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Bank of Washington.
Ordered to be printed.

Mr. RANKIN: Committee on Veterans'
Affairs. H. R. 6167. A bill to prohibit re-
duction of any rating of total disability or
permanent total disability for compensation,
pension, or insurance purposes which has
been in effect for 25 or more years; with
amendment (Rept. No. 2285). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
SBtate of the Unlon.

Mr. EEOGH: Committee on Ways and
Means. H. R. 6366. A bill to amend certain
provisions of the Internal Revenue Code to
authorize the receipt in bond and tax pay-
ment at rectifying plants of distilled spirits,
alcohol, and wines for rectification, bottling,
and packaging, or for bottling and packaging
without rectification; and the production in
bond and tax payment of gin and vodka at
rectifylng plants; with amendment (Rept.
No. 2286). Referred to the Committee of
the Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. COLMER: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 704, Resolution for con-
sideration of 8. 241, an act to amend the
Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amended, to
further promote the development and main=-
tenance of the American merchant marine,
and for other purposes; without amendment
(Rept. No. 2287). Referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. COLMER: Committee on Rules,
House Resolution 705. Resolution for con-
sideration of H. R. 8122, a bill to continue
the existing method of computing parity
prices for basic agricultural commodities,
and for other purposes; without amendment
(Rept. No. 22838). Referred to the House
Calendar.

Mr. COLMER: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution 706. Resolution for considera-
tion of House Joint Resolution 8, joint reso=-
lution to authorize and direct the Secretary
of the Interior to study the respective tribes,
bands, and groups of Indians under his juris-
diction to determine their qualifications to
manage their own affairs without supervision
and control by the Federal Government;
without amendment (Rept. No. 2289). Re-
ferred to the House Calendar,

Mr. DELANEY: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 698. Resolution to author=
ize the Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs to conduct an investigation of the
Bureau of Indian Affairs; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 2220). Referred to the
House Calendar,

Mr. DELANEY: Committee on Rules,
House Resolution 707. Resolution for con=
sideration of H. R. 6544, a bill to amend the
act of June 28, 1948 (62 Stat. 1061), relating
to the establishment of the Independence
National Historical Park; without amend-
ment (Rept. No. 2291). Referred to the
House Calendar.

Mr. COX: Committee on Rules. House
Resolution T08. Resolution for considera=
tion of S. 1203, an act to provide for the ap-
pointment of additional circuit and district
judges, and for other purposes; without
amendment (Rept. No. 2262). Referred to
the House Calendar.

Mr, BUCKLEY: Committee on Publie
Works. H. R.8315. A bill granting the con-
sent of Congress to a supplemental compact
or agreement between the State of New Jer-
sey and the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
concerning the Delaware River Port Author-
ity, formerly the Delaware River Joint Com-
mission, and for other purposes; with amend-
ment (Rept. No. 2293). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

Mr. BUCKLEY: Committee on Public
Works. H.R. 8316. A bill granting the con-
sent of Congress to a supplemental compact
or agreement between the State of New Jer-
sey and the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
authorizing the Delaware River Joint Coms=-
mission to construct, finance, operate, main-
tain and own a vehicular tunnel or tunnels

(Rept. No. 2284).
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under, or an additional bridge across, the
Delaware River and defining certain func=-
tions, powers, and duties of sald Commis=
sion, and for other purposes; with amend=-
ment (Rept. No. 2204). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

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.B8347. A bill to expedite and facili-
tate the termination of railroad reorganiza-
tion proceedings under section 77 of the

' Bankruptey Act by amending section 20 (b)

(13) of the Interstate Commerce Act; to
the Committee on Interstate and Forelgn
Commerce.

By Mr. ROSS:

H.R.B8348. A bill to extend preference in
public-housing occupancy and the benefits
of title IIT of the Servicemen's Readjust-
ment Act of 1944, as amended, to certain
widowed mothers of deceased wveterans; to
the Committee on Banking and Currency.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. FOGARTY:

H.R.8349. A bill for the relief of John
Demetrios Mbalses; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. MULTER:

H. R. 8350. A bill for the relief of Earoline

Mahr; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. ROSS:

H.R. 8351. A bill for the relief of Mrs.
Daisy M. Soros; to the Committee on the
Judiciary,

By Mr. SIEMINSKI:

H.R. 8352, A bill for the relief of Stefan
Jankielewicz; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. VAN PELT:

H R. 8353, A bill for the rellef of Mrs.
Mary Perouz Derderian Donaldson; to the
Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. SIEMINSKI:

H.R.8354. A bill for the relief of Eugene
Albert Ballly; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII,

769. Mr. HOEVEN presented a petition of
the residents of Sioux City, Iowa, urging
support of the President’s veto of tidelands
legislation and transfer of tidelands revenue
to the Social Security Administration, which
was referred to the Committee on the Judi=
ciary.

SENATE

WEDNESDAY, JUNE 25, 1952

(Legislative day of Saturday, June 21,
1952)

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, amid all the strident
voices of this vast and varied world, save
us from the supreme tragedy of missing
Thy call. Rising above the violence and
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turbulence of human strife and all the
deafening prejudices of our embittered
days we would be the hearers and doers
of Thy word and of Thy will.

We come today solemnized by the
agony and heroism of two long years
on Eorea’s devastated soil where, in the
name of the God of righteousness, the
forces of freedom have faced and fought
pagan hordes of ruthless regimentation.
On this sobering anniversary day may
our conceptions not be darkened by ir-
relevant issues. May we see clearly that
that ravaged eastern peninsula has
global significance as the battlefield of
freedom, where liberty is at death grips
with slavery plotting the domination of
the world.

We would pause to honor our brave
sons and those of other nations who have
fallen on the barren wastes of that far
land, and for the sorrowing families in
the homeland. Standing in awe of the
divine destiny of our Nation in the mold-
ing of a new world, may we here make
a new covenant, sealed in the patriots’
blood of the past and in the crimson sac-
rifice of today. Keeping steadfast the
faith of true democracy and facing the
principalities and powers of darkness,
may we never doubt the ultimate ful-
fillment of the ancient prophecy to
tyrants of old: “Your covenant with
death shall be annulled, your agreement
with hell shall not stand, your refuge of
lies shall be swept away; when the over=
flowing scourge shall pass through, you
shall be trodden down by it. The mouth
of the Lord hath spoken it.”

We ask it in the name of that Holy One
whose truth is marching on. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. McFarLanD, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday,
June 24, 1952, was dispensed with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—
APPROVAL OF BILLS

Messages in writing from the Presi=
dent of the United States were com-
municated to the Senate by Mr. Miller,
one of his secretaries, and he announced
that on June 24, 1952, the President had
approved and signed the following acts:

8.216. An act to amend section 631b of
title 5 United States Code, by adding a new
subsection to be cited as subsection (c); and

8.2552. An act to authorize the appoint-
ment of qualified women as physicians and
specialists in the medical services of the
Army, Navy, and Air Force.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr., Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had passed the bill (S. 2198) to
amend section 1708 of title 18, United
States Code, relating to the theft or re-
ceipt of stolen mail matter generally,
with amendments, in which it requested
the concurrence of the Senate.

The message also 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
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amendments of the Senate to the hill
(H. R. 6854) making appropriations for
the Treasury and Post Office Depart-
ments and funds available for the Ex-
port-Import Bank of Washington for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1953, and
for other purposes.

The message further announced that
the House had passed the following bills,
in which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate:

H. R.6007. An act to authorize the im-
provement of Humboldt Bay, Calif., as rec-
ommended by the Chief of Engineers in
House Document No. 148, Eighty-second Con-
gress, first sesslon;

H.R.6175. An act to provide for a pre-
liminary examination and survey of Port
Meansfleld Harbor in Texas and the channel
connecting such harbor to the Guif of Mex-
ico for the purpose of determining action
necessary to enable such harbor and chan-
nel to accommodate deep-draft navigation;

H.R.6812. An act to provide that the
existing project for a navigation channel on
the Guadalupe River, Tex., be Incorporated
with and made a part of the project for the
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway; and

H.R.'7855. An act for improvement of
Gowanus Creek Channel, N. Y.

° LEAVE OF ABSENCE

On request of Mr. McFarranD, and by
unanimous consent, Mr. KERR wWas €X-
cused from attendance on the sessions
of the Senate for the remainder of this
week and Monday of next week,

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE
BUSINESS

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

The VICE PRESIDENT,
jection, it is so ordered.

Without ob-

NATIONAL CEMETERY FOR NEW
ENGLAND—RESOLUTIONS OF GEN-
ERAL COURT OF MASSACHU-
SETTS

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr, President,
on behalf of myself and my colleague
the junior Senator from Massachusetts
[Mr, Lopogel, I present for appropriate
reference, and ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the Recorp, a resolution
adopted by the General Court of the
State of Massachusetts, relating to the
location of a national cemetery for the
New England area in the State of Massa-
chusetts.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs, and, under
the rule, ordered to be printed in the
REcorp, as follows:

Resolution urging the establishment of a
national cemetery for the New England
area, to be located within the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts
Whereas the Congress of the United States

has provided for the establishment of na-

tional cemeteries, dedicated as final rest=
ing places for those who gave their lives in
the service of their country; and

Whereas such honoring of our herolc dead
is a constant reminder of, and an inspira-
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tion to greater devotion to the cause for
which they gave the last full measure of
sacrifice; and

‘Whereas many national military cemeteries
have been established, no one of which is
located in New England; and

Whereas the burial in a national military
cemetery of New England men and women
who served in the Armed Forces of the United
States entalls considerable expense to their
familles: Therefore, be it

Resolved, That the Benate of Massachusetts
hereby respectfully urges the Congress of
the United States to take such steps as may
be necessary for the establishment of a na-
tional cemetery for the New England dis-
trict, said cemetery to be located within
the Commonwealth of Massachusetts; and be
it further _

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions
be transmitted forthwith by the Secretary
of the Commonwealth to the President of
the United States, to the presiding officer of
each branch of Congress and to the Members
thereof from this Commonwealth,

GENOCIDE PRACTICES OF SOVIET
RUSSIA—RESOLUTION OF ESTONI-
AN, LATVIAN, AND LITHUANIAN
COUNCILS, BALTIMORE, MD.

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. Presidenf, re-
cently the Baltimore Council of the
Lithuanian Society submitted to me a
resolution relating to genocide practices
of Soviet Russia. I present the resolu-
tion for appropriate reference,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu-
tion will be referred to the Committee
on Foreign Relations.

PAREKWAY ALONG CHESAPEAEKE &
OHIO CANAL—RESOLUTION OF
BOARD OF NATURAL RESOURCES
OF MARYLAND

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. President, in any
Federal programs intimately affecting
the lives of people of any section, it is
most desirable that the views of the
citizens of such areas be given fullest
consideration. For this reason I present
for appropriate reference a resolution
adopted by the Board of Natural Re-
sources of Maryland, opposing the pro-

. grams of the National Park Service with

regard to construction of a Federal Park-
way along the Chesapeake and Ohio
Canal, adjacent to the Potomac River.

The Board of Natural Resources is the
coordinating group of the various official
conservation groups of the State. It
represents the State position in all such
matters. The resolution, therefore, and
the reasons therefor, deserve to be given
thorough study on the Federal level in
connection with the proposals men-
tioned.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu-
tion will be referred to the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. O'MAHONEY, from the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affalrs:

8.2720. A bill to approve contracts nego-
tiated with the Gerlng and Fort Laramie
irrigation district, the Goshen Irrigation
district, and the Pathfinder irrigation dis-
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trict, and to authorize their execution; to
suthorize the execution of contracts with
individual water-right contractors on the
North Platte Federal reclamation project
and with the Northport irrigation district,
and for other purposes; with amendments
(Rept. No, 1809);

H.R.3438, A bill to amend the act en-
titled “An act relating to the compensation
of commissioners for the Territory of Alaska,”
approved March 15, 1948 (82 Stat. 80); with-
out amendment (Rept. No. 1810); and

H.R.8404, A bill to authorize the sale of
certain public land in Alaska to the Catho-
lic Bishop of Northern Alaska for use as a
mission; with an amendment (Rept. No.
1811).

By Mr. ECTON, from the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs:

§5.1238. A bill authorizing the Secretary of
the Interior to issue a patent in fee to Eileen
Ida Sanders; with an amendment (Rept. No.
1812);

8. 2407. A bill authorizing the Secretary of
the Interior to issue a patent in fee to George
Bcott; with an amendment (Rept. No.
1813);

8. 2453. A bill authorizing the Secretary of
the Interior to issue a patent in fee to Donald
B. Billedeaux; without amendment (Rept.
No. 1814);

S.2810. A bill authorizing the Secretary of
the Interior to issue a patent in fee to Winona
Yellowtail; without amendment (Rept. No.
1815);

H. R. 6556. A bill authorizing the issuance
of a patent In fee to Erle E. Howe; without
amendment (Rept. No. 1816); and

H. R. 7302. A bill authorizing the Secretary
of the interior to issue patents in fee to cer=
tain allottees on the Blackfeet Indian Reser=
vation; without amendment (Rept. No.
1817).

By Mr. CORDON, from the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs:

H.R.4407. A bill to amend sections 213
(b), 213 (c), and 215 of title IT of the Ha=
wallan Homes Commission Aect, 1920, as
amended; without amendment (Rept. No.
1818);

H. R. 4408. A bill to amend section 73 (1)
of the Hawallan Organic Act; without
amendment (Rept. No. 1819);

H.R.4787. A bill to ratify and confirm
Act 291 of the Session Laws of Hawaill, 1949,
section 2 of Act 152 of the Session Laws of
Hawall, 1951, and section 2 of Act 171 of the
Session Laws of Hawail, 1951, which included
Maul County Waterworks Board, Kaual
County Waterworks Board, and the Board
of Water Supply, County of Hawail, under
the definition of "municipality” in the is=
suance of revenue bonds pursuant to the
Revenue Bond Act of 1935; without amend=
ment (Rept. No. 1820);

H. R. 4799. A bill to amend section 73 (1)
of the Hawailan Organic Act; without
amendment (Rept. No. 1821); and

H. R. 4800. A bill to further amend section
202 (a) of the Hawaiian Homes Commission
Act, 1920, as amended, relating to member=
ship on the Hawalian Homes Commission;
without amendment (Rept. No. 1822).

By Mr. McFARLAND, from the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs:

8. 107. A bill to promote the rehabilitation
of the Papago Tribe of Indians and a better
utilization of the resources of the Papago
Tribe, and for other purposes; without
amendment (Rept. No. 1823).

By Mr. HILL, from the Committee on Labor
and Public Welfare:

H. R. 7656, A bill to provide vocational re«
adjustment and to restore lost educational
opportunities to certaln persons who served
in the Armed Porces on or after June 27,
1950, and prior to such date as shall be fixed
by the President or the Congress, and for
other purposes; with amendments (Rept.
No. 1824).



1952

EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY TO IN-
VESTIGATE ACTIVITIES OF COM-
MODITY CREDIT CORPORATION
BY COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE
AND FORESTRY—REPORT OF A
COMMITTEE

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, from
the Committee on Agriculture and For-
estry, I report an original resolution ex-
tending the authority to investigate the
Commodity Credit Corporation activi-
ties, and I submit a report (No. 1808)
thereon.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report
will be received and printed, and, under
the rule, the resolution will be referred
to the Committee on Rules and Admin-
istration.

The resolution (S. Res. 338) was re=-
ferred to the Committee on Rules and
Administration, as follows:

Resolved, That the authority of the Com=-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry, investi-
gating Commodity Credit Corporation activi-
ties, or any duly authorized subcommittee
thereof, wunder Senate Resolution 256,
Eighty-second Congress, agreed to January
24, 18562, is hereby extended to August 31,
1952.

BILLS INTRODUCED

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

By Mr. AIKEN:

5.3385. A bill for the relief of Andrew D.
Sumner; and

5.3388. A bill for the relief of Norman F.
George; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. KILGORE:

S.3387. A bill for the relief of Frank B.

Allen; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. ELLENDER (for himself and
Mr. AIKEN):

8. 3388. A bill to increase farmer participa-
tion in ownership and control of the Federal
Farm Credit System; to make the Farm Cred-
it Administration an i::dependent establish-
ment of the Federal Government; to create
a Federal Farm Credit Board, to abolish
certain offices; to impose a franchise tax
upon certain farm credit institutions; and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

(See the remarks of Mr. ELLENDER when he
introduced the above bill, which appear un-
der a separate heading.)

By Mr. KNOWLAND (for himself, Mr,
Nixon, and Mr. MAGNUSON) :

5.3389. A bill to direct the United States
Tariff Commission and the Secretary of the
Interior to make certain investigations with
respect to the United States tuna industry;
to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. McCARRAN:

$.3300. A pill to provide for the appoint-
ment of deputy United States marshals with-
out regard to the provisions of the civil-
gervice laws and regulations; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. NIXON:

$.3391. A bill for the relief of Giuseppe
Bentivegna; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. MOODY:

5.3392. A bill for the relief of Ruth Man-
gold; and

8.3303. A bill for the relief of Tadeusz
Gasowskl; to the Committee on the Judi-

(See the remarks of Mr. Moopy when he
introduced the last above-named bill, which
appear under a separate heading.)
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By Mr. GEORGE (by request) :
$5.8394. A bill to authorize certain ade
ministrative expenses in the Treasury De-
partment, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Finance.
By Mr. HUMPHREY:
8.3395. A bill for the rellef of Wadih
Bakhos Boula; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

FARM CREDIT ACT OF 1952

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, on
behalf of the Senator from Vermont
[Mr. A1ken] and myself, I introduce for
appropriate reference a bill to be known
as the Farm Credit Act of 1952. I ask
unanimous consent that the bill, to-
gether with a summary thereof, be
printed in the REcorp.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be received and appropriately referred;
and, without objection, the bill and sum-
mary will be printed in the REcorbp.

The bill (S. 3388) to increase farmer
participation in ownership and control
of the Federal Farm Credit System: to
make the Farm Credit Administration
an independent establishment of the
Federal Government; to create a Fed-
eral Farm Credit Board; to abolish cer-
tain officers; to impose a franchise tax
upon certain farm credit institutions:
and for other purposes, introduced by
Mr. ErLEnper (for himself and Mr,
AIKEN), was read twice by its title, re-
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture
and Forestry, and ordered to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,
TITLE

SecrioNn 1. This act may be cited as the
*Farm Credit Act of 1952.”

DECLARATION OF POLICY

Sec. 2. It s declared to be the policy of the
Congress to encourage and facilitate in-
creased borrower participation in the man-
agement, control, and ultimate ownership of
the permanent system of agricultural credit
made avallable through institutions operat-
ing under the supervision of the Farm Credit
Administration, and the provisions of this
act shall be construed in keeping with this
policy.

FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION

Sec. 8. The Farm Credit Administration is
hereby made an independent establishment
of the Federal Government. There are here=
by transferred to the Farm Credit Adminis-
tration all functions, powers, and duties of
the Governor of the Farm Credit Adminis-
tration and all other officers therein, and of
the Secretary of Agriculture with reference
to the Farm Credit Administration.

FEDERAL FARM CREDIT BOARD

Sec. 4. (a) There shall be established in
the FParm Credit Administration, a Federal
Farm Credit Board (hereinafter referred to
as the “Board”). BSaid Board shall consist
of twelve members, one from each of the
farm credit districts of the United States, to
be appointed by the President with the ad-
vice and consent of the Senate, upon nomi-
nations made as follows: The district farm
credit board of each such district shall by
resolution spread upon its minutes, at least
60 days before an appointment is due to be
made, nominate three persons, each of whom
shall have had, in the judgment of the board,
sufficient agricultural and financial experi-
ence to enable him to properly perform the
duties of his office, and from the three per=
sons so nominated in each district, one shall
be appointed in the manner stated. Subse=
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quent appointments shall be made upon
like nominations and in like manner.

(b) Each member of said Board shall be
a citizen of the United States and shall have
been a resident of the farm credit district

. from which appointed for not less than 10
years next preceding his appolntment, and
the removal of residence from the district
during his tenure shall operate as a termint-
tion of his membership on said Board; no
member of sald Board shall be eligible to
serve for more than one full term of 6 years,
and, in addition, a term of less than 6 years
if he is one of the first members to be ap-
pointed or the unexpired portion of one
term expiring before his appointment to a
full term; and no person shall be eligible
for appointment to membership on said
Board if such person has within 1 year next
preceding the commencement of the term
been a member of a district farm credit
board, a salaried officer or employee of the
Farm Credit Administration or a salaried
officer or employee of any corporation operat-
ing under the supervision of the Farm Credit
Administration; and no person hereafter ap-
pointed as a member of said Board shall be
eligible to continue to serve as a member
of said Board, if such person is a member
of any district farm credit board or an of=
ficer or employee of the Farm Credit Ad-
ministration or an officer or employee of any
corporation operating under the supervision
of the Farm Credit Administration.

(c) The term of office of the members of
said Board shall be 6 years, beginning with
the first day of the calendar month in which
this act takes effect, and members shall
serve until their successors are duly ap-
pointed and qualified; however, of the first
members appointed hereunder, 2 shall be
appointed for a term of 1 year from said
date, 2 for a term of 2 years, 2 for a term of 3
years, 2 for a term of 4 years, 2 for a term
of 5 years, and 2 for a term of 6 years. All
vacancies on said Board shall be filled for the
unexpired portion of the term upon like
nominations and by like appointments as
herein provided for the appointment of the
first members of sald Board.

