
6189 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE JUNE 6 
H. J. Res. 253. Joint resolution to permit 

articles imported from foreign countries for 
the purposes of i;i~hibition at the Japanese 
Trade Fair, Seattle, Wash., to be admitted 
without payment of tariff, and for other 
purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 

f ' Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

; The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
' (at 3 o'clock and 32 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, June 
6, 1951, at 12 o'clock noon. 

. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

' Onder clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and ref erred as follows: 

. 502. A letter from the Secretary, War Con
tracts Price Adjustment Board, t ransmitting . 
the final report of the War Contracts Price 
Adjustment Board; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

503. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior, transmitting a copy of Public 
Law .6 enacted by the First Guam Legislature, 
pursuant to section 19 of Public Law 630, 
Eighty-first Congress, the Organic Act for 
Guam; to the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 

504. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting copies of certain reso
lutions adopted by the Legislature of Hawaii 
during its ·recent session; to the Committee 
0 :1 Interior and Insular Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

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

Mr. BATES of Kentucky: Committee on 
Appropriations. H. R. 4329. A bill making 
appropriations for the government .of the 
District of Columbia and other activities 
chargeable in whole or in part against the 
revenues of such District for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1952, and for other purposes; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 539). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDS: Committee of conference. 
S. 872. An act to furnish emergency food 
aid to India; without amendment (Rept. No. 
540). Ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

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

By Mr. BATES of Kentucky: 
H. R. 4329. A bill making appropriations 

for the government of the District of Colum
bia and other activities chargeable in whole 
or in part against the revenues of such Dis
trict for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By Mr. DURHAM: 
H. R. 4330. A bill to amend the Atomic 

Energy Act of 1946;· to the Joint Committee 
on Atomic Energy. 

By Mr. HALE: 
H. R. 4331. A bill to abolish the action for 

alienation of affections in the District of 
Columbia; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. MARTIN of Iowa: . 
H . R. 4332. A bill to authorize the city of 

Burlingto9-, Iowa, to own, maintain, and 

operate a toll bridge across the Mississippi 
River at or near said city to the, Committee 
on Public Works. . 

By Mr. MURRAY of Tennessee.: , 
H. R. 4333. A bill to modify and extend the 

authority of the Postmaster General to lease 
quarters for post-office purposes; to the Com
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mrs. ST. GEORGE: 
H. R. 4334. A bill to authorize the renewal 

at increased rates of existing contracts for 
mail-messenger service; to the Committee 
on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN: 
H. R. 4335. A bill to continue for a tem

porary period certain powers, authority, and 
discretion for the purpose of exercising, ad
ministering, and enforcing import controls . 
with respect to fats and oils (including but
ter), cheese, and rice and i:ice products; to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. KEARNEY: 
H. R. 4336. A bill to provide additional 

compensation on account of dependents for 
veterans with a service-connected loss or loss 
of use of a foot, or blindness of one eye; to 
the Committee on Veterans' Affairs. 

By Mr. VINSON: 
H. R. 4337. A bill to authorize certain ease

ment, land, and other property transactions, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

By Mr. BOGGS of Delaware: 
H. R. 4338. A bill to extend the time for 

completing the construction of a . toll bridge 
across the Delaware River near Wilmington, 
Del.; to the Committee on Public Works. 

By Mr. GOLDEN: 
H. R. 4339. A bill to provide for the trans

fer of certain educational benefits not used 
by veterans of World War II to the children 
of such veterans, and for' other purposes; to 
the Committee on Veterans' Affairs. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memo
rials were presented and referred as fol
lows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Leg
islature of the State of California, memo
rializing the President and the Congress of 
the United States relative to Senate Joint 
Resolutions Nos. 23 and 31, relating to the 
National Forest Highway system in Califor
nia, and to declare Napa County, State of 
California, a critical defense area for the 
purpose of obtaining financing of construc
tion; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

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

By Mr. ANDERSON of California: 
H. R. 4340. A bill for the relief of Cecilia 

Lucy Boyack; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

By Mr. COLE of New York: 
H. R. 4341. A bill for . the relief of William 

Henry Dunn; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

By Mr. DONOHUE: 
H. R. 4342. A bill for the relief of Calcagni 

& Belkin, Inc.; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GATHINGS: 
H. R. 4343. A bill for the relief of Erika 

Bammes (Patricia Ann Co:ic); to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JACKSON of California: 
H. R. 4344. A bill for the relief of Clyde 

R. Sharp; to the Committee on the Judi· 
ciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

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

307. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Reso
lution of the Wisconsin division of the 
Travelers Protective Assoeiation of Amer
ica to petition Congress to withhold approv
al of any gasoline-tax increase, since mem
bers of this organization depend heavily 
upon automobile transportation in earn
ing their livelihood; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

308. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the 
Municipal Finance Officers Association of 
the United States and Canada, Chicago, 
Ill., relative to bonds · and the taxation 
thereon and requesting rejection of the 
recommendation of the Secretary of the 
Treasury; to the Committee on Ways and -
Means . 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 6, 1951 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon, 
and was called to order by the Speaker 
pro tempore, Mr. McCORMACK. 

Dr. Edward Gardiner Latch, minis
ter, Metropolitan Memorial Methodist 
Church, Washington, D. C., offered the 
following prayer: 

O God, our Heavenly Father, who art 
the creator and preserver of all man
kind, without whose benediction all our 
labor is in vain, we pray that our lives 
may be built not upon shifting sands but 
upon the rock of eternal truth. Deepen 
within us the love of truth and good
ness. Enable us to discern the meaning 
of these days through which we are 
passing. In the midst of them keep us 
from stumbling and grant unto us ·the 
spirit that will help us to accept all our 
duties, do all our work, and meet all 
our trials with a cheerful courage, a 
sound mind, and a loving heart. 

Lead us day by day into the minis
try of understanding and sympathy that 
we as leaders of our beloved country may· 
carry our share of the burden of the 
world's need. May Thy grace sustain 
us all our days, for in Thee alone is our 
hope, our strength, and our peace. · We 
pray in the· spirit of Jesus Christ our 
Lord. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

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

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. AUCHINCLOSS asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 40 minutes on Monday next, follow
ing the disposition of the legislative pro
gram for the day and any special orders 
heretofore entered. 

CALL OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Speak
er, I make the point of order that a 
quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi
dently a quorum is not present. 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I move a 
call of the Hous3. 

A call of the House was ordered. 
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The Clerk called the roll, and the fol

lowing Members failed to answer to their 
Iiames: 

[Roll No. 69] 
Angell Gary Moulder 
Baker Glllette Murray, Wis. 
Barden Gore Nelson 
Bates, Mass. Green O'Konskl 
Berry Gregory Patten 
Blatnik Gwinn Patterson 
Boggs, La. Hall, Pickett 
Bonner Leonard W. Poage 
Boykin Halleck Poulson 
Brownson Harrison, Wyo. Powell 
Byrne, N. Y. Hebert Price 
Carnahan Herter Prouty 
Celler Hoffman, Ill. Rabaut 
Chudoff Hoffman, Mich. Ramsay 
Clemente Holifield Reed, Ill. 
Cooley Irving Regan 
Coudert Jones, Ala. Rivers 
Cox Kearns Roosevelt 
Crawford Kelley, Pa. Sabath 
Crosser Kelly, N. Y. Scott, Hardie 
Davis, Tenn. Kennedy Scudder 
Dawson Kilburn Shafer 
Delaney Kilday Sheehan 
Dempsey Lanham Smith, Kans. 
Dingell Larcade Smith, Miss. 
Dondero Latham Stanley 
Dorn Lecompte Taylor 
Ellsworth McCarthy Teague 
Evins Mack, Wash. Thornberry 
Fallon Madden Vursell 
Fernandez Merrow Wigglesworth 
Flood Mlller, Calif. Willis 
Forand Miller, N. Y. Winstead 
Fugate Morano Wood, Ga. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this 
roll call 331 Members have answered to 
their names, a quorum. 

By unanimous consent, further pro':" 
ceeding~ under the call wer.e dispensed 
with. 
ALTERATION OF CERTAIN BRIDGES OVER 

NAVIGABLE WATERS 

Mr. BECKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com
mittee on Interstate a,nd Foreign Com
merce be discharged from further con:. 
sideration of the bill <H. R. 3764) to 
amend the act of June 21, 1940, relating 
to the alteration of certain bridg.es over 
navigable waters, so as to include high
way bridges, and for other purposes, and 
that the bill may be referred to the Com-

· mittee on Public Works. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

objection to the l'.equest of the gentle
man from Texas? 

There was no obj.ection. 
AMENDMENT OF CIVIL AERONAUTICS ACT 

Mr. BECKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 33. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of 
Representatives concurring), That the Sec
retary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed, in the enrollment 
of the bill (S. 435) to amend the Civil Aero
nautics Act of 1938, as amended, and for 
other purposes, to make the following 
changes: 

On pqge 6, line 14, of the engrossed bill, 
strike out the word "of", where it occurs the 
first tin.e, and in lieu thereof insert the word 
"to." 

On page 7, lines 6 and- 7, strike out the 
words "Fed1-.ral Security Administrator" and 
in lieu thereof insert the words "Secretary 
of Labor." 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, reserv
iPg the right to object, will the gentle-

man explain the purpose of the resolu
tion? 

Mr. BECKWORTH. It will be re
called, Mr. Speaker, that not many days 
ago we had before us a war risk insur
ance bill that would make it possible 
for the Government to help those air
lines which are engaged in the transpor
tation of people and commodities to 
areas where there is unusual danger 
existing, to obtain the proper amount or 
degree of insurance coverage needed. 

The bill which the House passed had 
already passed the Senate; the commit
tee took . the Senate bill, passed it, and 
brought that bill to the House and the 
House passed the bill unanimously. It 
now appears that a clarifying amend
ment is necessary relating to the Federal 
Security Agency and the Department of 
Labor; and then it is also necessary in 
order to be sure that all insurance com
panies qualified to participate in the 
writing of such insurance may partici
pate to have an amendment to the Sen
ate concurrent reso:i.ution of which I 
spoke. 

That briefly is a description of what 
we are trying to do. I may say that it 
was concurred in by every member of 
the House Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce who was present this 
morning to hear the discussion. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Has the gentleman 
also cleared this with the leadership on 
both sides of the aisle? 

Mr. BECKWORTH. I have cleared 
this through the gentleman from Massa
chusetts [Mr. MARTIN] because the gen
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. WOLVER• 
TON], ranking minority member on our 
committee, concurred in it, and I so in
formed the gentleman from Massa
chusetts. 

In this connection I read the fallowing 
letter from the Acting Secretary of 
Commerce: 

THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE, 
Washington, June 5, 1951. 

Hon. BYRON G. RoGERS, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C, 
DEAR MR. CONGRESSMAN: This letter is in 

answer to your telephonic request for my 
views with respect to the inclusion of the 
following amendment in the concurrent res
olution for the correction and amendment 
of S. 435, an act providing authority for a via• 
tion war risk insurance: 

The terms "insurance company" and "in· 
surance carrier" in 1305 (a), (b), and 1307 
(d) shall include any mutual or stock insur
ance company, reciprocal insurance associa· 
tion, and any group or association author
ized to do an aviation insurance business 
in any State of the United States. 

We would interpose no objection to the 
inclusion of such a definition in the resolu
tion and members of my staff have been 
informed by Mr. Nathan Calkins, Chief, In
ternational and Rules Division, Civil Aero
nautics Board; Mr. Roy LeifHen, counsel, As
sociated Aviation Underwriters; and Mr. 
Paul Reiber, counsel for Air Transport Asso
ciation of America, that no objection would 
be taken to the inclusion of such a definition. 

If we can be of further assistance to you 
in this matter, please call on us. 

· Sincerely yours, 
D. w. RENTZEL, 

Acting Secretary of Commerce. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I do not 
intend to object. I hope that the bill will 
be agreed to by the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore._ Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the Senate concurrent resolution? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BECKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I 

offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BECKWORTHl 

Page 1, after line 6, insert the following: "On 
page 2, after line 9, of the engrossed bill insert 
the following: 

"'(d) The terms "insurance company" and 
"insurance carrier" in section 1305 (a) and 
(b) and in section 1307 (d) shall include any 
mutual or stock insurance company, recipro
cal insurance association, and any group or 
association authorized to do an aviation in
surance business in any State of the United 
States.'" 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield, this amendment has 
the approval of the committee. I think 
there is no question about that. 

Mr. BECKWORTH. The amendment 
has the approval of the committee, and 
the Civil Aeronautics Board, and all oth- j 
ers who have indicated an interest in the 
legislation from the begiqning. · ~ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the amendment offered by l 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BEcK...: j 
WORTH]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution was concurred in. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the· 

table. I 
Mr. BECKWORTH. Mr. Speaker, 11 

ask unanimous consent that a letter re
f erring to the legislation be included in 
·connection with my remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
THE HIGH COST OF LIVING 

Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr, 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks at this point in the 
RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. Speaker, I take the floor this 

morning to deplore the failure of all in 
authority to do anything for the relief 
of the American people in their fight 
against the high cost of living. 

Ever since this Congress met in Jan
uary, high prices have stayed the No. 
1 problem here on the home front. 

Why should only a small percentage 
of our population be in a position to 
pay for a decent living? Why should 
not the prices of food and other com
modities be brought within easy reach of 
all Americans? 

I thought that was why Congress set 
up the OPS. I thought the high-salaried 
officials now being selected and dele

. gated to carry out price stabilization un
derstood they must knock down prices 
or get out. 

If I were told by Congress to roll back 
prices of food, clothing, and other ne
cessities, you may be certain, I would 
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needs of the 1 . The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there the fulfillment of the vital roll them back to 1939 SO we would all h tl United States. 

be able to live and eat again. objection to the request of t e gen e.. "(c) The assistance provided under this 
As it is now, prices stay up like gas man from south Carolina? Act shall be for the sole purpose of provid-

balloons in the stratosphere. Our job There was no objection. ing food grains, or equivalents, to meet tl>:e 
here is to .find out why somebody does The Clerk read the statement. emergency need arising from the extraordi-
not do something about lowering them. The conference report and statement nary sequence of flood, drought, and other 

k '· conditions existing in India in 1950. t· The recent price war in New Yor _ follow: //ft;- "(d) The assistance provided unde~ ~his 
City proved a lot of things. It proved ~- R T (H REPT. No. 540) .'.W$ Act shall be provided under the provisions 
that direct Competition brought to bear [ CONFERENCE EPOR ' of the Economic Cooperation Act Of 1948, as 
on inftated prices will bring goods the · The committee of conference on the dis· amended applicable to and consistent with 
people want down to where they can agreeing votes of the two Houses on the the purp~ses of this Act. 
have them. amendment of the House to the bill (S. 872~ "SEC. 5. Notwithstanding the provisions of 
' It also proved that merchants and to furnish emergency food aid to India, hav any other law to the extent that the Presi-

1ng met, after full and free conference, have dent after c~nsultation with appropriate 
businessmen can live by letting the cus- agr~ed to recommend and do reco~mend to Gov:rnment officials and representatives of 
tomer live. their respective Houses as follows· private shipping finds and proclaims that 
: Since the New York price war bene- That the Senate recede from its disagree- private shipping, is not available on reason-
fited the consuming public and showed ment to the amendment of the House and able terms and conditions for transportation 
·the country how much water can be agree to the s~me with an amendment as of supplies made available under this Act, 
'wrung out of inftated prices, Congress follows: In lieu of the matter prop~sed to be the Reconstruction Finance Corporation is 
should tell the people we represent that inserted by the House amendment msert the authorized and directed to make advances 
its desire is to reduce the cost of living. following: "That this act may be cited .as not to exceed in the aggregate $20,000,000 to 

f t f the 'India Emergency Food Aid Act of 1951. the Department of Commerce, in such man-
f, Let us encourage, let us omen ur- "SEC. 2. Notwithstandi~g any other pro- ner, at such times, and in such amounts as 
ther price wars so that the American visions of law, the Admmistrator for Eco- the President shall determine, for activa
'people can live and the American system nomic cooperation is authorized and directed tion and operation of vessels for such trans
.of free enterprise will be preserved. to provide emergency food relief assistance portation, and these advances may be placed 
r·· This is the only way the United States to India on credit terms as provided in sec- in any funds or accounts available for such 
'can pay for our tremendous rearmament tion 111 (c) (2) of the Economic Cooperation purposes, and no interest shall be charged 
;'.and preparedness program. Act of 1948, as amended, including payment on advances made by the Treasury to the 
~ This is the only way the American by transfer to the United St~~es (under such Reconstruction Finance Corporation for 
F-° 1 l terms and in such quantities as may be these purposes: Provided, That pursuant to .worker, farmer, white-co lar emp oyee, agreed to between the Administr.ator and.the agreements made between the Reconstruc-~ and other middle- and lower-income Government of India) of materials required tion Finance Corporation and the Depart
fearners will be able to· pay for their by the United States as 3: res.ult. of de- ment of commerce, the Reconstruction 1

1ood, clothing, and other necessary items ficiencies, actual or potential, m it.s own Finance corporation shall be repaid with-
of living. resources. The Administrator is directed out interest not later than June 30, 1952, 

~ Therefore, I am introducing the . fol- and instructed that in his negotiations with for such advances either from funds here-
lowing resolution, which I hope will be the Government of India he shall, so far as after made available to the Department of 

1 d b C practicable and possibl~, obtain f~r ~he commerce for the activation and ope~a~ion 1 ~pprove soon Y ongress: United states the immediate and contmumg of vessels or, notwithstanding the provisions 
' A resolution to preserve the American system transfer of substantial quantities of such of any other Act, from receipts from ve~sel 
· .· of free enterprise and to lower the cost of materials particularly those found to be operations: Provided further, That pendmg 

. living by encouraging price wars in retail strategic and critical. such repayment receipts from vessel opera-
prices of food and other necessities "SEC. 3. For purposes of this Act the Presi· tions may be placed in such funds or ~c-
Whereas it has been established that re- dent is authorized to utilize not in excess of counts and used for activating and operatmg 

cent price wars between large metropolitan $l90,000,000 during the period ending June vessels. 
dry goods stores have enabled the American 30, 1952, of which sum (1) not less than "SEC. 6. Notwithstanding any other pro-
consumer to buy clothing at reasonable $l00,000,000 shall be made available i~me- visions of law, the Administrator for Eco-
prices; and . diately from funds heretofore appropriated nomic Cooperation is authorized to pay ocean 

Whereas these price wars clearly show that by Public Law 759, Eighty-first Congress, for freight charges from United States ports to 
profiteering, chiseling, gorging, and unfair expenses necessary to carry out the provi- designated ports of entry in India of relief 
dealing with American consumers on the sions of the Economic Cooperation Act of packages and supplies under the provisions 
part of some entrepreneurs have compelled 1948, as amended; and (2) $90,000,000 shall of section 117 (c) of the Economic Coopera-
the public to pay outrageous prices for neces- be available from any balance of such funds tion Act of 1948, as amended, including the 
sities; and unallotted and unobligated as of June 30, relief packages and supplies of the Ame.rican 

Whereas the Office of Price Stabilization 1951: Provided, That if such amount unal- Red Cross. Funds now or hereafter available 
seems to be helpless or hesitant to roll back lotted and unobligated is less ~han $90,000,- during the period ending June 30, 195~ •. for 
the cost of living for the average cit;iz_en in 000 an amount equal to the difference shall furnishing assistance under the provis10ns 
spite of definite instructions from Congress; be obtained from the issuance of notes in of the Economic Cooperation Act of 1948, as 
and such amount by the Administrator for the amended, may be used to carry out the pur-

Whereas the American people must h?-ve Economic Cooperation Administration, who poses of this section. 
Immediate relief from the present high is hereby authorized and directed to issue "SEC. 7. (a) Any sums payable by the 
cost of living; and such notes from time to time during fiscal Government of India, under the interest 

Whereas barefaced competition is needed years 1951 and 1952 for purchase by the terms agreed to between the Government of 
among legitimate entrepreneurs to. water secretary of the Treasury, and the Secretary the United states and the Government of 
down bulging profits and bloated prices of of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- India, on or before January 1, 1957 as in
food and other necessary commodities; and rected to purchase such notes and, in mak- terest on the principal of any debt incurred 

Whereas price wars seem to be the only ing such purchases to use, as a public debt under this Act, and not to exceed a total of 
method by which competition can. be transaction, the proceeds of any public debt $5,000,000, shall, when paid, be placed in a 
brought into direct play: Therefore be it issue pursuant to the Second Liberty Loan special deposit account in the Treasury of the 
, Resolved, That it is the desire of the Senate Act as amended: And provided further, That United states, notwithstanding any other 
and House of Representatives in Congress $50,000,000 reserved by ~he Bureau of t17e provisions of law, to remain available u~-
assembled to call upon the Nation's busi- Budget pursuant to section 1214 of Publlc til expended. This account shall be avail-
ness and commerce to make open war upon Law 759 of the Eighty-first Congress from able to the Department of State for the fol-
high prices of food and other necessities in funds appropriated by that Act for expenses lowing uses: 
order to preserve the American syste1:11 of necessar_Y to carry ~:mt the provisions of the "(l) Studies, instruction, tec?ni.cal train-
free enterprise and to lower the exorbitant Economic Cooperation. Act of 1948, as amend- ing, and other educational activities in the 
cost of living. ed, shall not be available for purposes of United states and in its Territories or pos-

EMERGENCY FOOD AID TO INDIA this section. . sessions (A) for students, professors, other 
"SEC. 4. (a) FUnds made available for pur- academic persons, and technicians who are 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, I call poses of this Act shall be used o~ly for tl_1e citizens of India, and (B) with the approval 
up the conference report on the bi~l <S. purcha~e ofsftootd grains or equivalents m of appropriate agencies, institutions, or or-
872) to furnish emergency food aid to the Umted a es. . . f t d t f sors 
India, and ask unanimous consent that "(b) No procurement of any agricultural ganizations m India, ors u en s, pro es • 

th roduct within the United States for the other academic person~, .and technicians who 
the statement of the man:'l.gers on e p ur ose of this Act shall be made unless the are citizc?-s . of the. U:n~te~ State.s to partici-
part of the House be read in lieu of the ~ec~etary of Agriculture shall find and certi- pate in similar activities m India'. including 
re~~!· Clerk read the title of the bill. fy that such procurement will not impair in both cases travel expenses, tuition, sub-
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sistence and other allowances and expenses 
incident to such activities; and 

"(2) The selection, purchase, and ship· 
ment of (A) American scientific, technical, 
and scholarly books and books of American 
literature for higher educational and re
search institutions of India, (B) American 
laboratory and technical equipment for high
er education and research in India, and (C) 
the interchange of similar materials and 
equipment from India for higher education 
and research in the United States. 

"(b) Funds made available in accordance 
with the provisions stated above may be 
used to defray costs of administering the 
program authorized herein. 

"(c) Disbursements from the special de
posit account shall be made by the Division 
of Disbursement of the Treasury Depart
ment, upon vouchers duly certified by the 
Secretary of State or by authorized certify· 
ing officers of the Department of State." 

And the House agree to the same. 
JAMES P. RICHARDS, 
A. A. RmrcoFF, 
BROOKS HAYS, 
JOHN M. VORYS, 

LAWRENCE H. SMITH, f 
Managers on the Part of the House • . 

GUY M. GILLETTE, 
BRIEN McMAHON, 
J. WILLIAM FULBRIGHT, 
ALEXANDER WILEY, 
H. ALEXANDER SMITH, 

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 bill (S. 872) to furnish emer
gency food aid to India, submit the follow
ing statement in explanation of the effect 
of the action agreed upon by the committee 
of conference and recommended in the ac
companying conference report. 

The House struck out all of the Senate bill 
after the enacting clause and inserted a sub
stitute amendment. The committee of con
ference has agreed to a substitute for both 
the Senate bill and the House amendment. 
Except for the differences noted below and 
except for clarifying, clerical, and necessary 
conforming changes, the conference substi
tute is the same as the House version. 

The short title of the bill: In the Senate 
bill the short title is "India Emergency Food 
Aid Act of 1951." The short title in the 
House amendment is "India Emergency As
sistance Act of 1951." The conference agree
ment uses the Senate language. The differ
ence is small. The 'committee of conference 
adopted the Senate language because "food 
aid" more precisely describes the substance of 
the bill than does "assistance." It is true 
that the bill makes assistance available to 
India, but the type of assistance is "food aid." 

Method of financing the loan: Both the 
Senate bill and the House amendment pro
vide for a loan. The difference is on how 
funds should be made available. The House 
amendment provides for a completely "self
generating" . public-debt transaction. The 
principal points of the Senate bill are: 

(a) The loan funds ($190,000,000) are to be 
provided as nearly as possible from presently 
available ECA appropriations. At least $100,-
000,000 wlll be taken out of ECA funds for 
this purpose. The remaining $90,000,000 will 
also come from ECA funds, if they are avail
able as of June 30, 1951. Any amount short 
of $90,000,000 will be provided by "self-gen
erating" public-debt transaction of the type 
provided in the House amendment. 

(b) The second proviso, excepting $50,• 
000,000 from availability for loan purposes 
covers a technical point. The General Ap
propriation Act (Public Law 759, Slst Cong.) 
required the President to reduce appropria• 

tions by $550,000,000 through an apportion
ment procedure. In accordance with this 
procedure, the Bureau of the Budget has 
withheld $50,000,000 of ECA's funds. So far 
as Congress is concerned, these funds are 
available to ECA, having been appropriated 
to the President for this . purpose. So far 
as ECA is concerned, the funds are not avail
able, having been withheld by the Bureau 
of the Budget in accordance with the discre
tion provided in the appropriation act. 
ECA's estimates of availability of funds do 
not include the $50,000,000 withheld. The 
purpose of the proviso is to specify that the 
withheld funds are not available for pur
poses of a loan to India. 

The House receded and agreed to the Sen
ate method of financing the loan. The use 
of appropriated funds for loan purposes ls 
well established. Since ECA now has at least 
$100,000,000 available and will by June 30, 
1951, possibly have more funds available, 
the committee of conference felt that funds 
already appropriated should be utilized be
fore additional sums are added to the pub
lic debt. The conference agreement does 
this. 

Restriction on purpose of the assistance: 
There are two differences here, both of them 
minor. One relates to what shall be pro
vided and the other to the causes of the 
crisis in India that gave rise to the need for 
assistance. 

On the question of what ls provided, the 
Senate bill uses the words "providing food 
grains, or equivalents," while the House 
amendment uses the words "providing 
food." The conference agreement contains 
the Senate language. India's need is fo-r 
food grains or-commodities serving the same 
purpose. The Senate language more pre
cisely describes what India will purchase 
with the proceeds of the loan. The use of 
the words "or equivalents" is important. It 
may not be possible to furnish food grains 
in the amounts India may desire. The ex
ecutive branch has informed the Congress 
that dried beans, flour, and other like com
modities may be furnished in lieu of some 
food grains. 

The conference agreement uses the Senate 
language describing the causes of the Indian 
food . crisis. It is difficult to be precise in 
ascribing the causes of a food shortage of 
the magnitude that faces India. Limiting 
relief to needs caused by "natural disasters" 
might involve an impossible administrative 
problem. 

Certification of availability of supplies: 
Both the Senate bill and the House amend
ment require the Secretary of Agriculture to 
certify that procurement for purposes of 
this act will not impair the vital needs of 
the United States. The difference is in em
phasis. The Senate language provides "no 
procurement • • • unless the Secre
tary of Agriculture shall find and certify 
• • •." The House amendment provides 
"that with respect to the procurement 
• • • the Secretary of Agriculture shall 
certify • ." 

The committee of conference adopted the 
Senate language. The basic assumption 
upon which this biU rests is that the United 
States will provide food aid so far as aid 
is available without impairing the vital 
needs of the United States. In view of re
cent crop reports, United States supplies will 
not be as plentiful as originally indicated. 
United States commitments have not di· 
minished. For these reasons, the committee 
of conference desired to make the responsi
bility of the Secretary of Agriculture quite 
clear. The Senate language does this. 

Determining the availability of private 
shipping: The House amendment uses only 
the words "the President finds." The Senate 
bill uses the words "the President, after con
sultation with appropriate government offt· 
cials and representatives of private shipping, 
11.ndf! and proclaims." The language of the 

Senate bill is designed to make sure that 
Government-owned ships will not be put 
into service unless private shipping is una
vailable on reasonable terms and conditions. 
Ordinarily, the procedure to determine this 
point involves a formal hearing and determi
nation by the executive branch that private 
shipping is unavailable. This is a time
consuming procedure and would require 
about a month. The effect would undoubt
edly be to delay shipment of grain to India. 
All of the evidence now indicates that pri
vate shipping is in fact unavailable. How
ever, the committee of conference felt that 
sufficient provision should be made to pre
vent precipitate action by the executive 
branch without careful examination of the 
facts. In the interest of getting grain to 
India as soon as possible, the committee of 
conference interprets this provision to mean 
that no formal hearing is required, but that 
any executive decision that private shipping 
is unavailable be based on sufficient consul
tations to ascertain the facts of the situation. 

Shipment of grain cargoes in United States 
flag vessels: Both the Senate bill and the 
House amendment provide that 50 percent 
of commodities furnished to India be moved 
in United States flag vessels. The Senate 
bill provides this by incorporating the ap
plicable provisions of the Economic Coopera• 
tion Act of 1948, as amended, one of which 
is section 111 (a) (2). This section requires 
the Administrator for Economic Cooperation 
to take steps to "assure as far as is prac
ticable" that 50 percent of the gross tonnage 
be moved in United States flag vessels "to 
the extent that such vessels are available at , 
market rates for United States flag vessels." J 

The House amendment provides that no ma- 1 

terials made available under this act can be 
transported from the United States unless at 
least 50 percent are moved in American flag 
vessels. In view of the shortage of shipping 
and the apparent necessity to put into service 
additional United States Government-owned 
vessels, the committee of conference believes 
that flexibility is desirable so far as possible. 
The settled policy of the United States on 
this point is expressed in the Economic Co· · 
operation Act of 1948, as amended. These 
provisions have proved satisfactory for 3 
years. The committee of conference be
lieves that the India grain shipment pro- : 
gram should be conducted under this basic 
policy rather than under a different policy 
which would be the case under the language 
of the House amendment. 

There is an additional point in the Senate 
language. Provisions other than section 111 
(a) (2) may be applicable to a loan transac
tion. It 1s not necessary to detail these here. 
This is a question for the Administrator to 
determine; and, in the determination, the 
fact that this bill is a loan will be the first 
test of applicability. 

Use of interest payments for special pur
poses: The Senate bill contained the "Mundt 
amendment," setting aside in a special Treas
ury deposit account the amounts of any 
interest payments made by India on or be
fore January 1, 1957, this fund to be used 
for a cultural interchange program for the 
benefit of American institutions engaged in 
a variety of educational, medical, and philan
thropic activities in India, for the inter
change of Indian and American students, 
professors, and technicians, and for the in
terchange of scholarly books and technical 
equipment between the two countries. This 
provided an arrangement similar in pur
pose to the use made of the Boxer indemnity 
fund and the use now being made of loan 
payments by Finland. Similar provisions 
were in an amendment offered by Mr. Bray 
in the House. However, a point of order 
against this amendment was sustained. The 
committee of conference agreed on a sub
stitute. 

The principal differences between the sub
stitute and the Senate language are three. 
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The sum made available under the Senate 
bill might have amounted to about $23,-
000,000 if 2Y:z -percent interest on the full 
amount were negotiated for the period to 
January 1, 1957. On the other hand, no 
interest at all might be negotiated for that 
period. The committee of conference agreed 
on a limit for this purpose of not to exceed 
$5,000,000. The conference agreement elimi
nates subsection (a) of the "Mundt amend
ment," authorizing allocations to certain 
American institutions in India. The con
ference agreement contains language pro
viding for administrative expenses of the 
cultural program to be taken out of the fund 
and provisions regarding disbursement and 
accountability. These were not in the Sen
ate bill. 

Unlike the Boxer indemnity and the 
Finnish-loan repayment, no loan has yet been 
negotiated with India. The sums India may 
borrow and the terms of repayment will be 
a matter of future agreement between this 
country and India. The committee of con
ference had no data upon which to deter
mine any formula for estimating interest 
payments. The committee· of conference 
therefore agreed upon a token program from 

'possible interest payments not to exceed 
$5,000,000. 

1· The committee o! conference was aware 
of the needs of India for a program in 
the field of agriculture that would prevent 
a recurrence of famines. It also considered 
·India's development programs. Further con
\ sideratlon of India's long- and short-term 
programs will be studied later this year 
;"'1nder the technical assistance program. 
'Similarly a well balanced mutual aid pro
-gram for this region will be the subject of 
intensive congressional interest. 
f In view of the uncertainty as to any avail
able funds from interest payments, and the 
·1ack of information as to specific programs, 
the committee of conference decided that 
·only a token should be authorized at this 
,time. 

JAMES ·P. RICHARDS, 
A. A. RIBICOFF, 
BROOKS HAYS, 
JOHN M . VORYS, 
LAWRENCE H. SMITH, 

Managers on the Part of the House. 

. Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, I 
·yield myself 5 minutes. 

Mr. Speak~r. the conference report is 
a unanimous one. We think the House 
has won a victory in the conference 
agreement. 

. t The four major points of difference 
between the Senate bill and the House 
amendment were these: The method of 
financing the loan, the repayment in 
specifically named strategic materials, 
the use of funds for the purchase of 
grains only in the United States, and 
the ·so-called Mundt amendment. The 
Mundt amendment provided for the use 
of the interest payments for an educa
tional interchange program between the 
United States and India. 

So far as financing the program is 
concerned, under the conference agree
ment, at least $100,000,000 of the loan 
funds will come from funds already ap
propriated to ECA. As much of the re
maining $90,000,000 will come from such 
ECA funds as are unallocated or un
obligated and available as of June 30, 
1951. If the amount available as of 
June 30, 1951, is less than $90,000,000, 
the balance will be raised by a self-gen
erating public-debt transaction. The 
House conferees thought the Senate pro
vision would be better, and we receded. 

- On the question of repayment in stra
tegic materials and the question of 
specifying in the law certain strategic 
materials, I should like to emphasize 
that the provisions of the conference 
agreement are those of tbe House 
amendment. The Senate accepted the 
House language-and this includes the 
requirement of repayment originally in 
the oill reported to the House, and the 
Halleck amendment adopted in the 
House. The Senate provisions specify
ing manganese and monazite are not in 
the conference agreement. 

The conference agreement contains 
the House provision that loan funds 
shall be used only for the purchase of 
food grains in the United States. Mem
bers will recall that this provision was 
~ut in the bill during debate in the . 
House. The Senate receded on this 
point. 
· As far as the Mundt amendment was 
concerned, the Senate receded from its 
position and the House accepted an 
amendment. Assuming a loan for the 
full amount of $190,000,000, an interest 
rate of 2% percent, and interest pay
ments beginning "'on July l, 1952, the 
funds available for this program could 
amount to $23,000,000 under the terms of 
the Mundt amendment. In fact, it is pos
sible that there may be no interest pay
ments by January 1, 1957, and there may 
·be no money for this part of the program. 
The House conferees took the position 
that it was neither proper nor practicable 
to have any such provisions in this bill, 
and the House had not acted on similar 
provisions which were ruled out on a 
point of order when the matter came up 
here. The House conferees agreed to 

·accept the Senate provisions with other 
modifications and a ceiling of $5,000,000 
on this program. 

Those are the principal points of dis
agreement. There were 10 other small 
points of disagreement, mostly in regard 
to phraseology, Resolution of these dif
ferences was largely a perfecting process. 
The House receded on 5 of those 10 points 
and the Senate receded on the other 5 
points. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. VoRYS] . 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Speaker, at long 
last we are going to do what India asked 
us to do nearly 6 months ago, and that 
is, authorize a food loan on special and 

· easy terms. We have required that pay
ment shall include transfer of strategic 
materials, and India has agreed to that. 
Prime Minister Nehru said in his Parlia
ment, ref erring to our House bill, "We 
shall gladly supply such materials as are 
available in India and can be spared by 
us." He said, "We prefer the terms in 
the House bill." Those terms are in the 
bill before you now. The conferees de-

. cided that any attempt to specify the 
types and amounts of such materials in 
advance would probably be offensive, and 
almost certainly ineffective. 

There has been a lot of criticism of 
Indian spokesmen in the last few months 
and I have joined in some of that criti
cism, but let us remember that there has 
been a good bit of delay since this food 
proposal was originally made. This de
lay has materially aroused suspicion and 

criticism of our intentions, and of the 
good will or good faith of some of our 
own spokesmen. The delay has been 
caused by discussion and disputes about 
gifts that India did not ask for, with 
stringo tied to them that India did not 
want. However, we come to the end of 
the story here today, with the differences 
between ·the two bills, which were ex
tremely slight, fairly settled in our con
ference report: 
' The Senate bill provided for taking 
unspent funds from ECA to finance part 
of the loan when it is negotiated. That 
was -agreeable to the House, both bodies 
understanding that it is money we are 
talking about, and that so long as we 
are on an unbalanced budget it is all 
going to be added to the national debt 
anyhow. 

Both bodies agreed on the amendment 
to pay ocean freight for charitable, vol
untary relief gifts to India by individuals 
and privr.te organizations. 

The Senate bill contained the Mundt 
amendment. A similar· amendment was 
offered in the House by the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. BRAY]. The confer
ees brought back this :Provision in a. 
limited form. I have doubted the wis
dom of attempting to spend interest that 
had not yet been agreed upon, · from a 
loan that had not yet been negotiated, 
but the majority of the conferees and 
no doubt a majority in possibly both 
Houses felt that this was a token of good 
will toward India, this provision for an 
educational exchange, out of such inter
est as might be agreed upon for the first 
5 years, up to $5,000,000. 

The conference report states, however, 
that we recognize the importance to In

. dia of a long-time ·program of agricul
tural improvement to eliminate the pos
sibility of recurrent famine. 

We recognize the importance of 
· India's development plan. Hearings on 
· these matters can come up later this year 
on point 4 and mutual-aid legislation. 
This food loan is not the last matter that 
will ever come up between India and the 
United States; if the world goes well it is 
the first of many negotiations, and we 
hope it may be concluded promptly in 
good form in a way that will encourage 

· future friendship and cooperation be
tween our countries. 

I want to remind the House this bill 
is a bipartisan proposition. The leader
ship of. the House has been unswerving 
in its support of this loan bill ever since 
it was introduced. I want to commend 
our new chairman, the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. RICHARDS]. This 
is the first bill of a controversial nature 
which he has brought to the .floor of the 
House. The bill was introduced before 
the death of our late honored colleague, 
Chairman Judge Kee, and of course, be~ 
fore the gentleman from South Carolina 
[Mr. RICHARDS] became chairman of the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. But in 
his conduct on this bill in committee and 
on the floor and in conference he has 

· been eminently wise and fair , and has 
again proven to us, who know him 
closely, what you are all going to find 
out when you know him better, and that 
is that he is a man of great independ
ence, a man of great wisdom, and a man 
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who is square and full of courage and 
common sense. He has a hard task 
ahead of him and I know he will fulfili 
that task with ability and with great 
patriotism. 

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

Mr. VORYS. I yield. 
Mr. COLMER. I have asked the gen

tleman to yield to me to comment briefly 
on what he has just said. I think the 
Congress and the country is to ·be com
mended upon the ascension of our dis
tinguished friend and colleague, the gen
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. RrcH
ARDsl, to the position of chairman of this 
very important and very highly contro
versial committee of the House of Repre
sentatives. I join with the distinguished 
gentleman from Ohio in the hope and 
belief that our friend will make an out
standing contribution to the cause of 
world peace, a thing which we all desire. 

Specifically I want to comment upon 
the fact further that the gentleman from 

·South Carolina will be found exercising 
his own judgment to a degree which will 
meet with the approbation· on many oc
casions, I am sure, of the House of Rep
resentatives. . 

Now, so far as the India wheat bill is 
concerned, the changes that have been 
made with reference to strategic mate
rials in the conference have amounted 
to the withdrawal of certain safeguards 
which were in the Senate bill.which pro- . 
vided for getting these strategic mate-

. rials. The Senate bill made that aspect 
·of the bill mandatory and now you make 
it optional; is that not correct? 

Mr. VORYS. The strategic materials 
requirement which did not specify par-

. ticular materials was adopted by the 
House after it had heard from six mem
bers of the Atomic Energy Committee. 
It W3S promptly accepted by the other 
body. Both what those six members 
said on the floor of the House and the 
explanations that they made to the 
membership off the floor were sufficient 
to make it clear that this was the wisest 
and most foresighted way in which to 
enter the negotiations which would in
volve the acquisition of strategic mate
rials. 

Mr. COLMER. My distinguished 
friend is exercising that part of his at
tributes and accomplishments that he 
usually does so well-he answers my 
question with an evasive argument that 
makes his point a little more solid. 

Mr. VORYS. No, it is not evasive and 
it is not unclear to anybody who under
stands the full import of what I have 
said and what the Members of the House 
who are familiar with our strategic ma
terials requirements have said. It would 
not be in the public interest to debate 
this further with t!le gentleman at this 
tim~. 

Mr. COLMER. I appreciate the gen
tleman's curt dismissal of my thoughts. 
I admit I am not as well versed in the 
matter as he is, but at the same time 
as a Member of this body, who is con
cerned about the future of this country 
and at least concerned with getting a 
partial repayment of these funds, I still 
am entitled to my own opinion about 
this matter, but I am not going to dis
cuss it any further with the gentleman. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
the gentleman five additional minutes. 

Mr. VORYS. I want to say something 
about this idea of having a loan. There 
are those who say, "Oh, well, if you make 
a loan it is no good anyhow." For 10 
years this Congress and this country has 
gone along on the idea that there is 
something bad about the silly dollar 
sign, and that we should not make loans, 
because we make enemies; somebody 
might call us "Uncle Shylock"; not when 
the time came to pay, but when the time 
came that they did not want to pay.- So 
we have been making a lot of grants in 
the last 10 years. As a matter of fact, 
in the last 10 years we have made Gov
ernment loans and grants of $80,-
000,000,000, of which $13,000,000,000 
have been paid back. In the past 5 post
war years we have made $59,000,000,000 
of grants and loans, of which $3,000,-
000,000 have been paid back. Thus, in 10 
years our Government has put up $67,-
0IJ0,000,000, net, to finance $109,000,000,-
000 in exports. We have learned two 
things in this decade. One is that you do 
not buy friends with grants or gifts any 
more than you do with loans. Another . 
thing we have learned is that in the 
$109,000,000,000 of goods we have ex
ported we have been pouring out our per
manent treasure, our natural resources 
and that we are becoming· a ''have not" 
nation in many strategic materials. We 
are already importing iron ore, we import 
copp~r, petroleum, arid a long and grow. 
1ng list of strategic materials. A country 
that needs imports ought to make loans 
for repayment through the future. 

I want to call the attention of this 
House, as we conclude our action on this 

·important bill, to the fact that we must 
be thinking more and more, in the pro
gram that lies before us, in order to 
protect our own security in the future, 
of making loans instead of always making 
grants. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. VORYS. I yield. 
Mr. JUDD. The .gentleman will recall 

that he and other members of the com
mittee, and probably all Members of 
Congress, have received many letters 
on this issue which said that the United 
States Congress must not put any po-

· litical strings in the legislation that 
would require the Indian Government 
to tie its foreign policy to ours, or side 
with us on various international ques
tions, and all that sort of thing. Is it 
not a fact that there never was any sug
gestion within our committee from any 
member of it, of the Congress, or from 
anyone in the executive branch that this 
loan should be accompanied by any po
litical strings whatsoever as far as In
dia's foreign policy is concerned? 

Mr. VORYS. That is true. Certainly 
the proposition that comes before you 
today is devoid of any political strings 
that could force India's foreign policy 
to coincide with ours. 

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

Mr. VORYS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FULTON. In section 2 discretion 
is put in the Administrator to determine 
a3 far as possible what the Unit.ed States 

shall obtain in the way of strategic mate
rials. That is a wide discretion placed jn 
the Administrator to determine particu-

_- larly those things found to be strategic 
· and critical, is it not? The Adminis

trator determines what are strategic and 
critical materials, according to this act? 

Mr. VORYS. Certainly that is true. 
The list of strategic materials we need 
is well known, but it is not in the bill. 
As to the way the negotiations shall take 
place,.the Administrator and his five ad
visers on the National Advisory Council 
will not have their hands tied. If India 
needs this grain, this loan will be nego
tiated and its terms known in a short 
while. The Congress has been on the 
spot on this issue for months and 
months. When this legislation is passed 
the ECA Administrator and his advis
ers-including the Secretary of State, 
Mr. Acheson; the Secretary of Commerce, 
Mr. Sawyer; the Secretary of the Treas
ury, Mr. Snyder; the head of the Federal 
Reserve bank, Mr. Martin; and the h.ead 
of the Export-Import Bank, Mr. Gas
ton-are going to be on the spot to see 
that they carry out the spirit as well as 
the letter of this legislation. 

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

Mr. VORYS. I ·yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. I do not think any of us 
are opposed to the use of the four-letter 
word "loan," but experience has taught 
us in the past that it is simply a subter
fuge. The gentleman says we ought to 
be dealing more in terms of loans. What 
information does the gentleman have 
that if we do start using loans instead of 
grants-in-aid, and so forth, what evi- ; 
dence does the gentleman have that they 
are going to pay these loans back? Is 
their capacity to repay them any better 
than it was a few years ago? 

Mr. VORYS. Certain countries have 
more capacity. The world in gen- : 
eral has more capacity. India has the 
capacity to repay. Ex-President Hoover, ! 
when he was before our committee in ! 
1947, suggested that we use the loan l 
formula, or at least always create an 
obligation on the other countries in for- , 
eign-aid transactions, so as not to get ' 
them into the psychology of relief ers. 1 

We know about the relief psychology 
here during WPA days. He said, "If you 
.require loans, each country will try to 
show up in as good shape as possible, and 
will ask as little as possible, but if you 
provide gifts, the countcy tries to show 
how needy it is and tries to get as much 
as possible.,, 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
, time of the gentleman has again ex

pired. 
Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

the gentleman five additional minutes. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Speak

er, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VORYS. I yield. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Will the 

gentleman go so far as to say that the 
taxpayers of the United States who must 
carry this burden are getting a mighty 
good deal out of this; that this is some
thing that should be approved, because 
we are going to be ahead in the end; 
that we will get our money back and 
a lot of strategic materials? In fact, 
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we are driving a sharp bargain with In
dia. Do you think the Members could 
make a statement like that to the peo
ple? 

Mr. VORYS. No. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Would 

you say that or would you say that it 
was a pretty poor bill, as a banker, and 
that we will not get our money back 
and we might as well forget about it? 
Or are we some place in between? 
. Mr. VORYS. That is right; - some 
place in between. . 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. What is it? 
Mr. VORYS. I am going to answer. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I would 

l~~e to have the gentleman's answer. 
Mr. VORYS. This is not a case of 

driving a hard bargain with India whose 
people are starving; on the other hand, 
this, in my judgment, is not an example 
of open-handed giving away of the peo
ple's substance; this is authorizing a 
loan between two sovereign, independ
ent nations, which we hope will result 
in the future to the mutual advantage 
of both, not only in what we will receive 
but in what India will receive. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I am 
afraid my people would not be satisfied 
with that answer. 
' Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 
i Mr. VORYS. I yield. ._ -
; Mr. J AVITS. May I say in answer to 
the question asked by the gentleman 
from Nebraska that there are very few 
countries in the world .today that are as 
good risks as India. I think this loan 
provision is a good compromise. There 
'was a great deal of sentiment through
out the country amongst the people for 
:~xtending this aid on a grant basis, on 
;the basis of humanitarianism; never
'theless, compromise has been made for 
a loan, and I as one of those who was. 
active in this thing initially am satis
fied that the conferees have done a splen
did job, and I believe a majority of the 
Members of the House will be similarly 
satisfied with what is distinctly a com
promise between two points of view. 
• Mr. HAYS of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 
i Mr. VORYS. I yield. 
· Mr. HAYS of Arkansas. I wanted to 
join in that statement because there 
have been men here who did pursue a 
sound course-I am referring to the gen
tleman from Ohio-in insisting upon the 
loan procedure for the bulk of this as
sistance. I understand something about 
the philosophy of those who think there 
should be a beneficial grant. But does 
not the gentleman agree that we have 
gone about as far as we are justified in 
going through the giving of aid by the 
American Red Cross, through CARE, and 
such organizations in providing ocean 
freight at Government expense for food 
to be eiven away to those in India who 
cannot buy it? 

Mr. VORYS. I certainly think that 
the amendment which the gentleman 
offered here-and a similar amendment 
was adopted in the Senate-goes about 
as far as we can go in implementing the 
charitable instincts 6f our people. I feel 
that the Congress itself has no right to 
attempt to be charitable with other peo;.. 
ple's money and give it away to foreign-

ers where there is no quid pro quo. On 
the other hand, charity is the greatest 
virtue in the world, and when our people 
feel that way and our organizations do 
and they have made gifts, the Govern
ment can then, under the gentleman's 
amendment, come in and help pay the 
freight so that the gifts will go as far as 
possible and reduce the need for Gov
ernment relief. I congratulate the gen
tleman on offering his amendment. 

Mr. HAYS of Arkansas. I tbank the 
gentleman from Ohio for his kind 
words. I wanted to bring out the point 
with as much emphasis as it is possible, 
that we do expect this loan to be repaid, 
and there is every indication that it will 
be, but, of course, we cannot foresee the 
future. 

Another point I wanted to ask the 
gentleman about is whether he does not 
have in mind that there will be some 
conversations with or expression to In
dia in the matter of a long-range pro
gram toward achieving some agricul
tural stability so that ber food system 
will be stabilized? Is not that to re
ceive further study this year? Would 
the gentleman not want to emphasize 
the further expression in the report 
that "a well-balanced mutual-aid pro
gram for the region will be the subject 
of continuing congressional interest"? 
In other words, there has been, and it 
is understandable, a tendency to · feel 
that the effort is a one-sided affair; but 
India has a great future, we believe, and 
great potentiality as a nation. We have 
a great stake in India's economic sta
bility, and we will derive from that kind 
of sound long-range planning, in other 
words, helping people to help them
selves, the kind of stability in the Pa
cific that will stabilize world conditions. 

Mr. VORYS. I wrote those state
ments in the conference report which 
the gentleman quoted and am still of 
that opinion. I am glad my fellow con-

. ferees agreed with my statements and 
I thank my colleague for his interest in 
this long-range viewpoint. 

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

Mr. VORYS. I yield. 
Mr. JONAS. Can the gentleman give 

in round figures the amount of the loan 
that this transaction involves? 

Mr. VORYS. It cannot exceed $190,-
000,000; it can be any amount up to 
that. 

My own surmise is that in all proba
bility the full amount will not be taken, 
but there is $379,000,000 annually of 
production of strategic materials from 
which India could make periodic repay
ments on the loan. 

Mr. JONAS. I should like to follow 
this question with another: If it is $190,-
000,000 that is involved who carries the 
expense of provisioning the boats and 
carrying the freight across and carrying 
the expense of shipment? Where is that 
absorbed, in what department? To 
whom is it charged? 

Mr. VORYS. The Government _ of 
India. 

Mr. JONAS. The Government of In
dia; and that is added to the $190,000,-
000 loan? 

Mr. VORYS. Under the provisions Cif 
this bill the Government of India pays 

the freight from our shores. Under the 
loan provision the Government of India 

· will buy grain from us; we provide the 
·ships; they pay the freight. 

Mr. JONAS. That is added to the 
$190,000,000? 

Mr; VORYS. No. 
Mr. JUDD. It will be paid out of their 

reserves. 
Mr. JONAS. That is included in the 

$190,000,000? 
Mr. VORYS. It comes out of the · 

$190,000,000 or any other money they . 
have. 

Mr. JONAS. The total then will be 
$190,000,000. 

Mr. VORYS. Yes. The total from us 
cannot exceed $190,000,000, even 
though India spent more from other 
sources on freight. 

Mr. RICHARDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 3 minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, in view of the very kind 
remarks just made by my friend from 
Mississippi and my friend from Ohio 
about the present chairman of the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs, -I would be 
less than human if I did not feel and 
express appreciation of what was said, 
even though I have grave doubts as to 
my ability to measure up to the stand
ard set by my predecessor at the helm 
of this great committee. No chairman 
of any committee of this House has had 
better cooperation and more able assist
ance from his committee membership, 

-Democrats and Republicans, than has 
the present chairman of our committee. 
I am fortunate, indeed, that I have sit
ting by me to guide me in the trying 
days ahead that great old Roman the 
gentleman from New Jersey, Dr. EATON, 
formerly our able chairman. I am for
tunate, too, in enjoying the friendship 
and the able assistance of the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. VORYS], who has 
just spoken, a man whom I consider to 
be the peer of any Member of the House, 
or Senate, or State Department, in the 
field of legislation dealing with our for
eign affairs. We have often agreed and 
sometimes disagreed on legislation, but 
always I have found him to be con
scientious, fair, able, and, even if against 
you, a foeman worthy of your steel. 
What more could any man ask? 

No doubt the Foreign Affairs Commit
tee will in the coming montps present 
momentous legislation to the Congress, 
but I assure you, knowing the entire 
committee membership ·as I do, that any 
measure coming here for foreign assist
ance-I am not talking about feeding 
somebody who is hungry or dying-will 
have heen considered by our committee 
on a nonpartisan basis and from the 
standpoint of what is best for the United 
States and the Government we love. 

1.~r. Speaker, I move the pr.evious ques
tion on the conference report. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the conference report. 
The question was taken; and the 

Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the "ayes" appear to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I object to the vote on the 
ground that a quorum is not present and 
.make the point of order that a quorum 
is not present. 
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The · SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi

dcmtly a quorum is not present. 
'Jhe ,Doorke3per will close the doors, 

the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; . and thete 
were-yeas 256, nays 82, not voting 94, 
as follows: · 

[Roll No. 70) 
YEAS-256 

Aandahl Fulton Martin, Mass. 
Abbitt Furcolo Mills 
Adair Gamble Mitchell 
Addonizio Garmatz Morgan 
Albert Golden · Morris 
Allen, Cali!. Goodwin Morrison 
Andersen, Gordon Morton 

H. Carl Gore Multer 
Anderson, Cali!. Granahan Mumma 
Anfuso Granger Murdock 
Armstrong Grant Murphy 
Aspinall Greenwood Norblad 
Auchincloss Gregory O'Brien, Ill. 
Ayres Hagen O'Brien, Mich. 
Bailey Hale . O'Neill · 
Bakewell Hall, Ostertag 
Baring Edwin Arthur O'Toole 
Barrett Halleck Patman 
Bates, Ky. Hand Perkins 
Battle Harden Philbin 
Beamer Hardy Potter 
Beckworth Hart Preston 
Belcher Harvey Price 
Bender Havenner Priest 
Bennett, Fla. Hays, Ark. Quinn 
Berry Hays, Ohio Radwan 
Betts Hedrick Rains 
Blackney . Heffernan Reams 
Boggs, Del. Heller Rees, Kans. 
Bolling Herter Rhodes 
Bolton Heselton Ribicoff 
Bow Hess Richards 
Bramblett Hill Riehlman 
Bray Billings Riley 
Brooks Hinshaw Roberts 
Brown, Ga. Holifield Rodino 
Brown, Ohio Holmes Rogers, Colo. 
Bryson Hope Rogers, Fla. 
Budge Horan Rogers, Mass. · 
Burdick Howell Rooney 
Burnside Hunter Sadlak 
Burton Jackson, Cali!. St. George 
Butler Jackson, Wash. Sasscer 
Camp James Saylor 
Canfield Jarman Scott, 
Cannon Javits Hugh D., Jr. 
Case Jenkins Scudder 
Chatham Johnson Secrest 
Chelf Jones, Ala. Seely-Brown 
Chenoweth Jones, Shelley 
Church Hamilton C. Sheppard 
Cole, Kans. Judd Sikes 
Combs Karsten, Mo" Sittler 
Cooper Kean Smith, Miss. 
Corbett Kearney Spence 
Cotton Keating Springer 
Crosser Keogh Staggers 
Crumpacker Kerr Steed · 
Cunningham Kersten, Wis. Stigler 
Curtis, Mo. King Tackett 
Dague Kirwan Talle 
Davis, Tenn. Klein Thomas 
Dawson Kluczynskl Thompson, 
Deane Lane Mich. 
DeGra1fenried Lanham Thompson, Tex. 
Denny Lantaff Thornberry 
Denton Lesinski Tollefson 
Devereux Lind Trimble 
Dollinger Lovre Van Zandt 
Dolliver McConnell Vaughn 
Donohue McCormack Vinson 
Donovan McCulloch Vorys 
Doyle McDonough Walter 
Durham McGrath Watts 
Eaton McGregor Weichel 
Eberharter McGuire Welch 
Elliott McKinnon Wharton 
Ellsworth McMillan Whitaker 
Elston McMullen Wickersham 
Engle Machrowicz Widnall 
Feighan Mack, Ill. Wier 
Fenton Mack, Wash. Williams, N. Y. 
Fernand.ez Madden Withrow 
Fine Magee Wolverton 
Fogarty Mahon Yates 
Ford Mansfield Yorty 
Frazier Marshall Zablocki 

AbernethJ 
Allen, Ill. 
Allen, La. 

NAYS-82 
Andresen, 

AugustH. 
Andrews 

Bennett, Mich. 
Bentsen 
Bishop 

Brehm 
Bu1fett 
Burleson 
Busbey 
Bush 
Byrnes, Wis. 
Carlyle 
Chiperfie!d 
Clevenger 
Cole,N. Y. 
Colmer 
cox 
Curtis, Nebr. 
Davis, Ga. 
Davis, Wis. 
D'Ewart 
Fellows 
F isher 
Forrester 
Gathings 
Gavin 
George 
Gossett 
Graham 
Gross 

Harris · Robeson 
. · Harrison, Va. Rogers, Tex. 

Hoeven Schwabe 
Hull Scrivner 
Jenison Shafer 
Jensen Short 
Jonas Simpson, Ill. · 
Jones, Simpson, Pa. :. 

Woodrow W. Smith, Va. 
Lucas Stefan 
Mc Vey Sutton 
Martin, Iowa Taber 
Mason Towe 
Miller, Md. Vail _ 
M1ller, Nebr. Van Pelt 
Murray, Tenn. Velde 
Nicholson Vursell 
Norrell Werdel 
O'Hara Wheeler 
Passman Whitten 
Pickett Williams, Miss. 
Rankin Wilson, Tex. 

· Redden Wolcott · 
Reece, Tenn. Wood, Idaho 
Reed, N. Y. Woodruff 

NOT VOTING-94 
Angell Fugate Nelson 
Arends Gary O'Konski 
Baker Giliette Patten 
Barden Green Patterson 
Bates, Mass. Gwinn Phillips 
Beall Hall, Poage 
Blatnik Leonard w. Polk 
Boggs, La. Harrison, Wyo. Poulson 
Bonner Hebert Powell 
Basone Herlong Prouty 
Boykin Hoffman, Ill. Rabaut 
Breen Hoffman, Mich. Ramsay 
Brownson Irving Reed, Ill. 
Buckley Jones, Mo. · Regan 
Byrne, N. Y. Kearns Rivers 
Carnahan Kelley, Pa. Roosevelt 
Celler Kelly, N. Y. Sabath 
Chudoff Kennedy Scott, Hardie 
Clemente Kilburn Sheehan 
Cooley Kilday Sieminski 
Coudert Larcade Smith, Kans. 
Crawford Latham Smith, Wis. 
Delaney Lecompte Stanley 
Dempsey Lyle Stockman 
Dingell McCarthy Taylor 
Dondero Meader Teague 
Dorn Merrow Wigglesworth 
Doughton Miller, Cali!. Willis 
Evins Miller, N. Y. Wilson, Ind. 
Fallon Morano Winstead 
Flood Moulder Wood, Ga. 
Forand Murray, Wis. 

So the conference report was agreed 
to. 

The Clerk announced the fallowing 
pairs: 

On this vote: 
Mr. Merrow for, with Mr. Winstead against. 
Mr. Miller of New York for, with Mr. Wood 

of Georgia against. 
Mr. Clemente for, with Mr. Sheehan 

again8t. 
Mr. Gary for, with Mr. Ho;ffman of Illinois 

against. • 
Mr. Byrne of New York for, with Mr. Reed 

of Illi'lois against. · 
· Mr. Roosevelt for, with Mr. Gillette against. 
Mr. Jones of Missouri for, with Mr. Don

dero against. 
Mr. Celler for, with Mr. Smith of Kansas 

against. 
Mr. Polk for, with Mr. Kearns against. 
Mr. Forand for,. with Mr. Baker against. 
Mr. Coudert for, with Mr. Dorn against. 
Mr. Gwinn for, with Mr. Larcade against. 
Mr. Leonard w. Hall for, with Mr. Hebert 

against. · 
Mr. Harrison of Wyoming for, with Mr· 

Bonner against. 
Mr. Kilburn for, with Mr. Doughton 

against. 
Mrs. Kelly of New Yor~ for, with Mr. Regan 

against. 
Mr. Chudoff for, with Mr. Hoffman of Mich· 

1gan against. -
Mr. Evins for, wi~h Mr. Teague against. 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Herlong with Mr. Arends. 
Mr. Boggs of Louisiana with Mr. Brownson, 

, ~· Cai:.nahan Wi~ll Mr. LeCo~p_te • . 

Mr. Sieminski with l\i{r. Beall. 
Mr. Willis with Mr. Angell. 
Mr. McCarthy with Mr. Latham. 
Mr. Miller of California with Mr. Wiggles-

worth. 
Mr. Delaney with .Mr. Taylor. 
Mr. Fallon with Mr. Stockman. 
Mr. Green with Mr. Patterson. 
Mr. Patten with Mr. O'Konski. 
Mr. Rabaut with Mr. Nelson. 
Mr. Kelley of Pennsylvania with Mr: 

Morano. 
Mr. Buckley with Mr. Hardie Scott. 
Mr. Fugate with Mr. Smith of Wisconsin. 
Mr. Moulder with Mr. Murray of Wiscon-

sin. 
Mr .. Breen with Mr. Phillips. 

Mr. DENNY changed his vote from 
"no" to "aye." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 
ACHESON QUALIFIES UNITED STATES FOR 

ANANIAS CLUB-HE SHOULD RESIGN 

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

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. SHAFER. Mr. Speaker, it is now 

a matter of official record, a matter of 
sworn testimony, that falsehood, pre
varication, deliberate deception, doctored 
facts and calculated misinformation
and the systematic use of these dishonest 
devices-are a part of the foreign policy 
of the United States as formulated and 
carried out by Secretary of State Dean 
Gooderham Acheson, by and with the 
assent of the President of the United 
States. 

It is now a matter of offi.cial record, a 
matter of sworn testimony, that the 
executive branch of the United States 
Government, through the Department of 
State, formulates a propaganda line as 
expediency dictates and without regard 
for truthfulness or accuracy, and that it 
employs the public information agencies 
of the Government-both foreign and 
domestic, and including the Voice of 

•.: America radio broadcasts-to dissemi
nate that propaganda line. 

It is now a matter of offi.cial record, a 
matter of sworn testimony, that the 
executive branch of the United States 
Government, through the agency of Sec
retary of State Dean Gooderham Ache
son, has on occasion planned and pro
mulgated a program of deceptio~ in
tended for dissemination to the paten-

. tial enemies of the United States, to the 
friends of the United States, and to the 
American people. 

This is all a matter of offi.cial record 
through the sworn testimony of Secre
tary of State Dean Gooderham Acheson, 
himself, given last week before the Sen
ate Joint Foreign Relations and Armed 
Services Committees. 

Theodore Roosevelt created the Ana
nias Club, and from time to time con
ferred membership upon those individ

i uals whom he wished thus politely to 
brand as liars. 

But it has remained for Secretary of 
State Dean Gooderham Acheson to qual~ 
ify Uncle Sam for membership in the 
Ananias Club. 
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It is most important · that, · in the 
flood of testimony currently being pre
sented before · the ·joint committee, the 

· import ·and implication of these admis
sions by Secretary Acheson not be over-
looked. · · 

It is no trifling thing, even in an era 
and in an administration of unprece
dented political cynicism, hypocrisy, and 

· dishonesty, to have the United States of 
America branded before the world by its 
own Secretary of State as a practitioner 
of a propaganda line and of the diplo
matic lie. 

It is no trifling thing to have a sup
posedly responsible public official, the 
Secretary of State of the United States 
no less, acknowledge that he has cast the 
Government of the United States in that 
dishonest and dishonorable role. 

All claims to moral leadership in world 
affairs, made in behalf of the United 
States and based on professed adherence 
to principles of truth and integrity, must 

. stand as a sham and a mockery so long 
as this ar.t and ·this policy remain un
repudiated, and so long as the man who 

. admits the principal part in that decep
tion is permitted to remain in office as 
Secretary of State. 

The admission, reluctantly wrung 
. from the lips of Dean Gooderham Ache
son and made a matter of record over 
his insistent protest, ought to be the 
:final and compelling proof of his total 
unfitness for the high office he holds. 

- Dean Acheson now stands before the 
. world, and before his countrymen, in this 
hour of crisis, not only as an admitted 
liar but as a public official who does not 
scruple to make the Government of the 

·United States a liar. 
Dean· Acheson has acknowledged full 

. responsibility-as he did more than a 
year ago-for the State Department 
document· of December 23, 1949, instruct
ing information personnel and foreign 
representatives of the Department to dis
seminate facts relative to the impor
tance of the island of Formosa to the 
security of the United States and to other 
countries opposing communism. 

This document advised State Depart-
. ment information personnel and foreign 
representatives that-
. Formosa, politically, geographically, and 
strategically, is part of China in no way 
especially distinguished or important. 

