in several important
respects to meet the test of adequate
legislation in this field, namely to assure
that Mexican workers, when needed, are
obtained in an orderly manner and un-
dsr a Government supervised program
and to prevent and penalize effectively
the illegal traffic in Mexican wetback la-
bor. The Ellender bill, Mr. Chairman,
more adequately meets this test.

First, H. R. 3283 would provide for
contracting of Mexican workers upon
certification for a limited area made by
a subordinate official of the Department
of Labor instead of the Nation-wide cer-
tification of reasonable availability to
be made by the Secretary of Labor under
S. 984, the Ellender bill. This provision
of the Poage bill not only ignores sound
principles of Government by giving re-
sponsibilities by statute to subordinate
departmental officials, such as the re-
gional director of the Bureau of Employ-
ment Security, but also indicates a policy
of ignoring American farm workers who
may be reasonably available for work
even though they are outside the im-
mediate area of regional certification.

Second, while the bill authorizes the
United States Government to guarantee
to Mexican workers amounts due them
for wages and transportation under the
employment contacts, provisions relat-
ing to indemnification by employers’ as-
sociations are not adequate to protect
the Government’s interests, A number
of employers’ associations are not in-
corporated and have litile or no assets.
Nevertheless they contract for Mexican
workers on behalf of their members.
The legislation should provide that work-
ers may be made available to these as-

_ sociations only where the individual
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members are liable upon the agreement
of the association or where other satis-
factory assurances of liability or solvency
exist. The Ellender bill corrects this
defect of H. R. 3283. .

Third, the authority under the Poage
bill for obtaining contract Mexican labor
extends broadly to many processes which
are industrial and not agricultural in
nature whereas the Ellender bill is care=-
fully limited to agricultural activities, as
such, which, I understand, is the only
area of potential need toward which
present legislation can be reasonably di-
rected and justified. Here, again, the
drawbacks of H. R. 3283 would be cor-
rected by the substitution of the Ellender
bill.

Fourth, and this is the most important
consideration, Mr. Chairman, the El-
lender bill would effectively shut the door
to the use of Mexican labor which is
illegally in the United States and would
provide measures for curbing the influx
of wetbacks. Sections 501 and 504 of
the Poage bill, on the other hand, pro-
vide that Mexican workers already in
this country, even if they are here il-
legally, may be recruited and permitted
to remain here if the Mexican Govern-
ment so agrees. Under the Ellender hill
these sections would be corrected so that
recruitment would be authorized only in
the case of these Mexican workers who
have legally entered the United States.

The approval of the Ellender bill as a
substitute for H." R. 3283 will provide
sound stand-by legislation for obtaining
Mexican contract labor to the extent
‘necessary during the present national
‘emergency. It will correct the defects
in the machinery provided by H. R. 3283
and, above all, it will create for the first
time effective remedies for the gradual
control and eventual abolition of the
wetback system. Moreover, in achiev-
ing substantial agreement with the
Senate bill by accepting its bill as a sub-
stitute we will expedite the process of
conference and adjustment and will in-
sure the prompt enactment of a neces-
sary measure. I cannot underestimate
the importance or significance of the
provisions of the Ellender bill which are
designed to control the wetback situa-
tion.

In recent years the United States lit-
erally has been invaded by hundreds of
thousands of Mexican agricultural work-
ers—known as wetbacks—illegally en-
tering this country in search of employ-
ment. No one knows exactly how great
this invasion is today. We do know for a
fact, however, that it has grown to
fantastic proportions. For example,
only 7,000 illegal Mexican wetbacks were
picked up by the Immigration and Natu-
ralization Service in 1940, whereas 565,-
000 of these wetbacks were apprehended
in the year 1950, There are some relia-
ble estimates that more than 1,000,000
illezal farm laborers from Mexico en-
tered this country in 1950 and I have
not any doubt that, while I am standing
here today, Mexican braceros—or stoop
laborers—are pouring across our south-
ern border displacing American workers,
reducing labor standards and spreading
communicable diseases.

The record and effects of this illegal
invasion have been dramatized so re-
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cently in the newspapers and magazines
of the Nation that all of you must be
somewhat familiar with the story. The
report of the President’s Commission on
Migratory Labor has conservatively
stated the facts. The Commission points
out:

The wetback Is a hungry human being.
His need of food and clothing is immediate
and pressing. He is a fugitive and it s as a
fugitive that he lives, Under the constant
threat of apprehension and deportation, he
cannot protest or appeal no matter how un-
justly he is treated. Law operates against
him but not for him. Those who capitalize
on the legal disability of the wetbacks are
numerous and their devices are many and
various.

* L] * - L]

That the wetback traffic has severely de-
pressed farm wages is unguestionable—the
wetback wage tends to become the prevalling
wage.

These illegal Mexican workers not
only create viciously unfair competition,
destroying American labor standards
and displacing American workers, but
also bring with them problems of death
and disease, of housing and sanitation.
These workers live in shacks and sheds
which no one would wish to put a horse
in, They bathe and drink from the irri-
gation ditches upon the banks of which
they live.

There is another very important as-
pect to this wetback situation. In these
precarious times when our country is
extending every effort to balk commu-
nistic infiltration, the wetback invasion
offers a serious threat to our internal
security. It is no secret that one of the
easiest ways for a Communist spy or
saboteur or foreign organizer to enter
the United States is across our southern
border in the disguise of a Mexican
bracero. Wherever we encourage or in-
vite or fail to control this invasion we
are jeopardizing our very existence as a
nation. It is our clear duty to support
the Immigration and Naturalization
Service in the already huge task of hold-
ing back the hordes of illegal entrants
which daily elude our border patrols.
Rather than relax our immigration laws,
we must tighten them. Above all things
we must impose adequate penalties upon
those who entice Mexican workers across
our border or employ them without con-
cern as to their legal status in this
country.

With all of these factors firmly in
mind, it is paramount that we act with
deliberate speed and unity of purpose.
Unity in these times is vital to a success-
ful defense of the Mation. The need for
speedy action to provide stand-by legis-
lation is required not only by the pros-
pect of farm-labor shortages which con-
front us but also by the most recent
position taken by the Mexican Govern-
ment with respect to obtaining Mexican
farm workers in an orderly manner un-
der Governmenf supervision. It is my
understanding that, because certain
employers in the past have failed to meet
their obligations under contracts signed
with Mexican workers, Mexico has stated
that no workers will be furnished after
the end of June unless the United States
guarantees the fulfillment of the em-
ployment contracts with these workers.
It is therefore the path of wisdom to
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choose a legislative course which pro-
vides the speediest method of agreement
on effective legislation accomplishing
this purpose.

To provide adequate legislation to
assure that Mexican workers are, when
needed, obtained in an orderly manner
and under a Government supervised pro-
gram the Senate recently passed a bill,
S. 984, introduced by the distinguished
Senator from Louisiana, Mr. ELLENDER.
There is now pending before this House
another bill, H. R. 3283, the Poage bill,
somewhat similar in substance, contain-
ing several very undesirable provisions
and failing in several substantive re-
spects to meet the test of adequate legis-
lation in this field.

In my opinion, Mr. Chairman, the
Senate bill is far sounder legislation than
is H. R. 3283. Time is now of the essence.
If we are to have an orderly program
for obtaining Mexican workers for the
coming harvest, we must proceed with
dispatch. We must provide adequate
time for the Government agencies to re-
negotiate an agreement with Mexico.
‘We must provide adequate time for work-
ing out the myriad administrative and
legal problems incident to undertaking
this type of program. We must provide
adequate time for the Mexican Govern-
ment to open recruitment centers in
Mexico and for the United States Gov-
ernment to establish reception centers
in this country.

Because H. R. 3283 does not meet the
test, I propose at the appropriate time to
move the substitution of the Senate bill,
S. 984, the Ellender bill, for that bill. The
Ellender bill is a sound measure provid-
ing an orderly basis for obtaining legal
contract labor from Mexico to the ex-
tent that American workers are not rea-
sonably available. In addition, it will
correct the glaring failure of H. R. 3283
to prevent and penalize effectively the
illegal traffic in Mexican wetback labor.
Let me review, for a moment, the dif-
ferences between the Senate bill and
H. R. 3283.

First. H. R. 3283 would provide for con-
tracting of Mexican workers upon certi-
fication for a limited area made by a
subordinate official of the Department of
Labor instead of the Nation-wide certi-
fication of reasonable availability to be
made by the Secretary of Labor under S.
984, the Ellender bill. This provision of
the Poage bhill not only ignores sound
principles of government by giving re-
sponsibilities by statute to subordinate
departmental officials, such as the re-
gional director of the Bureau of Employ-
ment Security, but also indicates a policy
of ignoring American farm workers who
may be reasonably available for work
even though they are outside the immedi-
ate area of regional certification.

Second. While the bill authorizes the
United States Government to guarantee
to Mexican workers amounts due them
for wages and transportation under the
employment contracts, provisions relat-
ing to indemnification by employers' as-
sociations are not adequate to protect
the Government’s interests. A number
of employers’ associations are not in-
corporated and have little or no assets.
Nevertheless they contract for Mexican
workers on behalf of their members. The
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legislation should provide that workers
may be made available to these associa-
tions only where the individual members
are liable upon the agreement of the
association or where otber satisfactory
assurances of liability or solvency exist.
The Ellender bill correets this defect of
H. R. 3283.

Third. The authority under the Poage
bill for obtaining contract Mexican labor
extends broadly to many processes which
are industrial and not agricultural in
nature whereas the Ellender bill is care-
fully limited to agricultural activities, as
such, which, I understand, is the only
area of potential need toward which
present legislation can be reasonably di-
rected and justified. Here, again, the
drawbacks of H. R. 3283 would be cor-
gelﬁbed by the substitution of the Ellender

All of these defects in H. R. 3283,
which I have mentioned as being cor-
rected by S. 984, are very important, but
of infinite importance is the basic failure
of the bill to provide some reasonable
control over the entry and employment
of wetbacks., Here is what H. R. 3283
provides on this subject. Sections 501
and 504 provide for the recruitment of
any Mexican workers and for permission
to any such workers to remain in the
country if they are already here and
Mexico agrees that they may remain
here. In other words, Mr, Chairman,
this bill not only opens the door to re-
cruitment of wetback labor but also is
completely silent on any means for con-
trolling the present wethack situation.
By providing for the legalization of wet-
backs and giving publicity to this type of
provision we would encourage and invite
the invasion of this country by a million
or more wetbacks seeking employment,
Even if we gave employment to one-
fourth of them, which is unlikely, the
Immigration and Naturalization Service
would be required to spend millions of
dollars in rounding up and deporting
those not employed.

My fears in this direction, Mr. Chair-
man, are not the result of any illusion.
Before World War II, the record shows
quite clearly that we neither imported
Mexican confract labor nor were faced
with any large-scale wetback problem.
However, in 1949, we made a colossal
blunder when we entered into an inter-
national agreement with Mexico which
permitted the contracting of wetbacks
in this country. The number of appre-
hensions jumped from less than 30,000 in
1944 to more than 300,000 in 1949. Then
in 1950 this figure grew to nearly 600,000.
Representatives of both Governments
have expressed the opinion that it is
obvious that the tremendous increase in
illegal entries is the result of the word
being spread throughout Mexico that
wetbacks are being given legal status in
the United States through contract em-
ployment. Therefore, it is apparent to
me, Mr. Chairman, that if we contract
for Mexican labor without: dealing di-
rectly with the wetback problem, we en=-
courage the entry of wetbacks in ever
increasing numbers. On the basis of
the figures which I have cited from the
Report of the President's Commission
on Misratory Labor, I believe that I can
predict with certainty that the passage
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of H. R. 3283 in its present form will
attract even greater numbers of wet-
backs seeking employment on our farms
and in our factories.

As I have said, the annual invasion is
beginning right now. I am informed
that while the United States Employ-
ment Service has been requested by
States some distance from the Mexican
border—without ready access to wethack
labor—to make certification for the en-
try of thousands of Mexican contract
workers, nevertheless, farmers from the
State of Texas, the southern border of
which lies upon the Rio Grande River,
has placed with the United States Em-
ployment Service requests for compara-
tively few contract Mexicans. The an-
swer is obvious. Farmers from the State
of Texas are receiving and using right
now so great a number of illegal Mexican
wetback laborers that there is little pres-
ent need in that State for seeking legal
contract workers through the orderly
process of legal entry after certification
by the Government.

Now, Mr. Chairman, let me turn to
the Ellender bill. This bill would effec-
tively shut the door to the use of Mexi-
can labor which is illegally in the United
States. Sections 501 and 504 of H. R.
3283 would be corrected by the Ellender
proposal so that the Secretary of Labor
would be authorized to recruit only those
Mexican workers legally entering the
United States. In this way S. 984 would
discourage rather than encourage an in-
vasion of illegal migrants in violation of
our immigration laws in the expectation
of obtaining employment in this country.
Second, the Ellender bill would discour-
age the use of illegal entrants by pre-
venting employers from obtaining legal
contract labor where they also use wet-
back labor in situations charging them
with knowledge that they are employing
wetbacks. Third, the Ellender bill would
impose effective criminal penalties upon
any person employing any Mexican alien
illegally in this country where the em-
ployer knows or has reasonable grounds
to believe, or suspect, or by reasonable
inquiry could have ascertained that the
alien is not lawfully in the United States.
Similar penalties would be imposed for
a failure of the employer to report
promptly to an immigration officer in-
formation obtained during the course of
employment indicating that the alien is
not legally in the United States.