(d) As soon as practicable after their
appointment, the members of said Board
shall meet, subscribe the oath of office, and
organize by electing from their number a
chairman and a vice chairman; and sald
Board shall appoint a secretary from within
or without its membership as it may see fit,
The chairman, vice chairman, and secretary
shall each be elected for a term of 1 year and
until their successors are elected and take
office, and the Board shall elect such officers
each year, The chairman shall preside at all
meetings and the vice chairman shall preside
in the absence or disability of the chairman.
The Board may, in the absence of both the
chairman and vice chairman, elect a mem-
ber to act as chairman pro tempore. Seven
members shall constitute a quorum of the
Board for the transaction of business. The

®Board may function notwithstanding va-
cancles provided a quorum as herein estab-
lished shall be present. The Board shall
meet at such times and places as it may
fix and determine, but shall hold at least four
regularly scheduled meetings a year; and
special meetings may be held on call of the
chairman or any three members of the
Board.

(e) Each member of the Board shall re-
ceive the sum of $50 for each day or part
thereof spent in the performance of his of-
ficial duties, which compensation, however,
shall not be pald for more than 756 days (or
parts of days) in any calendar year; and in
addition, shall be reimbursed for necessary
travel, subsistence, and other expenses in-
curred in the discharge of his official duties,
without regard to other laws with respect
to allowances which may be made on account
of travel and subsistence expenses of officers
and employed personnel of the United States.
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(f) The Board shall adopt such rules as
it may see fit for the transaction of its busi-
ness, and shall keep permanent and com=-
plete records and minutes of its acts and
proceedings.

GOVERNOR OF FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION

Sec. 6. (a) The Board shall appoint a
Governor of the Farm Credit Administra-
tion (hereinafter referred to as the "“Gov-
ernor”) who shall serve at the pleasure of
the Board, and who shall, subject to the
general supervision and direction of the
Board as to matters of a broad and general
supervisory, advisory, or policy nature, and
except as otherwise herein specifically pro-
vided, be responsible for the execution of this
act, all acts amendatory thereof and supple-
mental thereto, and all acts creating the
powers, functions, and duties of the Farm
Credit Administration.

(b) The Board shall fix the compensa-
tion of the Governor: Provided, That the
salary of the Governor shall not exceed
$20,000 a year, together with necessary
traveling and subsistence expenses, or per
diem allowance in lieu. thereof within the
limitations prescribed by law, while away
from his official station upon official business.

(e) It shall be the duty of the Governor to
comply with all orders and directions, which
he receives from the Board; as to all third
persons, all acts of the Governor shall con-
clusively presumed to be in compliance with
the orders and directions of the Board.

(d) The Governor shall appoint such
other personnel as may be necessary to carry
out the functions, powers, and duties vested
in the Farm Credit Administration. The
Farm Credit Administration shall consist of
the Board, the Governor, and such other
personnel as are employed in carrying out
the functions, powers, and duties vested in
the Farm Credit Administration. All fune-
tions, powers, and duties of the Farm Credit
Administration, except those herein con-
ferred upon the Board, shall be exercised
and performed by the Governor and may be
exercised and performed by him through
such officers and employees of the Farm
Credit Administration as he shall designate.

(e) The term of office of the incumbent of
the office of Governor of the Farm Credit
Administration appointed before the effec-
tive date of this act and holding office on
that date shall terminate on that date and
said office shall thereby become vacant.

RESPONSIBILITIES OF THE BOARD

SBec. 6. It shall be the function and duty
of the Board (1) to see that the policies
fived by the Board hereunder are carried
out; (2) to exercise adequate budgetary con=-
trol over the Farm Credit Administration;
(8) to require such reports as it deems
necessary from the Governor and from any
of the officials or corporations under the con-
trol or supervision of the Farm Credit Ad-
ministration; (4) to make an annual re-
port to Congress, including therein any rec-
ommendations of amendments to the laws
relative to Federal agricultural credit; and
(6) to exercise general direction and super-
vision over the performance of all functions,
powers, and duties vested in the Governor
when relating in the judgment of the Board
to matters of a broad and general super-
visory, advisory, or policy nature. It shall
function as a unit without delegating au-
thority to individual members and shall not
operate in an administrative capacity; and
all administrative powers, functions, and
duties of the Farm Credit Administration
shall be exercised and performed by the
Governor.

OFFICES ABOLISHED AND FUNDS TRANSFERRED

Sec. 7. (a) The offices of the Land Bank
Commissioner, Production Credit Commis-
sioner, Cooperative Bank Commissioner, and
Intermediate Credit Commissioner are here=-
by abolished. The Governor shall designate
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an officer or employee of the Farm Credit

- Administration to serve at the pleasure of

the Governor as a member of the board of

- directors of the Central Bank for coopera=

tives, as chairman of sald board of directors,
and as executive officer of said bank, in lieu
of the Cooperative Bank Commissioner.
The Governor shall designate an officer or
employee of the Farm Credit Administra«
tion to serve at the pleasure of the Governor
as a member of the board of directors of the
Federal Farm Mortgage Corporation, in Ieu
of the Land Bank Commissioner., The Fed-
eral Farm Mortgage Corporation and Its
functions and activitles are hereby trans-
ferred to the Farm Credit Administration
and shall be administered therein under
the general direction and supervision there-
of

(b) Employees in the Department of Agri=
culture who are being utilized on the effec-
tive date of this act primarily for the per-
formance of functions, powers, and dutles
heretofore or by this act vested in the Farm
Credit Administration, shall be transferred
to the jurisdiction and control of the Farm
Credit Administration in those instances in
which the Governor determines that they
are qualified and necessary to carry out the
functions, powers, and duties of the Farm
Credit Administration.

(e) All assets, funds, contracts, property,
and records used and employed in the exe-
cution of the functions, powers, and duties
heretofore or by this act vested in the Farm
Credit Administration are hereby trans-
ferred to the jurisdiction and control of the
Farm Credit Administration.

(d) So much of the unexpended balances
of appropriations, allocations, and other
funds available or to be made available for
salaries, expenses, and all other adminis-
trative expenditures as the Director of the
Bureau of the Budget shall determine for
use in the execution of the functions here-
tofore or by this act vested in the Farm
Credit Administration, shall be transferred
to and vested in the Farm Credit Adminis-
tration,

(e) All unexpended balances of appropria=-
tions, allocations, or other funds, other than
those mentioned in subsection (d) of this
section, available (including those available
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1852) for
the Farm Credit Administration and/or for
the Secretary of Agriculture on account of
the functions and activities of Farm Credit
Administration, ghall be transferred to the
Farm Credit Administration and shall re-
main available for the eXercise of the func-
tions and activities of the Farm Credit
Administration,

DELEGATIONS TO DISTRICT INSTITUTIONS

Bec. 8. The Farm Credit Administration Is
authorized and empowered, by order or rules
and regulations, to delegate to a Federal
land bank such of the dutles, powers, and
authority of the Farm Credit Administration
with respect to and over National Farm Loan
Assoclations, their officers and employees, in
the farm credit district wherein such Federal
land bank is located, as may he determined
to be in the interest of effective administra=-
tion; and, in like manner, to delegate to a
production credit corporation such of the
duties, powers, and authority of the Farm
Credit Administration with respect to and
over production credit associations, their
officers and employees, in the farm credit
district wherein such produection credit cor-
poration is located, as may be determined
to be in the interest of effective administra-
tion; and, in either case the duties, powers,
and authority so delegated shall be per-
formed and exercised under such conditiona

and requirements and upon such terms as °

the Farm Credit Administration may specify.
Any Federal land bank or production credit

“corporation to which any such duties, pow=

ers, or authority may be delegated is hereby
authorized and empowered to accept, per=
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Yorm, and exercise such dutles, powers, and
authority as may be so delegated to it.

DIVISION OF COOPERATIVE MARKETING
TRANSFERRED

Sec. 9. There is hereby transferred from
the Farm Credit Administration to the Agrl-
cultural Research Administration in the
Department of Agriculture, as a bureau of
such agency, the Division of Cooperative
Marketing (by whatever name now called)
authorized and created under and by virtue
of an act of Congress of July 2, 1926 (Public,
Numbered 450, Sixty-ninth Congress), entl-
tled “an act to create a Division of Coopera-
tive Marketing in the Department of Agri-
culture; to provide for the acquisition and
dissemination of information pertalning to
cooperation; to promote the knowledge of
cooperative principles and practices; to pro-
vide for calling advisers to counsel with the
Becretary of Agriculture on cooperative ac-
tivities; to authorize cooperative associa-
tions to acquire, interpret, and disseminate
crop and market information, and for other
purposes”, together with all functions per-
taining to the work and services of such
Division, its personnel, property (including
office equipment), assets, funds, contracts,
and records used and employed in the exe-
cution of its functions, powers, and duties,
and so much of the unexpended balances of
appropriations, alloecations, and other funds
available or to be made available for salaries,
expenses, and all other administrative ex-
penditures as the Director of the Bureau of
the Budget shall determine, for use in the
execution of the functions, powers, and du-
ties of sald Division in sald Department.

FRANCHISE TAX PROVISIONS

SEc. 10. Section 23 of the Federal Farm
Loan Act, as amended, is further amended by
adding at the end thereof a new paragraph
as follows:

“Notwithstanding any other provision of
this act, in the case of a Federal land bank
having outstanding capital stock held by
the United States during the whole or any
part of a fiscal year, said bank shall, after
complying with the reserve requirements
of the preceding paragraphs of this section
and before declaring any dividends to share-
holders, pay to the United States a fran-
chise tax equal to 25 percent of its net
earnings then remaining, not to exceed, how-
ever, a rate of return on such Government
capital equal to the average net interest
cost of financing direct obligations of the
United States during the fiscal year of the
United States ending next before such tax
is due (such rate to be determined by the
Farm Credit Administration upon the basis
of data obtainable from the Secretary of the
Treasury).”

Sec. 11. Section 6 of the Farm Credit Act
of 1933 is amended by adding at the end
thereof a new paragraph as follows:

“(e) BEach production credit corporation
shall, at the end of each fiscal year (1) ap-
ply its earnings described in subsection (¢)
of this section in accordance with the pro-
vislons of subsections (c) and (d) of this
section; and (2) apply its earnings from all
other sources, first, to the payment of any’
operating expenses for the year remaining
unpaid; second, to restore losses and im-
pairment of capital, if any, of the corpora-
tion; third, to the creation and maintenance
of a surplus equal to 25 percent of the paid-
in capital of the corporation; fourth, to the
payment of 25 percent of its earnings from
all sources then remaining to the United
States as a franchise tax, and fifth, to the
payment of the remaining earnings into its
surplus account.”

Bec. 12, Section 36 of the Farm Credit Act
of 1933 is amended to read as follows:

“The Central Bank for Cooperatives shall,
at the end of its fiscal year, apply the
amount of its earnings in excess of op-
erating expenses during such fiscal year:
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First, to making up any losses incurred;
second, to the restoration of the amount
of the impairment, if any, of capital and
guaranty fund as determined by the chair-
man of the board; third, 25 percent of the
remainder of such excess of earnings shall
be applied to the creation and maintenance
of a surplus equal to at least 26 percent of
the amount of the capital and guaranty
fund; fourth, if said bank shall have out-
standing capital stock held by the United
States during the whole or any part of the
fiscal year, it shall next pay to the United
States as a franchise tax, a sum equal to
25 percent of its net earnings then re-
maining, not exceeding, however, a rate of
return on such Government capital equal
to the average net interest cost of financing
direct obligations of the United States dur-
ing the fiscal year of the United States
ending next before such tax is due (such
rate to be determined by the Farm Credit
Administration upon the basls of data ob-
tainable from the Secretary of the Treas-
ury); and fifth, any sums remaining shall
be carried into its surplus account or de-
voted to the payment of dividends, as may
be determined by the chairman of the board.
Subseribers to the guaranty fund shall be
entitled to dividends in the same amounts
as the subscribers to the stock. No rate of
dividend in excess of 7 percent per annum
shall be paid. Dividends on stock held by
the Farm Credit Administration or the Gov-
ernor thereof, when paid, shall be credited
to the revolving fund created under section
6 of the Agricultural Marketing Act, as
amended.”

Sec. 18, Section 42 of the Farm Credit Act
of 1933 is amended to read as follows:

“The provisions of section 35, as amended,
and the provisions of section 36, as amended,
shall apply in the case of banks for co-
operatives in the same manner and to the
same extent as such provisions are appli-
cable to the Central Bank for Cooperatives,
except that powers conferred on the chair-
man of the Board of the Central Bank for
Cooperatives shall be exercised by the boards
of directors of the banks for cooperatives,
subject to the approval of the Farm Credit
Administration.”

MEMEERSHIF OF DISTRICT FARM CREDIT BOARDS

Sec. 14. Section 5 (b) of the Farm Credit
Act of 1037 is amended to read as follows:

“(b) There shall be in each farm credit
district a farm credit board which shall be
selected as hereinafter specified and shall be
composed of seven members. Each farm
credit board shall include in its title the
name of the city in which the Federal land
bank, Federal intermediate credit bank, pro=-
duction credit corporation, and regional bank
for cooperatives of the district are located.
Three of the seven members of sald board
shall be known as elected directors, of whom
one shall be chosen by national farm loan
associations and borrowers through agencies
of the district, one shall be chosen by pro-
duction credit associations of the district
and one shall be chosen by cooperatives
which are stockholders or subscribets to the
guaranty fund of the regional bank for co-
operatives in the distriet. Subject to the
other provisions hereof, three of the seven
members shall be known as district directors
and shall be appointed by the Governor of
the Farm Credit Administration by and with
the advice and consent of the Federal Farm
Credit Board. The seventh member of such
board shall be known as director-at-large
and shall be appointed by the Governor of
the Farm Credit Administration by and with
the advice and consent of the Federal Farm
Credit Board. Each farm credit board shall
elect from its members a chairman and vice
chairman, and shall appoint a secretary from
within or without its membership as it may
see fit. The chairman, vice chairman, and
secretary shall each be elected for a term
of 1 year and until thelr successors are
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elected and take office and the board shall
elect such officers each year, The chairman
shall preside at all meetings and the vice
chairman shall preside in the absence or
disability of the chairman. The board may,
in the absence of both the chairman and
vice chairman, elect a member to act as
chairman pro tempore.”

Sec. 15, Section 5 of the Farm Credit Act
of 1937 is amended by striking out the en-
tire text of subdivision (d) thereof and in-
serting in lieu thereof the following:

“(d) (1) The member of the farm credit
board of each farm credit district known as
the ‘third district director' who is in office
on the effective date of this act, shall serve
as such until his term of office expires.
Thereafter, there shall be no member of the
district farm credit board to be known as
the ‘third district director’.

*(2) Notwithstanding the above provision
with respect to the appointment of district
directors, one additional member of said
board shall be elected by each of the groups
aforesaid (national farm loan assoclations
and borrowers through agencies, production
credit associations, and cooperatives which
are stockholders or subscribers to the guar-
anty fund of the regional bank for co=
operatives of the district), and serve in lieu
of a district director, under the following cir-
cumstances and conditions:

“(A) Whenever, as determined by the
Farm Credit Administration, the sum of the
capltal stock held by national farm loan
assoclations and borrowers through agen-
cles, surplus, and reserves of a Federal land
bank shall equal or exceed 6624 percent of
the total of the capital stock, surplus, and
reserves of such bank as of the date 3
months before the expiration of the term of
office of the district director (or third dis-
trict director) whose term next expires, the
successor to such director shall be elected
by the national farm loan associations and
borrowers through agencies of the district in
the manner herein provided, shall be known
as an elected director, and successors to that
office shall be so elected and known from
term to term while such conditions obtain:
Provided, That if and when, as determined
by the Farm Credit Administration, such
conditions do not obtain as of the date 3
months before the expiration of the term of
office of any director so elected under the
provisions of this subparagraph, the succes-
sor to such director shall be appeinted by
the Governor of the Farm Credit Adminis-
tration by and with the advice and consent
of the Federal Farm Credit Board, shall be
known as a district director, and successors
to that office shall be so appointed and
known from term to term for such terms as
appointment is not precluded by the elec-
tion of an additional director by one of the
groups aforesaid as herein provided: And
provided further, That such national farm
loan associations and borrowers through
agencies shall again, and from time to time,
elect one additional director as aforesaid if
and when the required conditions named in
this subparagraph shall be determined to
obtain as aforesald.

“(B) Whenever, as determined by the
Farm Credit Administration, the sum of the
capital stock held by persons other than
the production credit corporation of the dis-
trict, surplus and reserves of the produc-
tion credit associations (collectively) of a
farm credit district shall equal or exceed
6624 percent of the total of the capital stock,
surplus, and reserves of the production
credit associations (collectively) of sald dis=
trict as of the date 3 months before the ex-
piration of the term of office of the district
director (or third district director) whose
term next expires, the successor to such di-
rector shall be elected by the production
credit assoclations of the district in the
manner herein provided, shall be known as
an elected director, and successors to that
office shall be so elected and known from
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term to term while such conditions obtain:
Provided, That if and when, as determined
by the Farm Credit Administration, such
conditions do not obtain as of the date 3
months before the expiration of the term of
office of any director so elected under the
provisions of this subparagraph, the suc-
cessor to such director shall be appointed by
the Governor of the Farm Credit Adminis-
tration by and with the advice and consent
of the Federal Farm Credit Board, shall be
known as a district director, and successors
to that office shall be so appointed and
known from term to ‘erm for such terms as
appointed is not precluded by the election
of an additlonal director by one of the
groups aforesaid as herein provided: And
provided further, That such production
credit associations shall again and from
time to time elect one additional director as
aforesald, if and when the required condi-
tions named in this subparagraph shall be
determined to obtain as aforesaid,

“(C) Whenever, as determined by the
Farm Credit Administration, the sum of the
capital stock and subscriptions to the guar-
anty fund held by cooperatives which are
stockholders or subscribers to the guaranty
fund of a regional bank for cooperatives, sur-
plus and reserves of said bank shall equal or
exceed 6625 percent of the total capital
stock, subscriptions to the guaranty fund,
surplus and reserves of said bank as of the
date 3 months before the expiration of the
term of office of the distriet director (or
third district director) whose term next ex-
pires, the sucecessor to such director shall be
elected by the cooperatives which are stock-
holders or subscribers to the guaranty fund
of saild bank in the manner herein provided,
shall be known as an elected director, and
successors to that office shall be so elected
and known from term to term while such
conditions obtain: Provided, That if and
when, as determined by the Farm Credit
Administration, such conditions do not ob-
tain as of the date 3 months before the ex-
piration of the term of office of any director
so elected under the provisions of this sub-
paragraph, the successor to such director
shall be appointed by the Governor of the
Farm Credit Administration by and with
the advice and consent of the Federal Farm
Credit Board, shall be known as a district
director, and successors to that office shall be
g0 appointed and known from term to term
for such terms as appointment is not pre-
cluded by the election of an additlonal
director by one of the groups aforesaid as
herein provided: And provided further, That
such cooperatives which are stockholders or
subscribers to the guaranty fund of sald
bank shall again and from time to time elect
one additional director as aforesaid if and
when the required conditions named in this
subparagraph shall be determined to obtain
as aforesald: Provided, That at no time and
under no conditions shall there be in office
less than one or more than two members of
said board who are serving by election of any
one of the groups aforesaid (national farm
loan assoclations and bhorrowers through
agencies, production credit associations, and
cooperatives which are stockholders or sub-
scribers to the guaranty fund of the regional
bank for cooperatives of the district): And
provided further, That if two or more of
sald groups shall, under the terms and pro-
visions hereof, become qualified to elect an
additional director pending the expiration
of the term of office of the district director
(or third district director) whose term next
expires, preference shall be given, first to
national farm loan associations and bor-
rowers through agencies, next to production
credit associations, and next to cooperatives
which are stockholders or subscribers to the
guaranty fund of the regional bank for co=
operatives, to elect an additional director
as herein provided as the terms of office of
district directors, including the third dis-
trict director if he be still in office, expire.”
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Sec. 16, (a) Any other provisions of law
to the contrary notwithstanding, after the
effective date of this act any production
credit association may, with the approval of
the President of the Production Credit Cor-
poration and of the Farm Credit Administra=
tion, issue nonvoting preferred stock, to be
known as class C stock, which may be pur-
chased and held by production credit cor-
porations and by Investors: Provided, That
the issuance of such stock shall be author-
ized by vote of not less than two-thirds of
the outstanding shares of class A stock
(other than shares held by the Production
Credit Corporation) and two-thirds of the
outstanding shares of class B stock of the
assoclation; and for this purpose holders of
class A stock (other than the Production
Credit Corporation) and holders of class B
stock shall be entitled to one vote for each
share of stock held by them.

(b) Such class C stock of such associa-
tions shall be divided into shares of §5 each.
The resolution of the stockholders authoriz-
ing the issuance of class C stock and every
certificate of class C stock issued shall state
and express the privileges, restrictions,
limitations and qualifications affecting said
stock, and the total amount of the author-
ized issue to which it belongs.