This document instructed State De
·partment information personnel and for
·eign representatives that-

If rising public interest warrants it, grad
. ually increasing attention may be paid For
mosa, to establish publicly the facts indi· 
cated below. 

And listed among these facts was the 
following: 

All material should be used best to coun-
. ter the false impressions that • • • Its 
(Formosa's) loss would seriously damage the 
interests of either the United states or of 
other countries opposing communism. 
· Without evidencing undue preoccupation 
with the subject, emphasiZe as appropriate 
'any of the following main points: . • • • 
Formosa has no special military significance. 

For domestic consumption particular
ly, the instructions provided: 

ln areas ·of insistent demand for United 
States action, particularly . in. the United 

States· itself,- we should occasionally· make 
clear that seeking United States bases on 
Formosa, sending in troops, supplying arms, 
dispatching naval units, or taking any sim
ilar action would (a) accomplish no mate
rial good for China or its Ni;i.tionalist regime. 

By way of further assuring that the 
official line of thought control would be 
:firmly adhered to, the document in
structed that information personnel and 
foreign representatives- -

Avoid: References which would indicate 
important strategic significance or that the 
island is a political entity. 

The instructions also provided for a 
calculated and systematic discrediting 
of any public sentiment which might de
velop in the United States counter to the 
policies adopted by the administration: 

In reflecting United States unofficial de
mands for action of various kinds in Formosa, 
avoid giving them prominence unwarranted 
by their limited (usually individual) source, 
and make clear that the total of such de
mands evidences concern and frustration in 
some quarters but does not add tip to a 
consensus on any particular position differ
ent fro~ that officially taken. 

The a vowed purpose of these instruc- . 
tions, and of the actions called for there
under, was "to formulate" an "infor
mation policy which will minimize dam
age to United States prestige and others' 
morale by the possible fall of Formosa to 
the Chinese Communist forces." 

Although Mr. Acheson, in his testi
mony to the joint committees explained 
that "this is a directive as to the line to 
be taken in the event that Formosa falls, 
in order to minimize the damage to us," 
it is obvious from the excerpts cited 
above, and from the entire text of the 
document, that this propaganda line, 
both at home and abroad, was to be 
initiated forthwith-not merely after the 

· fall of Formosa. 
Mr. Acheson told the joint commit

tees that the · facts as alleged in this 
document-the facts which State De
partment personnel were ordered to dis
seminate at home and abroad, regard
less of their own knowledge to the con
trary-were patently untrue: 

This is a policy information paper; this 
is not a statement of the United States pol
icy toward the Far East. 

Mr. Acheson now testifies under oath 
that in reality .the official policy was: 

First of all, it was understood and agreed 
that Formosa had strategic importance so 
far as the United States was concerned. 

The second point was that that strategic 
importance i ;,lated to keeping Formosa out 

· of the hands of a power which would be 
hostile to the United States. 

Thus before the joint committees, Mr. 
Acheson draws the line ·between the pro
fessed policy ordered for propaganda 
purposes 'when it was decided that For
mosa could not be s.aved and the. gen
·uine policy of the administration, be
tween the ·facts of the official, author
ized line, anp tne tr:ue facts. 
· · This sort of a;pproach by the Govern
ment of . the United States to a grave 
problem of foreign relations raises some 
interesting questions. · · ' · · 

. ·start lying about Fo·rmosa, were they 
supposed to know that they were lying 
and to obey cheerfully, or did Mr. Ache
son and the others responsible for the 
instructions assume that their hired 
hands would believe the official propa
ganda line as . the Gospel truth? In 
other words, does Mr. Acheson now ad
mit that his hired hands were dishon
est-or merely dumb? Does Mr. Ache
son hold that the obligation of sworn 
officials of the Government of the United 
States-in and out of the State Depart
meni-:-includes the duty of participating 
in the promulgation to the world, in
cluding the American people, of known 
falsehoods and deceptions? Did Mr. 
Acheson and the administration so mis
judge General MacArthur as to assume 
that he would regard announcement of 
an official propaganda line as making it 
mandatory upon him to go along with 
an obvious untruth and deception? Was 
MacArthur's dismissal the price he paid 
for his integrity? 

The further question arises as to ex
actly who was to be affected by ·this en
tire program of studied deception, and 
to what end. Who was to be impressed 
by our attempted minimizing of the im
portance of the fall of Formosa? 

Certainly it would be impossibe to de
ceive either the Chinese Communists or 
Soviet Russia as to the strategic impor
tance of the Communist victory if Red 
China captured Formosa. 

Certainly competent military and dip
lomatic leadership of other friendly na
tions wouid be fully aware of the grave 
loss and threat to the United States and 
to other countries opposing communism, 
both in terms of security and prestige, 
involved in the capture of Formosa. 

Certainly the · people of the Orient 
could not fail to understand the victory 
thus gained by communism and the "loss 
of face" involved for the enemies of com
munism-despite anything the Voice of 
America might broadcast. 

Certainly the Chinese Nationalists on 
Formosa-many of-them facing the :firing 
squad and all of them doomed to Com
munist bondage-would not have their 
understanding of the gravity of the loss 
minimized by America's propaganda line. 

Is i_t not obvious, Mr. Speaker, that 
the professed desire of minimizing the 
damage could be directed toward only 
one object so far as any reasonable pros
pect of success was concerned-the de
ception by the administration of the 
American people themselves? 

For instance, when the information 
.personnel and foreign representatives of . 
the State Department were ·ordered· to 

In other words, if the lie was told often 
enough and emphatically enough, and 
if the critics of the announced policy of 
abandoning Formosa could be sufficiently 
discredited as unofficial, individual, and 
insignificant, and if the military officers 
of the United States-including, of 
course, MacArthur-could be kept en
tir.ely gagged and subordinate, and if 
dissenting Members of Congress could be 
ridiculed for their views, as Senator TAFT · 
was ridiculed by Mr. Truman's comment, 
"I didn't know Senator TAFT was a mili
tary expert"-why, then, perhaps the 
loss of Formosa could be minimized in 
the one place where there was a possi-
l>ility of its being minimized and in the 
one place where it was important to the 
administration that it bB minimized, 
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·-right here at · home with the American 
people. 

With respect to this technique of mini
mizing damage by saying that it has no 
special military significance, Secretary 

. Acheson told the committee: 
As I said yesterday, this is a common atti

. tude in dealing with things which are dis
advantageous to us. 

That statement can be taken as mean
ing only one thing. It means that the 
December 23, 1949, document of decep
tion and falsehood was not an isolated 
incident or an isolated offense. It means 
that dissemination of falsehood and de
ception and doctored facts and calcu
lated misinformation, to the world 
and to the American people, is standard· 
procedure, if and when the adminis
tration in general and Dean Gooderham 
Acheson in particular deem it expedient. 

For all of his dishonesty and deceit, 
for all of his smoothness and supposed 
adroitness, for all of his capacity for 
double talk and evasion, Dean Gooder
ham Acheson could not escape the fa.ct 
that' publication of the December 23, 
1949, document put himself and, tragi
cally, the United States, on record be-

.fore the world in this shameful light. 
In his letter of May 22 to the joint 

· committees, urging continued suppres
sion of the text of the December 23, 
1949, document, as quoted in the press. 
Acheson warned, with a truthfulness 
which for once even he could not avoid, 
that release 'of this document "would 
give the Russians ammunition to use to 
discredit the United States information 
program 'by arguing that the Voice of 
America thillks up its arguments-and, 

· by implication, its facts-as they may 
be necessary to support a preconceived 
foreign policy.'" 

It is unfortunate that Dean Gooder-
. ham Acheson apparently recognizes the 
embarrassing consequences of deceit 
only after the fact, only after he is 
caught in the lies. · 

And it is unfortunate that not merely 
the United States information program 
but--vastly more important ·and more 
tragic-the good name of the Govern-

. ment of the United States is discredited 
by this policy of deceit. 

There are those who are skeptical of 
Mr. Acheson's current explanation of 
the December 23, 1949, document. The 
doubters cannot be criticized for their 
skepticism, since they are dealing with 
the testimony of a public official who 
has pleaded guilty to the promulgation 

· of falsehoods and deception. ·And there 
seems to be .some logic to justify the 
skepticism. 

It is noteworthy that just 13 days 
after the distribution of this supposedly 
confidential document, the President 
issued a public statement as to Amer
ican policy regarding Formosa; and Mr. 
Acheson elabo'rated tm this statement 
in a press conf ererice held on the Presi
dent's instructions. · 
· The Presidential statement complete

ly disavowed any intention to aid in the 
defens·e of Formosa. It said: 

The United States Government will not 
· pursue a course which· will lead to involve
ment in the "Civil· conflict in China. 
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This; incidentally, despite the fact 
that in the letter of tra:nsmittal accom
panying· the State Department white 
paper of July 30, 1949, Secretary Ache-

. son described the conft.iCt in China as 
foreign domination masked behind the 
facade of a vast crusading movement 
which apparently has seemed to ·many 
Chinese to be wholly indigenous and na
tional. 

And the President's statement con
tinued: 

The United States Government will not 
provide military aid or advice to Chinese 
forces on Formosa. 

It is difficult to reconcile such a public 
announcement, and particularly the 
timing of that announcement, with the 
current statements of Mr. Acheson that 
the Government at that time recognized 
the importance of Formosa to the secu-

. rity of the United States and was con
·. cerned over the effects of its possible 
fall. 

It is difficult to reconcile this an
nouncement to the world, -including the 
Chinese Communists, that we would not 
lift a finger to save Formosa-thereby 
virtually inviting the Chinese Reds to 
move in-with the concern which Mr. 
Acheson now says was then felt over 
the possible loss of Formosa and over 
the need for minimizing the gravity of 
that loss. · 

Perhaps, however, Mr. Acheson is 
·telling the truth in his current testi
mony before the committees. 

If so, he is admitting, as I have al
. ready pointed out, that deception and 
falsehood are standard procedure in the 
administration of the foreign policy of 

, the United States. 
If, on the other hand, Mr. Acheson is 

lying to the committees now, if he is 
·perjuring himself, if he is trying to alibi 
for the December 23, 1949, document 
and for the fact that he did not believe 
Formosa important to American secu
rit.Y, then he is doing so by. the shocking 
device of falsely charging that the Pres
ident of the United States and the Gov
ernment of the United States were par
ties to a systematic and calculated pro
gram of deception back in December 
1949. 

It is far from a reassuring situation 
to the American people to be faced with 
these alternative conclusions-the only 
possible alternative conclusions - with 
respect to the man who occupies the 
office of Secretary of State of the United 
States. 

It is incomprehensible that a man 
who has placed himself in such a posi
tion before the American people and be-

. fore the world, in this time of crisis, 
should not have the common decency to 
resign and thereby relieve the Nation and 
the President of the intolerable situation 
thereby created. 

And intolerable it is, for his acknowl
edgment of the policy and practice of de
ceit destroys all possibility of hereafter 
reposing any confidence in Mr. Acheson 
or in his word or in the State Depart
ment so long as it is under his direction. 

Mr. Acheson has acknowledged to the 
committee that the technique of false
hood and deception is "a common atti-

~ude in dealing with things which are 
disadvantageous to 

He has acknowledged that this tech
nique was employed with respect to the 
Formosan question, even though it in
volved deceiving not only our potential 

. enemies and our allies but the American 

. people themselves. 
How can there be any assurance that 

this technique will not be, and has not 
been, found useful "in dealing with things 
which are disadvantageous to us"
things strictiy between the State Depart
ment and the American people or the 
Congress? 

The ethics of Machiavellianism are 
notoriously lax. 

There have been those of us in Con
gress who have felt that the State De
partment's white paper of July 30, 1949, 
blaming the tragic failure of American 
policy in China on the alleged derelic
tions of Chiang Kai-shek, was a well
planned alibi for State Department blun
ders, ineptitude, and disloyalty to Ameri-

. can interests. There have been those 
· of us in Congress who have pointed out 
the numerous crucial omissions of docu
ments and information from that re
port--including omission of the vital 

· 1944-45 Army Intelligence report which 
accurately interpreted and forecast the 

· Communist peril in China. There have 
been those of -us in Congress who have 

· pointed out that this white paper ignored 
the administration failure to provide 

. assistance voted by Congress for China 
· when that assistance would have turned 
the tide in favor of the Nationalist gov

. ernment. How·can we avoid the conclu

. sion that the white paper refler-ts the 
"common attitude in dealing with things 
which are disadvantageous to us"? 

Permit me to review a bit of history 
in connection with the tragic record of 

· another nation which fell prey to com
munism, with the aid of the State 
Department. 

On ·January 16, 1947, I called atten
tion on the floor of the House to reports 

' that Donald Hiss, a brother of Alger Hiss 
and an associate of Mr. Acheson's law 
firm of Covington, Burling, Rublee, Ache
son & Shorb, was engaged in efforts to 
secure a half-billion-dollar American 
loan for the Communist-dominated 
Polish Government and that the reported 
fee involved would run to a million 
dollars. 

Mr. Acheson promptly denied that he 
was any longer connected with the law 
:firm and stated that since joining the 
Department of State he had no finan
cial interest in the business. He had 
nothing to say as to the propriety of the 
firm's activity in that :field. 

Three days later, on January 19, I 
repeated the charges in a radio broad
cast. I elaborated on them, pointing 
out that his name was still listed with 

· the law :firm in the phone directory, on 
the door of the law office, and on the 
building directory. ·I pointed out that . he had not denied that his form.er eco
nomic adviser, Donald Hiss, left the 
State Department to become affiliated 
with the law firm. And I suggested that 
Mr." Acheson resign at once as Under 
Secretary of State. 
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Was Mr. Ache,n's evasion of the 

basic questions o facts and of ethics 
in this situation in keeping with "the 
common attitude of dealing with things 
which are disadvantageous to us"? 

In view of Mr. Acheson's acknowledged 
use of deceit and falsehood in the For
mosan matter, can Members of ~ongress 
have confidence in any information or 
counsel which Mr. Acheson has given 
Congress in the past or may give in the 
future? 

We still recall the question raised by 
Senator HICKENLOOPER during the hear
ings on the North Atlantic Pact: 

Are we going to be expected to send sub
stantial numbers of troops over there as a 
more or less permanent contribution to the 
development of those countries' capacity to 
resist? 

And we still recall Mr. Acheson's re
ply: 

The answer to that question, Senator, is 
a clear and absolute "No." 

Now, not any of the hair-splitting ex
planations which Mr. Acheson offers for 
that cateeorical answer will dispel the 
impression that he spoke an untruth, 
that he did so deliberately, and that he 
answered in a manner calculated to deal 
effectively with things which were dis
advantageous to the program and the 
objective he had in view. 

In view of Mr. Acheson's current ef
forts, before the joint committees, to 
justify the unconstitutional usurpation 
of the authority of Congress by Mr. Tru
man, in putting the United States into 
the Korean war, and in view of his adop
tion of the official doctrine that "use of 
the congressional power to declare war 
has fallen into abeyance," it is interest
ing to note previous statements on the 
subject by Mr. Acheson-statements de
signed to deal "With things which are 
disadvantageous to us." 

In May 1945 Congressman Louis Lud
low addressed this inquiry to Mr. Ache
son: 

Under (the Dumbarton Oaks proposal) 
what becomes of the constitutional process 
of declaring war by act of Congress. Is our 
future, as far as participation in peace or 
war is concerned, to be governed by Con
gress or by the Security Council to be set up 
under the new organization? Is the con
stitutional provision relating to the declara
tion of war changed or diluted by the Dum
barton Oaks proposal, and if so, how is it 
changed or diluted? In other words, what 
happens to our constitutional war-declaring 
provi_sion under the new world set-up? 

Here was Mr. Acheson's reply, under 
date of June 13, 1945: 

The broad answer to your question is, I 
think, entirely clear. Nothing in the pro
posed United Nations organization is in
tended to or could possibly change any of 
our constitutional provisions in any. way. 

Later, in his address announcing the 
North Atlantic Pact, delivered March 
19, 1949, Mr. Acheson gave similar cate
gorical assurances with respect to the 
war-declaring authority of the Con
gress-assurances which are now com
pletely repudiated by Mr. Acheson: 

Article 5 deals with the possibility, which 
Unhappily cannot be excluded, that the na
tions joining together in the Pact may have 
to face the eventuality of an armed attack. 
In this article, they agree that an armed at-

tack on any of them, in Europe or North 
America, will be considered an attack on all 
of them. In the event of such an attack, 
each of them will take, individually and in 
concert with the other .- parties, whatever ac
tion it deems necessary to restore and main
tain the security of the North Atlantic area, 
including the use of armed force. 

Thfs does not mean that the United States 
would be automatically at war, 1f one of 
the nations covered by the Pact is subjected 
to armed attack. Under our Constitution, 
the Congress alone has the power to declare 
war. We would be bound to take promptly 
the action which we deemed necessary to 
restore and maintain the security of the 
North :Atlantic area. • · • • That deci
sion will rest where the Constitution has 
placed it. 

How vastly different are these assur
ances from the practice followed, with 
Mr. Acheson's full endorsement, in the 
Korean situation; how different, from 
the practice which Mr. Acheson warns · 
may be fallowed in the case of other out
breaks of aggression; how different, from 
the doctrine ·that use of the congres
sional power to declare war has fallen 
into abeyance. 

It is obvious here again that Mr. Ache
son was following his Machiavellian code 
of ethics which holds that deceit and 
falsehood are a common and justifiable 
technique and attitude "in dealing with 
things which are disadvantageous to us." 

True to that code, Mr. Acheson has 
sought unceasingly to secure more and 
more power for the Executive. A notori
ous example was the State Department 
draft of the first military assistance bill 
presented to Congress following ratifica
tion of the North Atlantic Pact. The 
effect of this bill was to give the President 
complete discretion as to the assistance, 
in the form of finances and arms which 
this country would give other nations. 
This provision brought a storm of pro
test from Republicans and Democrats 
alike-in Congress and out. It was 
promptly tossed out, but not before one 
Member of the Senate had indignantly 
charged that "it called for the virtual 
creation of a total world-wide war-lord 
power in the White House." 

That was not the outcry of a narrow, 
partisan-minded Senator, of a habitual 
alarmist, of a confirmed isolationist, or 
of a chronic foe of the administration. 
That stinging indictment was voiced by 
the man now hailed by these same power
crazed leaders in the White House as the 
sainted leader of bipartisanism, the late 
Senator Arthur H. Vandenberg. 

Today this complete control, this claim 
of total world-wide war-lord power by 
the White House, which drew the rebuke 
from Senator Vandenberg, is made with 
respect to the lives of Americans and 
with respect to the constitutional pre
rogative of declaring war. 

And in advancing these claims, Dean 
Gooderham Acheson has never scrupled 
to lie and deceive when that seemed the 
most effective way of dealing with what
ever might be disadvantageous to the 
aims and objectives in view. 

There· is a clue to the unscrupulous 
ruthlessness with which Mr. A~heson 
pursues his purposes in the testimony 
which he gave during the hearings on 
the aid program for Greece and Turkey. 
And there is an interesting contrast, 
here, to the tender solicitude which Mr. 

Acheson now shows for the feelings of 
our allies in the Korean undertaking. 

During the hearing Senator Hawkes 
argued that the United States should not 
proceed with the aid program without 
at least consulting the 49 other mem
bers of the United Nations "who nor
mally go along with the United States," 
and without finding out "whether those 
49 believed that the step we alone were 
taking was right and did not circumvent 
the United Nations." 

But impatient Mr. Acheson would have 
none of that. He was strong for "going 
it alone" then. He said: 

I think when it is quite clear that the 
thing you are doing is right, the thing to 
do is to go ahead and do it as quickly as 
possible. 

And subsequently, in a letter to Sen
ator GREEN, of Rhode Island, under date 
of April 18, 1947, Mr. Acheson advanced 
this added argument in support of non
consultation and completely independent 
action in the matter of the aid program: 

The United Nations can be no stronger 
than its members, and their sovereign in
depende:ice· is an essential condition to the 
proper functioning of the organization. 

There is a further clue to this im
patient ruthlessness in carrying through 
what to Mr. Acheson is clearly right in 
a statement made in an address on Sep
tember 10, 1940, as chairman of the At
torney General's Committee on Admin
istrative Procedure before the American 
Bar Association: 

There has never been a time or place in 
the history of the world when it was more 
important than now and here to judge suc
cess or failure in the practice of the art of 
government by pragmatic tests. Government 
must work. It must accomplish the public 
purposes for which the times c~ll. 

Naturally the impatient chancelor, the 
impatient advocate of the pragmatic test 
of government, could not always be ex
pected to be tolerant of discussion and 
debate and the slower processes of the 
common herd. It is not surprising, 
therefore, to find him lecturing members 
of the United States Chamber of Com
merce in this vein in 1943-a year when 
American unity under the compulsion of 
the war crisis was at its zenith: 

To be capable of action, sustained and 
steadfast, this democracy and every other 
as well, must achieve unity of purpose upon 
the fundamentals. One of the most disturb
ing phenomena of our recent history has 
been the ease with which we relapse into 
bitter, partisan quarreling. • • • 

Disagreement and debate are, of course, 
a part of the democratic process. But this 
is a means-and the best means we know
to an end. .The end is decision--decision 
which is accepted by all--decision which 
results in action. 

The first task before us then, if we are to 
act as a Nation, strong and determined to 
meet the challenge of our destiny, is to pull 
ourselves together .and to agree upon our 
fundamental course of action. 

That, in 1943, mind you. 
And again, the impatient chancelor 

lectured the country-this time speaking 
on June 4, 1!'46., before the Associated 
Harvard Clubs: 

America .faces problems which are difficult 
against a background of national confusion, 
hesitation, and disintegration. Americans 
as a people are not particularly suited for 
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the long. and tough job ahead, but we are ip. 
for it and the only real question is whether 
we shall know it soon e~ough. 

As the New York Ttmes reported the 
speech, Mr. Acheson went on to explain 
that the chief trouble came from the 
fact that the fundamental task in the 
conduct of foreign affairs was focusing 
the will of 140,000,000 persons on prob
lem3 beyond American shores. The peo
ple, he added: 

Are focusing on 140,000,000 other things, 
or more accurately, not focusing on them, 
but getting very much mixed up with anlf 
about them, and the people of other coun
tries are doing the same thing. 

Of such convictions as these are com
pounded t~'le strange contradictions and 
the dangerous qualities of the man 
Acheson-the condescending attitude 
toward the people of the United States 
and toward their elected representatives 
in Congress; the intolerant certainty 
that what he sees clearly as right is 
therefore right; the impatient urge to 
translate conviction into action as 

·quickly as possible; . the insistence upon 
the right of those in the executive 
branch of Government to make the deci
sions the willingness to sacrifice truth 
itself' whe:.1 the ends appear to him to 
justify that sacrifice. 

And yet, paradoxically, there is no one 
in public life today who has spoken more 
often or fulsomely of truth than Mi:. 
Acheson. 

The strange fact is that Mr. Acheson, 
who so scornfully refused to turn his 
back on Alger Hiss, has turned his back 
on all of his own professions of integ:
rity and devotion to truth. 

He has turned his back on the pro
fessions of the Dean Gooderham /l.che
son who, speaking as a former secretary 
to Justice Louis D. Brandeis, said in a 
funeral tribute to Mr. Justice Brandeis 
in 1941: 

These were the years during which we were 
with the Justice and saw in action his burn
ing faith that • • • evil never could 
be good; that falsehood was not truth, not 
e-;en if all the ingenuity of science reiter
ated it in waves that encircled the earth. 

When Dean Gooderham Acheson or
dered the Voice of America and the in
formation personnel and foreign repre
sentatives of the State Department to 

. broadcast falsehoods regaruir.g Formosa 
he turned his back on the noble senti
ment he had himself once voiced: 

That falsehood was not truth, not even if 
all the ingenuity of science reiterated it. in 
waves that encircled the earth. 

Dean AchesqJl had already turned his 
back on his o\iin high professions when 
he made this comment during his press 
conference on January 5, 1950, inter
preting President Truman's Formosa 
statement: 

If we are going to maintain the free na
tions of the world as a great unit opposed 
to the encroachment of communism and 
other sorts of totalitarian . aggression, the 
world must believe tnat we stand for prin
ciple and that we are honorable and decent 
people and tha.t we do_not put forward words, 

· as propagandists do in other countries, .to 
serve their advantage only to throw them 
overboard wh -n some change in events malces 
the positi9n di.illc1Jlt tor us. - -

Yet, Mr. Acheson now tells the joint 
committees that the December 23, 1949, 
document-issued just 13 days before he 
made the statement just quoted-was 
nothing mor~ o:r less than a propagand;t 
line put forward in accordance with the 
common pro.cedure for , "dealing with 
things which are disadvantageous to 
us." 

And contrast the admission now made 
by Secretary Acheson with this high 
profession offered July 5, 1950-6 months 
after the Formosa document was cir
culated-to a Senate Foreign Relations 
subconnnit '.x~e conducting hearings on 
Senator BENTON'S proposal for "a greatly 
expanded program of information and 
education among all the peoples of the 
world." Here is what Mr. Acheson said: 

The sponsors of this resolution have accu
rately diagnosed one of the elements not 
only vital but in fact indispensable to the 
conduct of American foreign relations today. 
We must make the truth known to the peo
ples of the world. This is a task that calls 
for greatly expanded and intensified efforts. 

Truth in the world today is a political 
force. 

If totalitarian regimes cannot flourish 
where the truth is Jully available, free and 
democratic countries cannot flourish unless 
their citizens do have access to the truth. 
The freedom of free nations grows out of the 
minds of its citizens. Free men make up 
their own minds, on the basis of free access 
to the truth, to the facts. 

• • • The task of telling the truth, as 
the President has emphasized, is not "sepa
rate and distinct from other elements of 
our foreign ·policy. It is a necessary part of 
all we are doing to build a peaceful world." 
It is essential to the success of our foreign 
policy that the military, political, and eco
nomic measures we are taking be accom
panied by an effective information pro
gram. "' "' "' 

The democratic concept has depended on 
the ability of every man to learn the truth 
and to act as an individual on the basis of it. 

Turn from that fine profession of loy
alty to truth to the point-by-point in
structions laid down by Mr. Acheson in 
the December 23, 1949, document for the 
spoon-feeding of falsehoods to the world, 
ahd to the American people, about the 
Formosan situation. 

How can anyone hereafter have any 
confidence in Mr. Acheson's word? 

How can even the President . of the 
United States have any confidence in 
Mr. Acheson's word? 

Aside from his compelling obligation 
to the American people tO relieve the 
Nation of an intolerable situation, Mr. 
Acheson has a personal obligation to any 
concept of honor and integrity which 
may survive from those supposedly 
idealistic days when he worked at the 
elbow of Justice Louis D. Brandeis. 

He can fulfill that obligation of honor 
and .integrity only by immediately re
signing as Secretary of State of the 
United States. 
COMMEMORATIVE VETERANS' HOSPITAL 

FOR NEGRO VETERANS 

Mr. COLMER. . Mr. Speaker, I call up 
House Resolution 210 and ask for its im· 
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk ·read the l:Iouse resolution, 
as follows: 

Resolved, That immediately upon the 
adoption _ of this resolution it shall be in 

order to move that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of he Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 314) to provide for the 
establishment of a veterans' hospital for 
Negro veterans at the birthplace of Booker 
T. Washington in Franklin County, Va. 
That after general debate, 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 Committee on Vet
erans' Affairs, 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 amendments 
thereto to final passage without intervening 
motion except one motion to recommit. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
30 minutes to· the gentleman from Illi
nois [Mr. ALLENl and pending that I 
yield myself such time as I may desire. 

Mr. Speaker, as the reading of the 
resolution by the Clerk reflect$, this res
olution makes in order the consideration 
of H. R. 314, a bill for the establishment 
of a veterans' hospital for Negro vet
erans at the birthplace of Booker T. 
Washington, in Franklin County, Va., at 
a cost of $5,000,000. This is a very ap
propriate name for this hospital; a hos
pital to be named after a very distin
guished member of the Negro race. I 
know of no opposition to this resolution, 
Mr. Speaker, and I shall not impose upon 
the time of the House for the present, at 
least. 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 2 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from Massachusetts [Mrs. ROGERS]. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ris.e to thank the Speaker, the 
leadership, and most of all the chair
man of the Committee on Veterans' Af
fairs the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. RANKIN] for postponing this bill 
which was to have been taken up on 
yesterday. As president of the board . 
of trustees of the Rogers Hall School at 
Lowell, Mass., I presented diplomas yes
terday to the finest graduating class 
of young girls I have ever seen. They 
will go out into the world and there will 
be no spread of communism from those 
girls. They will make a fine record of 
patriotic young womanhood. I was par
ticularly anxious to be there and I am 
very grateful to the leadership of the 
House. I am sure that this resolution 
will be passed and we will have a chance 
to establish that hospital at the birth
place of Booker T. Washington, a great 
Negro, a great patriot, a great states
man. No finer tribute could be paid · 
one of any race or creed than to have a 
hospital built in his honor. This is not 
a matter of segregation. 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may desire. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not opposed to this 
rule. However, I believe that it is im-

. portant that someone convince us that 
this hospital is needed. It is estimated 
to cost $5,000,000, and, in my· opinion, 
the ·United States cannot spend millions 
of dollars unless it is absolutely neces
sary. 
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Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. I yield to the 

gentleman from Mississippi. 
Mr. RANKIN. · I will explain that 

when we come to discuss the bill, but let 
me say to the gentleman from Illinois 
that you could build 40 hospitals like this 
w~th the money that you have just given 
to Communist Nehru, of India. 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. I repeat, Mr. 
Speaker, I think that this bill should be 
decided strictly on its merits. Is this 
hospital needed? . That is the question. 
I again repeat that $5,000,000, when this 
Nation is borrowing money each day, is 
something for the membership to think 
about. 

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

Mr. ALLEN of ·Dlinois. I yield to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. May I say to the gen
tleman from Illinois that we not only 
need this hospital but we need several 
more. 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 
I have no objection to the rule. 

Mr. COLMER. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself 1 minute. 

Apropos of the colloquy between the 
chairman of the Veterans' Affairs Com
mittee and the gentleman from Dlinois, 
a member of the Rules Committee, I 
agree with what the gentleman from 
Illinois has said, that if the hospital is 
not needed we should not have it; but 
that is a matter that can be decided upon 
the consideration of the bill. I think 
the House should go ahead and adopt 
the resolution, and then let the bill be 
decided upon its merits. 

The Veterans' Affairs Committee and 
the Rules Committee though that the 
hospital was needed for these Negro vet
erans, and they brought this resolution 

·to the floor of the House. It can be 
decided upon its merits. 

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

Mr. COLMER. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Did the gen
tleman say the membership of the Rules 
Committee decided that this hospital 
was needed, and therefore think the 
House ought to have an opportunity to 
discuss the merits of the bill? 

· Mr. COLMER. If the gentleman will 
permit me to confess to having been 
educated here this morning to do a little 
evading, in a previous colloquy, I would 
say that possibly I did not use the cor
rect word. My choice of words was not 
too good when I said "decided." The 
Rules Committee decided in its wisdom 
that this was a matter that should come 
to the floor of the House for consid-
eration. · 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous 
question on the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The resolutio!l was agreed to. 
Mr. RANKIN. 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. 314> to provide for the 
establishment of a veterans' hospital for 
Negro veterans at the birthplace of 

· Booker T. Washington in Franklin 
County, Va. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the con
sideration of the bill H. R. 314, with Mr. 
PHILBIN in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
By unanimous consent, the first read

ing of the bill was dispensed with. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, 

the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
RANKIN] has 30 minutes, and the gen
tlewoman from Massachusetts [Mrs. 
ROGERS] has 30 minutes. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 20 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill has already 
passed the House twice. It was thor
oughly considered by the Veterans' Com
mittee in the Eightieth and Eighty-first 
Congresses, and in the Eighty-second 
Congress, and was reported out and 
passed the Eightieth and Eighty-first 
Congresses, but somehow it was not 
voted on in the Senate. The same thing 
might be said of the other bill to provide 
the 16,000 beds so vitally needed 
throughout the country, and which is 
now pending before the Committee on 
Rules. 

This bill is sponsored by the Booker T. 
Washington Foundation and by Booker 
Washington's daughter, Portia Wash
ington Pittman. They came before the 
committee and answered every question 
that could be asked and ·the opposition 
was made to look ridicufous. 

We have an all-Negro veterans' hos
pital at Tuskegee, Ala., the old home of 
Booker T. Washington, and it is the 
only veterans' hospital that I know of 
that has Negro physicians. We have 
quite a number of Negro doctors over 
the country that could supply this hos
pital. We have never had any trouble 
at Tuskegee. They have got along 
splendidly. What these people are ask
ing for here is to have the same kind of 
hospital located in southwestern Vir
ginia on the land already owned by the 
Booker Washington Foundation. 

The Member from Illinois a while ago 
raised the question of the cost of $5,000,-
000. You can hardly build a veterans' 
hospital for less money. Every hospital 
that we have proposed costs at least that 
amount. So, from a standpoint of cost, 
this has been held down to the irreduc
ible minimum. 