The enactment of the Ellender bill as
a substitute for H. R. 3283 will provide
sound stand-by legislation for obtaining
Mexican contract labor to the extent
necessary during the present national
emergency. It will improve the minor
defects now present in the machinery
provided by H. R. 3283 and, above all, it
will create for the first time effective
remedies for the gradual control and
eventual abolition of the wetback sys-
tem. Moreover, in achieving substan-
tial agreement with the Senate bill by
accepting its bill as a substitute we will
expedite the process of conference and
adjustment and will insure the prompt
enactment of a necessary measure. I
cannot underestimate the importance or
significance of the provisions of the
Ellender bill which are designed to con-
trol the wetback situation.
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There is one final thought that I wish
to express. I anticipate that our failure
effectively to control wetbacks as pro-
vided by the Ellender bill would, in view
of the repor: of the President’s Com-
mission on Migratory Labor, only serve
to invite a veto by the President and
consequent disruption of our efforts to
provide sufficient labor on our farms and
in our fields at this time of national
emergency.

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

Mr, Chairman, I think the gentleman
from Ohio has removed the most serious
objection to the Senate bill, the one that
makes it absolutely unworkable, buft
there are certain other features ahout
the Senate bill which seem to me to be
less desirable than the provisions of the
House bill.

There has been a question of how
much the expenses would be in bring-
ing a Mexican from Mexico to the
United States border. The House bill
limifs that expense to $10. The Senate
bill allows the Government to assess $20
against the employer.

Remember what that $20 is for. That
$20 is simply to pay the expenses of
bringing that worker from either Mon-
terrey, Chihuahua or Eermosillo to the
United States border, providing the cost
of meals, and taking care of him on the
American side of the border until he is
removed by the employer who is going
to take him to the place of employment.

I presented to the House a few 1=o-
ments ago a number of affidavits that
show that the actual cost as paid by the
farmers is running less than $5, so the
House bill provides that the farmer will
pay twice as much as the actual cost if
the Government spends that much. The
Senate bill allows the Government four
times that cost. We just think it is a
useless waste and an unnecessary burden
on the American economy to allow the
Government to spend that much.,

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, POAGE. No, I cannot yield.

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman does
not know the facts.

Mr. POAGE. I know what each bill
provides. I know what it actually costs
to bring these workers in. I know that
the Government notoriously spends more
than is necessary. I also know the Gov-
ernment will spend all we allow. I know
the House bill will save money. We feel
it is not a sound policy to deliberately
waste the money of anyhody, and we feel
that $10 is a liberal fee. That is one of
the matters in issue.

The other important matter in issue
is the question of how much employ-
ment can be given to these Mexican na-
tionals. The House bill provides that
they may be employed not only on farms
but in agricultural processing plants,
such as gins, packing sheds, and com-
presses, in the area where the produc-
tion is taking place. We feel those
activities are so closely related to the
immediate agricultural work that to
deny the use of Mexican nationals in
these operations would in many in.
stances seriously hamper the agricul-
tural activities of the community and
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result in the loss of food and fiber
throughout the country.

Mr. HOPE. Mr., Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. POAGE. I yield.

Mr. HOPE. The gentleman from
Texas is pointing out some of the differ-
ences between the two bills. They are
not, as he says, of such great importance
as the issue that was raised by section
509. But I do want to make this sug-
gestion for whatever it is worth: This
bill would have to go to conference in
any event, even if we vote down the
amendment of the gentleman from Ohio.
The bill would go to conference, and at
that time these questions can be settled.

On the other hand, if we adopt the
gentleman's amendment with the meager
debate which it is possible to have here
in Committee of the Whole, I am afraid
that a great many people would not know
exactly what they are adopting. Does
not the gentleman think it would be the
wise thing to vote down the gentleman’s
amendment and then settle these differ-
ences in conference?

Mr. POAGE. 1 think the gentleman
from EKansas has expressed it excel-
lently. Let us vote down this amend-
ment. Let us send the bill to confer-
ence, and let us decide these questions
there, rather than preclude the discus-
sion of these questions in the conference.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in support of the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, the two speeches al-
ready made on this amendment really
define the basic question.

Mr. Chairman, the House is, I believe,
qualified to pass on this legislation.
The principal differences remaining
now between the Senate bill and the
House bill are four: The House bill in
its present form permits the legaliza-
tion of wetbacks, that is, of Mexicans
who are already in this country. The
effect of that, of course, is to encourage
them to cross the border because once
they are here, it is much easier to have
them approved.

The Mexican Government itself is op-
posed to that provision.

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Chairman, if the
gentleman will yield, I do not think the
gentleman is correct in stating what the
House bill contains.

Mr. McCARTHY. The language in
the Senate bill is very clear.

Mr. POAGE. If the gentleman will
read the language of the House bill, it
says that this can only be done with
agreement with the Mexican Govern-
ment.

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. Chairman, I
do not yield to the gentleman.

Mr. Chairman, under the House hill
wetbacks can be legalized. The point
is that the Senate bill is very clear to
the effect that any Mexicans who are
illegally in this country cannot be legally
contracted. So we can pass on from
that particular point. The second point
relates to the argument which has been
made that this bill affects only agricul-
tural laborers. We have a rather clear
definition of agricultural workers in the
Wages and Hours Act. The Poage bill,
the House bill, attempts to extend that
definition so as to psrmit employment
of these pcople in processing plants.
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So it takes them out of the field and
beyond agriculture. The Senate bill
clearly defines the limitation so that
these contract workers cannot be used
in food packing or processing plants
as is allowed by H. R. 3283. The third
important difference is that in the Sen-
ate bill the definition of an employer is
strengthened so as to preclude exemp-
tions which are possible in the House
bill and the avoidance of the individual
responsibility which is possible under
the House bill.

Under the Senate bill employer asso-
ciations are also defined as bheing em-
ployers. No employer can escape indi-
vidual responsibility by saying that the
association has done this thing. I think
that is an important provision.

Finally, the Senate bill provides the
certification of need shall be done by the
Secretary of Labor rather than by a
regional labor officer. This problem of
farm labor is not confined to one region
of the country only; the decision on sup-
ply of labor should not be made in a re-
gion, it should be made by the Secretary
who has jurisdiction over all the regions.
‘This is only a matter of good procedure.
I am sure that the Hoover Commission
would sustain me.

The Senate bill also provides that
anyone who has an employment con-
tract for Mexicans who is also found to
be employing wetbacks shall forfeit his
right to contract additional legal Mex-
icans. This gives statutory recognition
to a provision already recognized in the
international agreement. Those are
the four principal points of difference.
I think the House should pass upon them
and that the Senate should not be al-
lowed to go to conference to speak for us.
‘We should write our own bill. Other-
wise what is the use of passing on the
legislation at all? Why not just appoint
conferees and give them a blank check
and let them bring back what they can
get out of the conference?

Mr. COOLEY. Mr, Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
the pending amendment, on the bill and
£11 amendments thereto close in 10 min-
utes.

The CHATRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
North Carolina?

Mr. SHELLEY. I object.

Mr. CELLER rose.

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose
does the gentleman from New York rise?

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I
move—

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, was I
not recognized?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair inquired
for what purpose the gentleman rose;
that does not entail recognition.

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move
that all debate close in 10 minutes on the
amendment and on the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentle-
man restate his motion?

Mr. COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move
that all debate on the pending amend-
ment and the bill close in 10 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. And all amend-
ments?

Mr. COOLEY. And all amendments
thereto.
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Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, a
parliamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
will state i*.

Mr. McCORMACK. Is the motion on
the pending amendment and all amend-
ments thereto or to the bill?

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair under-
stood the gentleman to move that all
debate on the pending amendment, on
the bill and all amendments thereto close
in 10 minutes.

Mr. McCORMACK. Has the bill been
read?

The CHAIRMAN. The bill has been
read.

The question is on the motion of the
gentleman from North Carolina.

The question was taken; and the Chair
being in doubt, the Committee divided
and there were—ayes 99, noes 87.

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I de-
mend tellers.

Tellers were ordered, and the Chair-
man appointed as tellers Mr. Poace and
Mr. McCARTHY.

The Committee again divided; and the
tellers reported that there were—ayes 71,
noes 97.

So the motion was rejected.

Mr. CELLER. Mr, Chairman, I offer
an amendment to the Polk amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. CerrEr to the
amendment offered by Mr. PoLk: Add a new
section as follows:

“SEc. —. Any person who shall employ as
a farm laborer any Mexican alien not duly
admitted by an immigration officer or not
lawfully entitled to enter or to reside within
the United States under the terms of this
act, when such person knows or has reasona-
ble grounds to believe or suspect or by rea-
sonable inquiry could have ascertained that
such alien farm laborer is not lawfully with-
in the United States, or any person who, hav=
inz employed such an alien without knowing
or having reasonable grounds to believe or
suspect that such alien farm laborer is un-
lawfully within the United States and who
could not have obtained such information
by reasonable inquiry at the time of giving
such employment, shall obtain information
during the course of such farm labor em-
ployment indicating that such alien farm
laborer is not lawfully within the United
States and shall fall to report such informa-
tion promptly to an immigration officer, shall
be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon con=-
viction thereof shall be punished by a fine
not exceeding $1,000, or by imprisonment for
a term not exceeding 1 year, or both, for each
farm laborer in respect to whom any viola-
tion of this section occurs.”

Mr. COOLEY, Mr. Chairman, I make
a point of order against the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
will state his point of order.

Mr., COOLEY. Mr. Chairman, I call
the Chair’s attention to the fact that
the amendment is almost identical with
the amendment appearing in the Senate
bill, the substantial difference being only
in the matter of degree. It changes the
penalty provision, but otherwise it is al-
most identical with section 509 which was
held to be not germane.

I make the point of order that the
amendment now before the Committee
is not germane to the bill under con-
sideration.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man from New York desire fo be heard?
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Mr, CELLER. Mr. Chairman, I have
stricken out of the Senate bill and sec-
tion 509, which was embodied in the Polk
amendment, the words “or any other law
relating to the immigration or expulsion
of aliens.” I make my amendment ap-
plicable only to alien farm labor. This
bill concerns alien farm labor—alien
Mexican farm labor—and within the
four squares of what is meant by Mexi-
can alien farm labor the words of my
amendment to the substitute relate.
This is a bill concerning the operations
of alien labor, what they shall do and
what they shall not do, under the terms
and conditions that they may or may not
come over the border, and my amend-
ment certainly is consistent with the
purposes and aims of the bill in general.
A penalty for violation of the terms laid
down is germane,

The CHATIRMAN. The Chair is ready
to rule.

The Committee has before it a bill to
which the gentleman from Ohio has of-
fered an amendment, to which, in turn,
the gentleman from New York has of-
fered an amendment providing specific
penalties for violation of the provisions
of the bill when written into law. The
rule of germaneness has been interpreted
rather narrowly, but the Chair does not
feel that it can declare or hold that the
provision of a penalty for the violation
of the provisions of the bill is new sub-
ject matter or unrelated subject matter.

Therefore, the point of order is over-
ruled.

Mr. COOLEY. 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. Gorg, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the hill
(H. R. 3283) to amend the Agricultural
Act of 1949, had come to no resolution
thereon.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. JACESON of Washington asked
and was given permission to address the
House for 15 minutes today, following
any special orders heretofore entered.

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that when the House
adjourns today it adjourn to meet at 11
o'clock tomorrow.

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

There was no objection.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

Mr. EBERHARTER asked and was
given permission to address the House
today for 5 minutes, following any spe-
cial orders heretofore entered.

Mr. LANE asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House tomorrow for
15 minutes, following any special orders
heretofore entered.

T. L. MORROW
Mr. BYRNE of New York. Mr. Speak-

er, I call up the conference report on
the bill (H. R, 1424) for the relief of

T. L, Morrow, and ask unanimous con-
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sent that the stztement of the managers
dn the part of the House be read in lieu
of the report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

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

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement.

The conference report and statement
are as follows:

ConFERENCE REPoRT (H. REPT. No, 583)

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
1424) for the relief of T. L. Morrow, having
met, after full and free conference, have
agreed to recommend and do recommend to
their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amend-
ment.

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendment of the Serate, and
agree to the following:

“Restore the matter stricken out by the
Senate amendment with the figures in line
6, page 1, namely, §5,000."

And the Senate agree to the same.

Perer W. Ropino, Jr.,
THADDEUS M. MACHROWICE,
EnGAR A, JONAS,
Managers on the Part of the House.
H. M. KILGORE,
ALEXANDER WILEY,
WaRREN G. MAGNUSON,
Managers on the Part of the Senate,

STATEMENT

The managers on the part of the House
at the conference on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses on the amendment of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 1424) for the relief
of T. L. Morrow, submit the following state-
ment in explanation of the effect of the
action agreed upon and recommended in the
accompanying conference report.