(¢) Such class C stock may (1) be made
subject to redemption in such manner, at
such time or times, and at such price or
prices; (2) be given such preferences as to
net assets upon dissolution of the corpora-
tion, whether voluntary or involuntary; (3)
be given the right to receive such cumulative
or noncumulative dividends payable quar-
terly, semiannaually, or annually, and pay=
able as & whole or in part before any divi-
dend shall be set apart for or paid on class
A and class B stock; and (4) be made sub-
ject to such other restrictions, limitations,
and qualifications; as shall be stated and ex-
pressed in the resolution of the stockholders
authorizing the issuance thereof and in the
face of the stock certificates.

APPROPRIATIONS AND EXPENDITURES

Sec. 17. (a) There are authorized to be
appropriated such sums as may be necessary
or appropriate for administering the provi-
slons of this act.

(b) Farm Credit Administration may,
within the limits of funds avalilable therefor,
make necessary expenditures for personnel
services and rent at the seat of government
and elsewhere; contract stenographic re-
porting services; purchase and exchange of
lawbooks, books of reference, periodicals,
newspapers, expenses of attendance at meet-
ings and conferences; purchase, operation,
and maintenance, at the seat of government
and elsewhere, of motor-propelled passenger=
carrying vehicles and other vehicles; print-
ing and binding; and for such other facilities
and services as it may from time to time find
necessary for the proper administration of
this act.

Sec, 18. This act shall take effect 90 days
after the date of its enactment: Provided,
however, That the members of the Federal
Farm Credit Board shall be appointed suf-
ficiently in advance of the effective date of
this act to enable said Board to prepare to
enter upon the discharge of its duties upon
the effective date of this act; and after the
effective date of this act, the compensation
and expenses of the Board members shall be
paid, as provided herein, from the date on
which their appointments hecame effective,
out of any funds available for the payment
of administrative expenses of the Farm
Credit Administration.

SEec. 19. All acts or parts of acts inconsist=
ent with the provisions of this act are here=-
by repealed to the extent of such incon-
sistency.

Sec. 20. (a) If any provislon of this act,
or the application thereof to any person or
circumstances, is held invalid, the remainder

CONGRESSIONAL RECCRD — SENATE

of the act, and the application of such pro=
visions to other persons or circumstances,
shall not be affected thereby.

(b) The right to alter, amend, or repeal
this act is hereby expressly reserved.

The summary is as follows:
PrOPOSED FARM CrEDIT AcT OF 1952
DECLARATION OF POLICY

It is declared to be the policy of the
Congress to encourage and facilitate In-
creased borrower participation in the man-
agement control and ultimate ownership of
the permanent system of agricultural credit
made avallable through institutions operat-
ing under the supervision of the Farm Credit
Administration. The provisions of the act
are required to be construed in keeping with
this policy.

AT NATIONAL LEVEL

1. Farm Credit Administration: The FCA,
as supervising agency, will be established as
an independent agency of Government.

2. Federal Farm Credit Board: A 12-
man bipartisan board, one member from
each farm credit district, 1s established to
exercise direction, supervision, and control
of the Farm Credit Administration.

(a) Appointment, etc.: Each district farm
credit board will nominate three persons,
from which the President will appoint one,
with the advice and consent of the Senate.
The term of office will be 6 years and ap-
pointments will be made on staggered terms
so that the terms of two members will ex-
pire each year. The Board will name 1ts
own chalrman, vice chairman, and secre=-
tary; will hold at least four scheduled meet-
ings a year, and as many special meetings as
are needed; seven members will constitute
& gquorum; the members will be paid $50 per
day plus expenses for time devoted to their
duties; and the Board will keep minutes and
records which will be public.

(b) Duties and functions: The Board will
employ the Governor and fix his compen=
sation (not to exceed 20,000 a year, plus ex-
penses) and the Governor will serve at the
pleasure of the Board; exercise direction and
supervision of all affairs of FCA; see that the
declared policies of the Congress are car-
ried out; and make an annual report to
Congress, including any recommendations as
to farm credit legislation.

3. Offices consolidated: The offices of the
Land Bank Commissioner, Production Credit
Commissioner, Cooperative Bank Commis-
sioner, and Intermediate Credit Commis-
sloner are abolished and their functions are
vested in the Farm Credit Administration.

4. Delegation of authority: The Governor
is authorized to delegate to a Federal land
bank such of his supervisory authority over
National Farm Loan Associations of the dis-
trict as he may see fit, and to a Production
Credit Corporation, such of his supervisory
authority over the production credit asso-
ciations of the district as he may see fit.

5. Board supervision: All functions of the
Farm Credit Administration, and of the Gov=-
ernor as its chief administrative officer, are,
however, expressly placed under the direc-
tion, supervision, and control of the Board.

6. Functions transferred: All functions of
the Cooperative Research and Service Divi-
sion of FCA which arise under the act of
July 2, 1926, establishing a “Division of Co=
operative Marketing” are transferred to the
Agricultural Research Administration in the
Department of Agriculture. Ample statutory
authority remains for such research func-
tions as are actually needed in connection
with the operations of FCA.

AT DISTRICT LEVEL

1. District Farm Credit Board: The Board
remains seven in number and there fol-
lows a comparison of the present method
of election or appointment with the method
provided in the bill.
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(a) Present method: At present the Board
is constituted as follows:

One elected by national farm loan asso=
ciations.

One elected by production credit associa-
tions.

One elected by cooperative borrowers.

One appointed by the Governor from three
nominations made by Natlonal Farm Loan
Associations and known as third district di-
rectors.

Two appointed by the Governor and
known as district directors.

One appointed by the Governor and known
as director at large.

(b) New method: The bill provides for
this to be changed to the following:

One elected by national farm loan asso=-
clations.

One elected by production credit associa-
tions.

One elected by cooperative borrowers.

Three appointed by the Governor with the
approval of the Federal Farm Credit Board
and known as district directors (see below).

One appointed by the Governor with the
approval of the Federal Farm Credit Board
and known as director at large.

Provided, however—

(1) When, and as long as, the sum of the
capital stock held by NFLA's surplus and re-
serves of a Federal land bank equals or ex-
ceeds 6634 percent of the total capital stock,
surplus, and reserves of the bank, the NFLA's
of the district will elect one additional di-
rector, who will serve in lieu of a district
director. This condition now obtains in all
12 districts, hence immediately upon passage
of the bill, NFLA's in the several districts
will elect one additional director when there
is a vacancy in the office of a district director
(or third district director). If the time
should come when these conditions did not
obtain in a district, the NFLA's would lose
the privilege of electing the additional di-
rector, and he would be appointed by the
Governor with the approval of the Board,
until such time as the associations again
qualified to elect him. 1

(2) When, and as long as, the capital
stock privately owned, surplus and reserves
of production credit associations (collective=
ly) of a district equal or exceed 6624 per=
cent of the total capital stock, surplus and
reserves of the production credit associa-
tions (collectively) of the district, the
PCA’s may elect one additional director to
serve in lieu of a district director, in like
manner and with like provisions as stated
above.

(3) When and as long as, the capital stock
and subscriptions to the guaranty fund
held by cooperatives in a regional bank for
cooperatives, surplus and reserves of sald
bank, equal or exceed 6824 percent of the
total capital stock, subscriptions to the
guaranty fund, surplus and reserves of the
bank, the cooperatives which are borrowers
may elect one additional director to serve
in lieu of a district director, and with like
provisions as stated above.

2. Assessment of expense: Under existing
law, the Farm Credit Administration assesses
the district and local institutions with the
cost of examinations and administrative su-
pervision. Under the present hill, it will
also assess the district institutions with the
cost to the United States of contributions to
the civil-service retirement and disability
fund and to the Federal employees compen=
sation fund, arising in connection with per-
sonnel of the central office on account of
examinations and administrative super-
vision of the district and local institutions.
Thus, the Government will be reimbursed
for all expense of the examination service
and the administrative supervision of the
district and local institutions.

3. Franchise taxes: In order to afford the
United States a return upon capital invested



1952

in the district Institutions, provisions are
made for the payment of franchise taxes as
follows:

(a) Any Federal land bank or regional
bank for cooperatives in which the United
States holds capital stock is required, after
meeting reserve requirements, to pay to the
United States a franchise tax equal to 25
percent of net earnings remaining, not to ex-
ceed, however, a rate of return on the Gov-
ernment capital equal to the net interest
cost on United States Treasury financing of
direct obligations of the United States dur=-
ing the preceding fiscal year.

(b) Production credit corporations, in
whica the United States owns all the capital
stock, are required, after meeting reserve
requirements, to pay 25 percent of net earn=-
ings to the United States as a franchise tax.
This is without the alternative with respect
to a rate of return equal to net interest cost,
etc., as stated above, since the corporations
are wholly owned by the United States. It
is the same franchise tax basis as that fixed
for Federal intermediate credit banks by
exlsting law.

TADEUSZ GASOWSKI

M. MOODY. Mr. President, I intro-
duce for appropriate reference a bill for
the relief of Tadeusz Gasowski.

I ask unanimous consent that a state-
ment regarding his record, which was
written by John J. Najduch, one of the
best newspapermen in my home city of
Detroit, Mich., be printed in the RECORD.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be received and appropriately referred,
and, without objection, the statement
will be printed in the RECORD.

The bill (S. 3393) for the relief of
Tadeusz Gasowski, introduced by Mr.
Moopy, was read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

Th2 statement presented by Mr.
Moopy is as follows:

BTATEMENT BY JOHN J, NAJDUCH, REPORTER,
BTarF oF THE DETROIT NEWS

Tadeusz Gasowski was a Polish soldier
when the Nazis invaded Poland in September
1939, When the Red armies joined in the
attack from the rear, he, like much of the
Polish Army, had to escape the trap through
Rumania,

He worked his way to France, where he
enlisted in the newly formed Polish Army
and fought against the Germans until he
was forced into the sea. Saved, he enlist-
ed in the Polish Navy and was attached to
the British fleet.

General Sikorski, general of the Polish are
mies, selected him for several special mis=
sions of vast importance to the Allies.

When the war ended in 1945 he found
himself without a country, since the British
were trying to force the Poles to return to
Poland, although he was one of those
marked for death by the Red-dominated
Polish Government.

He sought a visa to the United States, but
after delays of more than a year he could
wait no longer. He took a ship to Brazil
and thence to Argentina. When he could
not find a job there he secured a position
on a Swedish ship. He was discharged with
most of the crew in Boston, and there he
stayed.

This was in 1948. It was illegal entry, of
course, and now he faces deportation.

His case came to light when he tried to
enlist in the United States Army at the be-
ginning of the Korean war. He held a good
job, but he believed he owed this country
a responsibility.
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He still holds & good job, is well liked by
the people who know him, and would make
a good addition to this country.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPRO-
PRIATIONS—AMENDMENTS

Mr. BRIDGES (for himself and Mr.
FERGUSON) submitted two amendments
intended to be proposed by them, jointly,
to the bill (H. R. 7176) making appro-
priations for the Department of the In-
terior for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1953, and for other purposes, which were
ordered to lie on the table.

DEPARTMENTS OF STATE, JUSTICE,
COMMERCE, AND JUDICIARY AP-
PROPRIATIONS—AMENDMENTS

Mr. CASE submitted amendments in-
tended to be proposed by him to the bill
(H. R. 7289) making appropriations for
the Departments of State, Justice, Com-
merce, and the Judiciary, for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1953, and for other
purposes, which were ordered to lie on
the table and to be printed.

AMENDMENT OF INTERNAL REVE-
NUE CODE RELATING TO EXEMP-
TION FROM TAXES OF CERTAIN
RECREATION FACILITIES —
AMENDMENT 3
Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I submit

for appropriate reference a noncontro-

versial amendment intended to be pro-
posed by me to the bill (H. R. 5734) to
amend section 3268 of the Internal Reve-
nue Code so as to exempt certain recre-
ational facilities from the tax prescribed
therein. The amendment is identical to

House bill 6583, introduced by Represent-

ative NOBLE GREGORY.

The purpose of the amendment is to
extend a deadline for the application for
renegotiation rebates.

There is no objection on the part of
any of the Government agencies, the
General Services Administration, the
Bureau of Internal Revenue, or the Bu-
reau of the Budget, which I have con-
tacted, thus far on this issue.

The amendment in effect merely pro=-
vides for the protection of the rights of
companies which have not filed for such
rebate because the previous provision for
deadline extension in their behalf was
offered as a relatively obscure amend-
ment to the Income Tax Law of 1951 and
the deadline was reached but a short
time after the law was enacted.

I ask unanimous consent that the
amendment be printed at this point in
the body of the RECORD.

It is my earnest hope that the Senate
Finance Committee will adopt the
amendment to H. R. 5734, when the bill
comes over from the House side, and
that it will clear both Chambers well
in time prior to the recess.

There being no objection, the amend-
ment was referred to the Committee on
Finance, ordered to be printed, and to be
printed in the REcoRbD, as follows:

At the end of the bill add a new section
as follows:

“Sec. 2. Subsection (a) (4) (D) of the Re=
negotiation Act, as amended by section 201
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(c) of the Renegotiation Act of 1951 and by
section 617 of the Revenue Act of 1951, is
hereby amended by striking out ‘October 31,
1951' and inserting in lieu thereof ‘Decem-
ber 31, 1952".”

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED

The following bills were severally read
twice by their titles and referred to the
Committee on Public Works:

H.R. 6007. An act to authorize the im-
provement of Humboldt Bay, Calif., as rec-
ommended by the Chief of Engineers in
House Document No. 143, Eighty-second
Congress, first session;

H.R.6175. An act to provide for a pre-
liminary examination and survey of Port
Mansfield Harbor in Texas and the channel
connecting such harbor to the Gulf of Mex-
ico for the purpose of determining action
necessary to enable such harbor and chan-
nel to accommodate deep-draft navigation;

H.R. 6812, An act to provide that the ex-
isting project for a navigation channel on
the Guadalupe River, Tex., be incorporated
with and made a part of the project for the
Gulf Intracoastal Waterway; and

H.R.7855. An act for improvement of
Gowanus Creek Channel, N. Y.

REPUBLIC OF INDIA—CORRECTION
AND REPRINTING OF CONCUR-
RENT RESOLUTION

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi-
dent, on June 5, along with several other
Members of the Senate, I submitted
Senate Concurrent Resolution 82, relat-
ing to our relations with the Republic
of India. On June 6, the following day,
I made two corrections in that resolu-
tion. I understand that a number of
requests are being made for copies of
the resolution but that the only ones
that have been printed are the uncor-
rected versions. I ask unanimous con-
sgent that permission be given to print
the resolution in its corrected form. .

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

PRINTING OF COMPARISON OF PO-
TENTIAL VOTERS AND ACTUAL
VOTES CAST BY COUNTIES IN
EACH STATE—(S. DOC. NO. 150)

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. President, 45,-
000,000 eligible voters did not choose to
vote in 1948—48 percent of the potential
vote of the country. This was the low-
est percentage of participation in many
years—52 percent.

Apathy and indifference on the part
of the voters can destroy representative
government. A stimulated and aroused
electorate can do much to preserve this
Republic. Thousands of our leading
citizens are disturbed by the decreasing
percentage of participation in our elec-
tions.

The response to a tabulation of fig-
ures which I placed in the Recorp of
April 8, 1948, showing a comparison of
potential voters and actual votes cast
in 1944 and 1948 for each State resulted
in requests that required the subsequent
printing of 100,000 copies to supply the
demands,
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The American Press, a monthly maga-
zine for home-town newspapers, con-
ducted a get-out-the-vote contest in
1950 which was based on giving awards
to those weekly, semiweekly, and tri-
weekly newspapers which, in the opinion
of competent judges, did most to stimu-
late voting in their communities on No-
vember 7, 1850. This magazine used the
tabulation referred to above to show the
voting situation in 1944 and 1948.

This contest elicited much praise
from governors, Senators, Congressmen,
business and labor leaders, and I ask to
have included at the conclusion of these
remarks that portion of the article ap-
pearing on pages 14, 15, and 34 of the
September issue—1950—which contains
the statements of many of these leaders.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the excerpts may be printed in
the RECORD, as requested by the Senator
from Maine.

(See exhibit 1.)

Mr. BREWSTER. I may interpolate
that one of the statements is by the
present Governor of Maine, who dem-
onstrated the wisdom of this stimulated
vote, because while I received more
votes than any Republican ever received
before in a primary, he received a few
more. That was the result of a get-out-
the-vote campaign. I feel rather like a
Daniel Come To Judgment in urging
that we proceed along this line to con-
tinue to get out the vote.

With almost every State political or-
ganization functioning as a county
unit numerous requests were received
asking for a similar comparison for their
respective counties. Mr. L. W. Jeffery,
who prepared the table on comparison
of 1944 and 1948 votes, replied to these
requests as far as possible. As a result
of this interest—requests are still being
received—and because of his keen in-
terest in the subject, Mr. Jeffery has
‘begun preparation of figures showing for
each county in every State the potential
voters as shown in the 1950 census and
the vote cast for President in 1948 and
the votes cast for Senator or governor
whichever was the greater in 1950,
Where no senatorial or governor con-
test was held the figures used are the
total votes cast for all Members of Con-
gress in the respective counties.

It has been impossible for Mr, Jeffery
to complete this work because the figures
are not all yet available from the Census
Bureau. It has been my intention when
completed to ask permission to have
this tabulation printed as a Senate doc-
ument. Owing to the fact that Congress
anticipates an adjournment before this
work can be completed I respectfully
request that permission be granted to
have a Senate document printed con-
taining this information, after adjourn-
ment and at such time as all the figures

.are available.

I believe that with the cooperation of
the printing clerk that this can be ac-
complished in time to be of great service
to all those service clubs and other civie
organizations that are now awake to this
peril tu cur Republie.

I think Mr. L, W, Jeffery is to be highly
commended for the great amount of time
and effort he has put into making this
compilation.
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I can think of no greater service that
this body can render to the citizens of
this Nation than to make available to
their elected officials, to political leaders
regardless of party, to civic and business
organizations, all possible material
which will be helpful in their fight
against the apathy and indifference
which has been developing among the
electorate.

I have before me a “mockup” of the
proposed publication. I have discussed
it with Mr. Ives, the printing clerk of the
Senate, who feels that the work can be
readily done within the 50-page limit,
which is the limitation with respect to
Senate documents without further ref-
erence.

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

Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator from
Maine has spoken to me about the pro-
posed printing. I think this is a highly
important document, and that it ought
to be printed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the matter referred to will be
printed as a Senate document,

ExmrerT 1

GOVERNORS, CONGRESSMEN, BUSINESS, LABOR
LEADERS PRAISE GET-OUT-THE-VOTE PLAN
Expressing the conviction that democracy

can be greatly strengthened if weekly news-

paper editors throughout the Nation will
enter the American press’ Get-out-the-vote
contest, and thereby compete to see who can
do the most to stimulate voting, letters
praising the program have been pouring in

Ifrom leaders of government and business.
Deeply concerned over the drastic decline

in voting in recent years, State governors,

Congressmen, and other public figures have

stressed the vital importance of voting and

the part that weekly newspapers can play in
getting people to vote.

Bernard M. Baruch, known as the adviser
to Presidents, summarized the opinion of
many when he wrote:

“The man or woman who does not vote,
does not deserve to be a citizen.”

The get-out-the-vote contest, described
in detail elsewhere in this issue, is based on
giving awards to those weekly, semiweekly,
and triweekly newspapers which, in the opin-
ions of competent judges, do the most be-
tween now and November 7 to stimulate vot=-
ing in their communities.

Excerpts from some of the many letters
received by the American press regarding
the contest follow:

COMMENTS FROM STATE GOVERNORS

Governor James E. Folsom, of Alabama:
“I am especially pleased to learn of your
efforts in behalf of a get-out-the-vote con-
test. During recent months in Alabama, we
have carried on an extensive similar cam-
paign. Efforts were exerted to get people
to register before the deadline, and then
focus was put upon a get-out-to-vote plan,
Always the drive was to increase the number
of the electorate. I belleve that is good
democracy. That is why I am so glad to hear
of your plans to get local newspaper editors
to join you in a broad national scheme
designed to arouse interest in our people in
the democracy of voting. I trust that you
will enjoy bountiful success.”

Gov. Sid McGrath, of Arkansas: “I wish
you every success in your worth-while en-
deavor. The keystone in the arch of democ-
racy is the right of the people to express
their choice by secret ballot. The greatest
enemy of a free people is the lack of interest

in decisions which vitally affect them. Citl=

zens of the recently liberated countries of
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the world who know first-hund the effect of
disfranchisement welcome the return of the
ballot by almost 100-percent participation
in elections. Their example should teach us
to exercise this precious right—or face the
consequences.”

Gov. Earl Warren, of California: “I wish
there was some way in which we might fill
the mind of every Californian with an un-
derstanding of the sacredness of the right
which he is able to exercise with such ease.
Men have fought and died for that right
and there are places in the world today where
men will still have to fight and die to restore
that which has been lost to them through
lack of vigilance. The privilege of voting
is a privilege nourished by use. It s en-
trusted to the individual alone, to cherish
and to exercise. Its importance transcends
the ambitions of any and all candidates."

Gov. Walter W, Johnson, of Colorado: “My
compliments and congratulations to the
American Press for the contest you are spon-
soring. To me there is nothing more impor-
tant in the political life of our country than
to see that every individual who has the
right should cast his or her ballot.”