This bill is necessary. There are a 
vast number of Negro veterans in that 
area to be served by this hospital in the 
States of Kentucky, Virginia, West Vir
ginia, North Carolina, and South Caro
lina. 

Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
· Mr. GOLDEN. Does the gentleman 

have the figure showing the number of 
colored veterans in the three States 
around the location of this hospital? 

Mr. RANKIN. I do not believe we have 
that figure at the moment. 

Mr. GOLDEN. I know that in my dis
trict we have a number of colored vet
erans who would like to have some place 
to go where they can be treated by their 

own physicians and ·feel like they are 
a part of this Government. 

Mr. RANKIN. That is right. 
This gives an opportunity for these 

Negro doctors to work for and treat their 
own people and for them to be to them
selves. That is what they want. The 
men who stick their noses into this fight 
and prate about the Negro question could 
not get into a Negro hospital with their 
consent. We are trying to do something 
for them and not do something to them. 
There are enough Negro veterans in the 
States adjacent to this hospital to supply 
the needs of the hospital just as there 
are in the Tuskegee Hospital at Tuske
gee, Booker Washington's old home in 
Alabama. Negro veterans have gone 
from my district, they have gone from 
all over Mississippi, from Alabama, and 
from Georgia, and from Florida to tpat 
hospital, and we have never had the 
slightest trouble with them. 

Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. GOLDEN. I have just been fur.:. 

nished with statistics showing that now 
there are 2,044 Negro veterans in hospi
tals in this immediate area, and, of 
course, a great many of them would like 
to go to the one· that we are now pro
posing to build. 

Mr. RANKIN. Why, certainly. We 
have a large number of them in the hos
' pital at Richmond. We have a large 
number of them in the hospital at Roa
noke. We have a large number of them 
in the hospital, probably, at Nashville, 
and other places in that immediate 
section. 

I will be glad to answer any question 
that any of you have to ask. 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

. Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Can the gen

tleman tell us the need for the hospital? 
That is going to be the deciding fac
tor-whether they need these additional . 
beds. I will say to the gentleman that, 
in my opinion, that is what is going to 
decide this question. If they need the 
hospital, then I think it is going to pass, 
and unless the membership can be con
vinced that they do need this hospital, 
the bill will not pass. 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes; they need this 
hospital because they need these beds. 
If you do not build this hospital, then 

· you will have to expand other hospitals 
in that area to take care of them. There 
is no reason on earth why this hospital 
should not be built. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Ma~achusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 

would like to state, and the gentleman 
· probably already knows this, that there 

is an appalling number of colored am
putees at the Walter Reed Hospital. 

As the gentleman knows, we were giv
en two lists of casualties; one of 78,000, 
and now they tell us it is ~.41,000. The 
men from Korea will be hospitalized in 
veterans' hospitals now. There will be 
great need. · 

It is my knowledge that the Negro vet
· erans have not been taken care of as 
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much as they should be in veterans' 
hospitals. 

Mr. RANKIN. My attention has been 
·called to the fact that in April, this year, 
there were 20,940 veterans waiting to get 
into hospitals. You will either have to 
build this hospital or expand the ones 
already built, or build another one. This 
is the only one where these Negro doc
.tors can go to show what they can do 
for their own people. 

Mrs. CHURCH. Mr. Chairman, will 
the . gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle
woman from ·Illinois. 

Mrs. CHURCH. I stand second to no 
one in my desire to honor the memory 
of Booker T. Washington. I have some 
question, however, about whether this is 
the best way to do it. I wonder if the 
gentleman would tell me if it is true, as 
has been stated, that since the begin
ning of World War I::: there has been, 
up to the introduction of this bill, no ef
fort at segregating our Negro soldiers. 

Mr. RANKIN. I do not know whether 
there has been any effort to segregate 
them in the hospitals or not. 

Mrs. CHURCH. It is my understand-
· ing that our method is to recognize the 
same principle of nonsegregation as that 
under which they are put into battle. I 
had always hoped very much that there 
would be no effort made at any time, 
even in honoring the memory of a fine 
gentleman or in caring for our veterans, 
to further the principle of segregation, 
as this proposal undoubtedly does. 

Mr. RANKIN. I would point out to the 
gentlewoman that the order wiping out 
segregation in the Armed Forces was the 
greatest victory that Stalin has won 
since Yalta. It has done more to break 
down the morale of the boys in the South 
and to disturb race relations than any
thing else that Truman has ever done. 
I do not know who put him up to it, but 
I do know that Stalin must have laughed 
behind his must!tche when he heard it. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT . . There is one thing 
that worries me about the bill. At the 
present time they are actually closing 
wings of certain Veterans' Administra
tion hospitals. Take the Deshon Hospi
tal at Butler, Pa. They are closing the 
wings of that hospital because they lack 
doctors, nurses, and technicians. If we 
construct this hospital, where are you 
going to get the doctors, nurses, and 
technicians? 

Mr. RANKIN. · I will be very glad to 
answer the gentleman on that point. 
There is no use of my mincing any words 
with the gentleman. He knows that they 
put white doctors and white nurses in 
those hospitals. These Negro doctors 
could not get into a hospital in Penn
sylvania in 10 years. These Negroes 
want tq show what they.can do for them
selves. That is the thing that ·Booker T. 
Washington always preached: Teach the 
Negroes to do something for themselves, 
and not t ry to impose them on the white 
people. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. I would like to 
correct the gentleman, because in Penn
sylvania we do have Negro doctors. 

· Mr. RANKIN. Oh, you may have one 
out of a thousand. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. We will have them 
in this hospital if you will locate the 
doctors for us. 

Mr. RANKIN. They will get the doc
tors from that area. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, wilf the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The 

gentleman knows also that some of the 
finest medical papers that have been 
written have been written by Negro doc
tors. 

Mr. RANKIN. Well, I do not know 
about that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
.gentleman from Mississippi has again 
expired. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself three additional minutes. 

Mr. AUCHINCLOSS. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle
man from New Jersey. 

Mr. AUCHINCLOSS. When was this 
estimate of the cost of this hospital, $5,-
000,000, made? Is that based on recent 
construction costs? 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes; these are recent 
figures; within the last year or two; 

Mr. AUCHINCLOSS. It seems almost 
incredible to me that you could build a 
hospital for $5,000,000. 

Mr. RANKIN. If we were in India or 
some foreign country, it would probably 
cost $50,000,000; but down at this place 
I think we can build it for $5,000,000. 

Mr. AUCHINCLOSS. Will that equip 
the hospital also? 

Mr. RANKIN. I think so. 
Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. Chair

man, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. I have some 

figures here, as of May 15, 1951, on the 
beds in the hospitals in North Carolina, 
Maryland, West Virginia, Virginia, and 
the District of Columbia. It shows there 
has been authorized by law a total of 
10,438; actually operating, 9,460; occu
pied, 8,293; reserved, 591; vacant, 561. 
Does the gentleman have any comment 
. to make on those figures? 

Mr. RANKIN. I think your figures 
cover the District of Columbia, which 
has a great many hospitals. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. No. North 
Carolina, Maryland, Virginia, West Vir
ginia, and the District of Columbia. 
There are only 335 in the District. · The 
complete breakdown is as follows: 

Beds in VA Hospitals as of May ,15, 1951 

State. Authorized 
bylaw 

N ortb Carolina ____ ______ -------- -------- 2, 412 

~;~r~r~~================ = ============== 
2, 401 
3, 704 

West Virginia_ ---- -- -- ---- -- --------- --- 1, 586 
District of Columbia ______ ~ ------- - -- - -- 335 

TotaL ______ _____ ••• ___ ••• _. _. __ • __ 
10, 4381 

I believe these figures are accurate, 
and if they are it would not indicate the 

· need that has been stated. 
Mr. RANKIN. Where did those fig. 

ures come from? 
Mr. SHAFER. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman ·yield? 
Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. SHAFER. I wonder if the gentle

man could tell me if the hospital that 
was constructed for the Veterans' Ad
ministration at Ironwood, Mich., I be
lieve it is, is now operating. ' 

Mr. RANKIN. I do not know; I could 
not answer. 

Mr. SHAFER. It was built some 3 or 
4 years ago and it was not opened yet 
2 ·years ago. I am just wondering if we 
are unable to get doctors and so 
forth--

Mr. RANKIN. I cannot answer the 
question now, but I will get the gentle
man the information later. 

Mr. SHAFER. And I would just sug
gest that possibly these colored boys 
could go up there. 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes; they do not want 
to go up there, if you want to know the 
truth about it. 

Mr. SHAFER. We have several mil
lion dollars invested in the hospital. 

Mr. RANKIN. If you really want to 
do something for these Negroes this is 
the way to do it. 

Operating, 
actually Occupied Reserved Vacant 
available 

1, 830 1, 582 139 109 
2, 401 2, 242 81 78 
3, 610 3, ·186 167 257 
1, 284 1, 006 178 100 

335 277 26 32 

9, 460 I 8, 2931 591 576 

Mr. SHAFER. We realize you do not 
want to take them back down South. 

Mr. RANKIN . . Not · after they have 
been to Michigan. 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. PRIEST. I preface my remarks -

by saying that any program or project 
to honor the memory of the late Booker 
T. Washington is a laudable one. I 
want to ask the gentleman this ques
tion prefaced by this statement: In my 
own district in Nashville, Tenn., is one 
of the great medical colleges of the coun
try, Maharrie Medical College for Ne
groes. I wish to ask the gentleman if 
we authorize this hospital and it is to be 
built honoring the memory of Booker T , 
Washington, would the gentleman see 
any real objection to locating the hospi
tal near the Maharrie Medical College 
in Nashville, still calling it the Booker T. 
Washington Hospital, and enabling them 
to staff the hospital from that medical 
college? 

Mr. RANKIN. I certainly would. I 
will tell the gentleman why. 

Mr. PRIEST. I shall be happy to learn 
the gentleman's reasons. 

Mr. RANKIN. That row has been 
raised by the American Medical Associa
tion, and I am not willing to make guinea 
pigs out of the Negroes. The American 
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Medical Association fell under the in
fluence and control of this fellow Fish
bein who virtually closed medical schools 
all over this country and brought about 
this shortage of doctors. I am not will
ing to locate any veterans' hospital near 
a medical school just in order to provide 
guinea pigs for boys who are studying 
medicine. 

Mr. PRIEST. Neither do I want to 
make guinea pigs of any of our soldiers, 
Negro or white, but I do know of my per
sonal knowledge that this is a fine med
ical school and for that reason I am 
asking the gentleman the question. 

Mr. RANKIN. And I am giving the 
gentleman my answer. 

Mr. DOLLINGER. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. DOLLINGER. The gentleman 

made the observation that they had per
mitted Negroes to have certain doctors. 

Mr . . RANKIN. I did not say "Nee
groes." 

Mr. DOLLINGER. Here is the ques
tion I wanted to ask, or the statement I 
wanted to make, and that is that this 
disease, segregation, is a disease that 
this Congress ought to cure. 

Mr. RANKIN. Well, the gentleman 
cannot cure it himself and I do not 
think the intelligent Negroes are inter
ested in what the gentleman thinks. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. VAN ZANDT. I understand this 

hospital will be known as the Booker T. 
Washington Hospital. Does that mean 
that the policy of the gentleman's com
mittee has been changed and that we 
may expect his committee to name these 
hospitals in the future? 

Mr. RANKIN. This bill does not pro
vide a name, I may say to the gentle
man, but it places it at his old home in 
Virginia. 

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. MULTER. Would the gentle

man mind telling us-I understood him 
to say that this hospital if erected would 
be for Negro veterans and would be 
staffed by Negro doctors. Is there any 
difference in the surgical or medical 
technique of Negro doctors, or in the 
needs of Negro veterans as against white 
veterans, or vice versa, or in anything 
that a white doctor can prescribe and 
perform that a Negro doctor cannot? 

Mr. RANKIN. Let me point out to the 
gentleman this Negro, George Washing
ton Carver, brought information that the 
Negroes had gathered in Africa for a 
thousand years. The gentleman him
self would probably be amazed if he 
would get that book and read it. 

I would like to know where they could 
get any better treatment than these 
Negroes get in the Tuskegee Hospital 
that is staffed entirely by Negro doctors 
and nurses. Everyone in charge of that 
hospital is a Negro. They are getting 
along splendidly, but that is what the 
opposition wants to displace. 

Mr. WIER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. The less they know 
about the Negroes the more questions 
they want to ask. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. WIER. I wish to refer to a ques
tion which was asked a moment ago on 
this fioor. Comment was made a min
ute ago about the need for hospitaliza
tion of veterans in the areas of West 
Virginia, North and South Carolina, and 
Virginia. 

Mr. RANKIN. Ask the question. 
Mr. WIER. Just a moment. 
Mr. RANKIN. Well, I cannot yield for 

a statement. 
Mr. WIER. I am going to ask the 

question. 
Mr. RANKIN. All right. 
Mr. WIER. It is not over 2 weeks ago, 

when the armed services bill was be
fore the House, that the gentleman from 
West Virginia [Mr. BAILEY] toolc the 
fioor and pleaded for an amendment that 
he offered in which he requested the ex
emption of certain doctors and medical 
attenC:ants so that they could open up a 
brand new hospital at Clarksburg, W. 
Va., I think it was. The same thing ap
plies, Mr. Chairman, at Minot, N. Dak.; 
the same thing applies in Montana. 
Apparently we have a lot of these monu
ments, or pork barrels in these various 
districts that are merely monuments. 

Mr. RANKIN. No; no; this is not a 
monument. It is a Negro veterans' hos
pital. -Those Negro doctors could not get 
into the hospitals that the gentleman 
just mentioned but they can get into 
this one, if you pass this bill. 

There ought not to be any opposition 
to it. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Chairman, I yield myself such time 
as I may desire. 

Mr. Chairman, as has been stated, this 
bill passed the House of Representatives 
twice; both in the Eightieth and Eighty
first Congresses, with not a vote against 
it so far as I can recall. It came out 
of our committee, I think, unanimously; 
at least, that is my recollection. I can 
see no reason for its not passing and 
every reason for its passing. When the 
Veterans' Administration gave us figures 
of 21,000 veterans on the waiting list, 
they did not take into consideration the 
vast number of NP or TB cases that are 
to be hospitalized in Veterans' Admin
istration ·hospitals by order of General 
Marshall; also, since we passed the bill 
about 2 weeks ago, ordering the hos
pitalization of Korean veterans, a bill 
which should have been passed a year 
ago, these veterans previously could not 
secure hospitalization, and since that 
time we have had a very heavy load, un
fortunately, of Korean veterans apply
ing for hospitalization. It is often very 
difficult for colored veterans to secure 
hospitalization. They have not been 
treated too fairly. Also·, I think it is a 
very great step in the right direction for 
the Negro doctors. They can practice 
in this hospital, and they will do great 
work. They are fine doctors, very fine 
surgeons, and the colored people want 
them. 

Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Vet
erans' Affairs has completed hearings on 
the measure and has considered it from 

every angle. Resolutions in support of 
the bill were received from the National 
Baptist Convention, representing 4,000,-
000 Negro Baptists and from the Benev
olent Protective Order of Elks of the 
World, representing 500,000 loyal Amer
icans. Each of these resolutions pointed 
out that the establishment of such a 
hospital would assist in perpetuating the 
ideals and teaching& of Eooker T. Wash
ington. The colored people have every 
reason to be extreme!~· proud of Booker 
T. Washington. Tht- fine work that is 
being done by Negroes throughout the 
country is a great tribute ·to Booker T. 
Was~ington, and it should be encour
aged and should be continued. I can 
see no reason for raising the cry of 
segregation about this hospital. We 
have other special hospitals for special 
groups, and that cry is not raised. I 
think this measure should pass by a very 
large majority; in fact, I think it should 
pass unanimously. We are going to 
need hospital beds, and I think this 
Congress will be blamed as it is now 
blamed for not having provided them. 
The Committee on Rules has before it 
a bill which will provide the building of 
hospitals to accommodate 16,000 more 
beds. It is still buried in the Commit
tee on Rulef.I. The House passed that 
bill last year unanimously, the Senate 
did not pass it, so it is back for con
sideration again. I would like to say 
to the House that here is a hospital, if 
we pass this bill, that will be ready to 
t ake veterans that are very much in 
need of treatment. I think I told you 
of the great number of colored amputees 
at the Walter Reed Hospital. We are 
going to be blamed for not providing 
hospitalization that we could provide. 

There is no question in my mind as to 
the need for new hospitals for the Vet
erans' Administration. I spoke at some 
length on this phase of the problem on 
May 3. Since that time we have en
acteu Public Law No. 28, which gives 
full medical, hospital, and domiciliary 
benefits to all persons who have served 
in the Armed Forces after June 27, 1950, 
the opening date of the Korean con
flict. The burden that this authoriza
tion places upon the Department of 
Medicine and Surgery of the Veterans' 
Administration is on~ that will be criti
cal and difficult to administer. Hos
pitals cannot be constructed and placed 
in operation overnight. After comple
tion is usually takes about 10 months 
before one is fully operative. 

It might be pertinent to say here 
that on April 15, 1951, there were 21,126 
disabled veterans upon the waiting 
lists for hospitalization. Of this num
ber 20,940 were non-service-connected 
cases, or at least they were classified '.ls 
such. In all fairness, it should be 
stated again that there are many thou
sands of veterans in hospitals who are 
listed as nonservice connected but who 
also had service-connected disabilities. 
They were admitted as non-service-con
nected cases because the major diag
nosis was that of non-service-connected 
disability. Add to these cases the 
hundreds of others who are now rated 
as nonservice connected but will be des-
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ignated as service connected after com
plete adjudication of their claims, and 
the picture changes materially. 

The authorization of $5,000,000 called 
for in this bill will erect a 200-bed hos
pital. B is needed, and I, for one, do 
not believe that the question of segre
gation is a factor in its authorization. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair .. 
man, will the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I was 
much impressed with the argument put 
up by the gentleman from Tennessee 
[Mr. PRIEST] when he urged that this 
hospital, which I concede to be a very fine 
thing, be placed near a medical center. 
I agree with that. That is the concept 
to which all veterans' organizations in 
the State of Minnesota have come. We 
have come to the conclusion that we 

- should have our veterans' hospitals near 
the big medical centers, the Mayo Clinic, 
for example, and the Twin Cities areas, 
both of which are entirely out of my 
district. I for one will not advocate the 
establishment of a veterans' hospital in 
mY congressional district, because we 
do not have the medical facilities, re
search staffs, and so forth, that are 
needed. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
should like to say to the gentleman that 
this is less than 30 miles from a large 
Veterans' Administration hospital at 
Roanoke, Va., which has segregated 
wards caring for 500 Negro veterans. 

Mr. WIER. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. WIER. I hope the gentlewoman 
wUl agree with some of us from the 
Middle West in the continued demand 
here for hospitalization and the pro
posal before us today for this new hos· 
pital, that we have been attempting in 
the Middle West for some time to take 
care of a large segment of veterans who 
have been removed or are being elimi· 
nated from our present veterans' hos
pitals. We are attempting in the Mid· 
dle West to reopen and reactivate Schick 
Hospital at Clinton, Iowa, for domicili· 
ary cases. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
have been fighting my head off to have 
that opened. It is a scandal that we 
do not insist that hospitals be opened to 
take care of this load. Take the mental 
hospitals in Massachusetts, each of 
which is carrying a load of 0.06 percent 
over capacity, a very dangerous thing 
indeed. I know a hospital should be 
opened in the Middle West. 

Mr. WIER. Then why should I be ex .. 
pected here to vote for a $5,000,000 brand 
new hospital to be constructed when we 
already have unused hospitals? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I do 
not feel that way about it. I feel that 
if we can get this hospital we should. 
I should like to have more hospital 
beds in my own district, many more, 
but I am not going to vote against this 
just for that reason. You will ·need 
your beds in the West. Unfortunately, 
I think we will need thousands and thou-

sands more. There are two estimates 
on the casualty list, one of 141,000 and 
the original estimate of 78,000. That 
141,000 list includes, unfortunately, 
amputees. They are not called war casu
alties. Mental cases are not called war 
casualties. 

At Walter Reed Hospital they are 
overcrowded. They are pushing them 
from ward to ward, not giving the men in 
the hospital proper care, because they 
are turning them out too soon. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. ROONEY. How many· beds would 
there be in this proposed $5,000,000 hos
pital? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Two 
hundred beds. 

Mr. ROONEY. How many doctors 
would be required? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
do not have that figure here but I could 
get it for the gentleman. Probably 14. 
It is a great chance for the colored peo
ple to have their own doctors in hos
pitals. Also it is a great ~hing for the 
colored nurses. They make very fine 
nurses. i have visited Tuskeegee, and 
I know the fine care they get there. 

Mr. ROONEY. It is proposed that the 
medical staff include white doctors? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
think some may go there, but it would 
be chiefly colored doctors. I think the 
colored people like that. I know many 
colored persons, and they like their col
ored doctors. 

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

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. The bill we have for 
the 16,000 hospital beds, that is now 
pending before the Rules Committee, 
covers the entire country. I think it 
will take care of the gentleman's situa-
tion. · 

Mr. ROONEY. I voted for it. 
Mr. RANKIN. I know the gentleman 

did. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Yes, 

and the gentleman from New York 
knows that we fought very hard for it 
and the House of Representatives voted 
for 16,000 beds, and you appropriated 
the money for that. A lot of us have 
fought for the continuation of -the build
ing of those hospitals. I think this is 
going to help you in getting your beds. 

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. MULTER. I am sure the gentle
woman will not find fault with my pro
nunciation of the word "Negro," as the 
distinguished chairman did. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
have always said "Negro." 

Mr. MULTER. It never sounds like 
anything but "Negro" when the gentle
woman and I use the word. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
am from a part of the country where 
they do not pronounce it in any other 
way. 

Mr. MULTER. Is it the position of 
the committee that sponsors this bill 
that the Negro veterans throughout the 
South are not being hospitalized and 
are not getting hospital care? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
cannot speak for the committee, but it 
is my contention that they are not get
ting as much care as they should. They 
are not getting hospitalization as quickly 
as they should either. They have to 
wait for hospitalization. This will help 
them immensely in their care. It will 
be their own hospital. I think it is a 
great thing for· them. 

Mr. MULTER. I cannot understand 
that, because in New York we do not 
have that difficulty. We have Negro 
doctors and Negro nurses working side 
by side with white doctors and white 
nurses, treating white and Negro pa
tients in the same -hospitals. I cannot 
understand why you need 200 beds to 
take care of just Negroes who need hos
pitalization. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
have felt that all over the country we 
have Negroes who have more difficulty in 
securing hospitalization than the white 
people. I think this will be a tremen
dous boon to the colored people. I have 
never been for segregation of any kind. 
I have worked on their claims for com
pensation for years. I am not speaking 
of this as a novice. Many may know 
much more than I do, but I have had 
experience. I have had experience with 
their daims. As you know, prompt hos
pitalization of a veteran means that his 
claim has a much better chance of being 
service-connected and opens all kinds of 
doors to him. 

Mr. CHELF. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, I 
yield. 

Mr. CHELF. As I understand it, this 
hospital which is proposed to be con
structed will serve the States of Ken
tucky, Tennessee, West Virginia, and 
Virginia, and the immediately surround
ing territory? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. It 
is supposed to, but I think also if it has 
the beds it will take in the colored people 
of other areas, also. 

Mr. CHELF. Is this figure correct 
which I have before me, that there are 
some 51,000 Negro veterans in the State 
of Virginia alone? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The 
State of Virginia has a very large Negro 
population and all those men have not 
received the compensation or hospital
ization that they should have. 

Mr. CHELF. This particular hospital 
will have only 200 beds? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
That is right, it is a very small number, 
really. 

Mr. CHELF. In my opinion the gen
tlewoman is correct, and I shall be happy 
to vote for this bill. 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield. 1 

Mr. JONAS. I believe I can support 
this bill if one question is cleared up for , 
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r me, and that is: When this hospital is 
built, will it be anywhere adjacent to a. 
medical center or an institution of learn
ing where they teach medicine and 
where they have all the facilities that are 
necessery to properly operate a hospital 
in accordance with the rules and regula
.tions prescribed to operate a standard 
hospital commensurate with the Na
tional Hospital Association? 

Mr. RANKIN. I will say to the gen
tleman that they have medical schools 
and medical centers on all sides of the 
proposed hospital. 

Mr. JONAS. How close are they? 
Mr. RANKIN. Well, someone said 

there was a school 10 miles away and 
another one probably 15 miles. But 
they are close enough. 

Mr. JONAS. If they are within 10 or 
15 miles then it is all right. · I have had 
some txperience with hospitals, and if 
they are within 10 or 15 miles they will 
redound to the benefit of this hospital. 
But when you get beyond the 20- or 25-
mile limit y'ou get in trouble because you 
cannot get the doctors and the nurses to 
go there. Medicine is a highly special
ized science today and you cannot oper
ate· a hospital if it is too far away from 
the seat of learning. 

Mr. RANKIN. I understand that 
Roanoke, Va., is less than 15 miles away. 

Mr. JONAS. Then maybe it may 
work out all r ight. 

Mr. CHELF. May I ask the gentle
woman a question? 

Mr-:. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Yes. 
Mr. CHELF. Have you experienced 

any difficulty or trouble in the past about 
getting a sufficient staff necessary for 
these Negro hospitals? . 

Mrn. ROGERS o~ MassachusettB. No; 
my understanding is that over a period 
of quite a good many years there has 
never been a::ly difficulty. 

Mr. CHELF. Do you anticipate any 
trouble in th~s particular instance? 

Mrs. ROGE .... 1.S of Massachusetts. No; 
there has neve:r. :leen a·: y difficulty. You 
will have your patients and you will have 
your doctors and you will have your 
nurses and attendants. I think this hos
phal will be a great success and a great 
credit to everybody. 

Mr. DAWS'1N. l\1r. Chairman, will 
the gentlewoman ;ield? 

Mr:::. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield. 

Mr. DAWSON. Did the gentlewoman 
say that there was an outstanding medi
cai center near this proposed hospital? 

Mrs. ROJERS of Massachusetts. 
That is my understanding, that Roanoke 
is very near. I am sorry, perhaps I did 
not hear the gentleman's question fully. 

Mr. DAV~'EON. Is ther~ a medical 
school at Roano~ .e? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
They have ·training there for doctors. 

Mr. DA WEON. How many ~egro doc
tors are there in Roanoke? 

Mrs. RCUERS of Massachusetts. I 
cannot give the gentleman that infor
mation. 

Mr. DAWSON. How many Negro in
habitants are there in Roanoke? 

Mrs. ROGERS of -Massachusetts. I 
t~ink the doctors can en..sily lJ~ trained 
there if it is necessa·ry to do that. 

Mr. H. C/..RL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentlewoman yield? 
_ Mrs. r..OGERS of Mas&achusetts. I 

yield. 
. Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. We have 

had brought out se_veral times in the 
pa.st 5 or 6 years in the Subcommittee 
on Appropriations for the Department 
of Labor and Federal Security, that there 
are only two colleges in America, Howard 
University here and one in Nashville, 
where they instruct young Negro stu
dents in the art of medicine. Yet here 
we have a proposition before us which 
seeks to locate a hospital for the Negro 
race 200 miles away from any center 
which has to do with instructing Negro 
doctors. I do not think that is the right 
thing to do, and I think we should seri
ously consider fallowing the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
PRIEST] and locate this hospital some
where in the vicinity of Nashville. 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman 
will the gentlewcman yield? ' 

l,\1rs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield. 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. As I understand 
it this bill provides for a hospital for 
Negro veterans to be staffed by Negro 
doctors; is that correct? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Mass£i,chusetts. That 
is the understanding, although there may 
be some white doctors there also. 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. The point I want 
to make is that there is no school any
Wh3re near the proposed 10t.fi.L1:.1 of this 
hospital which trains Negro doctors. 

Mr.s. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
may say to the gentleman it would be 
ve:r.y easy to send those Negro doctors 
a way to be trained and bring them back 
to work in this hospital. 

Mr. HAYS of Ohio. I would not want 
to argue that point, but someone brought 
up U_e point that if this were close 
enough to a recognized tric: ining school 
they would :Je for it, and I did not want 
any i.aisconception in anybody's mind 
about that. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
unde!stoc•d the gentleman to mean any 
hospital where they were training doc
tors. You have doctors being trained in 
nearby P..oanoke and other hospitals. 

Mr. CHELF. What difference does it 
make if the medical center is a thou
sand miles away? If those Negro veter
ans are there and if they need to be serv
iced and if they need to go to the hos
pital, . why should the hospital not be 
constructed where they are located? It 
does not make any difference how far 
the school is away from the hospital. 
They can fly there or go by train or they 
can waik, if necessary. ' 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
Al~~ it will be a _great boon to the Negro 
doctors. 

Mr. CHELF. This question of location 
near a medical center does not appeal 
to me. It is a question of locating the 
hospital where it is needed. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Of 
course. 

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

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. The Negro veterans' 
hospital at Tuskegee, Ala., is farther re
moved. from any Negro medical center 
than this institution would be. They 
have gqt along splendidly. I know what 
I, am talking about. I have teen chair
man of the Veterans Committee for al
most 20.:years, and I have been in toach 

·with every ve.terans' hospital and repre
sentatives of those hospitals. I know 
tpey · are getting along splendidly at 
'l;'uskeegee. They are not up against a 
medical SGhool, and therefore these sick 
and wounded veterans are not used as 
guinea pigs. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
agree with the gentleman. 

I want to repeat the statement I made 
previously: I have never been in favor 
of segregation. I believe the testimony 
before our committee by the daughter 
of Booker T. Washington, Mrs. Portia 
Washington Pittman, is most significant. 
She said: 

As far as segregation is concerned, I think 
this hospital would help there because of 
the psychological effect that the name 
Booker T. Washington has on the colored 
people. And I think these veterans who go 
there would also come to believe, like him, 
that if we are offered opportunities as a race 
for education and other things, that this 
matter of segregation will take care of itself; 
it will disappear without agitation. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentle
man from Idaho. 

Mr. WOOD of Idaho. What difference 
does it make as to where the doctors are 
trained? They are trained in any train
ing school that takes medical students. 
I have attended a great many of them 
and ·have seen a great many of them. I 
have not seen any place where there are 
not Negro students. I do not think there 
is any particular law or regulation 
against it. 

As to the question of being close to a 
medical center, about the only reason 
:(or that is that every well-equipped vet
erans' hospital has about all the machin
ery that would be needed in any other 
veterans' hospital, no matter where they 
are located. The only advantage in be
ing contiguou~ to any large medical cen
ter would be for the use of medical con
sultants. I think the average_ medical 
attendant at any Veterans' Administra
tion ·hospital would be perfectly compe
tent to take care of anything that might 
come up in the ordinary way. The 
salaries which they ordinarily pay at the 
Veterans' Administration hospitals are 
not large enough usually to cover the 
necessary special skills required; for in
stance, such as medical consultants. 
There are many specialized conditions 
which might come up where it would 
be a distinct advantage to be within 50 
miles, but with modern travel, especially 
in the East, I would not figure that 30-
mile or 10-mile deal would have much 
to do with it. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
thank the gentleman for his observation. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the 
gentleman from Maryland, - General 
I)EVEREUX. -

Mr. DEVEREUX. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise in opposition to this bill. 
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As a member of the committee, I made 

an effort to find out something about 
the bill. I found that hearings had been · 
held previously, and therefore I was re
stricted to the report. 

First. I think it is bad legislation and 
that it is very definitely class legislation. 
From reading the report I have not been 
able to determine that any need has been 
shown for this particular hospital at this 
particular place. 

The question of staffing the hospital 
also arose. I think it has been brought 
out on the ftoor today that we have many 
hospital beds now available where pa
tients cannot be taken because we do 
not have a sufficient staff. I might also 
point out that the Veterans' Adminis
tration is opposed to this particular leg
islation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Maryland has expired. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen
tleman from Illinois [Mr. DAWSON]. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, I re
gret that we have to take the ftoor at this 
time, but I feel that I could not be fair 
to my conscience, and I could not be fair 
to you if I did not express myself on the 
present legislation. 

I am opposed to the legislation for the 
reason that, first, it is class legislation; 
there is no reason under the sun why 
this Federal Government should build a 
hospital for Negroes any more than it 
should build hospitals for Italians, for 
Japanese, or any other section of its 
citizenry, Certainly, we are going to 
care for our veterans. We would be an 
ungratdul people if we did not do that. 
But when you begin to pick out the vet
erans and classify them by either color, 
religion, or nationality, you are depart
ing from every fundamental principle 
upon which this Government was 
founded. 

This Nation has honored Booker T. 
Washington as it has honored few of its 
citizens. In the Hall of Fame you will 
see his bust, placed there not because 
he was a Negro but because he was a 
human being who made a contribution 
to humanity. Professor Carver was one 
of the greatest scientists this country has 
ever produced. He made his great con
tribution not to the Negroes but to all 
America. His research into the possi
bilities of the peanut created for the 
farmers of this country-not the Negro 
f t..rmers but the farmers of this coun
try-created for them one of the great
est markets for a farm product that has 
ever been made by one man's effort. 
Why, then, should we today do a thing 
that is not . honorable in the name of 
Booker T. Washington, a man who has 
&!ready been honored by this great Na
tion high above any honor that will ever 
come possibly to any mln or woman now 
sitting here in this Congress? To honor 
his name further, therefore, is not nec
essary. Neither does a condition exist 
where there should be 200 beds set aside 
in a small place down in a small com
munity for Negro veterans. 