The bill as passed by the House appropri-
ated the sum of $5,000 to T. L. Morrow of
Hattiesburg, Miss,, in full settlement of all
claims against the United States for per-
sonal injuries sustained by him in a collision
with a United States Army wvehicle at the
intersection of Route 90 and White Road,
Biloxi, Miss., on March 3, 1942,

The Senate reduced the amount to $2,500
and at the conference the sum of §5,000
was agreed upon.

PETER W. RopINO, Jr.
THADDEUS M. MACHROWICZ,
EDGAR A. JONAS,
Managers on the Part of the House.

The conference report was agreed to.
A motion to reconsider was laid on the

table.
CHESTER A. MACOMBER

Mr. BYRNE of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 1692)
for the relief of Chester A. Macomber,
with a Senate amendment thereto, and
concur in the Senate amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

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

Strike out all after the enacting clause and
insert “That Chester A. Macomber, of Everett,
Mass., is relieved of lability for repayment
to the United States of the sum of $130.63,
representing salary paid to him for services
rendered as a temporary employee of the Post
Office Department for the period from De-

cember 13, 1043, to January 5, 1944, during\'

which time he was on terminal leave as a
civilian employee of the Department of the
Navy.
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“SEc. 2. The Secretary of the Treasury is
authorized and directed to pay, out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, to the saild Chester A, Macomber the
sum of $130.€3, such amount having been
withheld from the annuity payable to him
under the Civil Service Retirement Act of
May 29, 1830, as amended, on account of the
dual employment referred to in the first sec-
tion of this act: 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 the claim, and the same shall bs
unlawful, any coniract to the contrary not-
withstanding. Any person viclating the pro-
visions of this act chall be deemed gullty of
& misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding
$1,000."

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

Mr. KEATING. Rsserving the right to
okject, Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gen-
tleman from New York whether the
change in the Senate bill is simply of a
technical nature?

Mr. BYRNE of New York., The amend-
ment of the Senate does not change the
purpose of the bill. It is merely a safe-
guard.

Mr. KEATING. I withdraw my reser-
vation of objection, Mr. Speaker.

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

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was con-
curred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

MRS. ALBERT W. LACK

Mr. BYRNE of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker’s table the bill (H. R. 3229)
for the relief of Mrs. Albert W. Lack,
with a Senate amendment thereto, and
concur in the Senate amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amendment,
as follows:

Page 2, strike out lines 9 to 12, inclusive,
and insert "“such award, purausnt to said act
of September 7, 1916, to Mrs. Albert W. Lack,
widow of Albert W. Lack, as on the basis of
such findings shall appear equitable.”

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

Mr, KEATING. Reserving the right to
object, Mr. Speaker, do I understand
correctly that this is simply changing
the name of the beneficiary in this bill?

Mr. BYRNE of New York. No; the
Senate amendment was merely to clarify
the intent of the bill. It does not change
the purpose of the bili as passed by the
House.

Mr. EEATING. In what respect does
it change the bill? My understanding
was that it changed the name of the
beneficiary under the bill.

Mr. BYRNE of New York. I do not
believe this is the bill the gentleman has
in mind.

Mr. KEATING. I should like to know
in what respect it does change it.

Mr. BYRNE of New York. The bill it-
self does not indicate.
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Mr. KEATING. I suggest the gentle-
man withdraw his request until to-
MOrrow.

Mr. BYRNE of New York. Surely.

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my request.

MRS. WALTER J. BICKFORD

Mr. BYRNE of New York. Mr, Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker’s desk the bill (H. R. 512)
conferring jurisdiction upon the United
States District Court for the District of
Massachusetts to hear, determine, and
render judgment upon the claim of Mrs.
Walter J. Bickford, with a Senate amend-
ment thereto, and concur in the Senate
amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amendment,
as follows:

Page 2, line 14, after “amended.”, insert
“Enactment of this act shall not be con=
strued as an implication of lability on the
part of the United States.”

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

There was no objection,

The Senate amendment was concurred
in,

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

LUCY KONG LEE

Mr. BYRNE of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker’'s table the bill (H. R. 1800)
for the relief of Lucy Kong Lee, with
Senate amendments thereto, and concur
in the Senate amendments.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

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

Page 1, lines 5 and 6, strike out “Lucy
Kong Lee, widow” and insert “the estate.”

Amend the title so as to read: “An act for
the relief of the estate of Chin Hien Lee.”

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

There was no objection.

The Senate amendments were con-
curred in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

SGT. BENJAMIN H. MARTIN

Mr. BYRNE of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to take
from the Speaker’s desk the bhill (H. R.
- 1789) for the relief of Sgt. Benjamin H.
Martin, with an amendment of the Sen-
ate thereto, and concur in the Senate
amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

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

Page 1, line 7, strike out “$15,000” and in-
sert “$10,500.”

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

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was concurred

'A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. ARMSTRONG asked and was
given permission to address the House
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for 45 minutes on Thursday next, fol-
lowing the legislative program and any-
special orders heretofore entered.

SPECIAL ORDER

The SPEAKER. Under previous or-
der of the House, the gentleman from
Florida [Mr, BENNETT] is recognized for
30 minutes.

(Mr, Bennerr of Florida asked and
was given permission to revise and ex-
tend his remarks and include extraneous
matter.)

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND

Mr. BENNETT of Florida, Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that
all Members may have five legislative
days to extend their remarks on the sub-
jeci upon which I will address the House
at this time.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Herrone). Is there objection to the re-
quest of the gentleman from Florida?

There was no objection.

CODE OF ETHICS FOR GOVERNMENT
SERVICE

Mr. BENNETT of Florida. Mr.
Speaker, today, a concurrent resolution
setting forth a proposed code of ethics
for Government service has been intro-
duced.

No one Congressman drew this code.
It was done by an informal, bipartisan
committee, which has been at work on
this for several months. At the request
of this committee. I have taken the
initiative in the introduction of the reso-
lution,

A number of Members of Congress join
as sponsors of this legislation. They in-
clude: Crirrorp R. HoPE, JAMES J. MUR-
PHY, HALE Boges, BiLL LANTAFF, ROBERT
J. CorBETT, JAMES T. PATTERSON, LAWRIE
BarTLE, FRANK BoOYKIN, WILLIAM JEN-
NINGS BryaN DorN, KATHARINE ST,
GEORGE, GERALD FORD, MARGUERITE STITT
CHURCH, JouN PH1LLIPS, FRED E. BUSBEY,
WesLey A, D'Ewart, HARLEY O. STAG-
GERS, RoBERT HALE, THADDEUsS M. Ma-
cHrRowIcZ, RoBERT T. SECREST, CLEVE-
LanD M. BaiLey, PaulL CUNNINGHAM,
CHARLES B. DEane, Epwarp T. MILLER,
Homer D. ANgeLL, WiLLiAm L. SPRINGER,
FrazierR Reams, CLEMENT J. ZABLOCKI,
JamEs P, S. DEVEREUX, HENDERSON LaN-
HAM, ERNEST GREENWOOD, and A. S. Her-
LONG.

When the committee which studied
this matter first undertook the task, it
drew up a preliminary statement con=-
cerning the foundations of any possible
code of ethics that could be formulated.
This statement was as follows:

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

Government exists for men and not men
for government. In a democratic republic
such as ours, government is of, for, and
by men. He who participates in govern-
ment—whether as voter, elected office holder,
or civil servant—is under a solemn obliga-
tion to recognize its great purpose, and to
conduct himself accordingly.

The Christian, Jewish, and other religious
faiths which share a belief in the sacredness
and dignity of man will base their civie
conduct on certain fundamental principles,
including the following:

1. Individual rights arise from the brother-
hood of man under the fatherhood of God.
The great freedoms of speech, of the press,
or religion are imperatives to be fostered and
not disregarded.
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2. Individuals are unequal in ability, but
equal in their right to be regarded as in-
dividuals. Equality of opportunity, the
American dream, is a major expression of this
truth.

3. The office holder is the servant of the
people and not their master. “He that is
greatest among you, let him be the servant
of all.”

4, Public office is a public trust. It car-
rles with it the obligation of personal In-
tegrity. Honor and truth in the spoken and
written word are basic to responsibility in
government.

These are governmental principles that
derive from the spiritual faith of our an-
cestors. They precede any code of concrete
conduct. Those who sincerely hold them
may be trusted.

No code of conduct can hope to cover spe-
cifically the multitude of concrete situations
which the complex and vast sphere of con-
temporary government contains within it-
self. Yet we believe there is value in identi-
fying certain concrete principles which
should guide public officials—in whatever
branch or level of government.

In approaching this question of a code
of ethics for all Government employees,
including elective officials, we did not
wish to become theoretical, complicated,
or falsely pious in treatment of the sub-
ject; for it was our belief that a practieal,
brief, and understandable code could be
worked out that would be of real assist-
ance in the daily workings of govern-
ment.

We read that many had thought about
the idea in the past but never presented
a code for enactment. In the May 1922
issue of The Annals of the American
Academy of Political and Social Science,
Prof. R. M. Maclver, of the University of
Toronto, wrote:

The false old notion that there was, for
that most ancient, and still most imperfectly
defined, profession of statesmanship, a pecu-
liar code which liberated it from ordinary
ethical standards, has died very hard. In
truth there could be no conflicts of ethics
and politics, for politics could justify itself
only by applying to its own peculiar situa-
tions and needs the principles which belong
equally to every sphere of life.

We feel that there is a need for a code
of ethics in the fleld of government at
this time. And in saying this we do not
wish to indulge in confessing the sins of
others or even in bemoaning the low
state of public morals. There are plenty
of people putting in full time in those
activities without there being any need
for volunteers to fill their ranks at this
time.

It would be well for us to remember
that on the walls of this Chamber there
are the pictures of many legislators of
ancient times who found it necessary to
mention standards of moral conduct in
connection with governmental proced-
ures, Up there is Hammurabi who, in
2250 B. C., considered it fitting to an-
nounce that “If a man offer as a bribe
grain or money to witnesses, he him-
self shall bear the sentence of the court
in that case”; and in the laws of Moses
we read: “And thou shalt take no gift;
for a gift blindeth them that have sight,
and perverteth the word of the
righteous.”

In the early days of our own Republic,
we find our ancestors establishing strong
laws against those who might be found
to be corrupt in public office. Bribery
is one of the two specific grounds listed
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in our Constitution as sufiicient founda-
tion for impeachment. In fact, we have
en our statute books today many laws
regulating the eonduct of officials. We
have an Administrative Procedures Act,
which needs amendments to provide
against recently discovered abuses in
governmental functions. I have intro-
duced H. R. 4389 for this purpose; and
others have intreduced other bills to
perfect our governmental procedures in
an effort to eliminate such abuses.

Yet, with all of our criminal laws and
procedural acts and amendments which
may be added, there still remains and
will remain a need for a simple state-
ment of ethical principles which can be
used as a guide in governmental conduct.
That is what we hope this proposed code
will be. It might be well to mention
what we feel that it is not. It is neither
literature, religious dogma, criminal lJaw
nor political philosophy.

It would seem that even a simple code
of ethies, such as we have submitted,
might play its part in strengthening the
forces of right and in increasing the in-
ternal security by adding fo the sum of
public confidence. In the book First
Book on Jurisprudence by Sir Frederick
Pollock the author says the following
words which seem as appropriate today
as they did when written:

The need for internal order is as constant
as the need for external defense. -No society
can be stable in which either of these re-
quirements substantially fails to be provided
for; and internal order means & great deal
more than the protection of individuals
against willful revolt or wanton lawlessness.

There are some who have writien me
concerning this matier expressing ex-
treme pessimism about the value of any
code of ethics. One United States Sen-
ator wrote me: “I learned years ago
that no code of ethics has any effect on
those who are not already ethical.”” Nev-
ertheless, I personally think that the
code can have considerable practical
value.

I practiced law for a number of years
and I can eertainly testify that the law-
yers' code helped me to turn down re-
quests for improper actions which were
occasionally made by persons seeking fo
employ me as an attorney. Reference
to a code of ethies has helped thousands
of attorneys to convince clients of the
impropriety of contemplated actions. I
do not think that there can he any doubt
that the lawyers’ code has helped to
maintain a higher standard in the bar
than would otherwise prevail.

Behind almost every politician who
has exerted improper influence there is
a cconstituent who has demanded such
action. Most politicians resist improper
requests, and very few indeed do wrong
for financial advantage to themselves.
But some do comply, silently cursing
their unreasonable constituent and their
own weakness and their fear of finan-
cial ruin and mostly their fear of po-
litical defeat. A code of ethics to show
the constituent might provide the slen-
der life line that could keep this brother
afloat.

Most politicians are honest; just as
most constituents are honest. A code
of ethics might help to underline oh-
scure ethical points which both parties
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would be happy to comply with, once
having had the matier pointed out.