Gov. Herman E. Talmadge, of Georgia:
“The most far-reaching issues ever before the
American people are being decided by local,
State, and National elections throughout the
country, It is incumbent upon all good
Americans to make their feelings felt in going
to the polls and voting their convictions on
election day. Blood has been spilled every-
where for ‘this right. exercising it, we
can keep it—by treating it lightly, we will
lose it."”

Gov. Adlal E. Stevenson, of Illinois: *“T 3p-
plaud most heartily the effort which ygu
are making to stimulate renewed Iintepest
in this most basic cornerstone of our political
system. And I also know of no group which
can do more to quicken this interest than
the weekly newspapers of America. They
are now—they always have been—on the
firing line of democracy in action. The
comfortable knowledge that the vote exists
seems to cause too many of us fellow citizens
to ignore the occasions for its actual exer-
cise. Such indifference is not only dan-
gerous to the continued strength and vigor
of the political principle of self-government
but, in the context of our time, it is a breach
of faith with those who are defending that
principle in a remote corner of the earth.”

Gov. Frederick G. Payne, of Maine: “The
American Press is to be commended very
highly for this splendid contribution to
furthering good government. It is my be-
lief that through the concerted efforts of all
our civic organizations, in conjunction with
programs sponsored by our radios and news-
papers, that the American people will realize
the importance of doing something about
voters’ apathy, which has been very evident
in recent elections. We must all make use
of this right to insure the future of our
country.”

Gov. G. Mennen Williams, of Michigan:
“In a democracy like ours it is the duty of
every citizen to exercise his right to vote.
The low percentage of eligible voters who
turn out to express their wishes at the polls
has long been a matter of national concern.
Any effort to impress our citizens with the
fact that it is not only their right but their
responsibility to vote on election day meets
with my hearty approval.”

Gov. Luther W. Youngdahl, of Minnesota:
“I am pleased to note the plans of the
American Press for a get-out-the-vote
contest. The weekly newspaper editors of
the Nation will contribute a high public
service by joining in this important educa-
tional campaign to impress each American
voter with the fact that he does a disservice
to his country and to himself by his failure
to vote. In these crucial days when de-
mocracy Is endangered by an ideology that
holds the right of free elections in contempt,
it 1s tragic to find the great percentages of



1952

qualified American voters who fall to exer-
clse their franchise at the polls. This
apathy, indifference, and neglect can under-
mine our heritage of ‘government by the
people’ unless we take steps to overcome it.”

Gov. John W. Bonner, of Montana: “I do
feel that efforts along these and similar
lines could and should be used on an exten=-
slve basis throughout the Nation to stimu-
late and encourage our citizens to go to the
polls. Burely, the weekly newspaper editors
of the country whose perlodicals offer com-
plete coverage of our rural areas could cer-
tainly do a splendid job of alding in this
work. Let me congratulate the American
press for sponsoring this project.”

Gov, Edward J. Reichart, of New Hamp-
shire: "I think the idea is a fine one and
hope that some tangible results can bhe
achieved through this program.”

Gov. Thomas J. Mabry, of New Mexico: “I
want to congratulate your organization on
the plan to award plagues to newspapers for
distingulshed achievement in getting out
the vote. I believe this is a wery worth-
while movement and will be productive of
beneficial results. Public officials have, in
many cases, been elected by a minority of
the eligible voters. This is a condition that
the people, for their own protection, should
not allow to continue.”

Gov. Thomas E. Dewey, of New York:
“Failure to perform your duty to register and
vote causes your right to vote to become
weaker. Power residing in the people tends
to wither away by so much as they do not
use that power. Someocne will always ex-
ercise the power of government. In Amer-
ica that power must forever rest with the
people. But it will be kept in the people
only if they use it.”

Gov. Frank J. Lausche, of Ohio: “Ad-
mittedly, the American citizen has been in=-
different to his great privilege to participate
in the formulation of governmental policies
and the selection of public officials. Any
course taken that will bring a greater num-
ber of people to the ballot box is a contribu-
tion to the stability and security of our
country.”

Gov. J. Strom Thurmond, of South Caro-
lina: “We, Americans, cannot expect to with-
stand the onslaughts against our democracy
from without, if we allow our own indiffer-
ence to weaken it from within. Lack of
interest in public affairs is far more dan-
gerous to democracy than communism or any
other 'lsm." It is encouraging, therefore, to
learn that the American Press is sponsoring
a contest among home-town newspapers to
get out the vote in future elections. All
Amerleans should wish you success.”

Gov. Arthur B. Langlie, of Washington:
*“My sincere commendation to you and your
assoclates on the nation:. get-out-the-vote
contest being sponsored by the American
press, It has probably never been more im-
portant in our national history that every
American citizen go to the polls. Every
American owes it to his country and to him-
gelf to study all the issues on the ballot, to
inform himself about the candidates and the
programs they espouse, and then to ecast an
informed, consclentious vote. I hope your
contest will be most successful.”

Gov. Oscar Rennebohm, of Wisconsin: “1
am happy to learn of your project to stimu-
late a greater interest in civic affairs in this
country. It is my opinion that the weekly
newspaper aditors of the United States can
be a great force in improving our democracy
if they will take an active interest in stimu-
lating their readers to vote and participate
in public affairs.”

COMMENTS OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS

Senator WiLLiAM LANGER, of North Dakota:
“You have a wonderful idea and I am 100
percent for it. The lack of interest shown
by the voters in some regions certainly calls
for some remedial action and I believe you
have started a very good plan to familiarize
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the people with the importance of this great
American privilege.”

Senator Lester C. Hunt, of Wyoming:
The get-out-the-vote contest by the Ameri-
can press is a commendable effort to bring
to the people their most important respon-
sibility in our Government, that of voting.
Constructive criticlsms and suggestions by
our people are a gulde to Government activ=
ities, but no force of public opinion is greater
than that expressed at the polls.”

Senator HoMmEer FERGUSON, of Michigan: “I
think this Is a very fine undertaking on
your part and I am sure it will prove exceed-
ingly helpful in stimulating the interest of
the American voters in this coming cam-~
paign. It is a fine public service you are
rendering and I want to congratulate you
on it."

Senator RoBerT C, HENDRICKSON, of New
Jersey: “I want to commend you for glving
this very important matter your personal
attention as I am of the firm conviction that
the apathy of our ecitizens in regard to elec-
tions is, to say the least, unpatriotic. Ac-
tive participation in elections at all levels is
a solemn duty and responsibility which must
be assumed and discharged by all who be-
lieve in the ideals and principles of repre=
sentative government.”

Senator LEVERETT SALTONSTALL, of Massa-
chusetts: “I believe the ‘get-out-the-vote'
contest currently being sponsored by the
American Press deserves the highest praise
and the participation of every newspaper
and newspaper publisher sincerely concerned
with our national political health and fu-
ture. Nothing is more important in the ef-
fective functioning of a democracy than the
maximum participation of those of our citi-
gens eligible to vote. Let me stress especially,
as a most important practical matter, the
necessity of registration. Unless every cit-
izen registers first, it is impossible for him
or her to vote. Reglstration is the necessary
first step in the casting of the ballot. I hope
the American Press will receive an over=-
whelming response to its invitation to the
Natlon’s press to participate in this ‘get-out-
the-vote' contest. I hope, too, that it will
be the forerunner of a new awakening of our
people to the deep significance of our birth=
right of the ballot.”

Senator RoeerT A. TaFT, of Ohio: “I think
any project which would stimulate the peo-
ple to vote would be very helpful, and I am
convinced that unless the people take an
interest in their Government, they will loze
control of it. With best wishes.”

Senator ELeerT D. THoMAs, of Utah: “When
one realizes how long men have fought for
the right to vote, one can hardly belleve
that those who have the right fall to embrace
it. I am sure that it is just the thoughtless
in America who do not vote.”

Senator RarrH E, FrLanpers, of Vermont:
“The contest which you are sponsoring for
getting out the vote does credit to your pa-
triotism as well as your enterprise. There
is nothing more important in carrying out
the responsibilities of citizenship than the
simple act of going to the polls on election
day. I have been told that the citizen in
Belglum is subject to a fine if he doesn't
cast his vote. We do not have that provi-
sion here. There should be a sufficient sense
of consclence in this matter so that the
appenl of the papers you represent will be
effective in bringing out a high percentage
of the American electorate of all parties.”

Senator JoHN SPARKMAN, of Alabama:
“This is an excellent public service on your
part and I want to commend you for it. The
privilege of voting 1s one for which most
Americans would fight if necessary. Yet,
when time comes to exercise that privilege,
far too many qualified American citizens
fall to use it. This neglect of one of the
strongest bulwarks of American democracy
is a constant threat to stable government
and to the Nation itself.”
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Senator WarreN MacNUsoN, of Washing-
ton: “This is a most worthy effort. The sys-
tem of government in which Americans take
such pride actually is as good as they make it
through their own interest and participation.
‘We prove that interest by going to the polls.
The free ballot 1s something this Nation has
pald dearly to gain. Everyone should make
the effort to keep it—by using it.”

Senator THEODORE Frawncis GreeN, of
Rhode Island: “Such a contest is probably
valuable in attracting attention to this im-
portant subject. I do not think the Ameri-
can public needs to be convinced of its im=-
portance, but simply aroused to the need of
present attention. However, anything that
results in improvement of the percentage of
voters—regardless of how they vote—is
worth while.”

Representative CHaRLEs R. HoweLn, of
New Jersey: “The Amerlcan press deserves
the highest praise for its initiative in spon-
soring such a worth-while contest. I en-
dorse the program you have outlined and
wish you every possible success. When one
analyzes historically the voting trend in so-
called off-year elections in this country, it
would appear that the United States is losing
democracy by default. I urge every Ameri-
can citizen to be sure to register for the fall
elections, and once registered, to be sure to
vote on November 7.”

Representative J. K. Javirs, of New York:
*As the author of House Resolution 641 seek=
ing a congressional investigation of why peo=
ple do not vote, let me emphasize how im=
portant it is that the vote be gotten out
through such efforts as you are sponsoring.
Secondly, I would like to point out to our
people that America's responsibilities in the
world are so great that we must get the
greatest collective judgment and collective
responsibility in the interests of our peace
and security. How can we expect the other
peoples of the world to believe in our good
faith and In the judgment of our people if
they do not come out to manifest and exer-
cise it on election day? No, the duty to vote
goes far beyond civic duties and is now a
question of the highest patriotism.”

Representative Jouw P. Davies, of New
York: “The American Press is to be com-
mended for the sponsorship of the get-out=-
the-vote contest. Never before in our history
has it been so vital that every eligible person
exercise his blood-bought privilege of vot-
ing. Remember if you are casual about vot=-
ing today, you may be a casualty tomorrow.”

Senator Erien McMaHON, of Connecticut:
“Voting is the highest privilege of citizen-
ship. In fact, the use of the ballot is the
very foundation stone of democracy. The
total number of votes has fallen off alarm-
ingly in some recent national elections.
When this happens, democracy is in dan-
ger. It is my earnest wish that each cit-
izen will do his primary patriotic duty next
November by voting."

Senator CLYDpE R. HoEy, of North Carolina:
“I think your effort to Interest the Ameri-
can citizen in voting is most commendable.
Certainly participation by as many people
as possible in government adds to the
strength of our democracy. I congratu-
late you upon the effort which you are put-
ting forth to secure a larger participation on
the part-of the people in our Government.”
COMMENTS FROM BUSINESS AND LABOR LEADERS

Capt. Eddie Rickenbacker, president and
general manager of Eastern Air Lines, Inc.,
and well-known air war hero: "Your cam=
paign to get out the vote is most com-
mendable. Citizens who fail to exercise
their prerogative to select able leaders for
their city, county, State, and National Gov-
ernments are not only breaking faith with
those American men and women pioneers
who built this great Nation but they are
failing their children—and the generations
to come.”
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E. 8. Bowerfind, director of public rela-
tions, Republic Steel Corp.: “You are cers
tainly carrying on a very useful and worth-
while promotion in sponsoring this contest.
Too many of us have been too careless about
exercising our greatest privilege, namely,
voting."”

Claude A. Putnam, president, National
Assoclation of Manufacturers: “Democracy
compels very little. Democracy depends
mostly on voluntary support from those who
share the abundance of blessings she bears.
The least every one of us can do to keep
democracy healthy in America is to vote—
to vote as we choose, for the candidate of
our cholce, after carefully studying the
records and programs of those standing for
election, no matter what office they seek.”

William Green, president, American Fed-
eration of Labor: “The idea which is re-
flected in your contest 1s commendable, and
I heartily approve it. The one thing we
need to do in the political campaign is to
concentrate our efforts to prevail upon work-
ing men and women to vote. If we can get
them to put their votes in the ballot box,
we can win in almost all the States where
we carry on political campalgns.”

Walter P. Marshall, president, the Western
Union Telegraph Co.: “I heartily applaud the
announced objectives of your campaign,
which I am confident, will have the support
of all thoughtful citizens. Please accept my
sincere good wishes for the substantial de-
gree of acceptance and success your public-
spirited campaign deserves."”

E. V. Lahey, chairman and president,
United States Brewers Foundation, Inc.:
““The right to vote is one of the great priv-
{leges of citizenship. In a democracy such
as ours, it is only through the ballot that
the people may exercise their constitutional
right to govern, If we fail to exercise this
right, we may eventually lose it. I believe
you are performing a valuable public serv-
ice in impressing upon your readers the im-
portance of voting at all elections and I
wish you success in your work.”

CHAIRMEN OF BOTH MAJOR POLITICAL PARTIES
SEE CONTEST AS SERVICE TO COUNTRY

Both political parties attach equal im-
portance to the get-out-the-vote contest
being sponsored by the American Press, it is
indicated by letters received from the chair-
man of each party. The comments follow:

Guy George Gabrielson, chairman, Repub-
lican National Committee: “"May I take this
opportunity to congratulate you on a pro-
gram which should be of enormous service
to our country. Our Republic can survive
only if we, as freemen, faithfully fulfill our
primary civie duty—our obligation to vote.
It is an appalling tragedy—it is a refiection
on both our citizenry and our candidates—
that 45,000,000 Americans eligible to vote
failed to do so in the 1948 election. In view
of world turbulence and the certain drift
toward world war III, the American people
even yet may have time to choose their own
weapons—bullets or ballots. I hold it is the
most solemn of obligations for each of us to
ponder well the problem our country faces
and issue ballot commands to our leaders.
We must arm ourselves with this weapon
lest we lose our way of life.”

William M. Boyle, Jr., chalrman, Demo-
cratic National Committee: “At a time when
the whole concept of democracy, as we in the
United States understand it, is under chal-
lenge all over the world by the forces of
communism, I can think of nothing more
important than an all-out nonpartisan effort
to have a truly representative vote in the
1950 congressional elections. I belleve the
get-out-the-vote contest belng conducted
by the American Press is a fine contribution
towaruci 'fh.is goal and I hope it is highly suc=

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session,

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate messages from the President of
the United States submitting sundry
nominations, and withdrawing the nom-
ination of Anthony J. Teti, to be post-
master at Toughkenamon, Pa., which
nominating messages were referred fo
the appropriate committees.

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

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A
COMMITTEE

As in executive session,
The following favorable reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. CONNALLY, from the Committee
on Foreign Relations:

Phelps Phelps, of New York, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
to the Dominican Republic, vice Ralph H.
Ackerman, resigned;

Angus Ward, of Michigan, a Foreign Serv-
ice officer of class 1, to be Ambassador Ex-
traordinary and Plenipotentiary to Afghanis-
tan, vice George R. Merrell; and

Julian F. Harrington, of Massachusetts, a
Forelgn Service officer of the class of career
minister and a secretary in the diplomatic
service, to be also a consul general of the
United States of America;

Willlam J. Barnsdale, of California, a For-
elgn Service officer of class 5 and a secretary
in the diplomatic service, to be also a consul
of the United States of America; and

Eugene V. Prostov, of the District of Co-
lumbia, a Foreign Service Staff officer to be
a consul of the United States of America.

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTI-
CLES, ETC., PRINTED IN THE AP-
PENDIX

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

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey:

Address delivered by him before the Amer-
ican Committee for the Independence of
Armenia at its second annual dinner com-
memorating Armenian Independence Day.

By Mr. MARTIN:

Text of radio broadeast by him of program
No. 62 in the series entitled “Happenings
in Washington.” -

By Mr. GILLETTE:

Editorial entitled “Eorea Helped Make
Free World Strong,” published in the Des
Molnes Register of June 21, 1852.

By Mr. WILEY:

Memorandum of American Bar Assoclation
in support of the resolution of the Asso-
ciation regarding appointments to the Fed-
eral judiciary.

By Mr. :

Editorial entitled “An American Forelgn
Policy,” published in the New York Times of
June 25, 1852,

By Mr. LEEHMAN:

Editorial entitled “Colony or Common-
wealth,” published in the New York Times
of June 25, 1952, and an editorial entitled
“Nullification,” published in the Washing-
ton Post of June 25, 1952.

By Mr. BENTON:

Article entitled “Steel Agreement Reached,
Dropped,” written by Joseph Loftus, and
published in the New York Times of June
25, 1852, relating to the steel strike.
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DEATH OF FORMER SENATOR AND
REPRESENTATIVE JAMES W.

WADSWORTH, OF NEW YORK

Mr, MONRONEY, Mr, President, at
5:30 this afternoon one of the greatest
and most distinguished legislators in the
history of our country will be buried, the
Honorable James W. Wadsworth. Mr,
Wadsworth served two terms in the Sen-
ate and nine terms in the House of
Representatives,

His contributions to two world wars
in the service of his country have been
tremendous. He himself was a veteran
of the Spanish-American War. During
World War I, Mr. Wadsworth served as
Chairman of the Senate Committee on
Military Affairs. In World War II, he
rendered outstanding service in the leg-
islative field at a time when most mem-
bers of the Government and the admin-
istration were fearful of the effect of
the proposed draft act.

Representative Wadsworth sponsored
the Selective Service Act and was instru-
mental in its passage more than 15
months before the outbreak of World
War II at Pearl Harbor. It was his.
foresight and diligence in proposing the
enactment of that legislation which
helped to give America the early start it
had and helped to bring about military
victory as a result of our preparedness.

Mr. Wadsworth was a believer in the
strength of our country in seeking vic-
tory for democracy. One of his last
great and courageous acts was his sery-
ice again for his country after his re-
tirement, following a distinguished ca-
reer in both Houses of Congress, in the
sponsorship of universal military train-
ing. Despite the advice of physicians
to care for his physical condition, Mr.
Wadsworth stayed on the job to make
a report on universal military training.

Mr. President, at this time I ask unan-
imous consent to have incorporated as
a part of my remarks editorials regard-
ing Mr. Wadsworth published in the
Washington Post, the Washington Star,
and the Washington Daily News.

There being no objection, the editori-
als were ordered to be printed in the
REcoRrD, as follows:

[From the Washington Post of June 24, 1952]
JaMES W. WADSWORTH

The death of James W. Wadsworth removes
from the American political scene one of the
Nation's most effective advocates of a strong
defense system and a man of great skill and
experience as a legislative leader. He cam-
paigned intelligently and effectively for a
powerful military defense long before it was
popular to do so. As a member of the Sen-
ate he advocated selectlve service before the
United States entered World War I and as
a member of the House he advocated it again
before World War II. The able report of the
National Security Training Commission, of
which he was chairman by appointment of
President Truman, is the basis for the pres-
ent proposal for universal training.

While he came to believe firmly in interna-
tional cooperation, his strong conservative
instinets and party loyalty led him to oppose
the League of Nations and the World Court
and to advocate high tariffs. He had an abid-
ing interest In agriculture and gave his sup-
port to many causes to ald the farmer. He
strongly objected, however, to interference
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by the Federal Government in farm affalrs,
He was an early opponent of woman suffrage
and prohibition, and in 1826, having incurred
labor’s opposition, lost the Senate seat he had
held since 1914. After 6 years on his enor=
mous ancestral farm in New York he won
election to the House in 1932 and served until
his retirement in 1950. He was in Congress
& total of 30 years and was one of the three
men in our history who served first in the
Senate and later in the House. Mr. Wads=
worth was a disciple of Elihu Root, whom he
succeeded in the Senate. He fought most of
the New Deal and Fair Deal proposals, but his
support of recent administration foreign and
defense policies was of inestimable value in
the struggle to make this country militarily
secure.

Mr. Wadsworth will be remembered on
Capitol Hill with admiration and affection,
for he was no stiff-necked arlstocrat, but a
warm and engaging person, & man who al-
most reached the heights—he was several
times mentioned for the Presidency—but was
content to serve his country wherever it was
possible for him to do so,

—_—

[From the Washington Evening Star of
June 23, 1952]

Mr. WADSWORTH

Probably James Wolcott Wadsworth, Jr.,
will be remembered longest for his work In
behalf of preparedness. It was a basic prin-
ciple with him that America should be strong
enough to stand alone in a chaotic and hos-
tile world. Lacking confidence in made-to-
order schemes of universal pacification, he
argued that the military power of the United
States should be malntained at its most
effectlve apex, During more than half of
his career he specialized in legislation re-
lating to the development of a citizen army
and navy. He worked and fought for uni-
versal military tralning even when it was
most unpopular.