We Negroes have good doctors, doc
tors who know the anatomy of man. I 
can recite to you that the first success
ful operation on a human heart was 

made by a Negro doctor, not because he 
was a Negro, but because he was a doc
tor who had given· study to the anatomy 
of man, to the physiology of man, until 
he knew every muscle, every nerve. It 
matters not whether the skin of a human 
being be black or white; the heart is the 
same within the body. 

Since when has it become necessary 
to get a Negro doctor to wait upon a 
Negro patient? I can remember the days 
in the South when there were but few 
Negro doctors here and there, but there 
were thousands, and thousands, and 
thousands of human beings to be cared 
for. The white doctors did not count 
the color of the patient then; they knew 
that their job as a doctor w~s to cure 
the human being. We must see man as 
a human being wherever we find him if 
we are to make progress. We have a 
scarcity of doctors among us just like 
you have a scarcity of doctors among 
you. 

Do you think for 1 minute that as long 
as there is a scarcity of doctors we are 
going to get them to leave their lucrative 
practices and go down and isolate them
selves in this isolated community? They 
are not going to do that any more than 
the leading doctors of your group are 
going to leave their lucrative practices in 
the big cities and seek work in the vet
erans' hospitals at less pay. That is 
why we have a· scarcity of doctors in the 
veterans' hospitals. 

So I submit to you that the proponents 
of this legislation have shown no reason 
why they should build this hospital to 
honor Booker Washington w.lio has al
ready been so highly honored; they have 
shown no need for these additional vet
erans' facilities specifically in the case 
of Negro veterans, for they can go into 
any Government hospital supported by 
the taxpayers' money-and that is as 
it should be. I therefore submit to you 
that there is no purpose in this legisla
tion that will be a good purpose or serve 
the interests of this country at this time, 
or to serve the interest of the veterans 
at this time. 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAWSON. I yield. 
Mr. JAVITS. It has been said that 

there are 20,000 veterans awaiting hos
pi taliza ti on. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
There are many more than 20,000. 

Mr. JAVITS. There are at least 20,-
000 veterans awaiting hospitalization. 
Many of those are Negroes. I am very 
pleased to have kept this bill from 
passing on the Consent Calendar as long 
ago as March 19 by my objections be
cause I believe that it is fundamentally 
unsound and turns the clock back to
ward segregation instead of directly 
away from it, the direction we must go 
if we wish to have freedom. Will the 
gentleman tell us whether he feels that 
Negroes desire to have preference over 

·white veterans in getting into veterans' 
hospitals? 

Mr. DAWSON. We do not desire 
preference in fighting, in dying, in living. 
All that we want is equal opportunity 
with every other human being. \ · 

Mr. JONAS. Mr. Chairman, will · the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAWSON. ·I yield to the gentle
man from Illinois. 

Mr. JONAS. I heartily agree with the 
statement of the gentleman about the 
question where this hospital is to be lo
cated and the facilities that will be avail
able to carry on the necessary functions 
that hospitals must engage in . . I pre
sume the gentleman knows that since 
1944 there has been a shortage of nurses 
in this country to the extent of 40,000 a 
year and that the number of doctors has 
gone down to a state now where it has 
become a calamity. 

Mr. DAWSON. That is right. 
Mr. JONAS. Unless you have the fa

cilities where you can take advantage of 
the doctors and the nurses and the per
sonnel that is required to staff a hospital, 
such as is possible in large centers, you 
cannot run a hospital. 

Mr. DAWSON. The gentleman is cor
rect. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, if the gentleman will yield, 
I would like to say to the gentleman that 
I, too, feel that the colored people should 
have an equal chance with the white peo
ple, and that is one reason that I am 
favoring this bill, because .of my very long 
years of experience I know that the col
ored people have more difficulty in get
ting hospitalization than the white peo
ple. I have. always been against segre
gation, but I do not consider this to be 
segregation. 

Mr. DAWSON. Would the gentle
woman support an amendment to take 
the word "Negro" out? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Not 
in this case because I feel this is being 
fair to the veterans, to the doctors, and 
you will have more colored nurses as the 
result to relieve the medical situation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Illinois has expired. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 2 minutes to the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. I>oWELL]. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. Chairman, I am 
unalterably opposed to this bill. You 
may take the pledged word of my col
league, the gentleman from the First 
District of Illinois [Mr. DAWSON] and 
:r;nyself, the only two Negro Members of 
this body, when we speak for Negro 
people in this House on this issue. I 
think you ought to respect that. There 
is not a single organization in this coun
try, North or South, of any established 
reputation, of our race, that is in favor 
of this bill. 

I want to present a couple of other 
things. I want you to know that those 
organizations that are supposed to be 
in favor of this bill are looked upon as 
organizations of disrepute by the people 
of our race, meaning Mr. DAWSON and 
me. 

I want you to also think carefully as 
to who owns this land where this hospital 
is going to be built. I make no charges, 
but that matter should be examined. I 
know about Franklin County. That is 
where my dad was born. My dad was 
born next door to Booker T. Washington 
in a log cabin at the junction of two 
creeks, one· called the Maggotty and the 
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other called Soak. · I know who owns Mr. ARMSTRONG. I will say to the 
this land and I know the so-called faun- gentleman that Indian~ should be no 
dation in back of this movement. more wards of the Government than Ne-

The veterans' Administration is op- groes or whites or members of any other 
posed to this bill, and always has been, race. 
beginning when General Bradley was in Mr. POWELL. Negroes are not wards; 
charge. I would like to point out further I agree with the gentleman. 
that there are 1,000 vacant beds right Mr. ARMSTRONG. Since the In
now in the Veterans' Administration. <Hans are being taken care of on that 
Do you know why? Because they can- basis, I think we certainly have a prece
not get the doctors and nurses for them. dent where there is a group within a .race 
I shall talk about this later when I that is not being cared for adequately. 
offer a motion to strike out the enact- I think certainly we ought to open our 
ing clause. hearts to them. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to ·the gen- gentleman from Missouri has expired. 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. ARMSTRONG]. Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairµian, I 3 minutes to the gentleman from Mis
rise in support of this ·proposal. I rec- souri. 
ognize full well the reasons for the op- Mr. POWELL. Are Negro veterans 
position to this bill, and I have deep re- being taken care of now? 
spect for those who would oppose it be- Mr. ARMSTRONG. I am assured 
cause of the reasons they have given. I that they are being taken care of ade
understand full well why they feel that quately in some areas of the country. 
this is class legisfation. I would like to In other areas, I doubt very much that 
remind them, however, that we have re- they are getting a square deal. 
cently legislated for the Indians in this Mr. POWELL. I do not want to differ 
country. That was nothing but class with the gentleman, but the Veterans' 
legislation. The reason given was be- Administration tells me they are being 
cause of the need of the American In- taken care of in every area of this coun
dians and because of the peculiar cir- try. I have no personal reports coming 
cumstances surrounding the need of that to me from individuals and from groups 
particular race. I grant most of what stating that ·they are not being taken 
has been said here in opposition to the care of. 
bill so far as class legislation is con- Mr.ARMS':'RONG. Nevertheless there 
cerned, but I would like to speak for one is a tremendous sentiment among 
moment as one who is personally inter- leaders of Negro groups, with full respect 
ested in this proposal. I have the honor for the gentleman's remarks in regard 
of being a trustee of the Booker T. Wash- to those backing this bill. I am sure the 
ington Memorial Trade School, at Roa- gentleman did not mean those fine peo
noke, Va. Three weeks ago I was driven ple led by Dr. s. J. Phillips, the head of 
about the site of the proposed hospital the Booker T. Washington School. It 
and was given full information in regard seems to me that people like that, who 
to the need of this facility. I can say to desire this facility, should be given due 
you that regardle~s of our feelings as to consideration. 
what type of legislation it is, the thing Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
for us to decide is whether or not these the gentleman yield? 
Negro veterans are getting a square deal Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield to the 
under the present circumstances. I do gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
not believe that they are. I respect the Mr. FULTON. The question has 
remarks of the gentlem:::m who has just come up as to white veterans in Franklin 
spoken. He may know more about the county and this area. If this is to be 
ownership of this land than I do. I agree labeled a hospital for Negroes, would the 
with him that procurement of the land white veterans in that area who might 
ought to be looked into carefully, just need medical attention automatically be 
like any otther putrcihase mad~f bhy t:t:

1
e
1 

excluded and thereby discriminated 
Governmen . Bu , am. sure i e wi against? 
go b~ck there among _his own peop~e, ~ Mr. ARMSTRONG. I would consider 
pe will find that there is actual nee~ m that a discrimination were it not for the 
that part of the country fo~ a hospital fact that, as the gentleman certainly 
for ~egro veteran~. Certamly, .if t~e knows, white veterans have a preponder
need is there, and_ it. can be. filled m. this ance of facilities over the colored vet
way, let us not wait mdefimtely until we 
can overcome the problems that might 
arise by granting them facilities along 
with members of other races. Let us 
relieve a situation that needs to be rem
edied at the present time. I think that 
by passing this bill we will be facing it in 
the right way. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. POWELL. Let me remind the 
gentleman that Indians are the wards of 
this Nation; and there is no comparison 
there. In the second place, the gentle
man says there is a need. 'Are not Ne
gro veterans being taken care of now? 

erans. 
Mr. FULTON. Yes; but in this area, 

suppose an emergency occurs involving 
a white veteran, and this is labeled a 
Negro veterans' hospital; could that 
white veteran be admitted? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I think the Vet
erans' Administration has full authority 
to admit him in case of an e!!"ergency. 

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

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I yield to the 
gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. There is a white vet
erans' hospital in Roanoke, Va. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. In the same sec
tion. 

Mr. RANKlN. Down ·at ·Tuskegee, 
Ala., they have had a Negro hospital 
since the First World War. They have 
had no such questions raised, and we 
have had no trouble with it. 

Mr. FULTON. If there are these vet
erans' hospitals there, is there, then, re
gardless of the discrimination, need for 
further facilities? · 

Mr. RANKIN. I have answered that 
question. Of course, if they did not need 
these facilities they would not ask for 
them. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. I am thinking of 
this purely on · humanitarian grounds. 
Certainly none of us wants to further the 
cause of segregation. I could go into 
detail in regard to that, and in regard 
to how we have handled the matter in 
Missouri and elsewhere. For many years 
I was a member of the Inter-Racial 
Commission of the South, and I believe 
that I know something of this problem. 
I am putting it purely on the basis of 
need of our Negro veterans, and I be
lieve the need should be met. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself such time as I may desire. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say to you 
that of all the people I have ever met 
who honored and revered Booker T. 
Washington it was his daughter, Portia 
Washington Pittman, who came before 
the committee and testified for this in
stitution. She has done everything she 
possibly could because she knows it is 
best for the people involved-whites and 
colored. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr,. MILLER of Nebraska. Did the 

gentleman have anyone appear in oppo
sition to the bill? 

Mr. RANKIN. Nobody wanted · to. 
Some men on the committee undertook 
to question Portia and she took care of 
it in a most magnificent manner. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Does the 
Veterans' Administration favor the bill? 

Mr. RANKIN. The Veterans' Admin
istration, I . understand, is not in favor 
of any of these new hospitals. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Is there 
any difference between the illness of -a 
Negro and the illness of a white man? 

Mr. ROONEY. Will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

Since the Veterans' Administration is 
not in favor of this legislation, may I 
ask what the position of the Director of 
the Bureau of the Budget is on it? 

Mr. RANKIN. The Bu:r;eau of the 
Budget is against it. I suppose they 
will be against all expenditures for vet
terans' legislation if they had to pass 
on all of them. I want to say that the 
Veterans' Administration expressed no 
opinion on it. If you want to know who 
is interested in the Negroes of the South 
you go down there. You do not .have to 
go to New York or Chicago to find out. 
Nobody is more interested in the Negroes 
of the South than Booker Washington's 
daughter. Nobody is more interested in 
the Negroes of the South than this Dr. 
Phillips, whose testimony, or at least a. 
part of which, I am going to read to you. 
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He appeared before the committee. He 
said: · 

I would like to say this. I am favoring 
the veterans' hospital for Negro vetsrans 
being established at the birthplace of Booker 
T. Washington. I believe it would be a 
great inspiration to our people. 

One thing that the Negro appreciates is 
recognition, and you would perhaps be sur
prised to know how this would arouse their 
appreciation and interest, for the Govern
ment to recognize in this manner the birth
place of Booker T. Washington, by placing 
a veterans' hospital there. 

Further, it would give employment to our 
professional people in different lines, our 
people from the various classes of training 
they have had. And we have had training 
in this by our complete . management of 
the hospital for Negr() veterans which is 
located in Alabama. 

He refers to Tuskegee Hospital. AH 
the talk that has been advanced here has 
not produced a word to contradict what 
Dr. Phillips or what Portia Washington 
Pittman has said. This hospital should 
be .built without any question. 

The real opposition is coming from a 
Communist front organization that can
not use these Booker T. Washington Ne
groes and are therefore against the 
Negro veterans' hospital. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Administra-. 

tor of Veterans' Affairs is hereby authorized 
and directed to acquire at the birthplace of 
Booker T. Washington in Franklin County, 
Va., a suitable site and erect thereon a hos
pital for Negro veterans. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
a preferential motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. POWELL moves that the Committee do 

now rise and report the bill back to the 
House with the recommendation that the 
enacting clause be stricken. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. Chairman, I did 
not want to do this, but since the issue 
has been brought out in the open, I would 
like you, my colleagues, to know that the 
only organization in back of this segre
gated Jim Crow hospital is the Booker 
T. Washington Memorial Foundation. 
This so-called Dr. Phillips, the leader, has 
not the slightest bit of status whatsoever 
among his own people. Investigation 
will show that the land to be used for 
this Jim Crow hospital is owned and con
trolled by Dr. Phillips and the Booker T. 
Washington Memorial Foundation. 

Furthermore, this Congress minted a 
half-dollar with Booker T. Washington's 
,likeness upon it and allowed this organi
zation to sell a United States Govern
ment half dollar for $2. With the $1.50 
profit that they have been making from 
this, they have spent 90 percent paying . 
salaries, and only 10 percent for sup
posedly doing good. I do not -believe 
another bit of legislation should be 
passed, directly or indirectly, influenced 
by the Booker T. Washington Memorial 
Foundation U!lt il that foundation has 
been investigated and an accounting 
made of the moneys they have taken in 
from the sale of United States half
dollars. 

I do not want to raise this question 
in its entirety, but since ·the names were 
brought out by the gentlem::J,.n from 

Mississippi-since the names of Dr. 
Phillips and Portia Washington were 
brought out, I must bring this out and 
I must raise this question and tell you 
these facts. You are dealing with some':" 
thing that smells to high heaven. I am 
not accusing anyone. I am telling you 
that something smells here when you 
are going to build a Jim Crow hospital 
35 miles from the nearest town in a 
waste wilderness, where there are only 
two creeks and you are going to spend 
$5,000,000. 

The Veterans' Administration is not 
in favor of this, and I defy anyone to 
point out a word by testimony or letter 
where the Veterans' Administration has 
been in favor of this this last year, or any 
year that it has been brought up. The 
Director of the Budget is against it, and 
Heaven knows, the Negro men that are 
fighting, bleeding, and dying today in 
Korea are against it. 

N egr:les are being taken care of today. 
Name me a single veterans hospital that 
is called a "white" hospital today. 
There is no such thing as a "white" vet
erans hospital. Every single veterans 
hospital in this country, except one Jim 
Crow hospital which was set up back in 
old World War I days when we had a 
segregated Navy, Air Corps, and Army
every single vet".)rans' hospital today is 
open to Negroes and is serving them and 
taking care of them. 

I therefore ask that you support my 
motion and kill this bill. 

If I am not telling the truth, will the 
chairman of this committee now rise and 
say I am not telling the truth? 

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

Mr. POWELL. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. KEATING. With reference to the 
location of this hospital, there has been 
some talk that the Veterans' Administra
tion might be taki:..1g a neutral position. 
Here is the way they describe the spot 
where this is to be located: 

An isolated community, remote from a 
medical center and where the matter of ade
quate staffing would be attained with con
siderable difficulty in any event. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent to revise and extend my remarks at 
this point. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, it is 

difficult to find justification for this leg
islation. Whatever one's views may be 
regarding the necessity for or desirability 
of passing any of the many bills now 
pending known as civil-rights measures, 
certainly it must be recognized that the 
advocacy of this bill goes far beyond 
mere passive opposition to legislation 
to strengthen the civil rights of our 
citizens. This bill, if it became law, 
would place the hallmark of affirmative 
Federal approval on a policy of segrega
tion based on race or color. Apart from 
the possible unconstitutional implica
tions, that seems a backward step which 
this Congress should not take. 

I recognize that mutual good will and 
respect are preferable to legal compul-

sion ·as .a method ·.of solving many of 
the intricate problems involved in the 
various civil-rights issues. While it ap
pears to me that we have been slow in 
enacting legislation to help this process 
along, it can ·properly and encourag
ingly be said that there are many evi
dences of improvement in race relations 
through purely voluntary efforts and 
the natural evolution of a more en
lightened viewpoint. There seems to 
me a very great danger that the passage 
of this bill would have a tendency to 
reverse this commendable trend. 

We are asked here to provide that 
Negro veterans who have fought side by 
side with their white brothers to de
f end our country, many of them in non
segregated units, be now set apart for 
necessary medical treatment in a sepa
rate hospital, instead of being accorded 
equal treatment in the same hospital 
with the same medical and surgical per
sonnel, the same equipment and the 
same facilities which are used in the 
treatment of other veterans. All our 
fighting men, whatever their color, faced · 
a commo:1 enemy, fought under one flag, 
and offered an equal sacrifice. When 
it comes to treatment for their wounds 
or disabilities, I can see no reason why 
they should then be told for the first 
time that a new factor, the color of their 
skin, is to determine where they are to be 
hospitalized. 

Apart from the inherent unfairness 
to certain veterans, there is a broader 
aspect to this legislation which makes 
it objectionable. We are engaged 
throughout the world in a battle for 
men's minds, the successful outcome of 
which may conceivably prevent the cata
clysm of another global conflict or, at 
least, contribute to the eventual success 
of our side in that struggle, if it can
not be a voided. 

We profess universally, and I believe 
with the utmost sincerity, that we want 
to help to establish peace, justice and 
fair dealing among the peoples· of all 
races everywhere, not just the white 
people of the earth, but those of every 
color, race, and creed. Yet, the eloquent 
voice of America proclaiming these noble 
sentiments loses much of its effectiveness 
if its legislative body enacts a measure 
which has the effect of setting apart for 
separate treatment one segment of our 
own people in the manner contemplated 
here. Let us not thus handicap our 
continuing and vitally necessary effort 
to win everywhere ·not only friends, but 
converts to the principles and ideals 
which we as a Nation proudly cherish 
and proclaim. 

· There is another reason wny•this bill 
should be opposed. The evidence pre
sented by the Veterans' Administration 
Administrator is very clear that there 
is no need for this hospital at this time. 
Within a radius of 200 miles of the spot 
where it is proposed to locate this hos
pital there are already eight other vet
erans' hospitals. Another is to be opened 
in the near future and" a tenth and 
eleventh are ·under way, There is no 

. claim made that Negro veterans have 
been excluded from these hospitals or 
that they have not been accorded the 
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same treatment as others. Nor is it con
tended that any veteran in this area,_ 
Negro or white, has been deprived of 
treatment because of lack of hospital 
facilities. 

In addition, the proposed location of 
this hospital is not recommended by the 
Veterans• Administration Administrator. 
It is in an isolated section, far from any 
centers of population and remote from 
any medical center where the problem · 
of acquiring and retaining adequate 
and competent staff, always acute, would 
be multiplied many fold. There is no 
apparent purpose behind this legisla
tion except to segregate Negro veterans 
from all others and accord them sepa
rate treatment. That is not in accord 
with the principles which -yv-e profess 
at home or which we preach abroad. 
The bill should be defeated. This mo
tion should prevail. 

Mr. POWELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
the members of this committee to sup
port my motion to strike out the enact
ing clause and thus defeat this bill; and 
then that an investigation be made of 
Booker T. Washington Memorial Foun
dation and Dr. Phillips. Find out who 
owns the land, and see just what is back 
of this whole thing and who is involved 
in this. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. POWELL. I yield. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 

The gentleman realizes full well that 
the Veterans' Administration, ever 
since its inception, has fought the 
building of hospita~ after hospital. Th~ 
gentleman knows that full well? 

Mr. POWELL. I will tell you one 
thing, I think it is a very good idea 
right now not to build any hospitals un
til we find doctors and nurses to take 
care of the 1,000 empty beds in our hos
pitals at this moment. 

Mrs. ROGERS· of Massachusetts. 
Will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. POWELL. I yield. 
Mrs. ROCERS of Massachusetts. 

I think if we could secure this hospital~ 
it would mean added nurses and doc
tors: 

Mr. POWELL. I do not know how 
that could happen when we cannot get 
them now. Members of this body are 
being asked to waste $5,000,000 of the 
taxpayers' money on a foolish scheme to 
build a hospital for colored veterans. 
This proposal is merely an<;>ther attempt 
to saddle a program of racial segrega
tion on the Federal Government. I hope 
every Member of this body will realize 
that a vote for H. R. 314 is a vote for ra
cial segregation of wounded veteraris. 

It is proposed that this hospital, com
monly called a memorial to Booker T. 
Washington, be located in an isolated 
area of the State of Virginia. Not only 
would this be inconvenient for any vet
erans who had the misfortune of being 
sent there, but it would also be a severe 
strain on their relatives and friends who 
might wish to visit them. 

At present the Veterans' Administra
tion has a program aimed at locating 
hospitals in or near areas where the 
best medical knowledge, · skill, and 
equipment will be easily available. This 

bill would reverse that program and send 
hundreds of veterans to a segregated 
area where some of them might die be
cause they could not get the medical ad
vantages given in or near large urban 
centers. 

I would like to know just who will get 
the most benefit out of this proposition. 
I would like to know who owns the land 
that the Government must purchase in 
order to erect this hospital. What will 
happen to real estate values in the area 
when this jim-crow monument is built 
and who will profit from the rise in those 
real estate values? 

Geographically this hospital would be 
located in a spot which is just about in 
the middle of the area covered by Mary
land, the District of Columbia, Virginia, 
West Virginia, and North Carolina. 

There are at present nearly 8,779 hos
pital beds for veterans in this geographic 
area. At present 2,259 new beds are be
ing made available. There are 998 empty 
beds and no staff available. Colored 
veterans have every right to be admitted 
to these hc;>spital beds. At present they 
are admitted. If the gentleman from 
Mississippi wants to perform a real serv
ice for veterans, he should try to see 
that the existing institutions have every 
penny that we can allocate to make them 
the best in the world. Instead of pour
ing $5,000,000 down the rat-hole of seg
regation, let us make certain that much
needed equipment and other· necessities 
are given to the hospitals now operating, 
as well as to those that will soon be built. 

If it is the intention of the sponsor · 
of this bill to honor the memory of some 
outst~nding colored person, I suggest 
that this be done by naming one of the 
hospitals now under construction for 
Frederick Douglas, Dr. George W. Carver, 
Crispus Attucks, or any of the great citi
zens who have made contributions to the 
growth of this Nation. Let it also be 
clear that, although such an institution 
would carry the name of one of these 
citizens, it would be open to all veterans 
without regard to race, religion, or na
tional ancestry. 

H. R. 314 cannot be amended in any 
way that will make it acceptable to those 
who believe that all citizens of the United 
States are entitled to be treated as equals. 

We would make a tragic mistake if we 
passed this bill. It would open the door 
for any group of schemers to come to 
Congress for appropriations and funds 
with which to carry out their wasteful 
plans. 

Finally, let me say that I have received 
a communication from 27 organizations 
vitally interested in civil rights in the 
United States. All of them ask that 
H. R. 314 be defeated. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in opposition to the motion. 

In the first place, Mr. Chairman, I 
have had a great many conferences with 
these Negroes who are advocating . this 
hospital. They represent the Negroes of 
the South. These attacks on this hos
pital do not come from the South, nor 
have I heard of any protest from the 
southern Negroes against it. All this 
charge against Portia Washington Pitt-

man, who is the daughter of old Booker 
T. Washington, a well-behaved person, 
who comes here and urges. us to build 
this hospital on ground that is owned 
by the Booker T. Washington Founda
tion. The Booker T. Washington Foun
dation does not promote communism. 
Get that? The Booker T. Washington 
Foundation does not advocate commu
nism, as some of these other alleged or
ganizations do, but they are trying to 
do something for their own people. 
Portia Washington made this statement. 
I think it is in the record, but I know 
she made it in my presence as chairman 
of the committee. She said, "My fa
ther always tried to teach the Negroes 
how to take care of themselves." 

I have never heard of Negroes going to 
New York to ask a Member from that 
State what they should do for them
selves. If the Negroes of the South are 
going to be punished by such arguments 
and such attitude, it means shutting the 
door of hope in their faces, so far as 
being able to take care of themselves i$ 
concerned. Yes; we have Negroes in all 
these veterans' hospitals. We have 
separate wards for them. In the South 
we take care of the Negroes better than 
anywhere else in the world. We do not 
need anybody from New York coming 
down there to stir up race trouble to tell 
us what to do. The southern Negroes 
do not want them, either. 

Now, you are either going to vote for 
this bill or shut the door of hope in the 
face of these Negroes who want this 
hospital in order that their doctors may 
practice there and show what they are 
able to do. · 

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. RANKIN. I yield. 
Mr. JAVITS. Is it a fact that the 

money that the gentleman seeks in this 
bill is northern money as well as southern 
money? 

Mr. RANKIN. Oh, of course, it is the 
whole country. A great deal of it comes 
from the South. The real power behind 
the opposition is a Communist-infested 
organization known as the Association 
for the Advancement of the Colored 
People. 

I hope this motion is voted down. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the motion to strike 

out the enacting clause. 
The question was taken; and on a 

division (demanded by Mr. RANKIN) 
there were--ayes 136, noes 57. 

So the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, I ob

ject to the vote on the ground that a 
quorum is not present. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, a point 
of order; the gentleman cannot make 
that motion in the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The CHAIRMAN. The vote discloses 
that a quorum is present. The Com
mittee will rise. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; and 
the Speaker pro tempo re having resumed 
the chair, Mr. PHILBIN, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union, reported that that 
Committee, having had under consider-
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ation the bill <H. R. 314) to provide for 
the establishment of a veterans' hospi
tal for Negro veterans at the birthplace 
of Booker T. Washington in Franklin 
County, Va., directed him to report the 
same back to the House with the recom
mendation that the enacting clause be 
stricken out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the recommendation· of 
the Committee of the Whole that the 
enacting clause be stricken out. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, on that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there 

were-yeas 223, nays 117, answered 
"present" l, not voting 91, as follows: 

[Roll No. 71) 

Aandahl 
Adair 
Addonizio 
Allen, Calif. 
Allen, Ill. 
Andersen, 

· H. Carl 
Andresen, 

AugustH. 
Anfuso 
Aspinall 
A uchinclor:s 
Bailey 
Bakewell 
Baring 
Barrett 
Beall 
Beamer 
Belcher 
Bender 
Bennett, Mich. 
Berry 
Bishop 
Boggs, Del, 
Bolling 
Bolton 
Bray 
Breen 
Budge 
Buffett 
Burdick 
Burnside 
Buoh 
Butler 
Byrnes, Wis. 
Canfield 
Cannon 
Case 
Cell er 
Chatham 
Chiperfield 
Church 
Cole, Kans. 
Cole, N. Y. 
Corbett 
Cot ton 
Crosser 
Crumpacker 
Cunnin gham 
Curtis, Mo. 
Curtis, Nebr. 
Dague 
Davis, Wis. 
Dawson 
Deane 
Den n y 
Den t on 
Devereux 
D'Ewart 
Dollin ger 
Dolliver 
Dondero 
Donohue 
Donovan 
Doyle 
Eaton 
Eberharter 
Elston 
Engle 
Fallon 
Feighan 
Fenton 
Fernan dez 

. Fine 
Fogarty 
Ford 
Fulton 

YEAS-223 

Furcolo Mason 
Gamble Meader 
Gar1hatz Miller, Nebr. 
Gavin Mitchell 
George Morgan 
Goodwin Multer 
Gordon Mumma 
Graham Murphy 
Granahan Norblad 
Greenwood O'Brien, Ill. 
Gross O'Brien, Mich. 
Hagen O'Neill 
Hale Ostertag 
Hall, O'Toole 

Edwin Arthur Perkins 
Hall, Philbin 

Leonard W. Phillips 
Halleck Potter 
Hand Powell 
Harden Price 
Hart Quinn 
Harvey Radwan 
Ha venner Reams 
Hays, Ohio Reece, Tenn. 
Hedrick Reed, N. Y. 
Heffernan Rees, Kans. 
Heller Rhodes 
Heselton Ribicoff 
Hess Riehlman 
Hill ·Rodino 
Hillings . Rogers, Colo. 
Hoeven Rooney 
Holifield Sadlak 
Holmes St. George 
Hope Sasscer 
Horan Saylor 
Howell Scott, 
Hunter Hugh D., Jr. 
Jackson, Calif. Scrivner 

·Jackson, Waoh. Scudder 
James Secrest 
Javits Seely-Brown 
Jenison Shelley 
Johnson Sheppard 
Jonas Sieminski 
Judd Simpson, Ill. 
Karsten, Mo. Simpson, Pa. 
Kean Sittler 
Kearney Springer 
Keating Stefan 
Keogh Taber 
Kersten, Wis. Talle 
King Thomas 
K irwan Thompson, 
Klein Mich. 
Kluczynskl Tollefson 
Lane Towe 
La tham Van Pelt 
Lesinski Van Zandt 
Lind Vaughn 
Lovre Vorys 
McConnell Walt er 
McCormack Weichel 
McCulloch Welch 
McDonough Wharton 
McGrath Whitaker 
McGregor Widnall 
McGuire Wier 
McKinnon Williams, N. Y. 
Mc Vey Wolcott 
Machrowicz Wolverton 
Mack, Wash. Woodruff 
Madden Yat es 
Mansfield Yorty 
Marshall Zablocki 
Martin, Iowa 
Martin, Mass. 

NAYS-117 

Abbitt Fellows 
Abernethy Fisher 
Al bcrt Forrester 
Allen, La. Frazier 
Anderson, Co.lit.Gathings 
Andrews Golden 
Armstrong Gore 
Ayres Gossett 
Bates, Ky. Grant 
Battle Gregory 
Beckworth Hardy 
Bennett, Fla. Harris 
Bentsen Harrison, Va. 
Betts Hull 
Blackney Jarman 
Bow Jenkins 
Bramblett Jensen 
Brehm Jones, Ala. 
Brooks Jones, 
Brown, Ga. Hamilton C. 
Brown, Ohio Jones, 
Brynon Woodrow W. 
Burleson Kerr 
Burton Lantaff 
Busbey Larcade 
Camp Lucas 
Carlyle McMillan 
Chelf McMullen 
Chenoweth Magee 
Clevenger Mahon 
Colmer Miller, Md. 
Combs Mills 
Cooper Morris 
Cox Morrison 
Davis, Ga. . Morton 
Davis, Tenn. Murray, Tenn. 
DeGraffenried Nicholson 
Doughton Norrell 
Elliott O'Hara 
Ellsworth Passman 

Patman 
Pickett 
Preston 
Priest 
Rains 
Rankin 
Redden 
Riley 
Roberts 
Robeson 
Rogers, Mass. 
Rogers, Tex. 
Schwabe 
Shafer 
Short 
Sikes 
Smith, Miss. 
Smith, Va. 
Smith, Wis. 
Spence 
Steed 
Stigler 
Stockman 
Sutton 
Tackett 
Thompson, Tex. 
Thornberry 
Trimble 
Vail 
Velde 
watts 
Werdel 
Wheeler 
Whitten 
Wickersham 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Tex. 
Withrow 
Wood, Idaho 

ANSWERED "PRESENT"-1 

Rogers, Fla. 