A code of ethiecs could help the vot-
ers to measure candidates at elections.
This is true because it sets up stand-
ards of ethical behavior in a technieal
field in which some constituents might
otherwise, through lack of experience,
fail to appreciate important distinetions.

Moreaver, the code of efhies can help
governmental employers in evaluating
the quality of the service of employess.
Federal employees, for instance, may be
fired for unsatisfactory work. It would
seem that violations of a code of ethics
could be the basis of finding an employee
unzatisfactory. So it would appear that
the eode eould have a bearing on the
continued tenure of not only elected
officials but also of civil-service em-
ployees.

In an article on codes of ethies, at
page 57 of the October 1924 issue of the
Internaiional Journal of Ethics, the au-
thor, W. Brooke Graves, says of a code of
ethies:

If it does nothing else than direct the
thought of men toward ethical matters, the
effort is not lest, for when the normal man
thinks about matters of this sort he is more
likely to try to do better. And the group can
only reach a higher ethical standard as tts
individual members strive for the realization
of such a standard.

If it would appear that the above prac-
tical applications of such a code are not
sufficient to accomplish conerete results,
it could bhe implemented by penalties
and procedures; hut I do not think that
such are essential. I do believe, how-
ever, that any code of ethics will need
revision from time to time; and I am
rather certain that the Committee on
Post Office and Civil Service will make
changes in the present resolufion before
it is brought to the floor for a vote. I
am sure that this code can be improved
upon; but it is the best product that I
could bring before you with the help of
the others who worked with me and who
have asked to remain anonymous.

The fact that the proposed code of
ethics can he improved upon should not
deter us from aitempting fo improve
upon it, and then adopting it. The fact
that there will still be fransgressions
after such a code is approved should not
discourage us. If it helps in any case it
is justified. A defeatest attitude should

not be allowed. Criminal laws have-

frightened many men away from evil.
Religions have inspired many men away
from evil. Cedes of ethics have done a
little of both. I hope that we can all
join together in attempting to perfect
and establish a code of ethics for Gov-
ernment service that will be worth while.

The resolution to which I have re-
ferred reads as follows:

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Semate concurring), That it Is the sense
of the Congress that the following code of
ethies should be adhered to by all Govern-
ment employees, including officeholders:

CODE OF ETEICS FOR GOVERMMENT EERVICE

Government employment, whether as an
elected oifficer or not, requires both econ-
scientious wvaoecational labor and righteous
personal conduct. It should be character-
ized by devotion to God and country.

a7

As a desire and purpose to forward the
best interests of the United States are an
essential part of the loyalty of citizsenship,
no person who fails to have such desire and
purpose should hold Government employ-
ment.

A Government employee should:

1. Put loyalty to God and country a®ave
loyzity to persons, party, or Government
department.

2. Uphold the Constitution, laws, and 1-gal
regulations of the United States and of a¥
governments therein and never be a party
to their evasion.

3. Give a full day’'s labox for a full day's
pay.

4, Seek to find and employ moare efficient
and economical ways of getting tasks ae-
complished.

§. Never discriminate unfairly by the dis-

of special favars or privileges to
anyone, whether for remuneration or not;
and never accept favors or benefits from
persons doing business with the Government.

6. Make no private promises of any kind
binding upon the duties of office. (A Gov-
ernment employee has no private word which
can be binding on public duty.)

v-
8. Never use any information coming to
him in public functions as a means for mak-

ing private profit.
9. Expose corruption wherever discovered.
10. Never seek to influence another to vio-

late these prineiples.

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

Mr. BENNETT of Florida. I yield.

Mr. PHILLIPS. I congratulate the
gentleman for what he has done. I have
seen him working on this and struggling
with it for many months. It was his
idea. He was the first to bring it in-
formally to the attention of individual
Members of the House. I do not think
at any time the gentleman feli—and I
think he would say so today—that he
weould bring in for the first time a per-
fect Code of Ethies; any more than the
code of ethies for the Bar Assoeiation
for the attorneys, or a code of ethics
for doctors, or a code of ethics for any
other profession such as engineers, or
what have you, was perfect at the first
time. Such codes were placed on paper
and brought to the light of day.

I believe he has done a great service.
I believe out of this will come eventually
a code of ethles that we will look upon
with pride as something as to which we
can say, as publie servants: This is what
we stand for; this is our guide.

I am glad, indeed, and I thank the
gentleman for permitting me to asso-
ciate myself with him as one of the
sponsors of this initial infreduetion of
what will be a code of ethies for people
in public life.

Mr. BENNETT of Florida. I certainly
wish to thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia and to say he has given me great
assistance in working this thing out and
has given me much encouragement and
worked in every possible way to assist
me. I eniirely agree with him that this
code, in ils present form, cannot be con-
sidered as being perfect. It has been a
real inspiration to me to serve with the
gentleman from California in trying to
work out this code of ethies to the best of
our ability,

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetis. Mr,
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BENNETT of Florida. I yield.
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Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts.
This shows real courage. The gentle-
man has courage in every way and in
every other respect. We do honor to
him,

Mr. BENNETT of Florida. I thank my
good friend. She certainly has been a
true friend to me in everything that I
have attempted to do here. Your great
career in Congress has been a challenge
to me in what I have tried to do.

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

Mr. BENNETT of Florida. I yield.

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. I want to add my
comment to those which have been made
concerning the gentleman from Florida
for this very splendid work that he has
done. I know he has given a great deal
of time and a great deal of thought to it.
I also like this code of ethics because
it is simple. It is straightforward. It
is something we can all understand, and
we can all adapt it to our own needs.
It is not pompous, it is not preachy, it
it not holding up anything or anybody
as being better than anything or anyone
else. It is simply a straightforward
statement of facts. In this modern
world it seems to me that such a state-
ment is needed. The gentleman from
Florida deserves the greatest credit for
having put this info simple form and for
having brought it to the attention of
the Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives, and finally for having
brought it to the floor. I thank the
gentleman for having allowed me to
associate myself in some small way with
this work., I hope it will go forward. I
hope it will prosper and I hope it will
improve because I am sure it is some-
thing that is necessary and something
that can do a great deal of good, not
only so far as we are concerned, but also
for our Government employees and as
a reassurance to all the people of the
country, that they may know that their
public servants have God-righteousness
and God-fearingness in their hearts and
minds,

Mr. BENNETT of Florida. I certainly
am deeply indebted to the gentlewoman
for her remarks and her help in this
project. Her splended work in this
House sets an example of public service
at its best. -

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Speaker, I com=
mend the gentleman from Florida for
his noble objective in seeking to improve
moral and ethical standards in Govern-
ment.

Although we cannot legislate high
morals and good ethics I believe that the
adoption of a code of ethics as proposed
by my colleague, would be helpful in
bringing light on some of the evils which
need to be challenged and eliminated so
far as it is humanly possible.

But we must not attempt to disasso-
ciate immoral and unethical acts in
Government from the lack of ethics and
morals in our community and economic
life,

Government, whatever it is, generally
reflects the understanding, the intelli-
gence, the morality, or the apathy and
confusion of the publie.

Deceptive propaganda of fronts and
lobbies adds to confusion and immoral-
ity. For a high standard of morality
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and ethics in our communities, in the
Government, or in the Congress the
Nation’s press must adopt higher moral
and ethical standards.

Nothing can be more effective in pro-
moting high moral and ethical stand-
ards than a press which is not only free
but honest and clean.

If the stream of public information is
polluted, it will not only affect morality
in Government, but the unity of our
people, the strength of our Nation, and
the welfare of our people.

Mr. Speaker, I hope to discuss this
question in greater detail at some future
time.

MRS. ALGEERT W. LACK

Mr. BYRNE of New York. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to take from
the Speaker's desk the bill (H. R. 3229)
for the relief of Mrs. Albert W. Lack, with
Senate amendment thereto, and concur
in the Senate amendment.

Since I made my previous request I
have taken this up with the gentleman
from New York and satisfied him on the
point on which he desired information.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

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

Page 2, strike out lines 9 to 12, inclusive,
and insert “such award, pursuant to sald
act of September 7, 1916, to Mrs. Albert W,
Lack, widow of Albert W. Lack, as on the
basis of such findings shall appear equitable.”

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, reserv-
ing the right to object, since the matter
came up before I had examined the text
of this change and find it is simply of a
technical nature. It does not in - 7
judgment change the meaning of the b .

I withdraw my reservation of objec-
tion.

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

There was no objection.

: The Senate amendment was concurred
n. :

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the previous order of the House the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. Jackson] is
recognized for 30 minutes.

THE COMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN
ACTIVITIES

Mr. JACKSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, I dislike to impose upon the
House at this late hour, but unfortu-
nately my remarks are in the form of
notes and not a manuscript which I
could insert in the REcorp else I would
gladly do so.

I should like in a few minutes to briefly
to discuss the work of the House Com-~
mittee on Un-American Activities as it
shapes up at this time some 6 months
after the convening of the first session
of the present Congress. We all know
that since the creation of the House
Committee on Un-American Activities
it has been one of the most controversial
committees of the Congress; at least one
President of the United States has be-
rated it as a “red herring” and as “the
un-American committee.” The Com-
munist press and the fellow traveler
press of the Nation have frothed at its
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activities and at an alleged disrezard
of the rights of witnesses appearing bz-
fore the committee. At other times the
more conservative elements of the
American press have taken issue with
the conduct of the committee and have,
in a maner of speaking, shaken a sad-
dened editorial head at some of those
activities. But, Mr. Speaker, through
all of the vicissitudes of the existence
of the House Committee on Un-Amer-
ican Activities that committee has had
one great and priceless asset; it has en-
joyed to the fullest extent the confi-
dence of the vast majoriiy of the people
of this country. That approval has
rendered it possible for this committee to
do a very important task, a task which
cannof be underestimated in the light
of present world conditions.

Much of the credit for the continuing
success of the Committee on Un-Amer-
ican Activities must be given its able and
conscientious chairman, the distin-
guished gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Woonl, who in the conduct of his im-
portant assignment has been eminently
fair, straightforward, and desirous of
protecting all of the legitimate rights of
the witnesses who have been subpznaed
before the committee. In this task he
has been assisted by an able and conseci-
entious stafl of investigators and by the
chief committee counsel, Mr. Frank
Tavenner,

The Communist press to the contrary
notwithstanding, it is safe to say that
today there is no badgering of witnesses
before the committee, and there is no
“baiting” of those who appear to give
their testimony. All witnesses may be
represented by legal counsel in their
appearances before the committee and
may seek advice on points having to do
with possible self-incrimination, Post-
ponements have been granted from time
to time to those witnesses whose immedi-
ate appearance might cause injury to
their health. I quote these instances
only to indicate that every reasonable
consideration is given to the witness and
to his reasonable and legal requests.

In short, the House Committee on Un-
American Activities has been making
every effort to justify itself in the eyes
of the Congress and of the Nation as
an important investigative arm of the
House of Representatives and of the
Congress of the United States. During
the present session of the Congress there
has been little criticism in public print
or from other sources with respect to
the conduct of the committee. This
statement, of course, excludes the Daily
Worker, the Daily People's World ,and
other publications of a left-wing or Com-
munist character.

Much of the universal acceptance of
the present work of the Un-American
Activities Committee can, of course, be
traced to changed world conditions and
to a changed public opinion, both in
the United States and abroad, and to
a new recognition and a fuller realiza-
tion of the threat posed to freemen and
to free institutions by the international
Communist conspiracy. What was once
considered by some well, meaning but
misdirected people as a “witch hunt” or
as “Red baiting” is now generally recog-
nized throughout this country as a proper
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activity in the defense of the American
people and of our way of life against
an organized and secret conspiracy which
has sought and presently seeks the over-
throw of every constitutional form of
government in the world that does not
parallel that practiced in the Soviet Un-
ion. No thinking man today, Mr. Speak-
er, underrates the threat of theCommu-
nist conspiracy. Frustrated in its efforts
to achieve its goal by subversion and
treason, we have seen that conspiracy
engage in the utilization of the armed
force as an implement of foreign policy
in Korea. Political developments in
Poland, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Bul-
garia, Rumania, Albania, China, North
Korea, Tibet, and other lands have shown
the power of organized minorities work-
ing undercover and through subversive
channels to disrupt and destroy human
liberty and human freedom.

Two of the finest words in the English
language have been combined and cor-
=mnfed to form the ironic phrase “peo-
ple’s republic.” Neither “republic” nor
“people’s” are words to describe organ-
ized misery and the concentration camp
methods practiced within the Commu-
nist system.

Propaganda is one of the most lethal
weapons in the hands of Communist
leaders. Itisa weapon which is wielded
skillfully by those leaders. Commu-
nism, we know, uses the minds and the
talents of individuals to infiuence the
thinking and the mass actions of others.
Perhaps no fields of human endeavor
have offered quite the fertile field for
Communist propagands as have those
activities associated with the arts, sci-
ences and professions. Those fields were
particularly subject to attack by com-
munism during the period of the late
war and in the years immediately suc-
ceeding that conflict. The stage, the
screen, the radio, and every other me-
dium of public entertainment and pub-
lic information came under a premedi-
tated and determined attack during the
period. Recruits were found and Com-
munist cells flourished wherever artists
for one reason or another lent them-
selves to this conspiracy.