Mr. Wadsworth himself was a soldler. The
family to which he belonged is a dynasty of
public servants tracing back to colonial
times, and he was a worthy scion of the
clan. Born in the beautiful Geneseo Valley
in 1877, he went to Cuba and the Philip-
pines at 21, was a member of the New York
State Legislature at 25, a member of the
United States Senate at 37. In the latter
position he served two very busy terms.
Then, defeated largely because of his oppo-
gition to prohibition, he sought election to
the House of Representatives and became
one of its most distinguished personalities
in 1932. Until his retirement in 19560—and
even afterward as a private citizen—he was
& respected authority in the fields in which
he speclalized. The first and foremost of
these was national defense, but he also la-
bored constructively in foreign and domestic
commerce, labor relations, interior affairs,
and agriculture. A conservative by convic-
tion as well as by birth and breeding, he
opposed certain liberal and progressive move-
ments because he simply did not believe
that they could be made to stick. Much
of the New Deal was distasteful to him, but
prior to and during World War II he sup-
ported the foreign policies of the Roosevelt-
Truman administrations, and they depended
on him for the unpleasant sponsorship of
the selective draft legislation. Even before
Pearl Harbor he called for national unity
behind lend-lease.

Tall, quiet, polite, a helpful neighbor,
Washington counted him among its most
interesting residents, He has left his mark
in Congress—a man who won deep respect
for the courage of his convictions, when
many of his convictions were unpopular and
politically dangerous.
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' [From the Washlhgton Dally News of
June 23, 1952]

WADSWORTH, STATESMAN

James Wadsworth could change his mind,
as any wise man can. But when he had
made it up, he stood like a rock for what
he believed was right no matter how large
the majority against him.

This distinguished public servant, who
died Saturday at 74, once lost his Senate
seat because he refused to approve the
prohibition amendment. He fought for
aviation when most people sneered at it.
Though once an isolationist, he was one of
the first to realize the threat of Hitlerism,
and advocated preparedness when most
Americans were complacent.

He saw years ago that universal military
training is the soundest foundation for our
security, and was still fighting for it when
stricken by his fatal illness.

Jim Wadsworth was a great American, He
never trimmed his sails.

AWARD OF CERTIFICATE OF MERIT
TO DEAN S. S. STEINBERG

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. President, when
outstanding achievements for the wel-
fare of human kind are recognized, it is
an incentive to other citizens, as well
as a just recognition of the abilities of
the individual concerned.

Such a gratifying development has
just occurred in the presidential award
made to Dean S. S. Steinberg of the
University of Maryland School of En-
gineering. Dean Steinberg has long
been known to me as an educator of un-
usual attainments, a public-spirited
citizen, and a well-qualified ambassador
to other countries of the Western
Hemisphere which he has visited in.an
official capacity.

I rejoice in the honor accorded him,
and request unanimous consent that an
article in the Baltimore Evening Sun
of June 13, 1952, be printed at this point
in my remarks.

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

TrumaN Howors DEaN 8. 8. STEINBERG

CoLLEGE Parx, Mp., June 13.—Dean S. B.
Steinberg, of the University of Maryland
College of Engineering, has been awarded a
special certificate of merit by order of
President Truman for his outstanding con=-
tribution as chairman of the Committee on
Education of the President's Conference on
Industrial Safety, according to an announce=-
ment.

The presentation was made by Maurice J.
Tobin, Secretary of Labor, during the con-
ference at which the President praised the
University of Maryland for its program of
integration of safety into the engineering
curricula.

COMPLETION AND DELIVERY OF
LINER “UNITED STATES”

Mr. O'CONOR. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the body of the REecorp at this point as
a part of my remarks a statement which
I have prepared regarding the comple-
tion and delivery of the new superliner,
United States, now entering the oceanic
service under the operation of the
United States Lines.
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There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
REcorp, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR O'CoNOR

Secretary of Commerce Charles Sawyer
deserves the gratitude of the citizenry of
this Nation for his forthright attitude sup-
porting the completion and delivery of the
new superliner, the United States, now en-
tering the oceanic service under the opera-
tion of the United States Lines. Secretary
Sawyer has exhibited commendable courage
in preventing undue delay and difficulty in
the initiation of service of this much-
needed addition to our maritime fleet.

One of the immediate needs of the Amer-
ican merchant marine, as we have pointed
out upon the Senate floor on numerous
occasions during recent years, is a fleet of
modern, fast, passenger vessels capable of
conversion to troop carriers in an emergency.

This need was stressed when our first
long-range shipping bill was introduced
several years ago. Throughout all the hear-
ings on this bill before the subcommittee
during the present and previous Congresses
we have continued to stress this need. It
has been generally conceded that other
nations not only are better prepared at this
time in the matter of troop-transport facili-
ties, but their construction program has
consistently kept ahead of that of the
United States.

One of the points that it seems to me
pertinent to keep ever in mind is that we
might not always have available passenger
liners from other nations as was the case in
World War II. It is a dangerous policy to
count upon any such contingency, just as I
think it is contrary to sound reason to neg-
lect the dry-cargo phase of the American
shipping in the hope that, in an emergency,
there will be sufficient shipping owned by
friendly natlons that can be borrowed.

I take occasion to stress the present condi-
tion of affairs at the very time when the
magnificent modern liner, the United States,
is to start upon regular trips overseas. Any-
one so fortunate as to be able to see and
inspect this great ship would agree that we
now have realized the ideal of a speedy, thor-
oughly modern passenger liner that would be
avallable for troop transport should the
need arise.

In the past, on frequent occasions, it has
been necessary to carry overseas thousands
of American fighting men in unsatisfactory
transports. In many cases the ships were
too slow to offer any security agalnst attack-
ing submarines, while living conditions
aboard them ofttimes were such as to be un-
worthy of American patriots who were offer-
ing their lives to preserve the Nation's
security.

Let it be remembered also about World
Wars I and II, that even though there were
on hoth occasions more passenger liners
available than we have now, the supply was
thoroughly inadequate. The men carried
aboard these ships were aware of the hazards
they were facing due to lack of speed, a fact
which certainly did nothing to bolster their
morale.

All this has been kept uppermost in mind
in the design and construction of the steam-
ship United States. The largest ship ever
built in this eountry, with a gross tonnage of
51,600 tons, it can be converted rapidly,
should occaslon arise, into a troop transport
that would house with reasonable comfort
12,000 to 14,000 members of the Armed Forces.

Capable of a speed in excess of 30 knots,
and structurally designed for utmost safety,
it represents the most advanced ideas along
such lines. Its extra speed and ease of ma-
neuverability, combined with its exceptional
cruising range, make it an extraordinarily
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eficient addition to our peacetime and war-
time fleets.

Thus its completion is in furtherance of
the objective we had in mind in proposing
the long-range shipping bill. While it does
not by any means give us the total troop-
carrying capacity that will be urgently need-
ed in any sudden emergency, it does add
greatly to present facilities and 1t furnishes
a standard of design and usability that will
be of tremendous help in accelerating con-
struction of other fast passenger liners in
the future.

In the two wars that have been fought by
this country, and during the present hos-
tilitles in Korea, the United States fortu-
nately has gotten away from the policy of
looking at our fighting men as so many ob=
jects to be transported by whatever means
were available, without any particular regard
to convenience or safety. The steamship
United States gives to this Nation the No. 1
troop transport in existence in the world to-
day. Our maritime officials and all who as-
sisted in the design and construction of this
great vessel deserve congratulations and the
appreciation of all citizens.

My one regret with regard to this magni-
ficent new vessel is that it is but a single
ship rather than an entire new fleet of pas-
senger ships. I sincerely hope that the long-
range shipping bill, now pending in the
House, will be passed speedily and differ-
ences with the Senate version resolved so
that, with the steamship United Stotes as an
inspiration, our American shipping industry
and ship construction facilities will be given
the needed stimulus to initiate construction
of other vessels of this general type.

No one can say when, if ever, it may be
necessary to draft all the passenger-carrying
capacity at the Nation's command for mili-
tary purposes. It can be said with certainty,
however, that such a need today would find
us very greatly unprepared, even with this
splendid new ship which is now ready to be
put into active service.

It cannot be emphasized too strongly that
this country needs a number of fast modern
vessels. Unless the Congress acts quickly,
to make possible their construction, we will
be laying the country open to danger in the
event of sudden hostilities.

EXTENSION OF TERM OF CERTAIN
PATENTS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before
the Senate the amendment of the House
of Representatives to the bill (S. 1537),
to amend the act entitled “An act to pro-
vide for the extension of the term of
certain patents of persons who served
in the military or naval forces of the
United States during World War II,”
which was, to strike out all after the en-
acting clause and insert:

That the act entitled “An act to provide
for the extension of the term of certain
patents of persons who served in the mili-
tary or naval forces of the United States dur-
ing World War II,"” approved June 30, 1950
(Public Law 588, 8lst Cong.), is amended
by adding at the end thereof the following
new section:

“Sgc, 5. (a) No person shall be held not to
be the sole owner of & patent within the
meaning of this act, by reason of any inter-
est of his spouse in such patent.

“(b) Notwithstanding the provisions of
the first section fixing the time for filing
application for an extension under this act,
such application, in the case of any patent
held by the applicant and his spouse may
be filed at any time within 6 months follow=
ing the date of enactment of this section.”

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, this
bill was passed by the Senate on May 1,
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1952, and has been amended by the
House.

The bill concerns patents in which a
hushand and wife may share an inter-
est.

A comparative study of the bill, as
passed by the Senate, with the amend-
ment of the House, indicates that there
is no substantial difference between the
two versions except that the House pro-
vides a 6-month time limit for filing an
application for an extension of a patent,
while the Senate bill made this time
limit 1 year. The House provision seems
unobjectionable,

I therefore move that the Senate con-
cur in the amendment of the House.

The motion was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
calls attention to the fact that House
hill 4413, relating to the same subject
is on the Clerk’s desk. Does the Sen-
ator from Nevada wish to have the
House bill indefinitely postponed?

Mr. McCARRAN. I move that House
bill 4413 be indefinitely postponed.

The motion was agreed to; and the
bhill (H. R. 4413) to amend the act en-
titled “An act to provide for the ex-
tension of the term of certain patents
of persons who served in the military or
naval forces of the United States dur-
ing World War II,” was indefinitely
postponed.

AMENDMENT OF CODE RELATING
TO THEFT OR RECEIPT OF
STOLEN MAIL MATTER

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before
the Senate the amendments of the
House of Representatives to the bill (8.
2198) to amend section 1708 of title 18,
United States Code, relating to the theft
or receipt of stolen mail matter gen-
erally, which were, in line 4, strike out
“striking out” and insert “changing”;
in line 4, after “semicolon”, insert “to a
period”, and in line 5, after “and”, in-
sert “by striking out.”

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, the
House has approved the bill with an
amendment which is entirely technical
and does not change in any way the
sense of the action taken by the Senate.

Therefore, Mr. President, I move that
the Senate concur in the amendment of
the House.

The motion was agreed to.

GRANTING OF STATUS OF PERMA-
NENT RESIDENCE TO CERTAIN
ALIENS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a message from the House of
Representatives announcing its dis-
agreement to the amendments of the
Senate to the concurrent resolution (H.
Con. Res. 191) favoring the granting of
the status of permanent residence to
certain aliens, and requesting a confer-
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, this
is a routine concurrent resolution re-
lating to the adjustment of status of
certain displaced persons. The resolu-
tion originated in the House. In the
Senate, it was amended to elimrinate the
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names of certain persons, on the basis of
information available to the Senate
committee or questions raised in the
Senate committee. The House has dis-
agreed to the Senate amendments and
has appointed conferees,

Mr. President, I move that the Senate
insist on its amendments, agree to the
request of the House for a conference on
House Concurrent Resolution 191, and
that the Chair appoint conferees on the
part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Vice President appointed Mr. Mc-
CARRAN, Mr. Eastvanp, Mr, SmitH of
North Carolina, Mr. FercUsoN, and Mr.
JenneEr conferees on the part of the
Senate.

GRANTING OF STATUS OF PERMA-
NENT RESIDENCE TO CERTAIN
ALIENS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a message from the House of
Representatives announcing its dis-
agreement to the amendments of the
Senate to the concurrent resolution (H.
Con. Res. 206) favoring the granting of
the status of permanent residence to
certain aliens, and requesting a confer-
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses thereon.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, this
is another concurrent resolution relat-
ing to the adjustment of status of dis-
placed persons. It is the same kind of a
resolution as House Concurrent Resolu-
tion 191. The situation with regard to
this resolution is also the same. Ac-
cordingly, Mr. President, I move that the
Senate insist on its amendments, agree
to the request of the House for a confer-
ence on House Concurrent Resolution
206, and that the Chair appoint the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Vice President appointed Mr. McCARRAN,
Mr. EasTranp, Mr. Smrtr of North Caro-
lina, Mr. FErcUsoN, and Mr. JENNER cOn-
ferees on the part of the Senate.

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF
CERTAIN ALIENS

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate the amendment of the House of
Representatives to the concurrent reso-
lution (S. Con. Res. 72) favoring the
suspension of deportation of certain
aliens, which was, on page 5, to strike out
line 4.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, the
House has amended this resolution by
striking the name of one alien, whose
case has been withdrawn by the Attor-
ney General, after the resolution was
agreed to by the Senate.

Since the resolution was approved by
the Senate the Immigration and Natu-
ralization Service has asked the with-
drawal of an additional name. I am
advised the other body will not object
to this.

Therefore, Mr. President, I move that
the Senate concur in the amendment of
the House to Senate Concurrent Reso-
Jution 72, with a further amendment as
follows: On page 14, strike out line 18.

The motion was agreed to.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
APPROPRIATIONS, 1953

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair
lays before the Senate the unfinished
business, H. R. T176.

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 7176) making appro-
priations for the Department of the In-
terior for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1953, and for other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secre-
tary will state the first amendment of
the committee.

The first amendment of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations was, under the
heading “Title I—Department of the In-
terior—Office of the Secretary—Enforce-
ment of Connally Hot Oil Act,” on page
2, line 2, after the word “only”, to strike
out “$170,000” and insert “$187,000.”

REPUBLICAN FOREIGN POLICY
PLANK

Mr. WILEY, Mr. President, I have
prepared for submission to the resolu-
tions committee of the Republican Na-
tional Convention a series of suggestions
with regard to the foreign-policy plank
to be adopted by the Republican Party.

These suggestions are not intended to
be all-inclusive, but I submit them as
my frank judgment as one of the great-
est single issues facing my party.

I feel very keenly on the importance
of other platform planks, for example, a
specific, dynamic farm plank which will
spell hope and opportunity for America’s
great agricultural segment.

But I have confined my formal sugges-
tions to the field of foreign policy in
commenting to my good and able friend,
the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr,
MILLIKIN]—a man we are indeed fortu-
nate to have as chairman of the resolu-
tions committee.

THIS MUST BE A CHARTER OF OPPORTUNITY

It is said, Mr. President, that no one
ever reads party platforms but the plat-
form drafters themselyes. ButIsay that
the Republican platform of 1952 must be
a well-read, well-understood, well-re-
spected document. It must become a
charter of the atomic age, a charter
written in simple Anglo-Saxon terms,
meaningful to the farmer at the cross-
roads and the garage mechanic and the
housewife, a charter for the common
man—yes, a charter which will spell
hope, too, to all the peoples of the
world, as a model of what this consti-
tutional Republic can produce.

WE DO NOT WANT REPUBLICAN SCEISM

On the foreign policy issue, itseuf, I
do not of course want to see a schismatic
condition develop in my party, with two
rival wings, one stressing international
cooperation, the other stressing a so-
called American “Gibraltar” concept—
built, in my judgment, on sand.

I do not want to see such a schismatic
condition destroy the opportunity for
victory of my party this coming Novem-~
ber.

I believe that such victory is urgently
necessary, if we are to bring in the new
blood, the new approach, the firmer hand
at the helm in the next four crucial
years.
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But, in our earnest efforts to avoid a
schism, I do not want to see our Repub-
lican Party adopt a platform, as some
individuals seem to want, so weasel
worded, so ambiguous, so based on an
empty play of words, meaning all things
to all men, that we break the heart of
thinking Americans and of the thinking
people in the world. These thinking peo-
ple recognize that leadership against
Soviet communism cannot be provided
by weasel words and timid souls.

SOME PEOPLE LIVING IN DARK AGES

I do not want to see the Republican
Party surrender to a smail group of well-
intentioned, but apparently medieval-
minded men who are living in an intel-
lectual dark age—in which the inter-
continental supersonic airplane, the
guided missile, the germ bomb, the
atomic bomb, do not seem to exist; a
medieval dark age which does not rec-
ognize America’s crucial dependence
upon foreign raw materials, much less
her crucial dependence upon European
manpower, factories, and spiritual aid.

I do not want to see the Republican
Party surrender to spurious cure-all de-
vices which are supposed to banish the
sickness of communism from the world
body, cure-alls like the phony remedy
of airpower alone, which is supposed to
win all wars at bargain basement prices,
with no sacrifice on our part.

NO MAGIC WAND CAN ELIMINATE FOREIGN

SPENDING

I do not want to see the Republican
Party delude the American people into
thinking that by a wave of a magic wand,
we can save billions of dollars overnight
in foreign aid; whereas within the last
month, not so much as one single Repub-
lican—or Democrat—in the Senate of-
fered an amendment for formal vote to
cut the mutual aid bill by more than a
billion or so dollars below the amount
recommended by the Senate Foreign Re-
lations Committee.

WE HAVE VOTED FOR BIPARTISAN POLICY

I do not want to see the Republican
Party be guilty of complete inconsistency
by condemning actions which we our-
selves have voted for. It is a man’s and
a party’s votes, not just his words, which
count.

Only 10 Republicans voted against
mutual aiG when the conference report
came up in the Senate, out of 46 Repub-
licans in the Senate. The Senator from
OLido [Mr. Tarr] and other Senators, in-
cluding myself, voted “yea.” And every
other single forward, international
step—the United Nations Charter, the
North Atlantic Treaty, has been sup-
ported overwhelmingly by the Republi-
can Party.

LET'S DEBATE ISSUES, NOT PERSONALITIES

I do not want the Republican Party to
attempt to climb to power by an unprin-
cipled policy of pouring venom on indi-
viduals, on personalities, rather than by
calm, reasoned analysis of issues and
principles.

We Americans can, and must, get rid
of the incompetent, the security risks,
the disloyal individuals in Govern-
ment—but we can do so in the tradi-
tional American way.
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MILLIONS WILL SUFPORT US, BUT NOT FOR
MUD-PIE THROWING

I know that there are millions of
Americans who are ready, willing, and
eager to switch from the Democratic
Party or from independent ranks, and
vote Republican, if we show that we are
willing to rise to our responsibilities.
This is indeed a time for greatness.

The millions will not, however, switch
to our party and vote Republican if they
think that we are mostly little boys who
are capable only of making and hurling
“mudpies,” but not capable of leading
the world—leading it at a time when it
is threatened, not with just mass de-
struction of cities, but with the hydrogen
bomb which can incinerate whole na-
tions,

The Republican Party can be proud
of its great contributions, its great lead-
ers, its great history. We have fine
candidates who can rise to great heights,
But we Republicans can “snatch defeat
from the jaws of victory,” by mouthing
of either meaningless generalities or ir-
responsible abuse which does not give
the constructive solutions to the prob-
lems of our times, for which 100,000,000
voters hunger. I have not lost faith, I
have faith in GEne Mnrixin, in John
Foster Dulles and our other platform
writers. :

I ask unanimous consent that the text
of the series of suggestions which I have
prepared for the Resolutions Committee
be printed in the body of the CONGRES-
sroNaAL REcorp at this point.

There being no objection, the sugges-
tions were ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:

RECOMMENDATIONS BY HON. ALEXANDER WILEY,
oF WISCONSIN, RANKING REPUBLICAN, SEN-
ATE FoREIGN RELATIONS COMMITTEE, TO
SENATOR EUGENE MILLIKIN, TEMPORARY
CHAIRMAN, RESOLUTIONS COMMITTEE, RE-
PUBLICAN NATIONAL CONVENTION

GENERAL OBSERVATIONS

1. The Republican foreign policy plank
must be fundamentally constructive and for-
ward-looking in its emphasis, not negative
and purely backward-looking.

2. It must be specific on the points it rec-
ommends and endorses. Weasel-worded gen-
eralities capable of widely ambiguous inter=-
pretations must be avolded.

3. Bo, too, it should refer to specific short-
comings and mistakes of the administra-
tion’s foreign policy. In so doing, it should
neither overemphasize nor underemphasize
those deflciencies.

4. It must radiate confidence to, and in our
allies, demonstrating that there will be an
unbroken continuity in the program of
American leadership In collective security
action and American spearheading of spirit-
ual resistance to the Kremlin.

5. Conversely, it should provide no basis
for encouragement to the Soviet Union that
there will be an interruption of so much as
1 day or 1 month in constructive interna-
tional. cooperation—an interruption which
the Soviets might otherwise exploit for their
owWn purposes, let alone explottmg the pusal-—
bility of any reversal of United States lead-
ership policies.

6. Wherever foreign policy particularly
strongly impinges on domestie policy, we
should indicate our awareness of that fact.
Thus, in our condemnation of the adminis-
tration's infiationary spending policy, we
should indicate unequivocally that this in-
flation at home has seriously reduced the ef-
fectiveness of America's ald program abroad.
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7. The Republican platform in 1948 stat-
ed our intention to “invite the minority
party to join us under the next Republican
administration in stopping partisan politics
at the water's edge.” I believe a similar de-
cisive affirmation of patriotic unity at the
shore line is indispensable.