Angell 
Arends 
Baker 
Barden 
Bates, Mass. 
Blatnik 
Boggs, La. 
Bonner 
Bosone 
Boykin 
Brownson 
Buckley 
Byrne, N. Y. 
Carnahan 
Chudoff 
Clemente 
Cooley 
Coudert 
Crawford 
Delaney 
Dempsey 
Dingell · 
Dorn 
Durham 
Evins 
Flood 
Forand 
Fugate 
Gary 
Gillette 
Granger 

NOT VOTING-91 
Green O'Konski 
Gwinn Patten 
Harrison, Wyo. Patterson 
Hays, Ark. Poage 
Hebert Polk 
Herlong Poulson 
Herter Prouty 
Hinshaw Rabaut 
Hoffman, Ill. Ramsay 
Hoffman, Mich. Reed, Ill. 
Irving Regan 
Jones, Mo. Richards 
Kearns Rivers 
Kelley, Pa. Roosevelt 
Kelly, N. Y. Sabath 
Kennedy Scott, Hardie 
Kilburn , Sheehan 
Kilday Smith, Kans. 
Lanham Staggers 
Lecompte Stanley 
Lyle Taylor 
McCarthy Teague 
Mack, Ill. Vinson 
Merrow Vursell 
Miller, Calif. Wigglesworth 
Miller. N. Y. Willis 
Morano Wilson, Ind. 
Moulder Winstead 
Murdock Wood, Ga. 
Murray, Wis. 
Nelson 

So the motio:.1 was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the fallowing 

pairs: 
On this vote: 
Mr. Brownson for, with Mr. Herlong 

against. 
Mr. Herter for, with Mr. Rogers of Florida 

against. 
Mr. Sa.bath for, with Mr. Winstead 

· against. 
Mrs. Kelly of New York for, with Mr. 

Wood of Georgia against. 
Mr. Coudert for, with Mr. Bonner against. 
Mr. Gwinn for, with Mr. Boykin against. 
Mr. Kearns for, with Mr. Rivers against. 
Mr. Kelley of Pennsylvania· for, with Mr. 

Richards against. 
Mr. Buckley for, with Mr. Hays of Arkan

. sas against. 
Mr. McCarthy for, with Mr. Teague 

against. 

Mr. Chudoff for, with Mr. Vinson against. 
Mr. Flood for, with Mr. Gary against. 
Mr. Forand for, with Mr. Fugate against. 
Mr. Green for, with Mr. Durham against. 
Mr. Rabaut for, with Mr. Dorn against. 
Mr. Miller of California for, with Mr. 

Cooley against. · 
Mr. Patten for, with Mr. Hebert against. 
Mr. Sheehan for, with Mr. Lanham 

against. 
Mr. Granger for, with Mr. Barden against. 
Mr. Clemente for, with Mr. Boggs of Loui-

siana against. 
Mr. Delaney for, with Mr. Kilday against. 
Mr. Blatnik for, with Mr. Regan against. 
Mr. Roosevelt for, ~ith Mr. Willis against. 

Until further notice: 
Mrs. Bosone with Mr. Arends. 
Mr. Byrne of New York with Mr. Reed of 

Illinois. · 
Mr. Staggers with Mr. Angell. 
Mr. Lyle with Mr. Kilburn. 
Mr. Mack of Illinois with Mr. Harrison of 

Wyoming. 
Mr. Dempsey with Mr. Smith of Kansas. 
Mr. Dingell with Mr. Taylor. 
Mr. Evins with Mr. Hoffman . of Illinois. 
Mr. Kennedy with Mr. Gillette. 
Mr. Jones of Missouri with Mr. Crawford. 
Mr. Irving with Mr. Weichel. 
Mr. Moulder with Mr. Miller of New ' York~ 
Mr. Carnahan with Mr. Lecompte. 
Mr. Murdock with Mr. Poulson. 
Mr. Polk with Mr. Patterson. 
Mr. Ramsey with Mr. Hoffman of Michi

gan. 

Mr. ROGERS of Florida. Mr. Speak
er, I have a live pair with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, Mr. HERTER. Had 
he been present he would have voted 
"yea." I voted "nay." I therefore with
draw my vote and answer "present." 

Mr. FERNANDEZ changed his vote from 
"nay" to "yea." 

Mr. Bow changed his vote from "yea" 
to "nay." 

Mr. CROSSER changed his vote from 
"nay" to "yea." 

Mr. REECE of Tennessee changed his 
vote from "nay" to "yea." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. · 

GENERAL LEA VE TO EXTEND REMARKS 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
all Members may have permission to ex
tend their remarks at this point in the 

. RECORD. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 

. objection to the request of the gentle
man from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, a vote for 

this bill puts the stamp of approval on 
segregation. No matter how attractive 
and compelling you make this bill for the 
erection of a hospital, it still is segrega
tion with a capital "S." Building any 
hospital for veterans is most laudable. 
It is damnable when it is for Negro 
veterans only. 

The author and sponsor of the bill, 
the gentleman from Mississippi, speaks 
of the project of a "nigger" hospital. 
The word "nigger," when uttered by the 
gentleman, has derogatory connotations. 
His calling it a "nigger" hospital is suffi
cient to encourage a vote against the bill. 
Frankly, the appellation "nigger'? is ab
horrent under any circumstances. 
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It is cruel to use the name Booker T. 
Washington to ensnare the unwary. 
Surely, if he were alive, he would resent 
any hospital catering only to Negroes and 
sponsored by the Government. He · 
would not want it named for him. His 
life and works belie segregation. 

The gentleman from Mississippi claims 
that Negroes appreciate this recognition. 
They do not appreciate-in fact, they 
deprecate-recognition as second-class 
citizens. Segregation means second
claSs citizenship. They are entitled to 
equality in case of hospitalization
equality in sickness and health. 

No. :r shall emphatically vote against 
this blll. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. 
Speaker, I want to call to the Members' 
attention the position of the National 
Association for the Advancement of Col
ored People, as expressed by Clarence 
Mitchell, director .of the Washington bu
reau, in the fallowing letter: 

I take this opportunity to send to you a 
communication urging that every effort be 
made to defeat H. R. 314. This bill pro-

• poses to use $5,000,000 of Federal money for 
the building of a hospital at Booker T. 
Washington's birthplace in Franklin County, 
Va. · 

Because a. great many people who wish to 
honor Mr. Washington's memory may think 
that this is the way of doing it, ~ hope that 
you will explain on the floor of Congress that 
this is one of worst possible ways of discrimi
nating against colored veterans. 

We have carefully canvassed the present 
available bed space for veterans in Mary
land, Virginia, West Virginia, North Caro
lina, and the District of Columbia. There 
are 10,438 beds authorized for veterans in 
the hospitals of these States and the Dis
trict. We are advised that 9,460 beds are 
actually in use but nearly 1,000 others can
not be used because of a shortage of trained 
personnel and for other reasons. Hence, as 
a matter of giving the best service to vet
erans, the money might be more wisely spent 
in doing every possible thing to see that 
present hospital facilities and the buildings 
now in existence or under consideration op
erate at maximum efficiency. 

During my conversations with some of 
the Members of Congress, I have been told 
that they were under the impression that 
the hospital would provide additional fa
cilities for colored people, and, therefore, 
they thought it was a good thing. We hope 
very much t r at you will point out that the 
NAACP maintains a constant watch on the 
treatment of veterans in various hospitals' 
faciaties. There are occasions when at
tempts are made to discriminate against col-· 
ored veterans but we always seek and ob.
tain correction of such discrimination. We 
believe that any public institution, and most 
especially a hospital, should be open to all 
people without regard to race. 

The Veterans' Administration has not al
ways moved as rapidly on these matters as 
we hoped but there is a definite trend in the 
right direction which most certainly would 
be reversed 1f there is an appropriation for 
a hospital for colored veterans. 

One alternative that has been suggested in 
this legislation appears to resolve the prob
lem on the surface but actually would not 
accomplish anything. It has been suggested 
by some that the hospital be built with the 
under~tanding that it will be available to all 
persons without regard to race or creed. In 
actual practice, of course, no white persons 
would be sent to this hospital because of its 
bad location. 

One Member of Congress recently informed 
me that the Veterans' Administration placed 
a new hospita.!. site in Baltimore rather than 
Cumberland, Md., because the latter city was 
not close enough to a large medical center. 
Franklin Ccunty, Virginia, is even more re
mote from such medical centers than Cum
berland. Hence, a hospital placed there 
would be a serious threat to the physical 
well-being of veterans unfortunate enough 
to be sent to it. 

Aside from the basic issue of class leg
islation, there is ·t.he further poiut of 
€c:momy and proper use of F.)deral funds. 
There is considerable question as to 
whether there is an actual need for this 
hospital and certainly there has been no 

. well-founded assertion that there is an 
emergency. 
. There is no question that the pro
posed Booker 'l'. Washington Memorial 
Veterans Hospital would provide certain 
benefits to certain of our citizens. 

As a matter of fact, any person can 
sit down and figure out things to do 
which would produce certain benefits for 
certain of our citizens. 

The question before this House now 
and constantly before the House in these 
times is whether these proposals are in 
the interest of the over-all welfare of our 
citizens. 

It has been stated, by cynics, I believe, 
that the people, if given the power of 
self-government, would bankrupt their 
government by con8ta.ntly going to the 
Treasury for the means to finance their 
immediate desires. 

Until a few years ago this cynical ob
servr.tion had little basis for support. 
The integrity of the American people 
was such that they preferred to defer 
immediate benefits to themselves in the 
belief that such denial would redound to 
th: benefit of their children. Further
more, they had faith the economic sys
tem of free enterprise would bring about 
these desired things with patience and 
hard work. 

There has been a change in the past 
two dec!l.des. The Treasury is being 
raided every day for worth-while enter
prises. Each person seems to be out
doing the other to figure out riew worth
while projects we might embark upon. 
Those who oppose the expenditure of 
governmental funds for these projects 
are branded as being antisocial and op
posed to the purposes of the project itself. 

So it h&.s become . that those who are 
most concerned with the people's wel
fare are pictured as being opposed to it, 
and those, who in their short-sighted 
way are in effect undermining the future 
prospects of our children, are pictured as 
being imbued with all the fine qualities 
of love for their fellow man. 

However, I have more faith in the 
American people than apparently do 
some. I am impressed with the govern
ment of the State of Utah refusing Fed
eral funds, a city in Illinois refusing a 
new Post office, Congressme1' on the 
floor of this House refusing special funds 
for projects in their own district, and 
similar indications of a. broader view
point. 

I am unimpressed with those colleagues 
of mine who speak on the fioor in favor 

of economy on projects which do not 
affect their districts and yet who cry 
out, "It is such a relatively small a.mcunt 
oJ money" when it involves expenditures 
for projects ·within their district. 

The greatest thing that any of us can 
do for our people . today and for our 
children tomorrow is to start backing 
away at the tremendous Federal debt 
we have piled up. This is the greatest 
thing we can do for our people today 
because herein lies the basic cause of 
inflation which has badly affected our 
standard of living and threatens our 
future. It is the greatest thing we can 
do for our children because we have no 
i·ight to place such a mortgage upon 
them, we who inherited not a debt, but 
a handsome bank balance from our pred
ecessors. 

Economy must begin at home. For 
me it begins in the Twelfth District of 
Missouri. I told my people that when I 
was campaigning for election. I have 
reiterated it time and again. I restate 
it now. I want no person or group from 
the Twelfth District of Missouri writing 
me or seeing me about projects to spend 
money in that district. It will do no 
good. I will oppose it. In return, I ex
pect similar pledges from my colleagues 
down here. 

The talk is of economy, but there is 
little practice of it. Fed~ral funds to the 
free-enterprise system is like dope. It 
h as very valuable medicinal values but 
abused it can produce tragic addicts. 
The dope peddlers are not friends of the 
dC1pe addict though the addict may seek 
the peddler out and cry to high heaven 
if his source is cut off. 

I say it is high time to call the ped
d_lers of Federal funds for what they 
are. Their interest is not the welfare 
of the people. 

Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in opposition to H. R. 314, 
a bill for the establishment of a veterans' 
hospital for Negro veterans in Franklin 
County, Va., at a cost of $5,000,000. I 
have consistently favored the establish
ment and maintenance of all necessary 
facilities for the care of veterans and 
had the efforts on the part of Members 
from the Pennsylvania area been fol
lowed in connection with the Valley 
Forge Hospital much of the expense of 
its premature closing and subsequent re
opening and refurbishing with new 
e('_uipment could have been avoided. 

The proposal to establish this hospital 
is unwarranted because no need for it 
has been shown. Furthermore, this bill 
is OPPosed by the Veterans' Administra
tion as proposing to set up a hospital in 
a remote and isolated area where facil
ities for treatment cannot fail to be re
stricted and inadequate. 

I now come to the best and strongest 
reason for opposing this bill, and that is 
its designation as a hospital for Negro 
veterans. I know of no hospitals which 
are established for the treatment of 
white veterans, or French veterans, or 
Greek veterans or Jewish veterans, or 
veterans who are also members of 
J.ehovah's Witnesses. 

In Korea last fall I saw many seriously 
wounded vete:rans coming off the field of 
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battle and receiving treatment at Army 
hospitals and aboard Navy hospital 
ships. Some were white and some were 
Negro troops, many of the latter from 
the famous Twenty-fourth Regiment of 
the Twenty-fifth Division. There was 
no difference in their courage or their 
gallantry; there was no difference in the 
method of treatment they received, or 
in the character of the wounds treated. 
There was certainly no complaint on the 
part of either Negro or white veterans 
that they were received and treated 
without segregation in the same hospital 
wards; nor did I ever hear any complaint 
from any white or Negro veteran regard
ing the absence of segregation in the 
hospitals. If a man is good enough to 
risk his life for his country his country 
ought to be big enough to extend to him 
equal treatment regardless of race, or 
creed, or color. I am sure that it would 
be very bad p1·opaganda for us and very 
good propaganda for Joe Stalin if the 
Communists abroad were to send out 
word to the yellow peoples of Asia that 
white and Negro troops who served to
gether in Korea, were treated together 
in the same hospitals in Korea, were sep
arated after they returned to the land 
of the free and the home of the brave 
and required to receive treatment in hos
pitals according to the color of their 
skins. Whenever additional facilities 
are required for veterans, let them be 
provided for veterans on the basis of 
their service, their need, and the national 
interest and not on the basis of their 
race, their creed, or their color. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION 

BILL, 1952 

Mr. BATES of Kentucky. Mr. Speak
er, I move that the House resolve it
self into the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union for 
the consideration of the bill <H .. R. 4329) 
making appropriations for the govern
of the District of Columbia and other 
activities chargeable in whole or in part 
against the revenu~s of such District 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1952, 
and for other purposes; and, pending 
that motion, Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- . 
mous consent that general debate con
tinue not to exceed 1 hour, the time to 
be equally divided and controlled by the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. STOCKMAN] 
and myself. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion. 
The motion was agreed to; accord

ingly the House resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 4329, with Mr. PRICE 
in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
By unanimous consent, the first read

ing of the bill was dispensed with. 
The CHAIRMAN. Under the consent 

agreement the gentleman from Ken
tuck:y [Mr. BATES] is entitled to 30 min:-

utes · and the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. STOCKMAN] to 30 minutes. 

Mr. BATES of Kentucky. Mr. Chair
man, I yield myself 10 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, the regular 1952 budget 
for the District of Columbia for the 1952 
fiscal year totaled $136,778,600. This 
was amended on May 17, by proposed 
supplemental appropriations in the 
amount of $3,734,550, bringing the total 
amount of the 1952 budget to $140,513,-
150. This total was made up of $33,339,-
350 for capital outlay and $107,173,800 
for operating expenses. Of the total 
amount requested $3,841,260 was not re
quested to become available for expendi
ture until fiscal year 1953, leaving $136,-
671,890 requested for expenditure during 
fiscal year 1952. The revenues were es
timated to total $139,338,012 which would 
provide a gross surplus of $2,666,122 over 
the amount requested. However, the 
Commissioners estimated $2,250,000 to be 
a necessary reserve for supplemental and 
deficiency appropriations for such activi
ties as civilian defense and control of 
rent ceilings for which no budget esti
mates were submitted pending additional 
legislation. 

The budget submitted by the District 
was based upon a Federal appropriation 
of $11,000,000 to the general fund and 
$1,000 ,000 to the water fund as provided 
by Public Law 195, Eightieth Congress, 
first session. Testimony which we heard 
on this item has thoroughly convinced 
me and I believe also the other members 
of the committee that this is the mini
mum amount which should be appro
priated. It was brought out in the hear
ings that, if taxed, Federal property 
would produce approximately $18,000,-
000. To me this item alone is ample jus
tification of the amount requested. It 
was also pointed out that the water fur
nished Federal agencies would cost $1,-
200,COO if paid for at the rates charged 
other users in the District. Thus, the 
$1,000,000 requested to be appropriated 
to the water fund is $200,000 short of a 
sufficient amount to reimburse the Dis
trict at current water rates. These are 
only two of the very many items of ex
pense which fall upon the District be
cause of the activities of the Federal 
Government at the city of Washington. 

The request of $33,339,350 for capital 
outlay items compares with the total 
granted in 1951 including contract au
thority of $31,507,575. Of course, there 
is no contract authority included in the 
1952 bill. Thus, the budget for 1952 
would provide for an increase, over 1951, 
of $1 ,831,775. Since the cost of con
struction has increased at least 15 per
cent during the last year the budget 
would have provided for slightly less 
actual construction than was provided 
by the 1951 appropriations. The com
mittee was favorably impressed with the 
capital outlay program which was pre
sented to it. It appeared to have been 
rather well planned for the regular 
budget submission and after that sub
mission the Commissioners again re
viewed this program and in the light of 
increased costs, revised it to bring it up 
to date. In revising it they deleted cer-

tain projects which were lowest on the 
priority list in order to provide funds for 
the increased cost of completing other 
projects already started or of higher 
priority. With relatively minor excep
tions the committee has approved the 
capital outlay program. The reductions 
recommended by the committee total 
$441,000. 

The District's budget request of $107 ,-
173,800 for operating expenses repre
sented a total increase of $5,994,023 over 
the amount available for this purpose in 
1951. This increase was made up of over 
$3,500,000 for items of expense over 
which the District has little or no con
trol such as in-grade promotions, the 
District of Columbia's share of the cost 
of United States courts, reimbursement 
to St. Elizabeths Hospital, increased cost 
of electricity, and increases in retire
ment fund requirements which are actu
arily computed. Approximately $2,400,-
000 of the increase requested for operat
ing expenses was for new positions and 
expansion of other administrative fa
cilities. The committee did not feel that 
most of the requested increases for ex
pansion of administrative facilities were 
justified. The committee has, therefore, 
reduced the budget request by $2,295,775 
which represents a net reduction, in con
sidering the budget as a whole, of over 
90 percent in the funds requested for 
additional personnel and expansion of 
other administrative facilities. 
ATHLETIC PROGRAM IN THE PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOLS 

The present procedure, under which 
the athletic program of the public high 
schools is operated, is for each school to 
finance its own program. Naturally the 
income from athletic events varies con
siderably between schools with the result 
that some schools are able to carry out 
a fairly adequate program whereas other 
schools are not able to provide the essen
tials for a minimum program. I have 
had reports that in some cases the lack 
of funds for uniforms and protective 
equipment has made participation in 
athletics actually hazardous. 

The change we have recommended in 
this appropriation item will provide for · 
an equalization of these inequities so 
that pupils in one school will not be 
penalized just because they happen to 
live in a neighborhood that is poor. The 
centralization of purchasing will also en
able the schools to get more per dollar 
since it will enable them to take advan
tage of discounts available when equip
ment is purchased in large quantities. 

I am very strongly of the opinion that 
the benefits to the community will far 
outweigh the small expense of this pro
gram. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BATES of Kentucky. I yield to 
the gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Would the 
gentleman tell the House-I believe he 
did touch ·an it slightly-just how much 
more money is contained in this bill, that 
is, actual working money, above contract 
authorizations, and such? How much 
money is contained in this bill over and 
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above what was available for the pres
ent fiscal year, 1951? 

Mr. BATES of Kentucky. My recol
lection is one-million-eight-hundred
thousand-odd dollars. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. How does 
the gentleman reconcile that with the 
report on page 25, the column headed 
"Bill compared with 1951 appropria
tions" which shows that there is $17,-
000,000 more in this bill than was avail
able in 1951? 

Mr. BATES of Kentucky. If you will 
look through the report you will find 
contract authorizations made last year. 

Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. And was 
that all taken care of? 

Mr. BATES of Kentucky. Yes. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. The dif

ference is accounted for by that. 
Mr. BATES of Kentucky. That is 

right. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. I thank 

the gentleman. 
Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield myself 5 minutes. 
Mr. Chairman, the subcommittee of 

the Committee on the District of Colum
bia dealing with appropriations, I th;nk, 
has worked in splendid harmony this 
year. I think this was due principally 
to the fine chairmanship and leadership 
given the committee by the gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. BATES] and the fine 
spiri.t of cooperation shown by all the 
members of the committee. It was quite 
a little chore to go through this entire 
bill. You all know that due to increased 
costs of all commodities the budget for 
the District is considerably higher this 
year than it has been in the past. We 
tried to keep things down as much as we 
could and yet not curb or cripple any of 
the necessary activities of the District. 
I think the committee perf armed a very 
fine job in this respect. 

One of the major points in contro
versy in the committee was an amount 
of $275,000 requested for the purchase of 
the equipment of the municipal golf 
courses of the District. There was con
siderable debate and discussion on this 
point, but it was unanimously agreed by 
the committee that the amount should 
be denied, which it was. As a result, the 
committee recommends to the House 
that the golf courses be left under the 
private management under which they 
are now operated. 

Mr. BATES of Kentucky. Mr. Chair
man; I yield 10 minutes to the gentle
man from Missouri [Mr. CANNON]. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, as the 
House is now engaged in general debate 
and remarks on any subject are in order, 
I will digress for a moment to discuss a 
subject of perhaps no less immediate 
interest and importance. 

That incomparable premier of all col
umnists and broadcasters, Mr. Drew 
Pearson, "whose predictions have proven 
88 percent correct," announces that on 
Sunday next he will broadcast his pre
diction on President Truman's candi
dacy in 1952. He will tell the Nation 
next Sunday evening whether President 
Truman will be a candidate for the Pres-

idency or whether he will retire from 
public life at the close of his present 
term. 

Mr. Chairman, I propose to beat Mr. 
Pearson to the draw. Mr. Pearson de
fers his broadcast until next week. I 
will go Mr. Pearson one better by not 
only predicting the President's course 
in the next election but by also predict
ing today what Mr. Pearson will predict 
next Sunday. . 

Now I am neither a prophet nor the 
son of a prophet. All I know is what I 
read in the newsµapers. But that is all 
Mr. Pearson knows. He will be gov
erned in his prediction by the inevitable, 
unavoidable, deducible logic of the sit
uation. I likewise will be governed by 
cold reason, by the infallible, ineluctable, 
inescapable sequence of the rapidly mov
ing events which have brought us down 
to this mom~nt-predestined and fore
ordained. 

Naturally Mr. Pearson .and I reach the 
same conclusion-that President Tru
man will be a candidate and that he will 
be renom:i.natad at the Democratic Na
tional Convention at Cbicago in 1952. 

What else could be asked or expected? 
Already it is apparent that the success 
of his foreign p0licy is assured. He has 
given the American people the one thing 
they most desire above all others-free
dom from world war Ill. 

At the beginning of this session of Con
gress it was a toss-up as to when world 
war III would start, with the chances 
shaded in favor of war. There were 
many in a position to judge who thought 
a general war this year was inevitable. 
And with that in mind, every war plant 
in the Nation was geared to top prod·..ic
tion. 

Every day it becomes increasingly cer
tain that President Truman has avoided 
a third world war, for this year, at least, 
with every prospect of pushing a gen
eral war further and further into the 
background until it is no longer a prob
ability and eventually no ·longer a possi
bility. 

He has held Korea. It was freely pre
dicted a short time ago that our forces 
there would have to withdraw or be 
driven into the sea. Against over
whelming odds, under every disadvan
tage, we have destroyed every division 
sent against us. With the support and 
cooperation of gallant allies, we have 
held Korea. Already conditions there 
are being stabilized. By retaining the 
fighting to Korea and preventing its 
spread to Asia and Europe, we have been 
saved from fighting a war on our own 
doorstep. 

Someone asks, "What about the boys 
who have died in Korea?" 

Boys died at Bunker Hill and Valley 
Forge. But they created a nation. Boys 
died at Chateau Thierry and Guadal
canal. But they saved a world. An 
Unknown Soldier lies in glory at Arling
ton and his mother weeps uncomforted. 
Do you say he died in vain? Do you say 
these men who ·died so heroically last 
month across the sea died in vain? 
They saved the untold millions who will 
die if world war III must be fought, and 

the wreckage of the thousand cities 
v.•hich will fall here in the homeland if 
world war III must be fought. They 
died to save a nation a.nd a civilization. 

President Truman has confined the 
fighting to Korea. He has pushed back 
world war III. He has advanced the 
prestige of American arms throughout 
the world. He has inculcated in an im
placable foe a wholesome respect for 
American valor and power. He has 
given notice to the world, in a language 
no one can misunderstand, that America 
keeps her obligations and honors her 
treaties. He has confounded our en
emies and reassured our friends. He 
has wrecked the plans of communism 
and totalitarian autocracy for world con
quest and has rallied the wavering hope 
of a distraught world for permanent 
peace. 

Not only has he given the Nation what 
we most desire, freedom from world 
war III, but he has given us unprece
dented prosperity. He has given us the 
highest standard of living, the largest 
income, we have ever enjoyed. Every 
family in America is living better today 
than they ever lived before. Everybody 
has a job. Employment is at the all
time peak and at the highest wages ever 
known. Our factories are pouring out 
a record :flood of goods, luxuries as well 
as necessities. And while the standard 
of living is rising, the cost of living is 
falling, and price wars in every city are 
forcing down prices and increasing the 
purchasing power of the dollar. 

President Truman is winning the war 
against communism. Only a year ago 
communism was an imminent threat in 
every country on the globe. He has 
united the nations against the common 
enemy. The threat is losing in every 
free election. And here in the United 
States communism was never so im
potent. 
· He has balanced the budget. Original 
estimates by the Treasury indicated a 
deficit of $2,700,000,000 by the close of 
the fiscal year. Today the estimates 
show instead a probable surplus of $3,-
000,000,000. The conference report on 

. the last appropriation bill agreed to here 
in the House shows the greatest reduc
tion in departmental estimates in the 
history of the American Congress. 

The President's administration opened 
with bitter con:fiict in prospect between 
labor and management, and a prospec
·tive drop below parity in farm income. 
Today, labor and management, in com
plete cooperation, and American agricul
ture in enjoyment of a full parity price 
for every farm product, are giving the 
people of the United States the greatest 
prosperity ever earned by any people, of 
any land, in any period in all the annals 
of time. 

Let me repeat the statement made 
here on the :floor a few weeks ago. 
Judged by any criterion of national 
safety or national prosperity, by any 
yardstick of accomplishment, or states
manship, President Truman ranks today, 
and will rank in history, as one of the 
·greatest Presidents to occupy that exalt
ed position. 
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The- CHAIRMAN. 'The time of the 

gentleman from MissoUri has .expired. -
Mr. BATES of Kentucky. - Mr~ Chair• 

man, I Yteld 2 minutes to· the gentleman· 
from Texas CMr. PICKETT]. . · . -. : 

Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous' consent -to speak ~lit of 
order. · · -

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. PICKETT. Mr. Chairman, no· 

doubt every Mem_ber of the House, like 
·myself, has had a numb~r of communica-. 
tions from the merchants in his district 
tegarding the diftlculties confronting 
those merchants in complying with the 
OPS regulations. 

There is in my district a young man 
in the hardware business whose name is 
Jap Lucas, a self-made man. From 
time to time Mr. Lucas has made ef
f arts to present the diftlculties of the 
small-business man to the Congress 
through the proper congressional com
mittee. Unfortunately circumstances 
have prevented that. However, Mr. 
Lucas at his own expense, and on his 
own initiative, has made arrangements 
whereby the Congress can be advised 
first hand of the difficulties a small
business man is now encountering in 
complying wiht the OPS regulations. 

I would like to call attention to the 
fact that on tonight, at 8:30 p, m., day· 
light saving time, over radio station 
WOL, Washington, D. C., Mr. Lucas will 
speak for a number of minutes at his 
own expense, advising you and the coun
try of the situation as he sees it. That 
speech will be repeated on Thursday, 
June 7, at 8:30 p. m., daylight saving 
time. Your courteous attention is a.sked 
to Mr. Lucas' remarks, which will be 
timely and no doubt pungent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas CMr. PICKETT] 
has expired. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. POTTERl. 

Mr. POTTER. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
the indulgence of the House to speak 
out of order. 

I wish I had the crystal ball that our 
friend from Missouri CMr. CANNON] 
possesses, to look into the future to pre
dict what Republican candidate for 
President we may have in 1952. But I 
am quite confident that whatever candi
date we may select out of the vast field 
of capable statesmen, there will be little 
difficulty in disposing of the gentleman 
from Missouri, President Truman. 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield. 
Mr. BROWN of Ohio. I asked the 

gentleman to yield for the reason I know 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD does not al
ways give a true picture of that which 
goes on in the House. Perhaps it should 
be pointed out that the gentleman from 
Missouri CMr. CANNONJ is one of the 
great humorists of the House. He has 
long been known for his jolly smile and 
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for the clever ·things he so often says 
in jest. : Tho'Se of .us present today are. 
sure the ge11tleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CANNON] wa.s jesting when h~ suggested 
that both he and Mr. Pearson gaze into 
the same crystal ball. I might add that 
if future events· should happen to prove 
the gentleman from Missouri to be wrong 
1n ·his prediction as to who will be :nomi
nated and elected president, the fur coat 
and deep freeze trade · of this country is 
going to be ruined. 
. Mr. POTrER. I am sure the gentle
man's observation is true. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 
· _Mr. POTTER. I prefer not to. The 
gentleman from Missouri CMr. CANNON] 
found it very difficult to yield to the 
members on our side. 

The people who know the gentleman 
from Missouri CMr. CANNON] can all ap
preciate the humortone and the hu-. 
morous vein in which he gave his 
remarks. I thought the gentleman's 
remarks about how the President kept 
us out of war were a little far afield. 
It seems to me I recall reading in 
the paper-it might have been Drew 
Pearson's column-that we have about 
150,000 casualties from Korea. I am cer
tain that those men would be inclined 
to disagree with the distinguished gen
tleman from Missouri CMr. CANNON] 
when he takes great pride and pleasure 
in pointing out that our President has 
kept us from war. 

Mr. JACKSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield. 
Mr. JACKSON of California. Do you 

think the gentleman from Missouri 
would have any success in trying to 
convince the parents of those 150,000 
casualties, a large portion of whom are 
dead or missing in action, that we are 
not currently engag~d in a very bitter 
war in Korea? 

Mr. POTTER. I am sure it would be 
a most difficult thing to do. 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield briefly. 
Mr. ARMSTRONG. I wonder if the 

gentleman would not like to ask the dis
tinguished gentleman who just spoke in 
regard to his remark that the war was 
confined to Korea by the President per
sonally, let us say. If he will consult 
the ones fighting over there, I think he 
would find that they would rather go 
ahead and win that war and get it over 
with, than to carry on this stalemate. 

Mr. POTTER. I think probably the 
gentleman from Missouri would find 
time to answer the gentleman's question. 

The reason that I asked for this time 
today was not to gat into a political dis
cussion. But I do want to bring to the 
attention of the House a matter which 
is of vital importance to us in the great 
State of Michigan, and I think also to 
the country. · 

Mr. Chairman, the Committee on Un
American Activities, of which I am priv
ileged to be a member, has been conduct
ing extensive hearings on the extent of 

Communist infiltration in the motion· 
picture industry. The hearings con
ducted this year are a continuation of 
those which began in 1947 when the 
much publicized Hollywood Ten were 
cited for contempt. 
. I believe that the bearings conducted 

under our able chairman, Judge Woon, 
of Georgia, have· provided the Congress 
and the country with valuable informa
tion concerning activities of the Com
munist Party in the motion-picture in· 
c;lustry • 
. It is established without doubt that 

the Communist Party carried on an ex
tensive campaign to gain control of this 
vital industry. Its purposes for con
centrating on the motion-picture indus
try are threefold: First, to obtain funds 
for the party. Here was a reservoir of 
highly paid individuals who could and 
did contribute millions of dollars into 
the coffers of the Communist Party. I 
am convinced that Hollywood was a 
major source of revenue for the party in 
the United States. 

Secondly, the Communists were de
sirous of securing so-called big names or 
public names in their organization for 
prestige purposes. 

The third and ultimate objective of the 
Communist Party's activities in Holly
wood was to gain control of the various 
guilds in order to utilize motion pictures 
as a means of spreading Commu
nist propaganda. 

I believe that the present hearings 
have been more revealing than the hear
ings of 1947. Many individuals who 
have broken away from the Communist 
Party are cooperating with the commit
tee, informing us of their activities while 
they were members of Communist cells 
in Hollywood . . The committee has re
ceived a great deal of valuable informa
tion from the testimony of former Com
munists such as directors Dmytryk and 
Tuttle, writers Richard Collins and 
Strongberg, and actor Sterling Hayden. 

Witnesses who have appeared before 
the committee can be generally classified 
into three categories: First, there are the 
ex-members of the Communist Party 
who have given us the benefit of their 
vast knowledge concerning the activities 
of members of the Communist Party with 
whom they were associated. We refer 
to these as the "cooperating witnesses." 