There is, of course, no greater medium
of information in the world today than
the medium of moving pictures. From
the small beginnings in Hollywood of
Vitagraph and Pathé Pictures, and of
many of the other early studios, there
has grown a great and prosperous indus-
try, an industry in which there has
been made financial investments total-
ing hundreds of millions of dollars; an
industry which has furnished employ-
ment to thousands and thousands of
American citizens of unquestioned in-
tegrity and unquestioned loyalty. From
Kankakee to Tanganyika there is no
hamlet, no matter how small, that has
not come under the influence of mo-
tion pictures. There is scarcely a com-
munity of any size in the world to-
day which does not number among
the groups and associations in that
community a fan club of one sort or
another who take as their idol one
of the great artists of the moving pic-
ture industry. Mabel Normand, Pearl
‘White, Nita Naldi, Charlie Chaplin, Wil-
liam and Dustin Farnum, William S.

Hart and a score of other great stars in
the early days of the moving picture in-
dustry were forerunners of those who
were later to amass fortunes and become
known throughout the civilized world
through the medium of moving pictures,
In short, it can be said that within the
space of a very few years the motion
picture became a great medium for
good or for evil. The Communists were
not slow to recognize this fact. As
adept as they are in propaganda efforts,
they early recognized the medium of the
motion pictures as a channel through
which there might be disseminated that
information which they considered es-
sential to the creation of a political cli-
mate in which communism could and
would flourish. We, who have the priv-
ilege of living in the so-called demo-
cratic nations of the earth, are some-
times slow to use the weapons at our
hands for the dissemination of informa-
tion which tends to paint an accurate
picture of life here in America. The
Communists, on the other hand, are
never asleep at the switch and are al-
ways ready to seize upon any opportu-
nity given them to spread their doc-
trines and their philosophies.

Hollywood, obviously then, offered to
the Communist movement four great
things. If they could capture and could
control the moving-picture industry
there were open to them four channels
of inestimable value. In the first place,
the Communist movement, if successful
in Hollywood, would gain the prestige of
great names, names known throughout
the world as leading artists, directors,
writers, and others in the industry.
They would obtain, secondly, financial
support from the world capital of the
moving-picture industry in which fabu-
lous salaries were being paid to the
artists. They saw also the opportunity
of gaining coptrol of the craft unions
and the guild unions in Hellywood,
which control would, in turn, place them
in a position to dictate their own terms
to the industry leaders and lead, in turn,
to the fourth great propaganda medium
which they hoped to achieve, and that
was the planting of Communist propa-
ganda in motion pictures by the inser-
tion of material favorable to the Com-
munist system.

Under the direction of V. J. Jerome,
the Communist Party cultural director,
the attack was launched. John Howard
Lawson, one of the Hollywood 10 who
was imprisoned for contempt of the Con-
gress, became the hellwether of the Hol-
lywood flock. It was to John Howard
Lawson that confused and bewildered
members of the party took their prob-
lems. It was John Howard Lawson who
explained how the United States could
be allied with one force on any given day
and then move 180 degrees around the
cirele and be with the other side on the
following day. Evidently Mr. Lawson
did a splendid job of rationalization in
this respect, because he did convince a
number of people that these changes of

course were logical and justified. Re- .

cruits were sought in Hollywood and
were obtained in every section of the
moving-picture industry. Stars, direc-
tors, writers, grips, electricians—all of
the guilds and crafts—were finally rep-
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resented in the Communist Party in Hol-
lywood when it reached the height of its
strength during the war years.

If there is any question, Mr. Speaker,
that is asked more frequently than any
other, it is, How is a high-paid moving
picture actor or actress induced to join
the Communist Party, a political group
which holds as anathema anything and
everything connected with the capitalis-
tic system? Several reasons have been
advanced by those witnesses who ap-
peared before our commitiee as the rea-
son why they, as individuals, became
members of the Communist Party and
took part in its activities. In the first
place, there was the thrill of the unique
and unconventional which might be
compared to the feeling of self-achieve-
ment experienced by one who sits on a
flagpole for a hundred days. Secondly,
there was the individual who had a sin-
cere and deep sense of social obligation,
and it appeared to him that he could
hest find an outlet for this expression in
the ranks of the Marxists. Third, there
were the careful characters, those who
thought, that while the democratic way
of life might continue to exist and pros-
per, there was always the chance that a
Communist system might overcome the
democratic form of life in the final strug-
gle. These people said, “Just to be safe
I am going to keep a foot in each camp.”

There was another large group who
suffered from a weird assortment of
neuroses and who took those neuroses
with them into communism and tried
to solve their problems within the frame-
work of the Marxist philosophy.

Finally, there were those for whom no
brief can be held at all except to say
that they were stupid.

It has been estimated that during the
height of the Communist activity in
Hollywood from 200 to 250 name per-
sonalities were recruited into the party.
This would have been during the period
of the late 1930’s and the 1940’s. Many
of those individuals have since that time
unquestionably left the Communist
Party, but by the same token many are
members to this day.

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

Mr. JACKESON of California. I yield
to the gentleman from California.

Mr. PHILLIPS. The gentleman is
making a very good contribution to what
might be called a library of information
that is accumulating, especially out of
his committee, on not merely the effort
but the technigque of imposing thoughts
upon this country. I wonder if he could
answer this: Has the gentleman any idea
of what was taken out of the movie
colony in money during those days?

Mr, JACKSON of California. I hope
to come to that if time permits.

Was the Communist Party in its
Hollywood activity successful in achiev-'
ing any of the objectives which I have
set forth? The prestige of great names
was achieved and used successfully
especially within the ranks of the party
itself, to attract others to membership,

- 'The names played a material part in re-

cruitment.

In the flield of financing, I question
very much whether it will ever be known
how much money was contributed by
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party members to the Communist Party
in Hollywood. We do know that several
witnesses have testified that they drew
salaries in amounts varying from $2,000
to $4,000 and $5,000 during the period
when they were members of the party
and that regular pledges were paid to the
party over a period of many months.

As to the control of unions, there was
a marked success during one particular
period when the Conference of Studio
Unions, under the leadership of Herbert
K. Sorrell, struck and succeeded in tying
up the entire moving- -picture industry
over a period of many months. However,
it must be said in all justice and all fair-
ness that the Communists were never
successful except in very isolated cases
in obtaining control of any of the craft
or guild unions.

Propaganda in picture content was
successful to some extent, particularly
during and immediately after the war
years, when the Soviet Union was our
ally. The so-called documentary film
offered an excellent medium for Commu-
nist propaganda.

During the last 5 months the House
Committee on Un-American Activities
has been investigating the extent of
Communist infiltration and activity in
the motion-picture industry. I should
like to point out, Mr. Speaker, that “in-
dustry” in this sense means not only the
men who control the destinies of the
studios but comprises as well thousands
and thousands of American citizens who,
after their work is finished, go to their
homes and their families in much the
same manner and with much the same
- spirit as do millions of other Americans.
|  One of the first witnesses this year
before the House Committee on Un-
' American Activities was Larry Parks, the
star of the Jolson Story. The case of
Larry Parks is unusual because he was
the first to appear before the committee
and admit prior membership in the
Communist Party. Since then the com-
mittee has heard two score or more wit-
nesses from Hollywood, and they have
been, according to their own deftermina-
tion, cooperative, uncooperative, arro-
gant, or contemptuous. Each has been
an individual case and has had to have
consideration upon its individual merits.

. The majority of the witnesses have
been represented by *‘counsel. An at-
torney, Mr. Ben Margolis, of Los Angeles,
who has represented a number of non-
cooperative witnesses, has been identified
on the witness stand as being himself
8 member of the Communist Party.

Great progress, I believe) has been
.made in the current hearings, and there
E_is reason to believe that a majority of the
‘more prominent mempers of the party in
jHollywood have at this time been iden-
tiﬁed I believe it is the intention of the
F‘commjtt.ee to carry on further investi-
ga.tlons on the west coast, and unques-
'tionably a number of additional sub-
penas will be issued at the proper time.
- The right of a witness to answer ques-
tions or not to answer questions put to
him by committee counsel or by commit-
tee members has been scrupulously ob-
served in the present hearings.

! In general, I can say that witnesses
who have appeared before the committee

(
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during the past 6 months can be classi-
fied in three categories. We have first
of all the witness who has been a mem-
ber of the Communist Party and whose
membership in the Communist Party is
docuriented. That ecategory of wit-
nesses breaks down still further to first,
those who talk, and second, those who
do not talk. Naturally, the first cate-
gory is very helpful to us in gathering
the information necessary to propose in-
telligent legislation to the Congress.

In the first category of those who
talked to the committee were Parks, Col-
lins, Hayden, Rosenberg, Dmytryk, and
Lawrence, among others. In the cat-
egory of those who refused to cooperate
with the committee were Gough, Da
Silva, Polansky, and of course, in 1947,
the original Hollywood ten. Obviously
the committee obtains its best informa-
tion from those former Communists who
are willing to cooperate and who are will-
ing to tell the committee what they know
about the operations of the party and
tell about those who held membership
during the same period of time.

The Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivities has a tremendous job to do. It
has the job of spotlighting those whose
activities are subversive in nature and
those whose activities and whose public
statements have made them suspect.
Not only in entertainment, but in edu-
cation, labor unions, and in industry
Communists have succeeded in infiltrat-
ing. Even at this moment there are
seminars and institutes being held
throughout the country at which some
of those who have become suspect are
participating.

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

Mr. JACKSON of California. I yield.

Mr. HILLINGS. I wish to commend
the gentleman for the excellent presenta-
tion he is making this afternoon on the
very important subject of subversive ac-
tivities. I might say that I can remem-
ber when not very many months ago the
conservative and liberal elements
throughout the country, in addition to
Communists and the Communist Party
itself were roundly condemning the Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities of this
body for the work it had been doing.
I prefer to recall the splendid work of
the committee in sending Mr. Alger Hiss
to the Federal penitentiary.

. Again I wish to commend the com-
mittee for the excellent job it has done
in exposing these subversive activities,

- I wish to ask the gentleman if he is
aware of the fact that an organization
known as the Institute of International
Relations currently is holding a meeting
on the west coast at Whittier, Calif., in
which a number of the individuals who
are carrying the torch for some of this
Communist propaganda are scheduled
to be in attendance, Is the gentleman
familiar with that?

: Mr. JACKSON of California I would
say to the gentleman from California
that my understanding is that such an
institute is being held and that several
of the individuals who have become sus-
pect over the years are connected with
that institute.. If the gentleman likes,
I will read a couple of paragraphs here
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subject.

Mr. HILLINGS. I would appreciate

it if the gentleman would do that.

Mr. JACKSON of California. One of
the participants in the institute in ques-
tion is Mr. Henry J. Cadbury, a pro-
fessor at Harvard University. Dr. Cad-
bury was one of the sponsors of the
American Rescue Ship Mission arranged
under the auspices of the United Amer-
ican Spanish Aid Committee. That
committee was cited by Attorney Gen-
eral Tom Clark and he said in the cita-
tion:

The Communist Party threw itself whole-
heartedly into the campaign for the support
of the Spanish Loyalist cause, recruiting
men in organized, multifarious, so-called re-
lief organization.

There are several other citations with
respect to Dr. Cadbury.

Mr, HILLINGS. Would the genfle-
man find it possible to place that ma-
terial in the Recorp?

Mr. JACKSON of California. Ishould
be very happy to place all of the ma-
terial in the RECORD.

Another educator connected with the
same institute is Dr. Maynard C. Kreu-
ger, professor of economies at the Uni-
versity of Chicago. The citations are
too long to read in the time allotted to
me, but I will ask permission to extend
them in the RECORD.

Mr. HILLINGS. I wish againtothank
the gentleman and urge that this ma-
terial be brought to the attention of
some of the people who are concerned
about the particular meeting which I
have mentioned.

Mr. JACKSON of California. I thank
the gentleman,

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I feel that
the Committee on Un-American Activi-
ties is doing a constructive, well thought
out, and conscientious job in bringing
to light these facts. This is not a ques-
tion of thought control. It is not a
question of suppressing opinions. It is
simply a question of certain individuals
holding opinions which those under
their control or those who are subject to
their instruction should know.

It is one thing to teach the facts about
any political party, including the Com-
munist Party, but it is another thing to
propagandize under the guise of educa-
tion. This is a matter of grave con-
cern to everyone who is concerned with
education. It is to be hoped that if any
injustice has been worked upon any of
the individuals I have mentioned, that
they will come forward to repudiate the
associations or to make a statement rele-
vant to the matter. I might say, and I
am sure that Judge Wood has said this
same thing many times, that anyone
who feels the House Committee on Un-
American Activities has been unfair, or
has been instrumental in damaging his
character is welcome to come before the
committee and make a full explanation,
This does not mean, of course, that we
are particularly anxious to have a long
procession of people through the com-
mittee who decline to answer the ques-
tions of the committee,. We are seeking

information, and we are not trying fo be

a whistle stop on the way to jail; but the
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only way we can get this information is
from individuals who appear as witnesses
and cooperate with the committee.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I should
like to call attention of the membership
of the House to the recently published
document Guide to Subversive Organiza-
tions and Publications which was pre-
pared and released by the House Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities. It
should be in the office not only of every
Member of Congress, but of every edu-
cator, of every union official, of every
captain of industry. This is the listing
of organizations whose conduect across
the years has been such as to indicate
that they have been consistently follow-
ing the Communist Party line. I recom-
mend it to the attention of the member-
ship of the House and of the American
public at large.