SPECIFIC AFFIRMATIVE SUGGESTIONS

1. We should state in clear, emphatic and
urequivocal terms that the Republican
Party intends to continue every construc-
tive procedure, program, and technique by
which the aggressive march of Soviet im-
perlalism has been curbed and can be curbed
in the future.

Specifically, this means our Republican
Party pledges its continued effort to
strengthen the United Nations so that it may
more assuredly realize the hope of the world
for the elimination of the possibility of
world war IIL

{(a) The Republican Party further en-
dorses the North Atlantic Treaty Organiza-
tion as a regional instrumentality under the
United Nations Charter for coping with the
problem of Communist aggressive threats In
Europe.

(b) Congratulates the countries of West=
ern Europe on the splendid progress which
they have made thus far in, (1) ratification
of the Schuman plan, (2) formulation of
the plans for a European army, (3) steps
toward political unification of the continent.

(¢) Urges intensified European allied ef-
fort, particularly along the lines of breaking
down of customs and other economic bar-
riers, political walls, psychological barriers
which have prevented unity of the western
powers and which in the face of the Soviet
menace, prove extremely hazardous to the
survival of Western Europe.

(d) Endorses the fullest contribution by
every European power, including Western
Germany and Spain to the economie and po-
litical strength and military defense of the
continent against communism, while assur-
ing necessary precautions against the re-
emergence of aggressive activity by any state
in the alliance.

(e) Reaffirms our historic friendship to-
ward all peoples who have emerged or are
emerging from colonialism into an era of
independence and sovereignty; but recog-
nizes clearly the necessity for blocking those
efforts of Soviet communism aimed at ex-
ploiting this colonial transition to its own
Red ends in order to create conditions of
chaos and opposition to the United States
and its allies,

(f) Pledges continua.ace of the program
of mutual aid—military and defense sup-
port—toward the end of establishing and
maintaining a situation of balance in which
Soviet military might can be successfully
discouraged from ever initiating an attack.
Primary emphasis of such aid will, however,
be to so establish the allled lands on a firm
footing of self-help that America’s financial
contributions can be carefully but progres=-
gively reduced.

(g) Intends to stand by our commitments
to continue appropriate military, aerial, and
naval personnel contributions toward the
defense of international law and security,
but again emphasigzes the importance of
self-help and duly proportionate contribu-
tions by other lands.

(h) Reaffirms its support for technical aid
to vuderdeveloped areas with emphasis,
however, on encouragement of a climate
in foreign lands hospitable to maximum pri-
vate investment.

(i) Pledges its efforts toward a prompt,
honorable end of the Korean conflict—with-
out compromise of our basic principles,

SPECIFIC CRITICISMS

We condemn—

(a) Sell-out secret agreements entered
into without the knowledge, consent, or ap-
proval of the Congress and the people.
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(b) Existence in high diplomatic posi-
tlons, as well as elsewhere in Government,
of any security risks and disloyal individ-
uals—a condition requiring in turn that
when we assume office, We completely
cleanse such individuals from the entire
Federal establishment.

(c) America’s remaining on the defensive
and allowing the Soviet Union to retain the
initiative in the world-wide battle of ideas
and of action.

(d) Administration failure fully to ex-
ploit the immense areas of tensions and
hatreds behind the iron curtain.

(e) failure of the administration to con-
sult the Republicans in the formulation of
the Asiatic program, a fallure which con-
tributed to the downfull of Nationalist
China,

(f) failure to initiate a policy of destruc-
tion of Red Chinese bases in Manchuria at
a time when such destruction could have
permitted an earlier end to the Eorean con-
flict,

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
APPROPRIATIONS, 1953

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 7176) making appro-
priations for the Department of the In-
terior for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1953, and for other purposes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the committee amendment on
page 2, line 2, is agreed to.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I do
not believe the Senate should undertake
the consideration of a bill which is so
important as the pending bill without
having a quorum call. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum.,

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

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

Alken Green Millikin
Bennett Hayden Monroney
Benton Hendrickson Moody
Brewster Hennings Morse
Bricker Hickenlooper Mundt
Bridges Hill M

Butler, Md. Hoey Neely
Butler, Nebr., Holland Nixon

Cain Humphrey O'Conor
Capehart Hunt O'Mahoney
Case Ives Pastore
Clements Jenner Robertson
Connally Johnson, Colo. Saltonstall
Cordon Johnson, Tex. Schoeppel
Dirksen ohnston, S. C. Smathers
Douglas Xem Smith, N. J.
Duft Kilgore Smith, N. C.
Dworshak Enowland Sparkman
Eastland Lehman Stennis
Ecton Long Taft
Ellender Magnuson Thye
Ferguson Malone Tobey
Flanders Martin Underwood
Frear MeCarran Watkins
Fulbright MeClellan Welker
George McFarland Wiley
Gilletts McKellar Willlams

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce
that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr,
ANDERSON] and the Senator from Vir-
ginia [Mr. Byrp] are absent on official
business.

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr.
Cuavezl, the Senator from Tennessee
[Mr. KEFAUVER], the Senator from Okla-
homa [Mr. Kerrl, and the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. RUSSELL] are absent by
leave of the Senate,

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr,
Mavyeank] is absent by leave of the
Senate because of a death in his family,
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The Senator from Connecticut [Mr.
McManon] is absent because of illness.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Iannounce that
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. CARLSON],
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
Longel, and the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. McCARTHY] are necessarily absént.

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Lancer] is absent on official business.

The Senator from Maine [Mrs. SMITH]
is absent because of illness in her family.

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
Younc] is absent by leave of the Senate.

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr,
SeaTon] is absent because of illness.

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is
present.

The next committee amendment will
ke stated.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Construction, Southeastern
Power Administration,” on page 2, line 9,
after the word “expended,” to strike out
“$959,500" and insert “$115,000"; and
in the same line, after the amendment
just above stated, to insert a colon and
the following proviso: “Provided, That
no part of the funds appropriated by this
paragraph or any part of the unobligated
balance appropriated under this heading
in the Interior Department Appropria-
tion Act for 1952 shall be available for
the construction of transmission lines
and related facilities in the Southeastern
power area until (1) a contract with the
affected power companies in the area of
substantially the type which has hereto-
fore been executed in other power areas
for transmission of electric power and
energy from Government-owned proj-
ects to preferred customers has been
executed, or the said companies have re-
fused to execute such contracts, and (2)
the Secretary of the Interior has so in-
formed the Congress.”

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire
to ask a question of the Senator in
charge of the bill. On page 2, begin-
ning in line 15, we find the following
language:

(1) a contract with the affected power
companies in the area of substantially the
type which has heretofore been executed in
other power areas—

And so forth. Is that provision in-
tended to exclude a type of contract
which will comply with all requirements,
such as that which has been discussed by
the president of the Georgia Power Co.?

Mr. HAYDEN. No, not at all, because
I am certain it would comply with the
law, as it is of the type of bus-bar con-
tract heretofore made.

Mr. GEORGE. It is not intended to
exclude a particular contract?

Mr. HAYDEN. Not at all.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the committee
amendment on page 2, beginning in
line 9.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, McFARLAND. Mr,. President, in
order that the consideration of the bill
may be expedited, I ask unanimous con-
sent that debate upon the amendments
be limited to 30 minutes in total, or 15
minutes to a side, to be controlled, re-
spectively, by the proponent of the
amendment and my colleague, the sen-
ior Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN],
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in the event he is opposed to the amend-
ment; or if he is in favor of the amend-
ment, then by the distinguished minority
leader or some other Senator whom he
may designate.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
Jjection?

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, let me say
that I do not think that will be sufficient
time to debate my amendment “B”
which is lying at the desk, and which
proposes a reduction of $31,000,000 in the
appropriation for the Bureau of Recla-
madtion, nor do I believe it will be suffi-
cient time for debate on my amend-
ment “C,” which proposes a change in
the so-called revolving fund. In the case
of those amendments, I should like to
ha.vg the time limited to 30 minutes to
a side.

Mr. HAYDEN, I suggest that we can
arrange for that by excepting the
amendments relating to the Bureau of
Reclamation, and having the debate on
the other amendments limited as now
proposed.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr, President, if
we are going to extend the time for de-
bate on some amendments, we might as
well extend the time for debate on all
amendments. After all, T might wish
to use a little additional time myself. I
have an amendment to take care of
some of the Indians. Fifteen thousand
of them are not in school and cannot get
into school. I believe it is just as im-
portant to use a little more time in de-
bate on an amendment which will be of
benefit to those Indians, as it is to use
additional time in debate on an amend-
ment relating to irrigation.

In the case of one of the amendments
relating to the Indians, I ask that an
hour be available for debate. The Sen-
ator from Utah [Mr, Warkins] is join-
ing me in submitting the amendment.
Fifteen minutes to a side will be sufficient
for debate on the first amendment.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, let us
arrange to have 30 minutes available to
a side in the case of amendments per-
taining to the Bureau of Reclamation
or the Bureau of Indian Affairs, and 15
minutes to a side available for all other
amendments,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the
Chair state his understanding of the
pending unanimous-consent request.
The Chair understands that the request
is that in the case of all amendments
not affecting the Bureau of Reclamation
or the Bureau of Indian Affairs, debate
be limited to 15 minutes to a side; and
that in the case of amendments relating
to the Bureau of Reclamation or the
Bureau of Indian Affairs, debate bhe
limited to 30 minutes to a side.

Is there objection? The Chair hears
none. ;

Let the Chair inquire whether that
agreement will apply to the committee
amendments which now are being con-
sidered?

Mr, McFARLAND. Yes;Iask thatthe
limitation apply to all amendments.

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

The next committee amendment will
be stated.
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The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Continuing fund, Southwest-
ern Power Administration,” on page 4,
line 14, after the word “exceed”, to strike
out “$231,000” and insert “$1,000,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Bonneville Power Administra-
tion,” on page 6, after line 9, to insert:

“The Bonneville Power Administrator,” is
hereby added after “the Administrator of the
Rural Electrification Administration,” in sub=-
section (a) of section 5 of the act of October

- 15, 1)49 (Public Law 359, 81st Cong.).

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Bureau of Land Management—
Management of lands and resources,” on
page 6, line 21, after the word “Man-
agement”, to strike out $9,722,605” and
insert “$11,172,605.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 7,
after line 2, to insert:

CONSTRUCTION

For construction of access roads on the
revested Oregon and California Railroad
grant lands; acquisition of rights-of-way and
of existing connecting roads adjacent to such
lands; to remain available until expended,
$2,760,000: Provided, That the amount ap-
propriated herein for road construction shall
be transferred to the Bureau of Fublic Roads,
Department of Commerce: Provided further,
That sald sum of 2,750,000 is hercby made a
relmbursable charge against the Oregon and
California land-grant fund and shall be
reimbursed to the general fund in the
Treasury in accordance with the provisions
of the second paragraph of subsection (b)
of title II, of the act of August 28, 1937
(50 Stat. 875).

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Administrative provisions,”
on page 7, line 18, after the word “ex-
ceed”, to strike out “thirty-six” and in-
sert “forty-five”, and on page 8, line 3,
after the word “lands”, to insert “(other
than expenditures for construection of
access roads and for acquisition of
rights-of-way and of existing connect-
ing roads adjacent to such lands).”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Bureau of Indian Affairs—
Health, education, and welfare services,”
on page 9, line 8, after the word “mu-
seums”, to strike out “$51,266,019” and
insert “$51,916,019.”

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr., President, to
this committee amendment, I submit an
amendment which I send to the desk
and ask to have stated.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend-
ment to the amendment will be stated.

The LeEGiSLATIVE CLERk., In the com-
mittee amendment on page 9, in line 8,
it is proposed to strike out “$51,916,019"
and insert “$43,916,019.”

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I am
proposing that the appropriation rec-
ommended by the committee at this
place in the bill be cut in the amount of
$8,000,000. This cut will apply to the
item for health, education, and welfare
services for the Indian Bureau. I should
like to give the justification for the pro=-
posed cut,

Last year the Congress appropriated
$41,800,000 for this purpose. The Bureau
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of the Budget asked for a tremendous
increase in this item for the year 1952-
53. It requested a total of $61,900,000,
representing an increase of more than
$20,000,000, or 50 percent.

The House cut the fizure to $51,266,-
019. The Senate committee voted to
inerease the figure to approximately
$52,000,000. I am proposing a cut of
approximately $8,000,000, to a figure
which would be $2,000,000 more than
the amount provided last year., I should
like to give the reasons for this pro-
posed cut.

Of course, the first reason is the obvi-
ous one of the huge deficit, which will be
between $10,000,000,000 and $15,000,-
000,000 for the current year, indicating
that this is not a time in which we
should expand expenditures unduly.

BATIO OF EMPLOYEES OF INDIAN BUREAU TO

INDIANS

The second reason which I should like
to give is that we sometimes mistake
appropriations for the Indians with ap-
propriations for the Indian Bureau.

I have tabulated the figures pertaining
to the Indian Bureau. I find that the
total number of Indians under the care
of the Bureau of Indian Affairs is 404,-
7817, or just a little short of 405,000.

Mr, President, how many employees
are there in the Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs itself? There are 12,950, or ap-
proximately 13,000. We therefore have
approximately one governmental enr-
ployee for every 30 Indians. I submit
that this is an unduly high ratio—one
governmental employee to every 30 In-
dians.

I have tried to obtain a breakdown of
the percentage of the appropriations
for the Indians which goes, not to the
Indians, but to the governmental em-
ployees who are presumably taking care
of the Indians., Because of the short-
age of time, I have not been able to ob-
tain an entirely satisfactory breakdown,

I may say that, in order to speed up
the processes of the Senate, I agreed to
waive the 3-day requirement between
the time this appropriation bill was re-
ported and the time of its consideration.
I agreed to reduce that to 2 days—really
a day and a half, fronr the evening of
Monday until the morning of Wednes-
day. I knew this would handicap my
efforts; but I did it in view of the pres-
sure of time.

However, if 13,000 Indian Bureau of-
ficials are to be paid from the current
year appropriations of approximately
$70,000,000 for the Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs, and if my assumption is correct
that the average governmental salary is
not far from $3,500, it is obvious that the
administrative costs of personnel will
run $45,500,000 or 65 percent of the total
amount expended.

Mr. President, I think there should be
a review of the Indian policy of the
United States. For at least 60 years we
have been expending enormous sums of
money on the Indians, But the condi=
tion of the Indians get no better; in
fact, it may well be that the condition
of the Indians has actually deteriorated
despite the enormous sums we have ex-
pended, presumably for their benefit.
I believe a revamping of our whole Indian
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policy is called for. I know it is said
that we are now trying to assimilate the
Indians into the normal population of
the country, and, reversing the policy
which was established in the thirties by
Mr. John Collier, then head of the Bu-
reau of Indian Affairs, some of the in-
creases in requested expenditures were
for this purpose. About $8,000,000 was
to be for placement. My proposal
would allow a gross increase of $2,000,-
000, but it would eliminate some of the
additional sums.

We then come to the item of construe-
tion. There we can make economies,
but, it seems foolish for us on the one
hand to say we should be assimilating
the Indians into the population as a
whole, and, on the other hand, that we
should be providing large amounts for
construction in order to take care of
them upon the reservations. I do not
think my amendment would cause any
injustice to the Indians, but it would
make the Indian Bureau function with
greater efficiency, and it would check
their tremendous expansion in person-
nel.

I want to emphasize that my amend-
ment would permit a moderate increase
in funds for the Indian Bureau's activi-
ties in health, education, and welfare
service. But I do not think we should
grant these huge increases until we can
be assured of a definite plan for assim=
ilating the Indians into our population.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Illinois yield for a
question?

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield to the Sen-
ator from Utah.

Mr. WATKINS. Does the Senator
realize that in order to assimilate the
Indians it is necessary to train them
and prepare them to enter upon a civil-
ized life?

Mr. DOUGLAS. There would still
be $43,000,000 with which to do that.
My amendment makes no reduction in
the amounts we have been spending for
this purpose.

Mr. WATKINS. Does the Senator
realize that a great many Indians who
ought to be in school are not in school
simply because the facilities to educate
them have not been provided?

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have seen hand-
some buildings and more buildings than
many colleges possess, which are used
in Western States as schools for the In-
dians. I have seen them with my own
eyes.

Mr. WATKINS. In the Navajo Res-
ervation alone there are more than
15,000 children who cannot go to school,
simply because there are no facilities,
although the Federal Government has
been under obligation for more than 80
years to furnish those Indians with at
least one teacher in each classroom of
30 pupils. That has never been done.

Mr. DOUGLAS. There are a great
many schools in this country in which
the ratio of 1 to 30 is not observed, al-
though it is an ideal ratio and a proper
ratio. I would not say it is necessary
to build an elaborate school building.
Equally good education can be received
in modest structures as in elaborate
buildings. Furthermore, if there are not
enough teachers, the Bureau should de-
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crease some of its administrative em-
ployees in order to hire more.

Mr. WATKINS and Mr. McFARLAND
addressed the Chair.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am very glad to
yield to Senators from the Indian coun-
try. I first yield again to the Senator
from Utah.

Mr. WATEKINS. Can the Senator
from Illinois name an elaborate Indian
school on any Indian reservation?

Mr. DOUGLAS. On an Indian res-
ervation?

Mr. WATKINS. Or anywhere else,
for that matter—an elaborate Indian
school that has been constructed for
the Indians?

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am not asserting
that all Indian schools are elaborate af-
fairs. I happened to spend a very
beautiful month in the State of Ari-
zona, in the city of Phoenix, and, since
the Senator has challenged me, I would
say that the Indian school in Phoenix
is a very handsome school, indeed. But
I should think that a program of assim-
ilation would be aimed at placing In-
dians in publie schools.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, if the
Senator will yield to me, I may say there
is not a building connected with that
school which is not 40 years old.

Mr. DOUGLAS. But the buildings
of that school would compare favorably
with those of Harvard, Yale, Princeton,
or any other college in the Ivy League

Mr. HAYDEN. I think a compari-
son of the buildings of the school at
Phoenix with those at Princeton would
prove very disappointing.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr.
will the Senator yield?

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does the Senator
desire me to yield in my time, or in the
time of the Senator from Arizona?

Mr. HUNT. Mr. President——

Mr. McFARLAND. I do not ask the
Senator to yield, unless he has the time.

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Sen-
ator from Illinois yields at all, he will
yield in his own time.

Mr. DOUGLAS. In order to be gen-
erous, I yield first to the Senator from
Wyoming, in my own time,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Sena-
tor from Illinois has 30 minutes.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have more time
than I thought. I am very glad to yield.
Perhaps 1 should yield first to the Sena-
tor from Arizona.

Mr. McFARLAND. No; Ishall be glad
to have the Senator from Wyoming pro-
ceed first.

Mr. HUNT. I shall only take a mo-
ment of the time of the Senator from
Illinois. I should like to say that pos-
sibly he has overlooked the fact that in
many instances it is necessary for the
Indian Bureau to pay tuition per school
pupil, when the Indians are sent to
schools under State jurisdiction. Iknow
that is the situation in my State, and I
think the cost runs considerably higher
than the figures which the distinguished
Senator from Illinois may have in mind.

Mr. DOUGLAS. But this does not
justify a figure of 65 percent of all ex-
penditures for Bureau personnel,

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. I merely want to
make a statement, after which I shall
be glad to yield to the Senator from
Arizona,

I am permitting an increase of 5 per-
cent in the amounts appropriated for
this purpose to the Indian Bureau. If
the Indian Bureau is anxious to give
good service to the Indians, as I assume
it is, I believe there is sufficient fat in its
administrative overhead to enable it to
squeeze out some of the excess personnel
and devote the money to the purposes
of the Indians. I now yield to the Sen=
ator from Arizona.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
visited the Indians on the Navajo Reser-
vation, last Saturday, and I should like
to tell the Senator what they said, I
know that, had the Senator been there
to hear those Indians, he would be ask-
ing the Senate for more money for the
construction of schools. The Indians
said they did not care about any fancy
schools, and that they did not care about
any of the frills. They wanted to build
the schools with the material they have
on the reservation—the lumber, and ce-
ment from the cement plant. All they
want is good, comfortable schoolrooms.

As has been pointed out by the Sen=-
ator from Utah [Mr. Warkinsl 15,000
of those Indian children do not have an
opportunity to enter school. We shall
offer some amendments later to increase
the facilities, and I hope the Senator
from Illinois will join me in them, be-
cause I know he has a big heart and
wants to see the downtrodden given a
chance in life.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I hope my heart is
large, but I should like to point out that
in the past 10 years we have spent for
this specific nurpose $265,000,000. It is
now proposed that we spend $53,000,000
more. It is proposed to proceed now at
double the rate at which we have been
operating during the past 10 years; and
we have been operating at a rather high
rate, too.

Of course, these appropriations are
popular in the States where Indians are
located and are popular among the In-
dians. We all love the Indians, because
we have a smarting sense of inferiority
ir. that we have treated them badly in
the past; and that is frue. But we
should not think that appropriations to
the Indian Bureau in themselves con-
stitute appropriations for the Indians.
“There’s many a slip 'twixt the cup and
the lip,” and there is a lot of stuff that
does not trickle dewn.

Mr. WATK™S and Mr. CASE ad-
dressed the Chair.

Mr. DOUGLAS. To which one of the
Senators from the Indian States shall I
yield? I yield first to the Senator from
South Dakota.