Another group are those who have 
been subpenaed and when they appear 
before us refuse to cooperate and hide 
behind the fifth amendment to our Con
stitution. These are referred to as "un
friendly witnesses." I think it signifi
cant to point out that anyone who hides 
behind the fifth amendment, who in an
swer to the question as to whether he 
was or had been a member of the Com
munist Party, refuses to answer because 
his reply might tend to incriminate him, 
leaves the committee with only one 
choice: to believe that he is a member 
of the Communist Party. If he were not 
a member or had not been a member, 
certainly a truthful answer would not 
incriminate him and there would be no 
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purpose in seeking the protection of the 
fifth amendrr.ent. 

Another type are persons we call the 
tight rope-walking witnesses, who claim 
they are not members of the Communist 
Party and have never been members. 
They explain that they have joined vari
ous front organizations without know
ing the purposes of the organization or 
that their names were used without their 
knowledge. These witnesses put on an 
act of being extremely naive. The com
mittee ca n only bring out available evi
dence, and it is up to the public to deter
mine whether they should give credence 
to the testimony of these witnesses. 

Of course, we always have those peo
ple on whom we have attempted to serve 
subpenas and who willfully dodge the 
officers by leaving the country or other
wise being unavailable, or who secure 
medical statements to the effect that 
they are in such ill health that they are 
not able to appear before the committee. 

A case in mind is actor J. Edward 
Bromberg , who was issued a subpena 
some time in March 1951, and through 
his attorney, Mr. Popper, submitted a 
letter to our committee accompanied by 
a medicai statement, which I will read. 

A subpena was served on J. Edward 
Bromberg, who was an actor, in March 
of this year. 

Mr. JACKSON of Washington. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. POTTER. I yield. 
Mr. JACKSON of Washington. The 

gentleman said a subpena was served; 
I think the fact is that the subpena was 
issued. 

Mr. POTTER. The subpena was 
served him. His attorney said that Mr. 
Bromberg would be unable to appear be
fore the committee and he cited two cer
tificates from doctors as to his heart 
condition. I insert a copy of the attor
ney's letter and the certificates frum the 
doctors: 

LAW OFFICES, WOLF, POPPER, 
Ross & WOLF, 

New York, N. Y., April 6, 1951. 
HOUSE COMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVI

TIES, 
House Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
(Attention Frank Tavenner, Esquire.) 
DEAR SIR: I am the attorney for Mr. J. Ed

ward Bromberg, who has been subpenaed to 
appear before the House Committee on Un
American Activities on April 12, 1951. As 
I indicated to you on the telephone on 
Thursday, April 5, I shall make a formal ap
plication to the committee to vacate the 
subpena served upon Mr. Bromberg on the 
basis of his physical condition. 

I am enclosing for the information of the 
committee, medical certificates from two 
heart specialists which describe Mr. Brom
berg's condition and indicate that if he is 
compelled to appear before the committee 
he may suffer an attack of heart failure. I 
also have in my possession and will make 
available to the committee electrocardio
graphs taken on March 19, 1951, by William 
I. Gefter, M. D., one of the heart specialists 
whose certificate is enclosed. 

In accordance with our telephone conver
sation, I should appreciate it very much if 

you would arrange for me to appear before 
the committee on April 10, 1951, to make 
the application to vacate Mr. Bromberg's 
subpena. 

Very truly yours, 
WOLF, POPPER, Ross & WOLF, 

By MARTIN POPPER. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., March 20, 1951. 
WALTER MODELL, M. D., 

New York, N. Y. 
R 3: Mr. Edward Bromberg. 

DEAR DR. MODELL: This is to inform you 
briefly of the progress of your patient, Mr. 
J. Edward Bromberg. 

I saw him on March 12, 1951, at which time 
he was in moderate congestive heart failure. 
His heart rate was about 100 and regular. A · 
gallop rhythm was present. There was bi
lateral pulmonary congestion about one-half 
way up the chest posteriorly. His neck veins 
were prominent and his liver was engorged 
and tender. He had slight ankle edema. 
His blood pressure was 160/ 90. I gave him 
2 cubic centimeters of a mercurial diuretic 
intramuscularly and asked him to take 1.2 
milligrams of digitoxin over the next 24 
hours and then 0.2 milligram daily. I 
urged his salt restriction. He was re
markably improved on March 14, 1951, 
There was no evidence of congestive failure 
except for slight hepatic enlargement. His 
ventricular rate was 70 and his blood pres
sure 110/70. At this time I was able to dis
tinguish his heart sounds clearly. As you 
of course know, he has aortic regurgitation 
and mitral stenosis. He has been receiving 
a mercurial diuretic every few days. On 
March 16, 1951, he called and complained 
about substernal discomfort after walking 
several blocks. 1fe came to the office and I 
found slight basal congestion. The pain was 
no longer present. An electrocardiogram 
showed no evidence of a recent myocardial 
infraction. I reduced his digitoxin dosage 
to 0.1 milligram daily. On March 19, 1951, he 
complained of having had several episodes 
of precordial distress, not related to exertion 
however. The location of the discomfort, 
and the characteristics of the pain, strongly 
suggested the picture of clinical coronary in
sufficiency. An electrocardiogram again 
taken (see enclosed) was identical with the 
one taken previously. I advised Mr. Brom
berg to try nitroglycerin sublingually in order 
to determine whether the precordial pain 
could be relieved promptly. 

I will advise you further concerning his 
future progress. 

Very truly yours, 
WILLIAM I. GEFTER, M. D. 

NEW YORK, N. Y., April 1, 1951. 
MR. MARTIN POPPER, 

New York, N. Y. 
DEAR MR. POPPER: Mr. J. Edward Bromberg 

has asked me to write to you. 
Mr. Bromberg has rheumatic heart disease. 

He first visited me because of this in August 
1944 and since he has taken residence in this 
city I have attended him regularly for it. 

Mr. Bromberg discovered that he had rheu
matic heart disease in his youth, but the 
exact time it develored has not been estab
lished. Since its discovery, and until re
cently, his heart disease has been well com
pensated and he has required no treatment; 
Since December 1950 he has complained of 
symptoms of cardiac dysfunction. This was 
treated with mercurial diuretics, with relief. 
In March 1951, in Philadelphia he suffered a 
frank attack of congestive failure. This was 
treated with digitalis and mercurial diuret
ics. This form of treatment has been con
tinued, and Mr. Bromberg is now symptom 
free. 

Treatment and dietary restriction will be 
required for an indefinite period. I have also 
advised Mr. Bromberg to refrain from emo
tional upsets, and to avoid tensions and 
anxieties. There is the possibility that un
less this plan is followed that there will be 
further attacks of heart failure. 

Very truly yours, 
WALTER MODELL, M. D. 

Now it is interesting to note that al
though Mr. Bromberg's health does not 
permit him to appear before the Com
mittee on Un-American Activities, he is 
at the present time staying at the Mich
igan League Building in Ann Arbor, . 
Mich., rehearsing for a play, The Royal 
Family, in which he will make seven ap
pearances in 5 days the middle of this 
month. Apparently his health is suffi
ciently improved since he begged off 
from appearing before our committee to 
allow him to carry on this most strenu
ous week. I think it wise at this point 
to cite from the public record a little bit 
about this man Bromberg. 

During the public hearings before our 
committee on April 24, 1951, Marc Law
rence, a .motion-pictur e actor, testified 
that during 1938 he attended about 12 
Communist cell meetings and that J. Ed
ward Bromberg was in the same cell with 
him. On May 24, 1951, Frank Wright 
Tuttle, a director in the motion-picture 
industry, testified before our Committee 
on Un-American Activities that he, Tut
tle, had been a member of the Commu
nist Party from 1937 to 1947, during 
which time he belonged to perhaps five 
different Communist groups. Mr. Tuttle 
further testified that J. E. Bromberg, an 
actor, was in one of the Communist Par
ty groups with him. 

I would like to quote some excerpts 
from the files of the committee, citing 
the long background in Communist and 
Communist-front activities carried on 
by actor Bromberg: 

The Communist Daily Worker reported on 
November 6, 1933 (p. 2), "the League of Pro
fessional Groups, * * * signed a state
ment urging support of the Communist 
Party platform and candidates in tomor
row's election. * * * Among the sign
ers were: * • J. Edward Bromberg, the 
Group Theater. 

Bromberg has a Communist record a 
mile long, dating back to 1933 when the 
Communist Daily Worker on November 
6, 1933, wrote that the League of Pro
fessional Groups signed a statement urg
ing support of the Communist Party 
platform and candidates in tomorrow's 
election, and among the signers were J. 
Edward Bromberg, of the Group Thea
ter. 

He has been identified with the Na
tional Council of the Arts, Sciences, and 
Professions, which is a Communist-front 
organization; the Hollywood Chapter of 
the League of American Writers, which 
has been under the auspices of the Com
munist Party. He taught for the New 
Theater League, cited as a Communist
front organization. He was active on 
behalf of the National Committee for the 
Defense of Political Prisoners and other 
Communist-front organizations. 
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In September 1939, 1 month after the 

signing of the Nazi-Soviet pact, a group 
of Communist Party stooges issued an 
open letter bearing the title "Open Letter 
for Closer Cooperation With the Soviet 
Union." It should be emphasized that 
the United States and the Soviet Union 
were not at that time collaborating 
against the Axis Powers; on the con
trary, the Soviet Union was collaborat
ing with the Nazis. 

This activity on behalf of the Soviet 
Union during this period of time shows 
a well-disciplined Communist. 

He was also active in the Jewish Peo
ple's Fraternal Order, which was cited 
as a Communist-front organization by 
former Attorney General Tom Clark. 

He was active in the Civil Rights Con
gress, also cited by the Attorney General 
as a Communist-front organization. 

J. Edward Bromberg, identified as an 
actor, sent a petition to the Supreme 
Court of the United States for a recon
sideration of its refusal to hear the ap
peal of the Hollywood 10. This was 
shown in an advertisement inserted in 
the Washington Post of May 24, 1950. 

This gives a thumbnail sketch of 
the long Communist background of J. 
Edward Bromberg, 

I have contacted the University of 
Michigan with regard to Bromberg's ap
pearance there and am advised that The 
Royal Family is produced under the aus
pices of the Ann Arbor drama series. 
This series is sponsored by a committee 
of approximately nine members and has 
no official connection with the University 
of Michigan. However, I understand 
that six members of the staff of the uni
versity are on the committee. 

Apparently the committee contacted 
a casting office in New York to secure 
talent and this talent works with local 
talent at the university to put on plays 
such as The Royal Family. The only 
o.mcial connection with the University of 
Michigan is that the university leases the 
facilities for conducting the plays, It is 
to be regretted that the casting office 
which the Ann Arbor drama series con
tacted should send them a man of 
J. Edward Bromberg's reputation. I am 
afraid that many people will assume that 
this series has the official blessing of the 
university and will be very much con
cerned over the fact that a man of Brom
berg's Communist background should ap
pear in a play there. 

As the university receives partial sup
port from the taxpayers of Michigan, I 
think it should be ever diligent in its 
efforts to make sure that these funds are 
not used to provide university facilities 
for a Communist. 

In order to save the Ann Arbor drama. 
series committee and the University of 
Michigan from undue embarrassment, 
and because we are desirous of having 
Mr. Bromberg appear before our com
mittee, I have asked our committee :to 
take · appropriate action. 

Mr. BATES of Kentucky. Mr. Chair. 
man, I yield 5 minutes to the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. YATESl. 

Mr. YATES. Mr. Chairman, I believe 
our subcommittee has done an able and a 
conscientious job. Yet, as I review the 
work of the subcommittee I cannot 
escape the feeling that ours is a j,ob that 
should b3 done by residents of the Dis
trict of Columbia rather than by Mem
bers of Congress from other sections of 
the United States. I have been on this 
committee for 3 years now; I have be
come somewhat familiar with the activi
ties of the municipal government of the 
District of Columbia, but I feel that even 
though I have tried to do a conscientious 
job I do not have the su.mcient intimate 
and basic knowledge of the institutions 
and the activities of the District to 
qualify me for the job as well as someone 
who lived here during the entire year 
and who worked exclusively on District 
of Columbia problems. Congressmen 
are legislators for the Nation; they are 
not municipal councilmen and have not 
the time and understanding of local 
metropolitan problems to permit their 
doing the type of job which the residents 
of this community deserve. I think that 
the time must come soon when the Dis
trict of Columbia must have home rule 
with city o.mcials responsible to the elec
torate; that they should have the qppor
tunity to pass upon their own appropria
tions. 

The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
STOCKMAN] mentioned the local golf 
courses. I was, I th~nk. the only mem
ber of the subcommittee who dissented 

·from the action of the subcommittee in 
permitting the present operator of the 
golf courses within the District of Co
lumbia to continue his operations. I 
believe that there is much merit to the 
proposition of permitting the District to 
operate these courses. There has been 
much criticism advanced against the 
present operator of the golf courses as 
the result of incompetent bookkeeping 
records, as the result of inadequate serv
ice rendered to the public that has been 
using the· golf courses. The Federal 
Government does have a stake in these 
golf courses because r. certain portion of 
the net profits derived from those golf 
courses is supposed to go to the Federal 
Government. The bookkeeping has not 
permitted an accurate determination of 
the question as to whether the profits 
have been fairly divided. However, in 
the examination that I have made I find 
that there have been a number of im
provements that have been made over 
the last few years in the golf courses 
themselves, that the operator has taken 
a much stronger interest in providing 
facilities for the golfing public, and as 
a result I do not propose to off er any 
amendment to th_is bill which would 
permit the Government of the District 
of Columbia to use su.mcient funds to 
take over the golf courses. How.ever, I 
should like to point out that under the 
terms of the agreement between the De
partment of the Interior, which is the 
landlord, the lessor of these golf courses, 
and the lessee, the District of Columbia 
can take over the golf courses upon the 

expenditure of $275,000, and I am sure 
it is the intention of the committee, as 
brought out in the report, in the event 
the service to the public is not adequate 
or in the event the bookkeeping system 
of the operator is not brought up to date 
and not maintained in a much more 
accurate manner, that the District of 
Columbia should exercise its right under 
the lease and should take over the golf 
courses, and the Congress should provide 
the funds necessary to do so. 

An attempt will be made here today, 
I am sure, to cut· the Federal contribu
tion by at least 10 percent. Under basic 
law the Federal Government is author
ized to expend $11,000,000 as a Federal 
contribution to the District of Columbia, 
plus 1,000,000 for the water fund for 
the District of Columbia. Last year 
that amount, under a similar authoriz
ing statute, was cut by 10 percent. I 
know that as I sat and listened to the 
testimony that was presented to us I 
received the impression that in spite of 
the fact that the budget of the District 
of Columbia government has risen from 
$16,000,000 in the year 1917, to $69,000,· · 
000 in the year 1945 and then to $136,-
000,000 for fiscal year 1952, like all the 
other great metropolitan communities 
throughout the country, the District of 
Columbia is still in very straitened cir
cumstances. I know that the school 
system could stand many improvements; 
that there are a number of schools that 
ought to be built. My own son was to 
matriculate in one of the public schools 
of the District of Columbia, and in hts 
particular grade he found that there 
were 55 pupils for 1 teacher. This 
condition is bad, not only for the chil·· 
dren, but for the teachers as well, and it 
should be improved, but there are not 
sufficient funds. 

I know this, too, that the District of 
Columbia has pending a pay raise for 
certain of its municipal employees. In · 
the event that the Federal contribution 
is cut, the tax rate of the District of 
Columbia will have to be raised. To my 
mind, the city of Washington, the Dis
trict of Columbia, is a Federal city. · I 
believe if you ask every resident in this 
country if he would contribute less than 
10 cents the amount this bill asks him 
to contribute to the upkeep of this Fed
eral city that each one of them would 
answer in the affirmative. 

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

Mr. YATES. I yield to the gentleman 
from New York. 

Mr. KEATING. On that question of 
the tax rate, as I · read this schedule 
statement C, page 23 of the record, it 
would indicate that the tax rate in 
Washington now is r.onsiderably below 
other cities of comparable size. Am I 
correct in that? 

Mr. YATES. The gentleman is cor
rect. I made that point to the assessor 
at the time of the hearings that real
estate taxes were lower than other cities. 
It is lower than other cities of com
parable size, the schedule shows compa• 
rably that, but it is higher than other 
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cities as well. If the gentleman will ex
amine that schedule he will find that to 
be true, but my point is this, if. I may 
be permitted to finish my statement: 
The Federal Government is being asked 
at this time to pay less than 10 percent 
of the entire District of Columbia budget. 
The Federal Government receives many 
services and many types of help from 
the District of Columbia, far beyond the 
value of the contribution authorized. 
On the basis of taxable space alone, its 
tax bill would approximate $18,000,000. 
Those seeking to reduce the amount of 
the Federal contribution are taking· ad
vantage of the government of the Dis
trict of Columbia and the people who live 
in the District of Columbia, because 
under no stretch of the imagination can 
it be said that the Federal Government 
should not make the contribution re
quested in this bill. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 

'Nebraska [Mr. MILLER]. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska· Mr. Chair

man I want to address myself to the bill 
on three topics. One is on the question 
of milk, one on fluoridation, and one on 
appropriations, and perhaps a word 
about some of the public buildings. 

I had hoped to offer an amendment on 
page 17, line 11, after the v:ord "milk", in 
this language: "except milk that meets 
.the standards of the United States Public 
Health Service for grade A milk shall be 
accepted in the District of Columbia." 

I understand that would be legislation 
on an appropriation bill. However, the 
provision on page 17 itself is legislation 
on an appropriation bill. I have spoken 
to the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
SMITHJ and I know he would object to 
such l~gislation on an appropriation bill, 
and I would have to admit that it is 
legislation. 

May I point out to my colleagues that 
the District of Columbia is the only city 
in the United States which has peculiar 
standards for milk in that it requires 
steam sterilization. Thirty-four of the 
States and more than 1,400 cities have 
adopted the United States Public Health 
Service code for grade A milk, the best 
milk you can get in the United States, 
milk just as good as that in the District 
of Columbia. What we have here in this 
area through the Maryland-Virginia 
milk monopoly, if you please, is a tight 
little organization that has prevented 
milk that meets the standards of the 
United states Public Health Service 
code from entering the city. Oh, it came 
in during the war under order from the 
District of Columbia, but now milk is 
being prevented from coming in simply 
because of the tight little monopoly. 
It has made the District of Columbia 
one of the lowest areas for the consump
tion of milk among children of all the 
cities of the United States. That is due 
to the price of milk, the monopoly of 
milk. 

We had a bill in the District Com
mittee last year on the question of 
changing this situation, but the peculiar 
complexion of the committee made that 

change impossible. I understand there 
is a bill coming out of the Committee on 
Agriculture and I hope to put in that 
bill an amendment which will permit the 
milk that is used in 34 States and 1,400 
cities as grade A milk to come into the 
District of Columbia and thus break this 
;monopoly of milk that is a strangle
hold on the people of the District of 
Columbia. The citizens of the District 
deserve the same privileges as those in 
the other States. 

Out at St. Elizabeths they have the 
Public Health Service code for milk, but 
down at the city jail you cannot use it 
legally, you have to have milk handled 
with steam sterilization. It is a ridicu- . 
lous situation and it ought. to be 
changed. I am going to appeal to you 
later on to do that. 

On the question of the fluoridation of 
water, I am disappointed that the com
mittee did not see fit to put it in the 
bill. I understand that it, too, would be 
legislation on an appropriation bill. I 
talked to the chairman of the committee, 
the gentleman . from Kentucky [Mr. 
BATES], and he was favorable to it, but 
it is legislation on an appropriation bill. 
I have asked the bill drafter to present 
a bill which I will introduce to the Dis
trict Committee tomorrow, asking them 
to pass upon the question of the fluori
dation of water. I think it is a step for
ward. It does not cost very much. It 
has been proven that it does stop the 
decay of teeth in children. It is a health 
measure on which we as Members of 
Congress ought to accept some respon
sibility. It is a good preventive for de
cay in teeth. 

One question about the appropria
tions. I have been one Member of the 
House that has been standing up here 
asking for cuts in appropriations, but I 
doubt very much whether we should cut 
the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill. I say that because of the increased 
cost of things. The District budget has 
gone up year. after year. I think as 
Members of Congress, with our people 
coming here from the 48 States and from 
the Territories, visiting here in the Dis
trict of Columbia, we have a direct re
sponsibility as to the amount of money 
we are to contribute as a Federal Gov
ernment to the District. The Federal 
Government owns a tremendous amount 
of property and land in the District of 
Columbia. I doubt very much that we 
are carrying our proper responsibility 
now in the District of Columbia as it re
lates to the appropriation from the Con
gress, and I hope that the amendment 
that is offered to cut it 10 percent does 
not prevail. I have quoted for every cut 
that has ever been offered to an ap
propriation bill in the Congress, but I do 
not believe we should do that here. I 
think we have been rather stingy, if you 
please. As. a Representative from the 
State of Nebraska, I am sure my people 
would want to make their proper con
tribution to the District of Columbia and 
make it a good clean city and one which 
they may well be proud to visit. 

There is one other word I would like 
to say about some public buildings in the 
District of Columbia. When I was chair
man of the District Committee on the 
public health measure I visited all of the 
District buildings. I must point out to 
the Committee on Appropriations that 
there are some buildings, and I am think
ing now of the home for the aged and 
infirm, which is a fire hazard. This Con
gress has a responsibility in that con
nection. I realize since we visited that 
place that a water system to handle fire 
hazards has been installed, but there are 
a number of build,ipgs that are old and 
in need of repair. Here again the Mem
bers of Congress have a definite respon
sibility to see that those public buildings 
are in the shape that they can meet the 
needs of the population of the District of 
Columbia. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal
ance of my time. 

Mr. BATES of Kentucky. Mr. Chair
man, I yield 1 minute to the gentleman 
from Rhode Island [Mr. FOGARTY]. 

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous conzent to speak out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Rhode Island? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FOGARTY. Mr. Chairman, on 

yesterday in Providence, R. I., Providence 
College held its annual commencement 
exercises. My colleague, AIME FORAND, 
who is now serving his thirteenth year as 
a Member of the Congress from the First 
Congressional District of the State of 
Rhode Island, was honored by Providence 
College yesterday afternoon when they 
conferred on him the degree of doctor of 
laws. AIME FORAND has had a long and 
distinguished career in public office in 
the State of Rhode Island, having served 
for many years as a member of the house 
of representatives in Providence and 
then coming here as a secretary to two 
of our most illustrious Members of Con
gress and then taking the ·place of one 
of those Members in 19·36. Because of 
the outstanding service that he has ren
dered to the people of the State of Rhode 
Island, Providence College conferred on 
him yesterday afternoon a well-deserved 
honor by conferring on him the degree of 
doctor of laws, and he is now known as 
Dr. AIME JOSEPH FORAND. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Rhode Island has ex
pired. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
have no further requests for time. 

Mr. BATES of Kentucky. Mr. Chair
man, we have no further requests for 
time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr. Chair

man, I :::ee no reason to try to amend this 
bill with so few Members on the floor. I 
make the point of order that a quorum 
is not present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
. from Minnesota makes the point of or

der that a quorum is not present. The 
Chair will count. 
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Mr. BATES of Kentucky. Mr. Chair

man, I move that the Committee do now 
rise, and on that I demand tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chair
man appointed as tellers Mr. BAus of 
Kentucky and Mr. STOCKMAN. 

The Committee divided; and the tellers 
·reported there were-ayes 41, noes 1. 

So the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. H. CARL ANDERSEN. Mr .. Chair

man, I withdraw my point of no quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Committee 

will rise. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; . and 

Mr. McCORMACK having assumed the 
chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. PRICE, 
Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union, reported 
that that Committee, having had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 4329, the Dis
trict of Columbia appropriation bill for 
1952, had come to no resolution thereon. 
. UNIVERSAL MILITARY TRAINING BILL 

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

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

There was no o°bjection. 
. Mr. WERDEL. Mr. Speaker, I hold in 
my hand a letter from Senator Jack B. 
Tenney, of the State Legislature of Cali
fornia. He has for many years been 
head of the un-American activities com
mittee of our legislature. He has sent me 
a copy of a letter addressed to the gen
tleman from California CMr. HILLINGS]. 
·He has mailed a similar copy to other 
Members of the House, pointing out the 
dangers of dual control and dual power 
of the technique of communism that he 
sees in the present universal military 
training bill which will be considered 
under the conference report tomorrow. 

His letter is as follows: 
CALIFORNIA LEGISLATURE, 

. SENATE, 
June 3, 1951. 

with material that, at first glance, appears 
extraneous. 

At the out-set, you should understand 
that there is no objection whatsoever to the 
1dea of universj;l.l military training per se. 
This proposal has long been .advocated by 
the American Legion and oth~r patriotic or
~anizations and has generally enjoyed the 
full support of the people. As a Legionnaire, 
I have consistently supported the general 
idea and still do. My first concern with the 
pending bill is the result of a statement by 
?-Tatiana! Commander Erle Cocke, .Jr., before 
the subcommittee of the Senate Committee 
on Armed Services, January 22, 1951. At that 
time (see p. 702, Hearings by Preparedness 
Subcommittee of the Senate Committee on 
Armed Services) , Commander Cocke made 
the following statement: "We want to make 
it clear that the plan before you is not uni
versal m111tary training of the type so long 
advocated by the American Legion and sup
ported by the people." (S. 1 was later 
amended into the House bill.) 

In order to understand the objections now 
being raised against the final passage of this 
legislation, the following background must be 
carefully considered. (It is fUlly documented 
and I am sure that you can secure docu
mentation through the Library of Congress.) 

The successful overthrow of the Kerenski 
government in the 1917 Bolshevik revolution 
in Russia was chiefly predicated on Lenin's 
concept of dual power. This idea was suc
cessfully applied by the Bolsheviks under 
Lenin's direction by utilizing the soldiers 
and sailors soviets (committees). Upon his 
return from exile in Finland, Lenin raised 
the slogan "All power to the Soviets." 
Alongside the Kerenski government the so
viets of workers, soldiers, and sailors depu
ties assumed and exercised governmental 
powers so that the dissolution of the Rus
sian Constituent Assembly at Lenin's and 
Trotsky's order became a mere detail and was 
accomplished without firing a shot. 

Dimitrov, at the Seventh World Congress of 
the Comintern in Moscow in 1935, enunciated 
the Trojan-horse policy which embodied tn 
concrete language the dual-power concept. 
From 1935 onward this strategy of the Trojan 
horse-dual power idea has controlled the 
thinking of the top brass tn the Communist 
Party of the United States. The general 
strategy has slopped over into the thinking 
and techniques of radical left-wing Socialists 
and undoubtedly dominates inner-circle 
directives. 

Hon. PATRICK J. · HILLINGS, Earl Browder, reporting to the national 
Congressman, Twelfth California [)is- . executive committee of the Communist Party 

trict, House Office Building, Wash- 1n 1944 emphasizes the dual-power concept 
ington, D. C. - in considerable detall (see the Communist for 

DEAR PAT: Interested citizens and organ!- March 1944). You are. undoubtedly familiar 
zations in Los Angeles County and through- with the paper by Hitler's last chief of staff, 
out the State have contacted me in reference Gen. Heinz Guderian, written in an American 
to the universal m111tary training bill which, · prison camp at the specific direction of top 
I understand, is to come before the House American staff officers. I understand that 
this week for concurrence in free conference the Guderian study was made after the en
amendmerits. I have not had an opportunity actment of the armed services unification 
to see · the bill as now amended, but I am 
familiar withs. 1 which replaced the Houce law. Congressman WERDEL, in my opinion, 
bill by amendment. Likewise, I do not has done a magnificent public service in 
know what the free conference amendments bringing this matter to public attention. It 
are and therefore am unable to evaluate the seems to me that the questions asked by 
proposal as it appears tn its final form. Re- ToM WERDEL should be satisfactorily an
gardless of the amendments, it appears that swered before the final passage of the pres
the basic provisions of the act are retained ent UMT bill. Heinz Guderian himself 
and that the objections heretofore raised stated that he made the study ."at the re-
are therefore still valid and worthy of con- quest of the Historical Division of the United 
sideration. States Army." As far as I have been able to 

Objections to this type of legislation are · ascertain, no one has answered WERDEL's 
extremely difilcult to present in vfow of the question as to why the -request was made. 

· fact that understandable argumeI?-ts go more The Guderian plan may be said to outline 
to the background than to the legislation a military high command, completely in the 
itself and must, consequently, be .coupled Prussian general staff mold, advocating a. 

thorough mllitary dictatorship in time Of 
war-and in peace as far as civilian problems 
effect the military. The plan, as you prob
ably very well know, details the organization 
of a nation under military dictatorship so 
that its people, its economy, its politics, and 
its thinking, may be effectively directed and 
controlled by the high command. It appears 
to many (and it so appears to me) that the 

· essence of the Guderian recommendations is 
included in the pending UMT bill. 

The present bill on which you will be 
called upon to vote sometime this week ap
pears to fit in with the foregoing in tlie 
following respects: Total conscription (S. 
1, 82d Cong, subsec. A, sec. 4); total censor
ship and control of the press; forced labor, . 
et cetera. In view of the fact that Congress 
appears to have lost the constitutional right 
to declare war and to determine whether or 
not the Armed Forces of the Nation are to be 
sent to the four corners of . the world, it 
would seem that subsection D, paragraph 2 , · 
of section 6 effectively bypasses the chain 
of command placing full power in the Secre
tary of Defense rather than in the President 
of the United States as the supreme com
mander of the Armed Forces of the country. 

It seems to me that the provision of the 
bill providing that the legislation go into 
effect some tim.e in the future, together with 
the general provision that the foregoing 
points apply to peacetime, should give our 
Representatives in Congress ground for pause 
and further study. · 

Finally, your attention ts called to article 
7 of the United Nations Charter. The ap
plication of the provisions of this article ' to 
the pending UMT bill should become sig- , 
nificant and should not be dismissed with
out a good look at the records and philosophy 
of the individuals who may be empowered 
to administer the act. 

The original UMT proposal contemplated 
a period of military training for the youth 
of the Nation for the specific purpose of per
manent military reserves to be called upon 
in time of war or emergency. This ts the 
idea sponsored by the American Legion and 
patriotic organizations throughout the Na
tion. It was never contemplated that such 
legislation should embody a dual-power con
cept which might bypass both the President 
and Congress for the purpose of establishing 
a socialistic mllitary dictatorship in time of 
peace. 

There ls much more that I would like to 
say to you on this subject but I believe the 
foregoing will indicate to you the general 
scope of objections. Many people who have 
given sincere study to t'.!:le problem find a 
terrifying analcgy in Lenin's dual-power con
cept and the present proposal. Lack of con
fidence in Truman, Acheson, Mai:shal, et al., 
1s apparently basic in the minds of most peo
ple and this same lack of confidence un
doubtedly contributes considerably to fear 
and suspicion of the UMT bill as now writ
ten. Regardless of the cause, ~t appears to 
me that the foregoing factors are worthy of 
consideration and study. Congress should 
see to it that the mllitary remains under 
complete civilian control; that the consti
tutional powers of the President and the 
Congr'1SS be in no wise weakened and that 
the letter and the spirit of the Constitution 
and the Bill of Rights be fully preserved and 
maintained .for the people of the United 
States in time of peace. 

Very sincerely, 
JACK B. TENNEY. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri asked and 
.was granted permission to address the 
.House tomorrow, June 7, 1951, for 15 
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minutes, following the legislative busi
ness of the day and any other special 
orders heretofore entered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from California [Mr. WERDEL] is 
recognized for 30 minutes. 

LOCAL AUTONOMY IN UNIONS 

Mr. WERDEL. Mr. Speaker, we meet 
in a beautiful Chamber recently remod
eled within ·stone walls. We anticipate 
its perpetual use. We have installed two 
beautiful clocks so that we may tell each 
expiring instant of the march of time, 
but those clocks also mark off the re
maining time until corruption at home 
or violence from abroad will penetrate 
these stone walls and adjourn this coun
cil of freemen permanently. 

As their counsel we must pass laws for 
freemen to live by. They cannot live 
free by executive directive. The battle 
cry of Boston was "No taxation without 
representation." The same cry is heard 
today, expressed in the words "No more 
government by executive decree." Our 
Chief Executive should realize that 
Americans admit temporal subservience 
to no mortal man whether he be military 
leader, religious leader, labor leader, 
president of a business trust, or Presi
dent of the United States. It is under
standable that most of us are deeply con
cerned with respect to our dangers from 
abroad. However, too few of us are con
cerned with our disorders here at home. 
Domestic disorders magnify the threat 
from abroad and domestic disorders give 
hope and encouragement to our plunder
ing foreign enemy. It has been well said 
that we are in danger "not so much by 
our enemies' power as by our own neg
lect." It is not so much the potency 
of our enemies as the weakness of our
selves that threatens us. 