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that I may insert at this point in my
remarks the information I referred to
earlier in my remarks.

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Isthere
objection to the request of the gentleman
from California?

There was no objection.

(The matter referred to follows:)

The public records, files, and publications
of the Committee on Un-American Activi-
ties contain the following references to per-
sons named in the subject above:

Henry J. Cadbury (Hollls professor of New
Testament, Harvard University, and chair-
man of the American Friends Service
Committee) :

& Dr. Henry J. Cadbury was one of the spon-
sors of the American Rescue Ship Mission,
arranged under the auspices of the United
American Spanish Aid Committee, as was
{shown on a letterhead of that committee
 dated February 13, 1941. In 1937 and 1938,
+“the Communist Party threw itself whole-
heartedly into the campaign for the sup-
port of the Spanish Loyalist cause, recruit-
ing men and organizing multifarious so-
called relief organizations,” among which
was the United American Spanish Aid Com-
mittee (Rept. 1311 of the Speclal Commit-
tee on Un-American Activities, released
March 29, 1944, pp. 82 and 138). Attorney
General Tom Clark cited the United Spanish
Ald Committee as Communist on lists fur-
nished the Loyalty Review Board (press re-
leases of April 25, 1949, and July 25, 1949);
he further cited the American Rescue Ship
Mission as Communist and *a project of
the United American Spanish Aid Commit-
tee” on his list which was released to the
press July 25, 1949.

| The Dally Worker of September 24, 1940
(p. 1), reported that “83 prominent church
men, educators, and other leaders in public
life joined yesterday in an open letter to
Attorney General Robert H. Jackson urging
him to take action under Federal statutes
on unlawful attempts to prevent minority
parties from being placed on the ballot.
The letter was made public by Dashiell
Hammett, chairman of the Committee on
Election Rights, 1940, of the National Fed-
eration for Constitutional Liberties.” Among
the list of persons who signed the open
letter was the name of Dr. Henry J. Cad-
bury, Harvard University, a leader in the
Society of Friends.

The Special Committee on Un-American
Activities cited the Committee on Election
Rights as a Communist-front organization
“whose function was to agitate for placing
the Communist Party on the ballot through-
out the United States” (Rept. 1311 of
March 29, 1944, pp. 47 and 48). The same
report contained the following citation of
the National Federwtion for Constitutional
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Liberties: “There can be no reasonable doubt
about the fact that the National Federa-
tion for Constitutional Liberties—regardless
of its- high-sounding name—is one of the
viciously subversive organizations of the
Communist Party” (also cited in the Special
Committee's reports of June 25, 1942, and
January 2, 1943). The congressional Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities cited the
National Federation as “one of the organ-
izations spawned for the alleged purpose of
defending civil liberties in general but actu-
ally intended to protect Communist sub-
version from any penalties under the law”
(Rept, No, 1115, released September 2, 1847,
p. 3). Attorney General Tom Clark cited
the National Federation as subversive and
Communist (letters to the Loyalty Review
Board, released to the press December 4,
1947, and September 21, 1948); Attorney
General Biddle cited the National Federa-
tion as “part of what Lenin called the solar
system of organizations, ostensibly having
no connection with the Communist Party,
by whilch Communists attempt to create
sympathizers and supporters of their pro-
gram.” (CoNncREssioNAL REecorp, volume 88,
part 6, page 7446.)

Maynard C. Krueger (professor of eco-
nomics, University of Chicago; frequent par-
ticipant University of Chicago Radio Round-
table) :

A press release which was issued by the
American Youth Congress named Maynard
Krueger, vice president, American Federation
of Teachers, as one of the prominent indi-
viduals who endorsed the American Youth
Act. Attorney General Tom Clark clted the
American Youth Congress as subversive and
Communist (letters to the Loyalty Review
Board, released December 4, 1947, and Sep-
tember 21, 1948); “it originated in 1934 and
* * * has been controlled by Commu-
nists and manipulated by them fo influence
the thought of American youth.” (Attorney
General Francis Biddle, CONGRESSIONAL REC-
oep, volume 88, part 6, page 7444; also cited
in re Harry Bridges, May 28, 1942, p. 10.)
The Special Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivities cited the American Youth Congress
as “one of the principal fronts of the Com-
munist Party” and “prominently identified
with the White House picket line * * *
under the immediate auspices of the Amer-
ican Peace Mobilization.” (Report of June
25, 1942, p. 16; also cited in reports of Jan-
uary 3, 1939, p. 82; January 3, 1941, p. 21;
June 25, 1942, p. 16, and March 29, 1944, p.
102.)

On August 17, 1938, Mr. Walter 8. Steele
appeared before the Special Committee on
Un-American Activities and testified as fol=-
lows:

“Just as the Communist Party has its de-
fense movement, the International Labor
Defense, so also has the Soclalist Party, the
Workers’ Defense League. The latter organ-
ization was formed in May 1936 by leading
members of the Soclalist Party. * * * The
National Committee of the Workers' Defense
League is composed of the following So-
cialist and extreme left wingers: * =+ *
Maynard Krueger.” (Public hearings, vol.
1, pp. 678-679.)

Milton Mayer: Milton Mayer, identified as
a professor at the University of Chicago,
was reported to have addressed a meeting
of One Worlders in Syracuse, N. Y., as fol-
lows: “We must haul down the American
flag. And if I wanted to be vulgar and
shocking, I would go even further and say
haul it down, stamp on it, and spit on it."
(from the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 93,
part 2, pages 1720-21, Representative Gear-
hart of California, in introducing H. R. 234
for punishment of those who desecrate the
flag; his quotation was from newspaper clip=
ping from Syracuse Post-Standard of Feb-
ruary 16, 1947.)

The Dally People’s World for July 5, 1950
(p. 4), reported that Milton Mayer, who
described himself as “a rabid anti-Commu-
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nist," addressed the Quaker Institute of In-
ternational Relations and told them that the
United States policy in Korea “ceems dan-
gerously like the totalitarianism we are sup-
posed to be fizhting.”

Mordecai Johnson (president of Howard
University, Washington, D. C.) :

According to the Daily Worker of March
16, 1922 (p. 1), Mordecai Johnson praised the
Communist Party; he praised the Commu-
nists and defended the Soviet Union (Daily
Worker, May 21, 1248, p. 7).

The Summary of Proceedings of the Win-
the-Peace Conference of the National Com-
mittee To Win the Peace, Washington, D. C.,
April 5-T7, 1946, carried the name of Dr.
Mordecal Johnson as chairman of the Satur-
day Evening Session. The National Commit-
tee To Win the Peace was cited as subversive
and Communist by former Attorney General
Tom Clark in letters furnished the Loyalty
Review Board and released to the press by
the United States Civil Service Commission
December 4, 1947, and September 21, 1948.

An advertisement of the National Federa-
tion for Constitutional Liberties carried in
the New York Times of April 1, 1946 (p. 16),
listed Mordecai W. Johnson, educational ad-
ministrator, Howard University, as one of
the signers of a statement opposing the use
of injunctions in labor disputes. The Daily
‘Worker for March 18, 1945 (p. 2), shows that
Dr. Mordecai W. Johnson was one of the en-
dorsers of a statement sponsored by the Na-
tional Federation for Constitutional Liber=
ties, halling the War Department’s order on
commissions for Communists. (See pp. 1
and 2 of this memorandum for citation of
the National Federation.)

Mordecal W. Johnson spoke at the South-
ern Negro Youth Conference, as shown by
the Dally Worker for January 23, 1937 (p. 3).
The Southern Negro Youth Congress was
cited as subversive and among the affillates
and committees of the Communist Party,
USA, by Attorney General Tom Clark in a
letter furnished the Loyalty Review Board,
released to the press December 4, 1947. The
Bpecial Committee on Un-American Activi-
ties (in its report of January 3, 1940, p. 9),
cited the Southern Negro Youth Congress as
a Communist-front organization.

Dr. Johnson spoke at the second confer-
ence of the Southern Conference for Human
Welfare, Chattancoga, Tenn., April 14-18,
1940, as shown by the Call to the Conference.
The Southern Conference was cited as a Com-
munist-front organization by the special
committee in its report dated March 20, 19044
(p. 147). The congressional Committee on
Un-American Activities, in its Report No.
592, released June 12, 1947, cited the South-
ern Conference as an organization *“which
seeks to attract southern liberals on the
basis of its seeming interest in the problems
of the South” although its “professed inter-
est in southern welfare is simply an expe-
dient for larger aims serving the Soviet Union
and its subservient Communist Party in the
United States.”

Dr. Mordecal W, Johnson was quoted with
approval by the Daily Worker (November
24, 1950, p. 8); & speech delivered by Dr.
Johnson was reprinted in the December 17,
1950, issue of that newspaper (p. 2) and he
was also quoted with approval in the De-
cember 24, 1950 issue (sec. 2, p. 5). The
Daily Worker was cited as “the chief jour-
nalistic mouthplece of the Communist
Party * * * founded in response to di-
rect instructions from the Communist Inter-
national in Moscow™ by the Special Commit-
tee on Un-American Activities in its report
dated March 29, 1944 (pp. 59 and 60). It
was cited as the “‘official Communist Party,
U. 8. A, organ” by the Congressional Com=-
mittee on Un-American Activities. (Rept.
No. 1920 of May 11, 1948, p. 44.)

James A, Cobb, attorney, testified before
the Special Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivities on November 5, 1988, in public hear-

; ings, “that Dr. Mordecal Johnson, president
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of Howard University, has publicly advo-
cated the doctrines of communism.” He
read portions of speeches delivered by Dr.
Johnson to substantiate hls statement.
(Vol. 8, public hearings before the Special
Committee on Un-American Activities, pp.
2143-2161.)

NAM ATTACK ON ERIC JOHNSTON

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that I may ex-
tend my remarks at this point in the
Recorp and to include immediately fol-
lowing my personal remarks the con-
tents of two letters with respect to the
National Association of Manufacturers
controversy with Mr, Eric Johnston.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Speaker,
the National Association of Manufactur-
ers, which was the big winner here in
1946 when the Congress crippled price
control—and which was promising the
people that prices would not go up out
of line if price control was killed—
is now trying once again to persuade
the Congress of the United States to rip
off the only protection the people now
have against higher and higher cost-of-
living prices. The NAM says get rid of
price controls and use taxes and credit
restraints instead.” But the same NAM
that says do not use price control to curb
inflation because taxes can do the job,
also was in here last week trying to
kill off the tax bill. That kind of logic
might appear to the NAM to be good
enough to fool Congress with, on the
theory that it does not take much to fool
the Congress, but the NAM is wrong on
that theory just as it is on most of the
theories it tries to lobby into law.

1 was very disturbed, Mr. Speaker, to
see that this organization, which is not
above turning itself into a lobby for
organized greed, has launched an at-
tack on an outstanding American busi-
nessman who has had the patriotism
to take over a difficult and thankless
job of trying to stabilize this economy
in the face of the dangerous inflationary
threat ahead. I am referring to Mr.
Eric Johnston, the Administrator of the
Economic Stabilization Agency, a man
who has had the courage to stand up
for the consumers and the people against
this selfish drive for business-as-usual
in time of national crisis.

« The NAM says Eric Johnston now has
a “new economic religion” from the one
he followed when he was president of
the Chamber of Commerce of the United
States and an active businessman. It
says he has “not been engaged directly
in business for some time,” meaning,
‘therefore, that he just cannot know what
he is talking about when he calls upon
business to do its part in this emergency
by holding down prices—and requiring
that prices be held down.

% I was therefore very pleased to learn
that when a businessman sent Mr. John-
‘ston a copy of a NAM attack on him,
‘and chided Mr. Johnston for a]]egedly
changing his economic views, that Mr.'
‘Johnston not only replied forcefully hut
made public the exchange of corre=
spondence.

& I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the Mem-
(bers of Congress would be interested
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in reading that exchange of letters for
a real insight on how an oulstanding
businessman can go ahead in a difficult
job in the public interest despite smears
from an outfit from the NAM.

The exchange of correspondence fol-
lows:

Orr-HemsxeLn Co.,
Wheeling, W. Va., June 8, 1951,
Mr. ERIC JOHNSTON,
Washington, D.C.

Goop MorNING, Mr. JOENSTON: There is an
editorial in the June 9 issue of NAM News
captioned “Eric Johnston's new economic
religion.” I think your position, as quoted
in press interviews, gives ample grounds for
this editorial.