Mr, CASE. No; I suggest that the
Senator yield first to the Senator from
Utah.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Very well. I yield
first to -the Senator from the Indian
State of Utah.

Mr. WATKINS. I should like to know
from the Senator whether he has any
information pointing to any waste in ad-
ministration within the Indian Bureau.
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Mr. DOUGLAS. I submit that the
ratio of one employee in the Indian Bu-
reau for every 30 Indians is an excessive
-ratio, and I submit that 65 percent of all
funds going for employees is far too high.
We do not need to blow the noses of the
Indians in order fo take care of them.
There has been a little bit too much of
that. The Indians want to be citizens,
not wards.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield to the Senafor
from Utah.

Mr. WATEKINS., Mr. President, I
should like to point out that there is
an entirely different situation with ref-
erence to the Indians than that which
pertains to any other people. What we
are attempting to do is to train them in
order to enable them to take their places
ir. society. In the past few years there
has been a decided improvement in the
program. I happen to know that the
Indian Bureau itself is attempting to put
the Indians on their own feet. In order
to do that within the next few years they

. must step up the program; and that is
one of the reasons for the requested in-
crease in the appropriations.

If we are going to get the Indians on
their feet, the Bureau must have the
money. We must remember also that

_Indians, for many years, were almost
prisoners of war, confined on reserva-
tions. The reservations did not actu-
ally have a wall around them, but the
Indians could not leave them. We have
now assumed an obligation; we have be-
come their guardians, and in common
decency we ought to put them on their
feet.

If the Senator from Illinois will point
out where there is any “fat” in this pro-
gram, where money is actually being
wasted and is not being expended as in-
tended, I should be glad to hear about it.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I have
cited the ratio of 1 employee to every 30
Indians and I have cited the huge per-
centage of these funds which go to em-
ployees. Now, let me quote from the
House committee report, at page 7. The
House committee goes into these ques-
tions pretty thoroughly. The House
committee said it was in agreement with
the program of assimilation, and then
it went on to say:

However, it finds itself without assurances
that the program presented will meet the
objective in the foreseeable future. In fact,
it is of the opinion that certain of the pro-
posals in this greatly expanded program
could retard attainment of the ultimate ob-
jective rather than help to accomplish it.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. President, I
would simply say, in answer to that, that
I doubt very much that the House com-
mittee has been among the Indians and
made investigations on the spot to see
whether any money has been wasted.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think we should at-
tach great weight to the statement of our
corresponding committees in the House,
The House Committee on Appropriations
has to do with original appropriations,
and without any refiection upon our emi-
nent Senate Committee on Appropria-
tions, the House committee does at least
as careful a job as we do, and its opin-
ions, I think, should be very persuasive.
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I now yield to the Senator from the
Indian State of South Dakota [Mr.
Casgl.

Mr. CASE. Mr. President, I would not
disagree with what the Senator from
Illinois says with respect to the high ratio
of employees to Indians. I think the
ratio is too high. I also think that there
is many a slip 'twixt the cup and the lip,
so far as concerns the money reachin
the Indians. :

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am glad to have
this commendation from the Senator
from South Dakota. I hope he will sup-
port my amendment,

Mr. CASE. If the Senator would be
specific, there might be more point to
his proposal. But we are dealing with
health and education services, with
which I would think the Senator from
Illinois would be greatly concerned. I
notice in the committee report that it is
suggested that the House made a reduc-
tion of $45,081 in the item for educa-
tional assistance, expecting it to be ap-
plied against contracts with State de-
partments of education. Personally, I
do not see how that particular item
could be reduced. State representatives
of the office of the superintendent of
public instruction came to Washington
to point out that they were unable to
meet the regular cost of providing edu-
cation, and they needed more money
rather than less money if they were to
take over the job of providing education
for Indian children in white schools
rather than in Indian schools.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I point out to my
good friend from South Dakota that
the House committee stated that the
Bureau of Indian Affairs had asked for
an increase of 50 percent without speci-
fying the plans they were going to use
in spending the money. The House
committee actually proposed that they
pause for a year and establish a plan-
ning staff. In other words, the Bureau
of Indian Affairs did a typical govern-
mental stunt—they asked for many more
millions of dollars without furnishing
specific justification.

Mr. CASE. After having worked with
the so-called Indian problem for many
years, longer than I have been in the
House and the Senate, it is my convic-
tion that the more we can contract for
the services of the local communities so
as to have Indian children attend white
schools, have Indians engaged in agri-
culture served by county agents, and
have their welfare needs served by
county welfare associations, the better
off the Indians will be.

Mr. DOUGLAS. That would bring
about a decrease, whereas, here is an
increase of 50 percent.

Mr. CASE. Provided the purposes of
thg Johnson-O'Malley Act were carried
out.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I welcome the sup-
port of the Senator from South Dakota,
who, from his experience with the In-
dians of the Black Hills, has produced
very eloquent testimony supporting my
amendment.

Mr. CASE. Not Indians in the Black
Hills, but in the prairie country. The
Indians were ousted from the Black
Hills.
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Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Illincis yield?

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield to my good
friend from New York.

Mr. LEHMAN. From the Indian State
of New York? We have a good many
Indians there.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I cannot forget the
fact that the Seven Nations had their
seat in New York, and the Iroquois Con-
federacy was located along the line
where the New York Canal now runs.
There are “Indian givers” as well as
Indians there.

Mr. LEHMAN. There are from 15,000
to 20,000 Indians in New York State.
They deal direct with the State of New
York. We give them better education
and better social and welfare care than
the Federal Government gives many of
its Indian wards in other States.

A little more than 400,000 Indians are
under the Federal Government. I have
been a member of the Committee on In-
terior and Insular Affairs for 3 years,
and I have been shocked to see how little
the Federal Government does for the In-
dians, people to whom we owe a great
moral and political obligation. Our
public help to the Indians is probably less
than it is to any other group. We render
a poor welfare and health services. ‘

We talk about assimilation. I am
strongly in favor of training the Indians
to become a part of the life of their com-
munities, but it is hopeless to expect such
a result unless we raise the educational
standards of the Indians, which today
are far below those of white citizens of
the various States. The schools are sep-
arated sometimes by as much as 10, 15,
or 20 miles, There is difficulty in sup-
plying an adeguate teaching staff. I
think the time has come when, if we are
going to continue to recognize our re-
sponsibility to the Indians, we must see
to it that substantial justice is done
them. I think it would be a serious mis-
take to cut this item. I believe it would
be a very great disservice to the Indian
population in various States.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, if the
Senstor from New York will do a little
figuring he will find that the Senate is
proposing to spend approximately $52,-
000,000 for the education, health, and
welfare of 400,000 persons, which
amounts to an average of $130 for each
person, or £650 for a family of five. So
far as the educational item is concerned,
there cannot be involved more than 150,-
000 children of school age. If we use
that as a divisor, we get a figure of about
$350 per child. Those figures are vastly
in excess of the amounts expended in
the States having the highest per capita
expenditures for education, which I pre-
sume are Massachusetts and California.
So we are already spending these
enornous amounts upon Indians, and the
condition of the Indian gets no better.
The one conclusion I have been driven
to is that somehow the appropriations
acts are acts for the relief of the Indian
Bureau, rather than primarily for the
relief of Indians. Those are rough
words, but T am somewhat driven to that
conclusion.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly.
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Mr. LEHMAN. I do not think the fig-
ures the Senator has given us of the per
capita cost of education are very respon-
sive to the real situation. In addition to
education, the Indian Bureau carries on
all the health activities and welfare
services among the Indians.

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is correct.

Mr. LEHMAN. The Bureau’s assist-
ance includes the expenses of Indians for
boarding homes, institutions, and
schools, and granting of other assist-
ance to needy Indians. This appropria-
tion is not a matter of education alone
it covers many other essential services.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Taking the per
capita figures, the amount is $130 per
capita, or $635 for a family of five.

Mr. LEHMAN. Not all of that is for
education.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I understand; it is
for education and health. That is an ex-
traordinary expenditure, in view of the
fact that, presumably, the Indians have
some private income of their own, and
I want them to have private incomes of
their own.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly.

Mr. LEHMAN. My examination of
the situation has convinced me that
the Indians, except in relatively few in-
stances, cannot now possibly be wholly
self-supporting.

Mr. DOUGLAS. They ought to be
partially self-supporting.

Mr. LEHMAN. They are partially
self-supporting; but, in spite of that,
the $50,000,000 which is now asked, is not
exclusively for education. It includes
education, which is probably the prin-
cipal item, but it is also for welfare and
health services. The health services
rendered to Indians are, in my opinion,
less than those rendered to any other
group of our population.

Mr. DOUGLAS. We spent $15,500,000
last year on health services for 400,000
Indians, which was an average health
figure of about $40 per capita, or $200
for a family of five. The $40 per capita
figure would make $6,000,000,000 for a
population of 150,000,000, or 2 percent of
the national income.

THE INDIANS PRISONERS OF WAR

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield.

Mr. MALONE. The distinguished
Senator from Illinois has put his finger
on what is probably one of the most
elaborate, expensive departments in the
United States Government. The In-
dians were forgotten 50 years ago, and
the Bureau has since been occupied with
building itself.

There are more employees in the In-
dian Bureau, I am told, than there are
full-blooded Indians in the TUnited
States of America, not counting the
Navajos.

Mr. DOUGLAS. That must be an
overstatement. My flgures show there
are 13,000.

Mr. MALONE. That may be but it is
the information given me. I may say
further to the Senator that I introduced
a bill to abolish the Indian Bureau, but
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providing a reasonable time for the Bu-
reau to close its affirs, and providing for
holding hearings to determine what
the Government owes the Indians, then
to pay them, make citizens out of them,
just as we do in the case of people of
any other nationality, and get them off
the reservations, since they have been
prisoners of war for a hundred years.

Even a former Vice President of the
United States, Charles Curtis, was never
liberated completely. The people of the
country thought he was good enough to
be President of the United States, if the
President should die, but the Indian Bu-
reau never allowed him to have complete
control his property. The Indian Bu-
reau settled his estate when he died.

So I am heartily in sympathy with
what the Senator from Illinois has said;
namely, that when we have such an ex-
pensive organization we must give them
whatever money they believe is neces-
sary, because we apparently have little
control over the Bureau, and very little
of the money trickles down to the In-
dians.

Mr. DOUGLAS, I think that in his
last remark the Senator from Nevada
was indulging in what logicians term a
nonsequitur, when he said that so long
as we have an Indian Bureau, we should
give them what they want. I do not be-
lieve we should make budgets that way.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield.

Mr. MALONE. If we could be assured
that some of the money would be spent
for the benefit of the Indians, I would
agree with the Senator. But when we
cut the budget of the Indian Bureau, the
Indian Bureau cuts the amounts received
by the Indians, and does not cut the
Bureau’s administrative expenses.

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is a grave
charge, if true.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr.
will the Senator yield?

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield.

Mr. McFARLAND. I should like to
call the Senator’s attention to the fact
that so far as Navajo Indians are con=-
cerned, in connection with the long-
range program, we have a watchdog
committee which, when money is to be
spent for construction or any other pur-
pose, is trying to see to it that all the
water is squeezed out of the program.

As I told the distinguished Senator a
few months ago, I conferred with the
Navajo Indians last Saturday. One of
the things they told me was that a Chi-
cago architect was designing some of
their buildings who did not know any-
thing about what they needed. The In-
dians do not want buildings with frills,
such as the Chicago architect had de-
signed. So we are going to recommend
that the Chicago architect be discharged
and local architects be employed. We
are going to get the water out of the
program, but let us not, for the sake of
a few dollars, take away the oppor-
tunity of the Indian youth to get edu-
cations,

Mr. DOUGLAS. I point out that all I
am proposing is that we hold substan-
tially to the appropriation of last year,
with an increase of about 5 percent.

President,

June 25

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. May I continue?
Last year Congress appropriated $41,-
800,000. I am saying, “All right. Let
us appropriate $43,000,000"—a 5-percent
increase.

The Indian Bureau and the Budget
Bureau have proposed fremendous in-
creases. Last year Congress appro-
priated for all Indian purposes $68,-
000,000. The appropriation which the
Senate committee is now proposing ag=-
gregate, if my arithmetic is correct,
$95,000,000, or an increase of about 45
percent. In a period when we are fac-
ing a deficit of $15,000,000,000, why
should we skyrocket these expenditures,
particularly in view of the lack of a defi-
nite plan and the somewhat dubious im-
provement which has been effected by
the Indian Bureau itself?

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr, President, it was
kind of the Senator from Illinois to say
he had confidence in the judgment of
the House Committee on Appropriations.
The Senate committee looked into these
items carefully, and what the House rec-
ommended was generally approved. If
Senators will examine the situation, they
will find that all the Senate committee
did was to add $650,000 to the amount
authorized by the House committee and
adopted by the House in the appropria-
tions for health, welfare, and education.

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

Mr. HAYDEN. I yield.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I should probably
have asked the Senator to yield for a
statement. What the Senator says is, of
course, correct. But the House com-
mittee pointed out that the Indian Bu=-
reau did not have a plan for the assimi-
lation of Indians into the civil popula-
tion of the country. In view of the lack
of such a plan, why should we increase
the appropriations by even 20 percent?
Why not hold them to the figure of
last year plus an amount to cover the
increase in the cost of living?

Mr. HAYDEN. My point is that the
House committee, which the Senator
commended, authorized this appropria-
tion in the amount of $51,916,000. All
the Senate committee added to it was
$650,000.

I should like to point out some very
significant figures with respect to health,
in connection with one tribe of Indians
in which we are all interested, namely,
the Navajos.

In the United States as a whole there
is 1 doctor for every 750 population.
In the Navajo country there is 1 doc-
tor for every 3,000 Indians. There is
1 dentist for every 1,500 people in the
United States. There is 1 dentist for
every 10,000 population in the Navajo
country.

The average life expectancy in the
United States as a whole is 67 years.
It is 52 years in the Navajo country.
The infant mortality—I hope the Sen-
ator from Illinois will listen to these
fizures—in the United States as a whole
is 32 per thousand. The infant mortal-
ity in the Navajo country is 138 per
thousand. If that does not indicate the
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necessity for better hospitals and medi-
cal care, I cannot find any better proof.

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

Mr. HAYDEN. I yield.

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator has
chosen the Navajo Indians as his stand-
ard of comparison. Probably the con-
ditions among the Navajos have been
worse than among any other Indian
group. Secondly, what about the ratio
between the Indian population as a
whole and the population of the coun-
try, or the ratio between the Indian
population as a whole and those who
live in the poorer districts of our cities,
for example?

Mr, HAYDEN. The point I am ftry-
ing to make is that the money in the
bill for hospital development is prima-
rily for the Navajos. We made an agree-
ment to assist in that development.

With respect to the feature of educa-
tion, let me point out to the Senator
that we added nothing to this bill above
what the House allowed for this item,
except for certain developments in
Minnesota.

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

Mr, HAYDEN. I yield.

Mr. THYE, I should like to make an
explanation as to why an item for
Minnesota is included in the bill.

First, Minnesota is endeavoring to
establish a foster-home-care program
for the orphan Indian or the Indian
child who has no home at theepresent
time. In order to establish that orphan
home or foster-parent program, in the
best judgment of the State welfare de-
partment and other interested persons,
$200,000 will be required. The other
$135,000 is for the Indian school, Pipe-
stone. There is also $15,000 for welfare
or relief assistance.

Mr. HAYDEN. The House directed
that the Pipestone school be kept in
operation, but provided no money for it.

Mr. THYE. That is entirely true.
For that reason the Senate had to add
$135,000. For State welfare assistance,
which service the Indian Bureau has
never rendered, there is an additional
$15,000 in the bill. The Welfare De-
partment of the State of Minnesota has
taken care of all the welfare expendi-
tures for the Indians in Minnesota with-
out any Federal assistance. That is not
true in most of the other States of the
Union. They have always had assist-
ance from the Federal Government.
It is for that reason that the item of
$15,000 is in the bill,

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

Mr. HAYDEN. I yield.

Mr. WATKINS. Is it not true that on
the Navajo Reservation the cost of fak-
ing care of each patient, even in accord-
ance with the standards which prevail
there, runs higher than it does in areas
of large population, near centers where
facilities are available?

Mr. HAYDEN. That is true.

Mr. WATKINS. The Indians are
scattered over the desert. It is difficult
to persuade nurses to go to the reserva-
tions. It is difficult to induce doctors to
accept employment in the Indian Serv-
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ice. We must pay fairly high salaries
in order to get them to come at all. The
same situation is true with respect to
the schools, is it not?

Mr. HAYDEN. It is true with respect
to both school teachers and those in the
medical profession. They do not like to
live far away from civilization. They
like to be near towns. When they are
asked to go away from the railroads and
into the reservations, what is the result?
If we pay low salaries we must accept
doctors who have retired from practice,
or who have been unsuccessful in their
practice, or we must accept young doc-
tors without experience.

With respect to school teachers, for-
tunately there are those among them
who have a missionary spirit, who are
willing to engage in that work even at a
sacrifice to themselves. However, the
situation is difficult.

I should like to add one further word
for the benefit of the Senator from Illi-
nois [Mr. DoucLas]. He complains ahout
the administrative expense. We have
not increased it one cent above the House
figure. So we are not putting in a large
amount of fat which could be taken out.

Mr. DOUGLAS. The existing amount
of fat has not been reduced. I maintain
that 13,000 employees are too many.
That is too large a force to supervise
400,000 Indians. It is one for every 30
Indians.

Mr. HAYDEN. No one said that they
were supervising them. It would be just
as logical to say, in connection with a
municipal or county government, that
the school teachers and those employed
in repairing streets and roads are super-
visors. They are nothing of the kind.
They are employed to do a specific piece
of work. The supervisory personnel is
exceedingly limited.

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

Mr, HAYDEN. I yield.

Mr, WATKINS. Is it not a fact that
many of th. employees of the Indian
Bureau are themselves Indians?

Mr. FAYDEN. Many of them.

Mr. WATKINS. Many thousands of
them are Indians.

Mr. HAYDEN. Indians are given the
preference, when they are qualified under
the civil-service law, for appointment in
the Indian Bureau. If two persons ob-
tain the same grade in the civil-service
examination and one of them is an In-
dian, the Indian gets the appointment—
and very properly so.

Mr. WATEKINS. I call the Senator’s
attention to the fact that over the years
many plans have been proposed to put
the Indians on their feet so that they
could become a part of our civilization.
The trouble has been that the plans have
not been used. They have gathered dust
in the archives of the Indian Bureau.
However, within the past 2 or 3 years
there has been a marked improvement in
the proeram of the Indian Bureau for the
assimilation of the Indians. I happen to
know, because I have visited many of the
reservations. I have been in close touch
with the Indian Bureau in connection
with many of these problems. I happen
to know the present Commissioner, Mr.
Myer, and his assistant, Mr, Lee. They
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are doing a fine job among the Indians,
in preparing them for assimilation.

Only recently the junior Senator from
New Mezxico [Mr. Anperson] and I intro-
duced measures to put two of these
groups on their own feet, and gradually
to get the Indian Bureau out. Money is
now being spent, and work is being done
on definite programs, to take care of land
titles, and to have the property which is
in the name of the tribes surveyed. The
Bureau is moving in the direction of as-
similation of the Indians as rapidly as
possible,

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, will

“the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. HAYDEN. I yield.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Is it not true that the

Bureau of Indian Affairs has no definite,
detailed plan for the assimilation of In-
dians into the civil population?
« Mr. HAYDEN. Definite, detailed plans
have been prepared. The first step is
for the Indian who cannot speak English
to learn how to speak English so that he
may be assimilated into the civil popu-
lation.

Secondly, in Indian reservations where
there are no roads to civilization, it is
necessary that the Government build
some roads.

Third, a sick Indian cannot be expect-
ed to be assimilated very well. There-
fore, hospitals must be provided.

There was also a rather extensive plan
for replacement surveys, which the House
did not allow and the Senate commit-
tee did not allow, because we thought
that work could perhaps be done just as
well by the employment service. Never-
theless, the plan is definite. It includes
education to fit the Indians for assimi-
lation, and training in schools and in in-
dustry, so that they may obtain em-
ployment.

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

Mr. HAYDEN. I.yield.

Mr. MONRONEY. Isitnota fact that
dozens of Indian schools have been
closed, and that the Indian children have
been sent to the public schools of the
States, because the Indian lands are non-
taxable by the States? The Government
must, in all fairness, pay tuition. That
is included in one item of the bill.

Mr. HAYDEN. There isin this appro-
priation $3,172,000 to pay for tuiticn of
Indian children in the public schools.
To my mind that is the best investment
in the entire appropriation because not
only do the Indian children learn what
is taught them in the school room, but
they learn much from the white chil-
dren with whom they associate on the
playground.

Mr. MONRONEY. That is precisely
the case. I am sure that that is exactly
what the Senator from Illinois wishes to
have done. It is being done with the
greatest rapidity possible. However, un-
fortunately many Indians live in the
backwoods areas of the various States.
They have been pushed there by the
white people, who have taken over the
better land. There are still some Indian
schools which must be maintained.

Mr. HAYDEN. It should be remem-
bered also that on some reservations
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there is no way of avoiding the board-
ing school. It is made impossible to
avoid maintaining by reason of long dis=-
tances and road conditions. When the
cost of maintaining the boarding schools
is compared with the cost of maintain-
ing our regular public-school system, we
must not overlook the fact that many In-
dians are attending boarding schools.