In regard to domestic weaknesses, a 
large segment of our people are losing 
confidence in their Government; the 
Congress has delegated its powers to be 
exercised by nonelected officials; . the 
Executive has surrounded himself with 
incompetent and corrupt advisers and 
cannot get good advice to perform our 
delegated duties; we have locked up some 
traitors but further investigation is 
thwarted by Executive orders which pro
tect the big brain who is yet unknown; 
their per-capital portion of our national 
debt now exceeds the total assessed valu
ation of some counties; with each ses
sion of Congress we further oppress and 
depress our citizens; we are exhausting 
our natural resources to buy disrespect 
abroad; we have closed down our stra
tegic metals industry; we now say we will 
either expand the national debt or apply 
ruinous taxation; we are destroying 
Christian self-reliance by political ·brib
ery programs; we pay tribute to foreign
ers in an effort to buy their friendship;· 
we allow leaders of enslaved groups to 
destroy law and order if they can turn 
over some votes; a segment of our free 
press is more interested in building its 
circulation than it is in presenting our 
true domestic and foreign condition to 
the American people; many so-called 
leaders of the minority party refuse to 

do their duty and draw the issues against 
corruption for the guaranteed bloodless 
revolutfon of the election: day. . 

Mr. Speaker, all civilizations have dis:.. 
covered that changing economic and 
social conditions create new equitable 
rights, the recognit ion of which is de
manded by the governed from their 
government. When those rights were 
not recognized, governments have al
ways been overthrown from within by 
some leader offering to the have-nots 
what the haves have. There would 
have been no Napolecn if he had not 
bribed the poor against the rich. He 
bribed Catholic Ireland against Protes
tant England; Protestant Switzerland 
against Catholic Europe. He ~ribed the 
Mussulman of North Africa against all 
Christendom. Napoleon set up a new 
-system of banking in order to redivide 
the accumufated wealth for political 
purposes. He defined new minority 
groups, told them what their troubles 
were and advised them to come to 
Napoleon to find relief. 

It is more than coincidence that people 
rising in revolt to define new equitable 
rights have never experimented with free 
governinent except that area of the world 
which lives by the Old and New Testa
ment. We here in this body are under 
oath of office to define new equitable 
rights into laws so that they may be 
enforced· by poor men in local courts. 
However, we· stumble on today through 
public lies and self-deception. We ap
pear to have lost our virtue and public 
morals. Under such circumstances, 
liberty is, of course, the greatest of all 
evils because it is folly, vice, and mad
ness without instruction or restraint. 
These and others, Mr. Speaker, are listed 
as assets at the Kremlin which they may 
subtract in order to determine their 
necessary military strength. 

It is, therefcre, little wonder what 
our Communists at home and their social 
planning running-mates are so bold. 
They know that Russia need move no 
Russian armies into the field against us. 
We need no foes abroad-just the tick
ing of our beautiful clocks will ruin us. 

Our ship of state is checked and 
turned willy-nilly in its course. Its 
skipper who received his papers by using 
our delegated powers in political bribery 
and chicanery is perplexed by the results 
of his own follies. 
· Even though there are some follies 
which baffle argument, which go beyond 
ridicule and which excite no feeling in 
me but disgust, I have just introduced a 
bill by which I hope to correct one of 
those follies. In the past, this admin
istration and its predecessors provided 
the means whereby a handful of individ
uals gained autocratic power over the 
·Welfare and livelihood of 16,000,000 
American families. This administration 
now lives in fear of those autocrats and 
their power. These autocrats get a spe
cial dispensation from this administra
tion if they agree to turn over the vote 
through a controlled labor press. In re
turn for publishing falsehoods, half
truths, and slanted news releases in their 
controlled press and for forcing work-

ingmen and their families to contribute 
to the administration's campaign fund 
or lose their jobs, these autocrats have 
been given :powers by this administration 
and its predecessor which now threatens 
to destroy our country. The dispensa
tions they receive places them above and 
beyond the law. They are in fact trus
tees over the welfare and earning power 
of 16,000,000 families with additional 
power to affect the national security and 
the welfare of all of the other families 
of America, most of whom are working
men. These politically anointed so
called labor leaders purporting to spea~ 
for all workingmen are in Washington 
spending large sums of money to enforce 
a socialist labor policy which they claim 
to be a peoples' mandate. Like other 
autocrats, they are puffed up with per
sqnal pride and· arrogance and despise 
Government regulations that limit their . 
activities and place responsibility on 
them. 

By Executive Order 10233 issued April 
21, 1951, the Presiderit of the United 
Statf~s has again capitulated to these 
autocrats. contrary to the expressed 
will of this Congress, the President, by 
Executive decree, has granted powers to 
the Wage Stabilization Board to com
pletely destroy the rights of individual · 
workingmen and their families as estab:. 
lished under the Labor-Management 
Relations Act. The American public ts 
demanding to know why these Executive 
decrees have been made. The autocrats · 
are silent. They rely completely upon 
their claim to.have turned over the vote 
in the past and their promise to do it 
and collect campaign funds in the fu
ture. At the present time, the admin
istration is expressing itself before the 
Labor Committee of this House. Its ex
pressed reasons are nothing more than 
platitudes expressed to support these 
autocrats who have power over men and 
their families who in turn enjoy no 
secret ballot in their election. 

As citizens of the United States, we 
must admit that the Wagner Act which 
gave unions protection and the right to 
organize were laws placed on the statute 
books as the result of public opinion. 
The American public also knew for 
many years prior to 1947 that the Wag
ner Act had to be amended to provide 
the foundation for industrial peace. 
Unreasonable labor leadership had to be 
controlled because there were many la
bor abuses as well as racketeering. Or
ganized labor lost many friends because 
their leaders would not admit that their 
power like that of all other leaders and 
tl'.ustees could not be arbitrary. In 
other words, public opinion was again 
demanding in 1947 a change in behalf 
of the public interest. Management no 
longer had sufficient · authority over its 
employees to do a good job of managing. 
Investors were fearful of making invest
ments. Many businessmen were con
sidering closing their shops to avoid r_!:td
ical leadership. Places of employment 
were closed while a branch of one union 
fought another . branch of the same 
union or had jurisdictional disputes 
with a different union. So far as the 
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Wagner . Act was concerned, the public 
was apparently expected to wait until 
one union licked the other and if at the 
end of tl;.at time, the employer was still 
in business he was to accept blame for 
all of the dimculties and commence pro
duction as usual 

Under the Wagner Act, the American 
public was disgusted. Some of our la
bor leaders who never had to carry a 
traditional and secret ballot election of 
their unions had. the power to shut off 
the coal or steel supply, turn off the 
lights and stop our shipping and 
communications. These labor leaders 
boldly claimed that labor was above the 
law, that organized labor held special 
privileges above and beyond the needs 
of the rest of the people even when 
those people were speaking through 
their Government, the United States of 
America. 

Remember back in May of 194C, when 
President Truman made a hysterical call 
to Congress for power to draft the strik
ing railroad employees into the Army. 
The memory of that incident is still 
fresh in the minds of all of us. We must 
make sure that neither President Tru
man or anyone else will ever have the 
power to force men to work against their 
v:ill. It behooves us today to also re
member that President Truman's re
quest in May of 1946 came the year fol
lowing the report that a bill had been 
drafted at the Pentagon to draft all men 
into military service to work in our 
industries. · 

Farmers all over the country were 
seriously worried because they had lost 
thousands of tons of food stuffs due to 
the fact that a union would not deliver 
their products and would not unload 
their products without high special fees 
paid to these new autocrats. These are 
un-American activities and the public 
demanded a curb on them. 

Congress met in 1947 and through its 
Senate and House Labor Committees, 
meeting for several months, gave every
one an opportunity to be heard. That 
Congress made a great step forward in 
the American industrial economy by 
passing the Labor-Management Rela
t~ons Act of 1947 in which it took the 
first step after many years under the 
Wagner Act to define and protect four 
classes of rights based upon American 
industrial experience. Those classes of 
rights were as follows: the individual 
worker, the union, the management, and 
the public. 

It is fundamental that any statutory 
law meet the test of time as to whether 
or not it is beneficial to the public in
terest and that it will be amended when 
it has been demonstrated to the legis
lature that it is not for the public in• 
terest either in total or in part. It is also 
fundamental that whenever new equi
table rights are demonstrated to have 
come into existence under statutory law, 
that law must be amended in order to 
define those rights in the public interest. 

Mr. Speaker, we in America must re
call for our own benefit and for the ben- · 
efit of the next generation that this 
country was conceived as a poor-man's 
country and was criticized as such. The 
critics were of the frame of mind that 

you could not turn the control of the 
Government over to the working classes 
and still protect that Government from 

· the passions of the governed. It was 
said that "It is ordained in the eternal 
constitution of things that men of in
temperate minds cannot be free. That 
tl:eir very passions forge the chains to 
rebind them." The framers of our Con
stitution replied that American people 
of all classes would forever cherish the 
right to compete in accordance with 
thei:- individual relative excellence. 

It is, there! ore, incumbent upon the 
American people and this Congress to 
protect the rights of the individual work
ingman that I have just mentioned as 
being defined in the Labor-Management 
Relations Act of 1947. That is our duty 
if we are to require of him, as we must, 
his obligation to defend the American 
way of life. We must insure his right to 
bargain collectively in this industrial age. 
However, we must insist that he have the 
opportunity for his benefit and for na
tional security to control his labor lead
ers and his union which now carry great 
power; 175 years of experience under 
our form of government demonstrates 
that he will act reasonably if he is given 
the right. 

Mr. Speaker, on April 3 of this year 
I made a documented speech under a 
special order of this House. I believe 
that I demonstrated the intention of 
this administration to control its frank
ensteins through military socialism be
cause in its opinion the American people 
are no longer fit to be free. This ad
ministration assumes that the American 
people will accept military socialism in 
time of war emergency. His acts in
dicate that our President intends to as
sume complete Executive control of our 
economy, our press, foreign policy, in
cluding the drafting of labor, under 
newly discovered inherent powers of the 
President in war emergencies. Yet his 
appointees and attorneys are talking 
about his inherent powers at the 
present time resulting from the war 
emergency when the Congress has not 
declared w·ar. I submit to you that he 
believes the American people will accept 
those tactics as the only means left to 
control a handful of men who boldly 
threaten to destroy our war-making po
tential for their own personal power and 
gain. 

The pay-offs by this administration to 
their frankensteins have been astound
ing. In spite of the antitrust laws, the 
executive departments of our Govern
ment aided its frankensteins in estab
lishing the policy of bargaining across 
whole industries in labor relations. That 
policy is now being used in over 20 
unions, including coal, iron, automobiles, 
electrical appliances, household appli
ances, shoes, clothing, steel, and many 
others. Such bargaining is not against 
the employer but is against the Ameri
can consumer, 90 percent of whom are 
other workingmen, aged people, and 
farmers. 

Mr. Speaker, last year this adminis
tration supported a bill to make it a 
crime for an employer to pay less than 
75 cents an hour even though he could 
not afford to do so as a minimum wage. 

At that time the administration said that 
12;000,000 people would be benefited 
and that they should receive at least $1 
an hour. I want to point out recent 
political demagoguery of this adminis
tration in appealing to the workingmen; 
by Executive order it has now made it 
a crime for an employer to pay more 
than 75 cents per hour. It did this 
after it acted in collusion with its labor 
Frankensteins to put a wage differential 
in a workingman's car of about $400 
and comparable wage differentials in 
shoes, clothing, and household appli
ances. It did it after it froze those wage 
differentials into the necessities of life of 
other workingmen for a period that it 
estimates to be at least 10 years. It now 
says it will allow cost-of-living escalator 
clauses as political bribery to keep the 
labor demagogs in control of their 
unions so that they can turn over the 
vote and make campaign collections. 

Mr. ·speaker, I believe in this indus
trial age that workingmen should have 
the right to bargain collectively with 
their particular employer. However, a 
growing number of our people today be
lieve that organized labor should be out
lawed because it is threatening the se
curity of the United States and our form 
of Government. I do not believe that to 
be true, if this Congress will perform its 
duty to define equitable rights in this in
dustrial age into laws that can be en
forced by poor men in local courts. 
Labor leaders are in fact voluntary trus
tees. Their responsibilities and duties 
must be defined. Their beneficiaries are 
the workingmen and their wives who 
the trustees purport to represent. The 
general public must also be protected in 
connection with their activities. Cer
tainly we cannot condemn the right to 
bargain collectively in the national in
terest unless we first give the benefici
aries of those trustees the right of a 
truly secret ballot in their election. We 
must also give those beneficiaries the 
right of a truly secret ballot on the issue 
of whether or not a strike should be 
called against the employer. At the 
present time these autocrats hold the 
power to determine who should stay in 
businesf: as employers and manufac
turers and who should go out. They 
have the power by bargaining across in
dustries to create new marginal pro
ducers. We must give unions local 
autonomy. The only alternative to this 
action is that the labor movement will 
destroy itself as it did in England and in 
Germany where the workingman found 
that it makes little difference whether a 
demagog springs first from the left or 
the right. 
. Mr. Speaker, the bill that I introduced 
does the following things: 

Although the strike ballot provisions 
and the provisions respecting the elec
tion of union omcers are separate, the 
bill has one single l:::road objective, for 
example, insuring to rank-and-file em
ployees freedom of choice in deciding 
whether or not they should go out on 
strike and what men they shall select for 
union office. Consequently, the bill may 
be aptly cited, as section 1 provides, as 
the "Democracy in Union Act, 1951." 
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Sections 2~ 3, and 4 of the act create, 
a system under which the -exercise of 
the right to strike is conditioned · upon 
the use of the facilities of the National 
Labor Relations Board and the taking of 
a secret ballot. As a result of the in- · 
validation of the Bonin-Tripp Act-
Michigan antistrike law-by the United 
States Supreme Court, it is no longer 
possible for States to pass· statutes re
quiring strike votes in industries which 
are subject to the Taft-Hartley Act. 
The Taft-Hartley Act ·its.elf contains no 
provisions for strike votes except to the 
extent to which the· Conciliation Service 
and the parties resort to such a device. 
The only mandatory provision in the 
Federal law with respect to strike bal
lots occurs in the national emergency 
provisions of title II in which the con
duct of such a referendum by the Labor 
Board is the last step preceding the vaca
tion of the injunction. 

Under section 3 <b> of my bill, no 
strike is legal unless the labor organiza
tion which proposed to call it serves a 
45-day notice upon the National Labor 
Relations Board as well as upon the em
ployer. The 45-day notice should not 
impose an undue hardship upon labor 
unions as they are now required to serve 
a similar 60-day notice under section 8 
(d) of the Taft-Hartley Act upon their 
employer if they propose to invoke the 
termination clause or reopening clause of 
an existing agreement. The Taft-Hart
ley Act, however, does not provide for 
any such notice where there is no con
tract in existence, whereas my bill would 
require a 45-day notice, both upon the 
Board and the employer, irrespective of 
contract. During the period the 45-day 
notice is in effect, presumably the parties 
would seek to adjust their differences by 
collective bargaining and by resort to the 
Federal Mediation and · Conciliation 
Service. After the 45-day period has 
expired, if the notice is still pending, the 
NLRB must then take a secret ballot 
during the succeeding 15 days on the 
question of whether or not the employ
ees are willing to accept the final offer 
of settlement made by the employer. 

Section 3 ( c) of my bill provides that 
such balloting shall be conducted by 
mail. Presumably the Board would 
make regulations comparable to those re
lating to the casting of absentee ballots 
under State law so that the envelope 
containing th~ ballot would bear on it the 
signature of the employees. Observers 

. may be present at the actual tally of the 
ballots but presumably the identity of 
the voter would not be revealed to ·the 
observers. Of course, during the period 
in which the ballot is pending, both un
ions and employers may address argu
ments to the voters. It was not consid
ered necessary to put such a clause in 
the bill, for the right of free speech in 
labor disputes is already assured by sec
tion 8 <c> of the Taft-Hartley Act. 

One of the purposes of the secret ballot 
provided in section 3 (c) through using 
mail facilities is to permit such ballots to 
be taken out of the inftuence of mob 
psychology. It is designed to allow a 
man and his wife to discuss the probable 
effects of a strike in connection with 
their own welfare. -It· will thus give a 
housewife an opportunity to advise in 

connection with periodic-interference in· 
the family income. I believe the time 
has come when the Congress must admit 
that the American housewife is entitled 
to at least ~n opportunity to advise wit:P. , 
her husband in connection with such· 
matters: My bill also provides that not 
more than one of these strike referenda 
should be conducted in the same bar_- . 
gaining union in any one year. . 

Section 4 provides that a strike may 
be conducted only if a majority of the 
employees eligible to vote reject the final 
offer of settlement. Unless the Labor 
Board certifies this fact, it becomes ·a 
criminal offense to instigate strikes or to 
encourage them directly or indirectly by 
picketing or paying strike benefits. 

Section 5 deals with elections for union 
office. It provides ·that no officer of a 
labor organization may continue to hold 
office unless there is an opportunity for 
a free election every 2 years under reg -
ulations prescribed by the Secretary of 
Labor. Unions violating this section lose 
their right to represent employees under 
the terms of the National Labor Rela
tions Act and may not file any p~tition 
or charges with the Board. In general, 
the provisions of this section, except for 
a minor modification in subsection (c), 
were taken verbatim from H. R..418, now 
pending in the House Labor ·committee. 
In the event the provisions of my bill 
cause a vacancy to exist in labor leader
ship necessary to protect the rights of 
union membership, my bill also provides 
that the local courts shall have jurisdic
tion to appoint a trustee to fill that va
cancy until a union election has been 
held. 

Section 6 contains definitions of terms 
which are used in the preceding subsec
tions. 

·Section 7 exempts disputes subject to 
the provisions of the Railway Labor Act 
from the provisions of the proposed bill. 

Section 8 contains the conventional 
provisions with respect to the rights of 
individual employees. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe early action on 
my bill is an urgent necessity. If we are 
to avoid military socialism, we must 
guarantee local autonomy in unions and 
we must place responsibility for law en
forcement in this subject at the local 
level. If we do that, we can again rely 
upon the patriotism of our people to see 
that law and order is enforced in the 
local area through their local courts and 
police officers. We must destroy the 
powers held by irresponsible individuals 
to force our people on the trail to so
cialism. 

Surely it is now clear to everyone that 
our demogogic administration will not 
take action against these Frankensteins 
created by itself for political purposes. 
It offers the American people only a fear 
program in foreign affairs and it is pres
ently creating the situation whereby it 
will off er the American people military 
socialism as the only solution for domes
tic corruption. 

The answer is clear, Mr. Speaker, the 
arrogance and boldness of the bureau
cratic Cossacks riding through the halls 
of this Congress as the creatures of this 
administration are now inflicting fear 
into the administration itself. We in 
this Congress must have the courage to 

act ·as .the representatives of our -people· 
or all is lost. The real reason baek of 
the President's Executive· order on last . 
April 21 creating new dispute powers in 
tne Wage Stabilization Board is that · 
these bold, arrogant, ·nonelected, selfish, 
political and self-serving lal;>or bosses. 
know that they cannot exact their trib
ute from their workingmen if they live 
by the provisions ·of the Taft-Hartley 
Act. If they live by that act . the Ameri
can patriot as a union member is able 
to control their action. The President 
created these new powers . in the Wage. 
Stabilization Board so that he could 
point to its recommendations in grant
ing new concessions to these autocrats ' 
at the expense of all of the families in 
America, to justify his cowardly · action· 
of capitulation. · 

There is always a mandate of the peo
i::le to improve a workingman's condition. 
in our country. There is never a man
date to create dual government or to 
create government within government 
which must be controlled by military 
socialism. It makes no difference wheth
er we first view new kings and emperors 
approaching from the left or the right. 
We do not want them. There is never · 
a mandate in republican government or 
in proper union structure to turn the 
clock back. 

The· SPEAKER pro · tempore [Mr. 
KING]. The time of the gentleman from 
California [Mr. WERDELJ has expired. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

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

To Mr. KENNEDY and Mr. KEARNS 
· (at the request of Mr. LucAs) for an in
definite period, on account of official 
business. · 

To Mr. PATTERSON (at the request of 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts); for June 
6, on account of death in family. 

To Mr. MORANO (at the request of Mr. 
MARTIN of Massachusetts), for June 6, 
1951, on account of official business. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BOLLING asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in three 
instances, in . two to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. PRIEST asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks and in
clude an address by the Speaker of the 
House to the graduating class of the 
University of Texas. 

Mr .. HEFFERNAN asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include an article, and also to include an 
address by Rear Admiral Lamont Pugh, 
delivered at the graduation exercises of 
the nurses' training school of the Jewish 
Hospital of Brooklyn, N. Y., on May 14, 
1951. 

Mr. BAILEY asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include a brief prepared by the Honor

. able CARL D. PERKINS and presented be
fore the Federal Power Commission. 

Mr. RAINS asked and was given per,. 
mission to extend his remarks and in
clude a brief entitled "Advertising and 
the American Economy," by Mr. Carmage 
Walls, of Gadsden, Ala. 

Mr. DOLLIVER asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in two 



1951 -. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 6213 
instances; in one to include a letter from 
a constituent, Mr. Leo Lynch, of Clarion, 
Iowa, in regard to the ceiling on cattle 
prices, and in the other a radio address 
by Prof. R. M. Bliss, formerly director 
of extension for Iowa State College en
titled "Infiation and the Beef Cattle 
Price Roll-back." 

Mr. VAN PELT asked and was given 
permission to extend his own remarks in 
the Appendix. 

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

Mr. JAVITS asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in two 
instances, in each to include extraneous 
material. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri asked and 
was given permission to extend his re
marks and include extraneoris matter. 
. Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCORMACK] 
may extend his remarks in the Appendix 
of the RECORD and include a very 
thoughtful editorial from the Boston 
Post. · · · - · 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROGERS of Florida asked and 

was given permission to extend his re
marks and include an address by Mr. 
Dickinson. 

Mr. KERSTEN of Wisconsin asked 
and was given permission to extend his 
remarks in two instances and include 
extraneous matter. 

Mr. EDWIN ARTiiUR HALL asked 
and was · given permission to extend his 
remarks in three instances. · 

Mr. D'EWART asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include a quotation. 

Mrs. HARDEN asked and was given 
permission to extend her remarks and 
include an editorial appearing in the 
Farm Journal. 

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin asked and 
was given permission to extend his re
marks. 

Mr. MULTER asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in four 
instances and include extraneous mat
ter. 

:Mr. MULTER asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include a transcript of the Golden Jubi
lee of the Jewish National Fund, not
withstanding the fact· that it will ex
ceed two pages of the RECORD and is es
timated by the Public Printer to cost 
$512.50. 

Mr. RODINO asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks and in
clude an editorial. 

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

Mr. FULTON asked _and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include an article appearing in the New 
Yorker magazine on May 26. 

Mr. DONOHUE asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in two 
instances. 

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

Mr. McKINNON asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in 
two instances and include newspaper 
articles. 

Mr. BURDICK asked and was given 
permission to extend his own remarks 
in the RECORD. . 

Mr. EBERHARTER asked ·and was 
given permission to extend his remarks 
and include an editorial which appeared 
in the Pittsburgh Post-Gazette; 

Mr. VAN ZANDT asked and was given 
permission to extend his own remarks in 
three instances. 

Mr. SHELLEY asked and was given 
permission to extend his own remarks 
in two instances, in each to include an 
editorial 

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

Mr. DOYLE asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in three 
instances and include extraneous matter. 

Mr. SAYLOR asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks and 
include an editorial. 

Mr. HAGEN asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks . in three 
instances and include extraneous mat
ter. 

Mr. HILLINGS and Mr. BENDER 
asked and were given permission to ex
tend their remarks in four instances and 
include extraneous matter. 

Mr. ROBERTS asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in two 
instances and include editorials appear
ing in the Anniston Star. 

Mr. BRYSON asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD and include extraneous matter. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin asked and 
was given permission to extend his re
marks in the Appendix in two instances 
and include extraneous matter. 

Mr. ANFUSO <at the request of Mr. 
PRIEST) was given permission to extend 
his remarks in two instances, and in 
each to include extraneous matter. 

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri asked and 
was given permission to extend his re·
marks in the Appendix and include ex
traneous matter. 

Mr. ENGLE <at the request of Mr. 
YORTY) was given permission to extend 
his own remarks in the Appendix. 

Mr. YORTY asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in the 
Appendix. 

Mr. POTTER asked and was given 
permission to revise and extend the re
marks he made in the Committee of the 
Whole and include three letters. 
DILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRE

OENTED. TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. STANLEY, from the Committee 
on House Administration, reported that 
that committee did on June 5, 1951, pre
sent to the President, for his approval, 
a bill and joint resolution of the House 
of the following titles: 

H. R. 1612. An act to extend the authority 
of the President to enter into trade agree
ments under section 350 of the Tarifi' Act of 

1930, as a.mended, and for other purposes; 
and 

H. _J. Res. 253. Joint resolution to permit 
articles imported :from the :foreign countries 
:for the purpose of exhibition at the Japa
nese Trade Fair, Seattle, Wash., to be ad
mitted without payinent of tari1f, and for 
other purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

The motion was agreed to; accord
ingly <at 4 o'clock and 50 minutes p. m.> 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Thursday, June 7, 1951, at 12 o'clock 
noon. 

REPORTS OF COMMIT'I'EES ON PUBLIC 
BILLS AND RESOLU'l'IONS 

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. GARMATZ : Joint Committee on the 
Disposition of Executive Papers. House Re
port No. 641'. Report on the disposition of 
certain papers of sundry executive depart
ments. Ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

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

By Mr. CROSSER: 
H. R. 4345. A blll to amend the War Claims 

Act of 1948, as amended, to provide compen
sation for unpaid compulsory labor and in
humane treatment of prisoners of war and 
for other enemy violations of the Geneva 
Convention respecting prisoners of war; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MCVEY: 
H. R. 4346. A bill to authorize the con

struction of certain flood-control improve
ments on the Calumet Union drainage ditch 
in the vicinity of Harvey, Ill.; to the Com
mittee on Public Works. 

By Mr. WERDEL: 
H. R. 4347. A bill to grant employees an op

portunity to express themselves, free from 
restraint and coercion, with respect to in
terruptions of production and on their 
choice of officers of labor organizations rep
resenting them in industries affecting com
merce; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

By Mr. HAGEN: 
H. R. 4363. A bill conferring jurisdiction 

upon the Indian Claims Commission to hear 
and determine the claims of the Pottawa
tomie Indians; to the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL: 
H. Res. 243. Resolution to preserve the 

American system of free enterprise and to 
lower the cost of living by encouraging price 
wars in retail prices of food and other ne
cessities; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. O'TOOLE: 
H. Res. 244. Resolution to investigate irreg

ular and unfair price fixing against the pub
lic interest; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. FULTON: 
H. Res. 245. Resolution to provide for the 

integrity and freedom of Formosa; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JAVITS: 
H. Res. 246. Resolution to provide for the 

integrity and freedom of Formosa; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
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By Mr. CORBETT: 

H. Res. 247. Resolution to provide for the 
integrity and freedom of Formosa; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials 
were presented and ref erred as follows: 

By Mr. HALE: Memorial of the Legisla
ture of the State of Maine, making applica
tion to the Congress of the United States for 
the calling of a convention to propose an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Maine rescinding proposal for con
sidering a Constitutional Convention of the 
United States or amendments to the Con
stitution of the United States relating to 
strengthening the United Nations and 
Limited World Federal Government; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

17· ,-. PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

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

By Mr. ANFUSO: 
H. R. 4348. A bill for the relief of Jozef 

Dryja Vel Bienkowski; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

H. R. 4349. A bill for the relief of Alojzy 
Nieckarz; to the Co~mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CELLER: . 
H. R. 4350. A bill for the relief of Albert 

Goldman, postmaster at New York, N. Y.; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. D'EWART: 
H. R. 4351. A bill authorizing the Secretary 

of the Interior to issue a patent in fee to 
Ursula Rutherford Ollinger; to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

H. R. 4352. A bill authorizing the Secretary 
of the Interior to issue a patent in fee to 
Mary Rutherford Spearson; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. FALLON: 
H. R. 4353. A bill for the relief of Col. 

Arthur L. Shreve; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOOD: 
H. R. 4354. A bill for the relief of Boutros 

Mouallem; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

By Mr. FORD: 
H. R. 4355. A bill for the relief of Georgia 

Christos Demarelos; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEDRICK: 
H. R. 4356. A bill for the relief of Dr. Yau 

Shun Leung; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

By Mr. KLEIN: 
H. R. 4357. A bill for the relief of Aaron 

Weiner and Moses Beer; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANE: 
H. R. 4358. A bill for the relief of Dr. Vin

cenzo Guzzo; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LANTAFF: 
H. R. 4359. A bill for the relief of the estate 

of Lloyd L. Warfield; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. · 

By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: 
H. R. 4360. A bill for the relief of W. P. 

Sweetman; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

By Mr. VAIL: 
H. R. 4361. A bill for the relief of Chana 

Singer; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. WALTER (by request): 

H. R. 4362. A bill to confer jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to hear, determine, 

and render judgment upon a certain claim 
of Damaso P. Perez, and Mercedes Ruth Cobb 
Perez, his wife, their heirs, administrators, or 
assigns against the United States of America; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, JUNE 7, 1951 

<Legislative day of Thursday, May 17, 
1951) 

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

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

Our Father God, we come praying 
that Thou wilt refresh our souls and 
restore our faith as in all the bewilder
ment of the world's fiery strife our bur
dened hearts seek the quiet sanctuary 
of Thy' healing presence. We are 
grateful that again we can turn unfilled 
to Thee with the tender grace of a new 
morning, fresh with ' the sparkling .dew 
of Thy never-failing mercies. Thou 
hast called us to play our part in a day 
of destiny and crisis. May we not be 
found wanting. Forgetting the un
worthy things that are behind and 
stretching forth to the better things that 
are before, as in hours of vision we see 
a fairer earth, let us lay aside the weight 
of every prejudice and the covetous sins 
that do so easily beset us, and regard
ing our high privilege as a sacred trust 
march on with glad and eager feet with 
the armies that go to free, not to bind, 
to develop and not to rule, to cooperate 
and not to dominate, until the knowl
edge of the Lord, who is no respecter of 
persons, shall cover the earth as the 
waters now cover the sea. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. McFARLAND, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, 
June 5, 1951, was dispensed with. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 
Messages in writing from the Presi

dent of the United States were com
municated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, 
one of his secretaries. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its 
reading clerks, notified the Senate that 
Mr. HAYS of Arkansas had been ap
pointed a manager on the part of the 
House at the conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendment of the House to the bill 
<S. 872) to furnish emergency food aid 
to India, vice Mr. CARNAHAN, of Missouri, 
excused. 

The message announced that the 
House had passed, without amendment, 
the following bills of the Senate: 

S. 52. An act for the relief of Delfo Giorgi; 
S. 53. An act for the relief of Vittorio Qui

lici; 
S. 155. An act for the relief of Victor G. 

Lutfalla; 
S. 223. An act for the relief of Azy Ajderian; 

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

S. 277. An act for the relief of Lily Pfan
nenschmidt; 

s. 291. An act for the relief of Claudio Pier 
Connelly; 

S. 297. An act for the relief of Tsung Hsien 
Hsu; 

S. 348. An act for the relief of Jacoba van 
Dorp; 

S. 356. An act for the relief of Edith Wini
fred Henderson; 

s. 363. An act for the relief of Irmgard 
Kohler; • 

S. 463. An act for the relief of Alice de Bony 
de Lavergne; 

S. 548. An act for the relief of Freidoun 
Jalayer; and 

s. 1092. An act for the relief of Dr. Fran
cesco Drago. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the fallowing bills of 
the Senate, each with an amendment, i~ 
which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

s. 178. An act for the relief of Zdenek 
Marek; 

s. 249. An act for the relief of Ruzena 
Pelantova; 

S. 361. An act for the relief of Herk 
Visnapuu and his wife, Naima; 

S. 362. An act for the relief of Tu Do Chau 
(also known as Szetu Dju or Anna Szetu); 

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

s. 648. An act for the relief of Evald Ferdi
nand Kask. 

The message further announced that 
the House had agreed to the report of 
the committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the bill (S. 
872) to furnish emergency food aid to 
India. 

The message also announced ~hat the 
House had agreed to the concurrent res
olution <S. Con. Res. 26) favoring the 
suspension of deportation of certain 
aliens. 

The message further announced that 
the House had agreed to the concurrent 
resolution <S. Con. Res. 15) favoring the 
suspension of deportation of certain 
aliens, with amendments, in which it 
requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the concurrent res
olution <S. Con. Res: 33) authorizing 
certain changes in the enrollment of 
Senate bill 435, to amend the Civil Aero
nautics Act of 1938, as amended, and 
for other purposes, with an amendment, 
in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

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

H. R. 593. An act for the relief Of Sonja 
Lohmann and her minor son; 

H. R. 662. An act for the relief of William 
0. Stevens; 

H. R. 702. An act for the relief of Karl 
Chimani and Ada Chimani; 

H. R. 732. An act for the relief of Kon
stantios N. Bellas; 

H. R. 740. An act for the relief of John 
Reginald Leat; 

H. R. 748. An act for the relief of Basil 
Vasso Argyris and Mrs. Aline Argyris; 

H. R. 1096. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Gizella Kezdy-Reich; 
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