Of course, it's all rlght for an individual
to change his mind. That is often done,
but for one with your background—one with
your past experience—it seems to me you
would be a bit loath to give up all that you
once belleved in simply because of a changed
position now. For one, I am still old-fash-
ioned enough to believe that America should
remain a land of freedom and opportunity.
A system you once advocated and defended.
It is still a pretty good plan to follow. What
has become of the rugged individual you once
were?

Yours truly,
W. F. EENNEDY,
EcoNoMIC STABILIZATION AGENCY.
Mr. W. F. EENNEDY,
President, Ott-Heiskell Co.,
Wheeling, W. Va.

Dear Mr. EENNEDY: As you were thought-
ful encugh to take a few minutes from your
busy day to write to me about the editorial
in the NAM News of June 8, I am taking a
few minutes to reply.

Although my views on the need for tem-
porary direct controls apparently differ from
the stated position of the National Associa-
tion of Manufacturers, I have no quarrel
with that organization, or any organization
that takes the NAM position. The writer of
the editorial you sent is entitled to his point
of view and his right to express it. I only re-
gret his many inaccuracies which give a dis-
torted picture.

Among those is the statement: “It is fair
to point out, however, that Mr. Johnston has
not been engaged directly in business for
some time. His cast of thought and motiva-
tion are no longer governed by the require-
ments of running a business successfully to
safeguard the jobs of employees and the
rights of stockholders.”

Now, what are the facts? I have been the
operating head continuously, until I took
the position as Economic Stabilizer in Jan-
uary, of four businesses in the Northwest,
three of which I founded. These husinesses
are all successful financially. They give em-
ployment to a number of people, The busi-
nesses are expanding and are creating more
Jobs. The stockholders appear to be satis-
fied with the operation and with the divi-
dends they are receiving.

But the factual inaccuracies are not the
only unforfunate aspect of the NAM edi-
torial. Isn't the writer saying, in effect, that
the United States has citizens of the first
class, in those who are engaged in business,
and second-class citizens in those who are
not in business? Is that the kind of coun-
try we want America to be? It certainly is
not my idea of America.

+ And I'm wondering if you'd really sub-
scribe to the editorial writer's indicated phi-
losophy of public service. He lays down a
rule that Government officials should be
guided by the requirements of running s
business successfully with the first regard
to employees and stockholders., Wouldn't
you agree with me that a man who accepts a
_ Pposition of responsibility with the Federal
Government in time of national emergency
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has a greater loyalty that comes first? I
mean a loyalty above all to the public inter-
est. I believe the public interest embraces
business, labor, the farmer, the consumer
and transcends the interest of any one
group, no matter how vocal or politically
powerful that group may be.

In discharging the responsibilities of my
office I believe that I can be most effective
in safeguarding the rights of stockholders
and the jobs of employees by safeguarding
the security of the United States to the best
of my abllity. And right now that means
bending all my efforts to speeding the na-
tional-defense program as effectively as pos-
sible.

Would the NAM editorial writer set up the
requirement that one must be a business-
man to serve in Korea? Would he reserve
the Purple Hearts for those who are stocck-
holders in corporations? Would he save the
headstones for those who have met a pay-
roll?

There never has heen any secret about my
views on the American economy and the
place of controls in that economy. I have
sald repeatedly, and I say now, that I am
inherently opposed to controls. But during
this period of emergency, controls are a safe-
guard to our democratic capitalism, and
uncontrolled inflation is the major threat
to our system. It's because I want to see our
capitalism continue that I support controls
as a temporary necessity.

Why do we need controls? Because the
American people are determined to preserve
their freedoms. They realize that when we
are dealing with an aggressor who respects
only force, we must rearm as rapidly as
possible. And that is what we are doing, re-
arming for national security and survival.
The decision to take this course was not a
Washington decision. It was made by 150,-
000,000 Americans. I am sure you are among
them, and that other members of the NAM
are among them.

In building up our national defense we
are going to spend vast sums for things that
cannot be consumed. The national income
is rising while the supply of consumer goods
is being restricted. By this time next year
we will be spending for national defense at
the rate of about $60,000,000,000 annually,
More people will be employed than ever be-
fore, more hours will be worked, more over-
time will be paid. At the same time there
will be fewer civilian goods and services to
purchase.

This is the making of a highly inflationary
spiral. We must attempt to prevent this
inflationary spiral by both direct and in-
direct controls until we can increase pro-
duction sufficiently to provide both the im-
plements of war and the requirements of
the civilian economy. I believe that barring
all-out war, we can increase production suffi-
ciently to achieve this objective within 2
years.

Why is 1t necessary to stabilize? First,
because we could lose all through inflation.
Already we have paid a heavy price to it.
Already inflation has cost the Defense De-
partment 81 out of every $5 voted by the
Congress last year for the rearmament pro-
gram. That means guns and planes and
tanks lost just as surely as if they were de-
stroyed by enemy ac’’on. The revenue from
the two tax bills voted by the Congress last
year was wiped out by inflation. If infla-
tion were uncontrolled, do you think Con-
gress could pass tax bills fast enough to
keep up with the requirements of national
defense? !

Now look what inflation has done to con-
sumers. Every 1 percent increase in the cost
of living adds $2,000,000,000 to the con-]
sumers’ bill for goods and services. Th.ls
means that already inflation has cost the'
American people some $21,000,000,000 sines
January a year ago. And let's not
that there are no margins for the co
no pass-through provisions in the family
budget.
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That $21,000,000,000 is an appalling sum,
especially when we consider that the con-
sumer got no benefits. Instead he got it in
the neck. It's more than all farm families
received in income in the peak year of 1947,
It's more than all of us spent for housing,
or clothing last year. It's almost as much
as all profits after taxes from all businesses
in 1950.

Do you think we could continue to pay a
price like that to inflation without economiec
catastrophe? I don’t. Do you think we
could achieve our rearmament goals? I
don’t.

Do you think we could long maintain our
system of business, private property, free in-
stitutions, and representative government if
we allowed uncontrolled inflation to take
hold? I don't,

Such a course could lead only to disaster
for all of us and I don't propose to see us
follow that course if I can help it.

Next time you're in Washington why don’t
you come in to see me? I'd be pleased to
discuss this whole question of economic sta-
bilization with you further. I think it's
most important for all of us to discuss it,
to understand it, and to do something about
it.

Sincerely yours,
Eric JOENSTON,
Administrator.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the previous order of the House the gen-
tleman from Washington [Mr, Jacksonl
is recognized for 15 minutes.

GEN. GEORGE C. MARSHALL

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, I wquld like fo discuss briefly
recent attacks against the Secretary of
Defense, George C. Marshall, which, to
my mind, have made little contribution
to our national unity, nor to the solution
of our grave and pressing problems in
this eritical and uncertain period in our
history.

I am less interested in defending the
Secretary of Defense than I am in ana-
lyzing the meaning and effect of the at-
tacks against him, in themselves. Gen-
eral Marshall needs no defense from me
or anyone else. You cannot serve your
country and your pecple for half a cen-
tury, as he has, without making some
mistakes. No one can. But, on the oth-
er hand, no man in America can go from
one high office to another for genera-
tions unless there is great justification
for the public confidence implied in the
proferring of those posts of high respon-
sibility. The rules of politics in a de-
meeracy require that a President appoint
to important office men whom the public
trusts, whose character is above re-
proach, and whose ability is not open to
question. A man appointed fo office
of national—in these days, interna-
tional—prominence, will not and can-
not long survive the scrutiny of a gues-
tioning public and an alert, often hyper-
critical press unless he measures up to
those qualifications.

George Marshall, as you all know, has
held not one but three such posts in the
last 10 years. As Chief of Staff during
World War 1I, he more than earned the
tribute paid him by his Chief, Secretary
Stimson, on the day of Germany's un-
conditional surrender, when he said, and
I quote:

I have seen a great many soldiers in my
day, and you, sir, are the finest soldier I have
ever known.
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Churchill saw him, not only as “a mag-
nificent organizer and builder of armies,”
but as a “statesman with a penetrating
and commanding view of the whole
scene.” Admiral Leahy said that “his
drive, courage, and imagination trans-
formed America’s great citizen Army into
the most magnificent fighting force ever
assembled.” These are but a fragment
of the tributes paid Marshall for his work
as Chief of Staff, but they suffice to show
the measure of his contribution in that
post during the greatest war in history.

As if his wartime service were not
service enough, George Marshall became
Secretary of State in January 1947, at a

time when Soviet aggression was on the

march and many of the problems we face
today were in their early stages. Here,
again, the record speaks for itself. The
Marrzhall plan is best known to us as the
majcr achievzment of his term in office,
but there was achievement, and, of
course, frustration in other fields. You
may recall the beginning of military aid
to Greece and Turkey, forerunner of our
present vital program of military assist-
ance. You may recall that it was Mar-
shall who asked the UN to establish its
Little Assembly to meet the continuing
problems of the international situation.
It was Marshall who asked the United
Nations to eliminate the much-misused
veto in the Security Council. It was
Marshall who, on September 17, 1947,
placed the problem of Korean independ-
ence before the General Assembly be-
cause he was determined that Soviet ob-
struectionism should not delay the urgent
and rightful claim of the Korean people
to independence.

The New York Times' James Reston
wrote of Marshall as Secretary of State,
and I quote:

Here is a forbidding, honorable, dispas=-
slonate, moral man who can speak for
America * * * he has the clarity that
is necessary to form a sharp vision of the
basic purpose of our foreign policy, and
he has the integrity to try to relate each
day's action to that purpose.

Of Marshall’s record as Secretary of
Defense little need be said. He is faced
now with doing in the military sphere
what he did in the diplomatic, namely,
building up this country and the world
to the point of strength where the Com=-
munists will think more than twice before
threatening the security of the free na-
tions of the world. As a long-time ex-
ponent of the unification of the Armed
Forces, and a level of military strength
sufficient to meet our global, diplomatic
commitments, he is superbly qualified to
hold this post.

Against this background, we have a
barrage of attacks against George Mar-
shall which, if their peddlers’ sincerity
were not open to question, would more
than justify a resolution of impeachment.
I must confess I do not understand these
charges.

Is their purpose to solve the problems
raised by the Korean war? Obviously
not. I find no constructive suggestions
in these attacks that would help the
United States and the United Nations
in their fight against flagrant and un-
warranted nggression.

Is their purpose to study the history
of the past 10 years with an eye to better

7183

judging our present position by it? I
think not. The study of the past is
certainly a valuable guide to our con-
duct in the present and the future. But
no historian of note ever reached his
conclusion first and then found the facts
to support his point of view. And when
the facts are untenable, the conclusion
preposterous, the resulting distortion is
laughable.

Is the purpose of these attacks to ma-
lign a public servant for political pur-
poses? Here, perhaps, is a possible mo-
tive. But those who attempt to do so
underestimate, in my opinion, the public
esteem for their target. The public may
listen to such charges, but it will not
be fooled.

Parenthetically, Mr. Speaker, I might
point out that whatever the purpose of
these attacks, they will not induce ca-
pable men to enter the Government serv-
ice. Admitting a continuing need for
the talents of the ablest men we can find,
I do not understand how we can ask
them to submit themselves to constant
libel and vilification. And who may be
immune from such falsification if a man
who has been called the “greatest public
servant of our times” is subject to it?

If there is any purpose, Mr. Speaker, in
these attacks, it is to create dissension
and disunity in this country when we
need, as we have never needed so much
before, to present a unity of purpose and
design to the world. I suspect that
those who expound these charges are less
than happy with our relatively new
role of international responsibility. They
would, I suggest, retreat into the foxhole
of isolationism that offers, at best, only
temporary proiection from the realities
of global life. Today, far more than in
1920, such a position invites disaster.

When I speak of unity, I do not mean
that we must stifle constructive-debate
on foreign and domestic issues. We can-
not expect to formulate sound policies
without intelligent discussion both in
Congress and elsewhere. But I do say
that there is no place in the United
States today for the contemptible attacks
to which I have referred. It is enough
that we must deal with the false and
irrational charges of the Russians, with-
out having to face equally senseless prop-
aganda on the domestic scene. In the
case of the Soviet Union there is, I sup-
pose, a method in their madness. As
regards the attacks on George Marshall,
there is no method involved of which
we can be proud.

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

Mr. JACKESON of Washington. I yield
to the gentleman from Montana.

Mr., MANSFIELD. I want to compli-
ment the gentleman on his very able
remarks and to agree with him that as
far as General Marshall is concerned
he needs no apology. I think General
Marshall is one of the greatest Ameri-
cans of all time. He is a man who has
earned his retirement, but a man who
on two occasions came back out of that
retirement to serve his country in an
extremely difficult situation.

The gentleman mentioned the fact that
Secretary Stimson, in my opinion one
of the greatest Secretaries of War; Mr.
Churchill, and others had kind words to
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say about General Marshall. I would
like to add to that list Mr. Bernard
Baruch who at the ceremonies at VMI
honoring Marshall had equally fine
words to say about him. I hope that the
gentleman’s words will be taken and that
we will give to General Marshall the
respect, the admiration, and the affec-
tion which is his due.

Mr. JACKSCON of Washington. T ap-
preciate the very fine observations made
by the gentleman from Monfana. I
know that his long service on the House
Committee en Foreign Affairs, before
which Seeretary Marshall has appeared
from time to time as Secretary of State
and as Secretary of Defense, has given
him the opportunity of seeing General
Marshall’s fine qualities at first hand.

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

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. I yield
to the gentleman from California.

Mr. SHELLEY. Mr. Speaker, I take
this opportunity to express my agree-
ment with the gentleman in his com-
mendation of General Marshall who I,
too, think is a great American. I also
want to commend the very able gentle-
man from Washington, [Mr. Jackson],
for so pointedly high lighting a very sad
and sorry situation which some people
seem to be more and more engaging in
these days and times in personal assas-
sination of those with whom they have
disagreements on issues and on policies,
1 think it is a sad commentary in the
history of our country that some people,
elevated to public office and holding posi-
tions of public trust and importance,
either in puhlic or in private life, are so
devoid of the finer sense of values and
of responsibility that they cannot keep
the disagreement to the issue without
engaging in character vilifieation. I
certainly” wish to commend the gentle-
man for high lighting that particular
point in his address and in commending
General Marshall, who is certainly an
oufstanding American.

Mr. JACESON of Washington. I
thank my good friend from California
for his very fine contribution.

EXTERSION OF REMARES

Mr. DEMPSEY asked and was given
permission fo extend his remarks and
inelude an address delivered by the Am-
bassador of Spain.

Mr. YATES asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude an address by Hon. Hugo L. Black,
Associate Justice of the United States
Supreme Court, on June T in the city of
Chieago.

Mr. JACESON of Washington asked
and was given permission to extend his
remarks in two instances and include
exiraneous material.

Mr. HAYS of Ohio asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
and include a newspaper arficle.

Mr. FISHER asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts asked
and was given permission to extend his
remarks and include an article by Father
Gillis in the Boston Pilot.

Mr. SHEEHAN asked and weas given
permission to extend his remarks.
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Mr. AYRES asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude a statement.

Mr, MARTIN of Yowa asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
and include appropriate data.

Mr. DAGUE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks.

Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin asked and
was given permission to extend his
remarks.

Mr. DOLLIVER asked and was given
permission to extend his own remarks in
two instances and include extraneous
material.

Mr. CRAWFORD asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
inelude a letter.

Mr. PATTERSON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in two
instances and include articles.

Mr. WERDEL asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude a news item.

Mr. HAND asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend the remarks
he made in Committee of the Whole,
following the address of Mr. HunTer, and
inelude a leiter.

Mr. HARRIS asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks and in-
clude an address by Mr. A, P. Prame,
entitled “Observations of a WOC,” not-
withstanding the fact that it will exceed
two pages of the Recorp and is estimated
by the Public Printer to cost $191.34.

Mr. BROOEKS asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in two
instances and include extraneous matter.

Mr. McCARTHY asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks and
include two editorials.

Mr. HELLER asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks inm six
instances and include extraneous matter.

Mr. ZABLOCKT asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in two
instances and include extraneous matter.

Mr. MANSFIELD asked and was given
permission to exfend his remarks in
three instances and in two include ex-
traneous material.

ADJOURNMENT

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

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 6 o'clock and 44 minutes p. m.) the
House, under its previous order, ad-
journed uniil tomorrow, Wednesday,
June 27, 1851, at 11 o'clock a. m.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

560. A letter from the Atforney Genersl,
transmitting copies of the orders of the Coms-
missioner of Immigration and Naturalization
granting the application for permanent resi-
dence filed by the subjects of such orders,
pursuant to section 4 of the Displaced Per-
sons Act of 1848, as amended; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

561. A letter from the Attorney Gemeral,
transmitiing a letter relative to the cases
of Basil Nicholas Erallis, file No. E
CR 30405, and Marina Massip y Villar Schoon-
maker, file No. CR 29978, request-
ing that they bz w wn from those new
before the Congress and returned to the juris-
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diction of the Department of Justice; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

562. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a draft of a pro-
posed Dbill entitled, “a bill to extend the
provisions of the Federal Credit Union Act,
as amended, to the Virgin Islands™; to ths
Committee on Banking and Currency.

5663. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of Defense, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation entitled “a bill to repeal the pro-
vision of the act of July 1, 1802 (32 Stat,
€62), as amended, relating to pay of civilian
employees af the Navy Department appoint-
ed for duty beyond the continental limits of
the United States and in Alaska™; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

564. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of Defense, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation entitled "a bill to exempt certain
civilian emplayees of the Department of De-
fense from the laws governing the employ=
ment, removal, classification, pay, retirement,
leave and disability and death compensations
of Federal officers and employees™; ta the
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
EILLS 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. MITCHELL: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 285. Resolution
for the consideration of H. R. 1181, a hill to
amend section 207 of the Legislative Reor-
ganization Act of 1946 so as to authorizs
Payment of claims arising from the correc-
tion of military or naval records; without
amendment (Rept. No. 647). Referred to the
House Calendar.

Mr. COX: Commiftee on Rules. House
Resolution 286. Resolutfon providing for
the consideration of H. R. 3263, a bill to au-
thorize the transfer of certain naval ves-
sels; without emendment (Rept. No. €48),
Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. CANNON: Committee on Appropria-
t'ons. House Joint EResolution 277. Joint
rezolution making temporary appropriations
for the fiscal year 1952, and for other pur-
Poses; without amendment (Rept. No. 655).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE
EILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

Mr. WALTER: Commitiee on the Judiciary.
S. 380. An sct for the relief of Stefan Lenar-
towicz and his wiie, Irene; with amendment
(Rept. No. 644). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judictary,
8. 417. An act for the relief of Sui Ken Fong
and Sul Tung Fong; without amendment
(Rept. No. 645). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House.

Mr. WALTER: Committee on the Judiciary.
5. 915. An act for the relief of Betty Minoru
EKawachl; without amendment (Rept. No.
643). Referred to the Committes of the
‘Whaole House.

Mr. MACHROWICZ: Committee on the
Judiciary. S. 536. An act for the relief of
the estate of Sidney Lomax, deceased; with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 649). Referred
to the Cominittece of the Whole House.

Mr. MACHROWICZ: Committee on the
Judiciary. S. 1109. An act for the relief of
Grady Franklin Welch; without amendment
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(Rept. No. 650). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House.

Mr. MACHROWICZ: Committee on the
Judiciary. 8. 1113. An act for the relief of
Philip J. Hincks; without amendment (Rept.
No. 651). Referred to the Committee of the
Wholes House.

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on
the Judiciary. H. R. T96. A bill for the relief
of Roy F. Wilson; with amendment (Rept.
No. 652). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House.

Mr. FRAZIER: Committee on the Judi-
clary. H. R. 3026. A bill for the relief of
Joseph A. Ferrari; with amendment (Rept.
No. 653). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House,

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on
the Judiciary. H. R. 44566. A bill for the re-
lief of Vincent F. Leslie; without amendment
(Rept. No. 654). Referred to the Committee
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. McCORMACK:

H. R. 4601. A bill to provide that the ad-
missibns tax shall not apply in respect of
admissions free of charge of uniformed mem-
bers of the Armed Forces of the TUnited
States; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr, SIMPSON of Pennsylvania:

H.R.4602. A bill to amend the Excess
Profits Tax Act of 1950 by adding thereto a
new subsection 432 (f); to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

By Mr. TEAGUE:

H.R.4603. A bill to provide additional
compensation for members of the Army,
Navy, and Air Force during periods of com-
bat duty; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Mr. BEALL:

H.R. 4604. A bill providing for an investi-
gation and study by the Interstate Com-
merce Commission of the adequacy and con=
venience of passenger carrier facilities and
gervices and the reasonableness of fares in
the metropolitan area of the District of Co-
lumbia, and for other purposes; to the Com=
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. ELLIOTT:

H. R.4605. A bill for the establishment of
a temporary National Advisory Committee
for the Blind; to the Committee on Educa=
tion and Labor. _

By Mr. MARTIN of Iowa:

H.R. 4606. A bill to amend the Defense
Production Act of 1850, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Banking and
Currency.

H.R.4607. A bill to amend the Defense
Production Act of 1950, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Banking and
Currency.

By AUGUST H. ANDRESEN:

H.R.4608. A bill to control imports of
fats and oils, oil-bearing materials, peanuts,
butter, cheese and other dairy products,
and rice and rice products; to the Committee
on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. FORD:

H.R.4609. A bill to amend part VIII of
Veterans Regulation No. 1 (a), so as to in-
crease the outside compensation which a
veteran may earn while receiving subsistence
allowance thereunder; to the Committee on
Veterans' Affairs.

By Mr. BUDGE:

H.R. 4610. A bill to provide for the grant
of certain lands to the American Falls school
district No. 381, American Falls, Idaho; to
the Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

By Mr. HAVENNER:

H.R. 4611. A bill to amend the Trading
with the Enemy Act to extend the time for
filing claims in the case of certain Italians;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce,

By Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan:

H.R. 4612. A bill to amend section 402 (a)
(3) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic
Act; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. CANNON:

H.J. Res. 277. Joint resolution making
temporary appropriations for the fiscal year
1952, and for other purposes; to the Commit-
tee on Appropriations.

By Mr. BENNETT of Florida:

H. Con. Res. 128. Concurrent resolution
providing a code of ethies for Government
service; to the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service.

By Mr. HALE:

H. Con. Res, 120, Concurrent resolution
providing a code of ethics for Government
service; to the Committee on Post Office
and Civil Service.

By Mr. LANHAM:

H. Con. Res. 130. Concurrent resolution
providing a code of ethics for Government
service; to the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service.

By Mr, BATTLE:

H. Con. Res. 131. Concurrent resolution
providing a code of ethics for Government
service; to the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service.

By Mrs. ST. GEORGE:

H. Con. Res. 132. Concurrent resolution
providing a code of ethics for Government
service; to the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service.

By Mr. SHEEHAN:

H. Res. 282. Resolution creating a se-
lect committee to conduct an investigation
and study of the massacre of Polish Army
officers in the Katyn Forest, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, and the disappearance of
other Polish Army officers who fled for pro=
tection to the Union of Soviet Socialist Re=
publics in 1939 and 1940; to the Committee
on Rules.

By Mr, DEMPSEY:

H. Res. 283. Resolution favoring the nego-
tlation of a treaty for the defense of the
Mediterranean area against Communist ag-
gression; to the Committee on Foreign Af-

fairs.
By Mr. ELLIOTT:
H. Res. 284. Resolution to provide for a
Select Committee on Problems of the Aging;
to the Committee on Rules,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. BLATNIK:

H.R.4613. A bill for the relief of EKarlo
Mattlazzl and Kostanza Mattiazzi; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BOLLING:

H.R.4614. A bill to record the lawful ad-
mission for permanent residence of certain
allens; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. COUDERT:

H.R. 4615. A bill for the relief of Gattas A.

Maloof; to the Committee on Forelgn Affairs,
By Mr. GORDON:

H. R. 4616. A bill for the relief of Stanislaw

Stein; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. HAVENNER:

H.R.4617. A bill for the relief of Luiz
Lourenco Diniz; to the Committee on the
Judiclary.

By Mr, ROGERS of Colorado:

H.R.4618. A bill for the rellef of Victoria
Lardizabal Valencia; to the Committee on
tha Judiciary.
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The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D, D., offered the following
prayer:

God of our fathers, above all the com-
motion and confusion of the busy pres-
ent, with its demands that drain our
souls, we would turn for this hallowed
moment to seek the quietness of Thy
presence at the beginning of the day’s
deliberations. In the secret of Thy pa-
vilion we take refuge from the strife of
tongues. By tasks too difficult for us
we are driven unto Thee for strength to
endure and wisdom to interpret rightly
the signs of these trying times. In these
hallowed halls may Thy servants, trusted
by the people with high responsibility,
serve with fidelity the cause of our coun=
try and our common humanity, and so
help to build the city of God on the
ruined wastes of this disturbed and dis-
ordered world. We ask it through riches
of grace in Christ Jesus our Lord. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. McFARLAND, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday,
June 26, 1951, was dispensed with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi=
dent of the United States submitting
nominations were communicated to the
mate by Mr. Miller, one of his secre=

ries,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre=
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had passed, without amendment,
the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 51) pro-
viding for United States participation
in the celebration at Philadelphia, Pa.,
of the one hundred and seventy-fifth
anniversary of the signing of the Decla-
ration of Independence. ;

The message also announced that the
House had disagreed to the amendment
of the Senate to the bill (H, R. 1103) for
the relief of Sidney Young Hughes; asked
a conference with the Senate on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses there-
on, and that Mr. WALTER, Mr. FEIGHAN,
and Mr, GrRAHAM were appointed man-
agers on the part of the House at the
conference,

The message further announced that
the House had agreed to the report of
the committee of conference on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on
the amendment of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 1424) for the relief of T. L. Mor-
TOW,

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

H.R.512. An act conferring jurlsdiction
upon the United States District Court for
the District of Massachusetts to hear, deter=
mine, and render judgment upon the claim
of Mrs. Walter J. Bickford;
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