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

Mr. HAYDEN. I yield.

Mr. MONRONEY. Plus the fact that
the Indians who attend the Indian
schools today not only are taught read-
ing, writing, and arithmetie, but they are-
also being given additional training in
such subjects as agriculture.

I should like to say to the distingushed
Senator from Illinois, who I know is in-
terested in the welfare of Indians, that,
contrary to some of the flossy day
schools I have seen, I would not like to
see the inmates of a reform school put
in most of the facilities which are availa-
ble to the Indians. Many of the build-
ings were built in 1880 or 1890. I have
seen schools in which one toilet must
serve more than 75 Indian boys, and they
have to go down from the third floor of
their dormitory to use the facility, which
is located in the basement. That school
is still in operation.
© Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. HAYDEN. I yield.

Mr. DOUGLAS. If such condiitons
exist, I say shame on the Indian Bureau
which, given enormous amounts of
money, still allows such conditions to
exist.

Mr. MONRONEY. I shall not try to
defend the Indian Bureau against that
charge, because I think in years past
something better should have been done.
However, the condition does exist, and
attempts are being made to improve it.
I believe we are on the right path in our
effort to assimilate the Indians by putting
them into white schools instead of send-
ing them to schools which are limited to
Indians. .

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, how
much time do I have remaining?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HILL
in the chair). Eighteen minutes.

Mr. HAYDEN. I yield 5 minutes to
the Senator from Utah.

Mr. WATEKINS. Mr. President, I
should like to point out to the Members
of the Senate that plans have been un-
der way to assimilate the Indians. One
of the most remarkable methods has
been the establishment of the vocational
school for Indians at Brigham City,
Utah. The Indian Bureau did not have
to pay for the buildings. The buildings
were already built as a very elaborate
hospital for wounded veterans of World
War II. Immediately after the war the
buildings were abandoned. They were
either to be wrecked or sold for what-
ever could be obtained for them. Inun-
dertaking to care for the Indians on the
Navajo Reservation, who had no school
buildings, although at the time there
were approximately 16,000 Indian chil-
dren, I prepared and introduced a bill
under which there was conveyed to the
Indian Bureau these hospital buildings.
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There are more than 104 buildings. I
also sought an appropriation of $3,750,-
000 to remodel the buildings in order to
convert them to school purposes, and
also to add some buildings.

Mr. President, in my opinion, it is
probably the best plant which the In-
dians have for school purposes anywhere
in the country. It is a boarding school,
and the Indian students remain there
most of the year. They are being taken
care of under almost ideal conditions.
The buildings are beautiful, Mr. Presi-
dent, because they were originally
erected with the idea that nothing was
too good for our veterans.

The Indians would not have that
facility today if it had been necessary
to get a direct appropriation of $14,-
000,000, which was tha cost of the origi-
nal construction. It has been referred
to as a lush, luxurious school. It is that
when compared with other Indian
schools. It was not constructed, how-
ever, at the cost of the taxpayers directly
for the care of the Indian, but for the
care of white boys, with the exception
of some Indians who went there as
patients in the hospital.

The school has been proceeding to
train Indians and to prepare them to go
into white communities. The only way
we can train them to go into white men's
homes and live in the white men’s com=
munities is to get them acquainted with
the facilities that exist in white men’s
communities.

The Indians painted and decorated
the buildings, without spending any
more money to make them elaborate,
and they did some wonderful art work
in the painting and decorating.

A fine gymnasium was built. A swim-
ming pool had been built at a cost of
$300,000. It is one of the finest swim-
ming pools in the United States. The
Indians now have the use of it. It was
to be wrecked because no one could be
found who would pay for it. We ob-
tained all that for the Indians, and they
are using those facilities today. When
they step out of there they are trained
and they speak the English language.
Seventy-five percent of the Indians
when they first go to that school can
neither write nor understand English,
After they go through the course of
study at the school, which is a very prac-
tical course, they speak English, and are
able to work in shops and homes and on
farms, and they never go back to the
reservation.

The reservation itself does not have
facilities and resources sufficient to sus-
tain the Indians who are now there.
There are more than 75,000 Indians on
the reservation, but the resources will
sustain only about 30,000. The program
is designed to train Indians so that they
will be able to be assimilated in white
men's communities,

We are always importing Mexicans
and Puerto Ricans for the purpose of
doing certain kinds of agricultural work.
Indians are good workers when they are
trained. In the school to which I have
referred a very definite and concrete
program is going forward in behalf of
the Indians. I wanted the Senate to
know about it.
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Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. WATKINS. I yield.

Mr. FERGUSON. What the Senator
has said brings me to the point of ask-
ing, in view of all the money the Gov-
ernment has spent on the Indians, how
does the Senator account for the fact
that we have not freed the Indians?
Does not the Senator believe that the
time has come when we ought to free the
Indians?

Mr. WATKINS. The time has come
when we should free the Indians. I am
speaking from a knowledge of many
years of the work of the Indian service,
and I have been working on this problem
ever since I came to Congress, as the
Senator from Michigan knows.

Mr, FERGUSON. I know that the
Senator has been doing fine work.

Mr. WATEKINS. It is impossible to
take an Indian who has lived on the
Navajo Reservation, who does not speak
a word of English, and put him in a
community of white men and expect him
to stay free. He will not be able to live
there at all, and he will have to go back
to the reservation. He must be taught
to take care of himself first.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
time of the Senator from Utah has ex-
pired.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, how
much time have I remaining?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Twelve
minutes.

Mr. HAYDEN. I yield to the Senator
from Minnesota.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, in
May I had a conversation with Mr. Dil-
lon Myer, Commissioner of the Bureau
of Indian Affairs. During my conversa-
tion with him I discussed the question
of the personnel of the Bureau. I asked
Mr. Myer to give me a breakdown of
personnel in the field offices as well as
in the home office, with respect to the
number of people employed in each field
office and the number of people em-
ployed in the Washington office; and
also to break down the figures by area,
appropriation, and activities, as the fig-
ures related to health, education and
welfare services; resources manage-
ment; construction; general adminisira-
tive expenses; and other categories,
such as trust funds and transfer of
funds; and giving the aggregate total
for the whole program and the amounts
for the respective regional field offices.

Without making any evaluation of
them or commenting on them too much,
I believe the figures which have been
furnished to me will afford valuable in-
formation to the Senate.

It is interesting to note, for example,
that 7,681 persons are employed in
health, education, and welfare services:
2,062 persons are employed under re-
sources management, which includes
forests and range lands, agricultural
and industrial assistance, soil and mois-
ture conservation, and so forth.

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

Mr. HUMPHREY. I shall be glad to
yield in a moment. Under construction,
964 persons are employed. Under gen-
eral administrative expenses and trust
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funds and transfer funds, 2,038 persons
are employed. The total number is 12,
745. In the Washington office there are
285 persons employed.

It is interesting to note that the high=-
est figure for any field office is 1,872, at
Sacramento. The Minneapolis office
employs 543. That office supervises the
ares in the Midwest.

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

Mr. HUMFHREY. I yield.

Mr. DOUGLAS. May I ask if it is true
that 15 employees in the Indian Bureau
are engaged in weed control?

Mr. HUMPHREY. That is what the
chart shows.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Does that impress
the Senator from Minnesota as a par-
ticularly important undertaking, to re-
quire 15 persons to control Indian weeds?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I may say to the
Senator from Illinois that I am always
opposed to weeds, but I do not know
whether it takes 15 persons to control
them.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Could not the In-
dians control the weeds themselves?

Mr. HUMPHREY. It would seem fo
me that they could do so. I join with
the Senator from Illincis in trying to
get the Bureau of Indian Affairs to put
this program on a declining basis, and
thereby ultimately being able to close up
shop, after making it possible for the
Indians to be absorbed as a part of the
general population. I feel very strongly
about it.

My senior colleague has referred to the
Pipestone School in Minnesota, and to
the fact that we are establishing a fos-
ter home program so that Indian chil-
dren may be integrated into the pub-
lic-school system of our State. In our
State public assistance is carried on by
each of the counties and by the State.
It is a part of the general program of
welfare assistance.

The sooner the Indian population can
be integrated into the general popula-
tion and can take part in all the activi-
ties of the general population in terms
of education, health, and so forth, the
better off everyone will be.

The number one job is to get behind
a program which will do that; in other
words, to have the Indian Bureau dimin~
ish its activities stage by stage and year
by year, and place more of these fine
Americans into the regular American
communities.

In this bill there is a small appropria=
tion for my home State, and that appro-
priation deals primarily, as the Senator
from Arizona and my colleague have
pointed out, with the Pipestone school
and foster home, $135,000 is for the
school.

Frankly, if we are going to maintain
the school, we must repair it. If we are
to eliminate these services on a stage-
by-stage basis, we can use the school as
Jong as it will hang together. But a
decision must ultimately be made,
namely, whether we are to continue with
the reservation a paternalistic kind of
program or whether we are to place the
Indians on a basis of full citizenship.

I think it is well for the Congress to
tell the Bureau of Indian Affairs that
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Congress expects it to promote programs
which will make the Indians self-sus-
taining and free American citizens.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President——

Mr. HUMPHREY, Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from Arizona realize that
this is being taken out of his time?

Mr. HAYDEN. Yes. How much time
remains to me, Mr. President?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Arizona has 7 minutes re-
maining,

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, I
wish to ask unanimous consent to have
the letter and tabulation from the Com-
missioner of Indian Affairs, to which I
have referred, printed at this point in the
Recorp, because I believe they tell the
story of what the Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs is doing, in terms of its personnel.

Mr. HAYDEN. I have no objection to
having that done.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Isthere
objection?

There being no objection, the letter
and tabulation were ordered to be print-
ed in the REcorbp, as follows:

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT
OF THE INTERIOR,
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C., May 9, 1952.
Hon. HuserT H. HUMPHREY,
United States Senate.

My Dear SEnaToR HUumPHREY: In accord.
ance with your request during our recent
conversation I am enclosing a statement
showing the March 31, 1952, employment in
the Bureau of Indian Affairs by appropria-
tions, activities, and areas. Footnotes to the
statement show the geographical extent of
the individual areas and include statistics
on the number of agencles, hospitals, and
schools.

There is much more to the story than is
revealed in the statement and its footnotes.
The Bureau of Indian Affairs is the only gov-
ernmental agency rendering to Indians all of
the manifold services which the ordinary cit-
izen receives from Federal, State, county,
and municipal agencies, and some additional
services which the general population ob-
tains from public or private sources. These
services include medical care, education, re-
lief assistance, forestry management, exten=
sion work, irrigation work, and soil and mols=
ture conservation services. There are large
Government agencies, Pederal, State, or local,
devoted exclusively to rendering some of
these services to the general population, such
as the Extension Service of the Department
of Agriculture. In other instances the av-
erage citizen provides for needs out of in-
come or through insurance such as in the
case of medical care. These services are
rendered to Indians through the Bureau of
Indian Affairs because of laws, treaties, and
national custom.

In addition to these speclal services there
are related activities without which the
services could not be operated such as those
that provide for construction of buildings
and utilities, for the maintenance of these
facilities, for bullding roads, and for gen-
eral administration. Furthermore, the more
than 430,000 Indians do not live in one place,
but are scattered throughout the United
States and in Alaska, and to the normal
complexities of operation of such a varied
program must be added the special complex-
ities which arlse out of the dispersed nature
of the operation.

The program complexity and dispersal of
activities is illustrated in the attached state-
ment which shows that 7,681 of the 12,745
employees on duty March 31 were engaged in
health, education, and welfare services for
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Indians. Included in this total, which rep-
resents slightly more than 60 percent of all
employment, are the 4,460 employees who
operate the Indian school system made up of
241 day schools and 83 boarding schools in
20 States and in Alaska. Also included here
are the 2,969 people who operate the 62 In-
dian Service hospitals In 17 States and in
Alaska and those who render general health
services to the Indlans such as is rendered by
city or county health departments for the
general population. Those two activities
alone, which represent services which In-
dians could not otherwise get, account for
60 percent of the total Bureau employment.

The next largest group of employees is the
2,062 paid from the appropriation “Resources
management.” These employees are engaged
in fulfilling the many obligations of the
United States toward the Indians which arise
out of the trust status of Indian property.
They are managing the Indian forest lands,
aiding Indian farmers and livestock opera-
tors, promoting soil and moisture conserva-
tion practices on Indian lands, operating
Indian irrigation systems, maintaining roads
on Indian reservations, promoting arts and
crafts programs, managing the complex In-
dian real-estate business, maintaining the
buildings needed for service operations and
helping eradicate poisonous weeds. Practi-
cally all of these services are identical with
similar services rendered to the general popu-
lation or carried out on the lands belonging
to all the people by other Federal and State
agencies which do not operate among the
Indians.

Less than 10 percent or 8384 of the total
employees on March 31 were engaged in con-
struction activities on bulldings, roads, and
irrigation systems. Most of these, of course,
are skilled, semiskilled, and nonskilled work-
ers employed on a day basis. In addition to
providing facilities needed for services to
Indians, this phase of the work is a major
source of employment for Indians. It should
be noted here that this is not the only source
of employment for Indians in the Bureau.
Approximately 57 percent of all positions are
filled by Indians at all levels and under all
activities,

Only 642, or about 5 percent, of the total
employment is in the field of general admin-
istration. The employees here must do the
accounting, payrolling, personnel processing,
property management, and related adminis-
trative work, including executive direction
and program coordination, without which
the service programs of the Bureau could not
be conducted.

The remalnder of the employment is under
special funds available for specific purposes
such as the power revenues which are used
to operate the power projects at Flathead,
Mont., Ban Carlos, Ariz., and Colorado River,
Ariz,; those employees engaged in operation
of irrigation projects paid from collections
from the water users; employees pald from
funds belonging to the Indian tribes, some
of whom such as the workers at the Menomi-
nee Indian mills are only technically employ-
ees of the United States; and those engaged
on special projects such as the white-pine
blister-rust control work for which we re-
ceive allocations from other agencies.

The 1953 budget which is before the Con=-
gress provides for some expansion in this
employment. It provides for additional per-
sonnel for new hospitals for additional tuber-
culosis beds through contract with existing
institutions and for relief of overworked
doctors and nurses at existing hospitals. Tt
provides the necessary employees for opening
newly constructed schools; also, it provides
for program expansion in the resources field
in those areas and activities where intensified
work is absolutely essential to carrying out
any program for termination of Indian serv-
ice business such as that proposed in Cali-
fornia. Another source of increased employ-
ment in 1953 as proposed in the budget is
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for construction work on the Navajo and
Hopl Reservations to carry out the will of
the Congress as e in the act of
April 19, 1950, Public Law 474, the Navajo=
Hopi Rehabilitation Act.

Bureau of Indian Affairs: Distribution of March employment by area, appropriation,
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I hope that the foregoing will give some
picture of the diversity and dispersal of
Indian service employment that is an ald to
understanding of the need for what in total
appears to be such a large number. Your
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interest in this problem and your continued

interest in the welfare of Indians is appre-
clated.

Sincerely yours,

D. 8. MyEr, Commissioner.

and activities

Phoenix? Wash
. Aber- Albu- Ana- " Minne- Mus- Window
Appropriation and activities Total deen? |querque?| darko? Billings* | Juneau® | 5oy | kogee? ;"u?eigl Portland 19| 'p ooy ﬂrl)vz_t%ﬂ_-
HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE SERVICES
1. Hospitals, disease preventive and curative
serviees._ . 2,069 304 21 262 132 584 142 253 375 299 385 22
2. Eduecational assistance, facilities and services. 4, 469 712 424 374 88 432 109 241 501 121 1,363 14
3. Welfare and guidance services. ...._.____.._. 90 17 4 4 2 6 4 13 12 3 18 7
4. Placement serviees___.______ 74 15 3 3 3 5 5 5 11 3 16 5
5. Maintaining law and order...o-ceeecemeaa- 7 18 ¢ 3 Br ol 2 T A 18 9 19 2
Total 7,081 1, 066 643 643 231 1,029 264 512 1,007 435 1,801 50
RESOURCES MANAGEMENT
1. Forest and range lands a1 12 = U e AT | Al ot 72 60 a1 8
2. Fire suppression.. 100 e U] e R e et i
3. Agricultural and industrial assistance......._ 243 30 12 13 25 10 & 19 41 a1 a8 29
4, Boil and moisture conservation. ... ..co.ooo 228 16 15 45 21 3 24 % 26 46 4
5. Operation, repair and maintenance of Indian
irrigation systems_______ 150 2 P 1 € s 2 b2 T2 et
6. Repair and maintenance of roads and trails._ T4 00 43 6 30 30 32 70 98 73 2
7. Development of Indian arts and crafts..__.._| 4 r i % SE 4
8. Management of Indian trust property......- 238 a7 8 27 15 5 18 42 20 19 20 18
9. Repair and maintenance of buildings and
utilities 200 M 11 b 13 64 8 17 33 17 79 9
10. Weed control 15 M e el Bt N = 13 p § WERCESIAL L
Total 2,062 221 140 96 162 70 184 134 308 275 339 74
CONSTRUCTION
1. Buildings and utilities. 387 2 10 34 12 54 X 4 3] 246 23
2, Roads and trails. 232 11 7 2 3 1 16 ] b} 138 2
8. Irrigation sy TRns 345 1 10 65 200 2 47 9
Total 964 14 n 36 70 5 2 20 24 52 431 M
General administrative expenses_ ... 642 85 38 24 68 43 17 32 87 65 &9 124
Payment to Choct.aw and Chickasaw Nations
. of Indians, Oklahoma 14 = 14 "
s of power 129 74 55
Tmst funds:
Indian tribal funds.......... B i 338 6 3 o R 20 65 1 “ M L nnseenc]acnanmnan
Indian moneys, proceeds of Jabor.. ... ... 346 70 71 )| P 2 10 4 48 14
Operation and maintenance, ete., irrigation
systems 04 |aaeeas 1 98 ] - B
Transfer funds:
Contrcl of forest pests 1 1
uri River Basin 70 67 3
Workl.ns funds, 8ccess roads. . .ooeeeeeneannn- 7o SN [P0 T T YT TS TS e 1 I S S N il R 4
Total. 2,038 161 112 109 | 332 90 s 51 333 440 181 127
Grand total 12,745 | 1,462 922 884 | 057 1,252 543 | 7 | 1,872 | L21 2,802 11285

1 Aberdeen area includes the States of Nebraska, North Dakota, and South Dakota with 8 agencies, 10 hospitals, 10 boarding schools, and 55 day schools,

2 Albuquerque area includes the States of Colorado and New
3 Anadarko area includes western Oklahoma and the Stato of Ksnsn.u. with 3 ngenc{es, 4 hospltals and 6 boarding

4 Billings area includes the States of Mont:

and ith 7
¥ Juneau area includes the entire Territory of Alaslm “with 7 hospim]s, 3 boarding schools and 96 day sct

#Minneapolis area includes the States of Iowa,

Michigan,

hospitals, 6

exico, with 4 agencies, 6 hospitals, 4 boarding schuoishan;i 25 day schools,
schools,
ies, 5 hospitals, 2 boarding schooll: and 7 day schools.

innesota, North Carolina, and Wisconsin wlth 4 nmanciea, 6 hospitals, 2 boarding schools and 5 day schools,
TMuskogee area includes eastern Oklahoma and the States of Florida and M ississippi, with 3 agencies, 4

boarding schools and 10 day schools,

'Phnenlx area mc]udes the States of Arizona, Nevada, and Utah with 6 agencies, 10 hospitals, 4 bnnrtﬂng schools and 25 day schools.

to area i

the State of California, with 1 agency, 1 hospital, and 1 boarding schoo

” Portl&nd area includes the States of Idaho, Oregon and Washington with 8 agencies, 3 hospituls, 2 boarding schools and 1 day school,

I Window Rock area lncludes the Naw: Q}o and the
14 area boarding sch ity hoardi hool

schools,

1 Includes 5 ﬁeld employees paid on the “ashington office payroll,

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I yield
3 minutes to the Senator from Illinois,
so that he may ask a question.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Illinois is recognized for
3 minutes.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, is the
Senator from Minnesota aware of the
fact that on the basis of 12,745 em-
ployees, according to his computation, or
12,950, according to mine, 1,138 are as-
signed to work on trust funds?

Mr. HUMPHREY. The Senator from
Illinois is correct. He knows that I have
a bill which proposes that the tribal
funds be placed in the hands of the tribal
councils. There is a place where a re-
duction in the personnel of the Bureau
of Indian Affairs can well be made,
namely, in connecfion with the adminis-
tration of certain funds which the Bu-

reau of Indian Affairs apparently is never
willing to let go of; apparently it simply
wishes to hang on to them forever.

I wish my position to be crystal clear,
namely, that the Indians deserve health,
welfare, and educational services, and
deserve them to the full extent to which
we are able to provide them.

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Arizona yield to me?

Mr. HAYDEN. I yield.

Mr. LEHMAN. Let me say that from
my contact with the problems of the In-
dians—and their problems are very
great—I have been particularly im-
pressed with the fact that if we are going
to integrate these fellow Americans of
ours into the general economy of the
communities, we must put them on an
equal basis with their white brothers in

opi lgfeﬁc:ivstions in Arizona, New Mexico, and Utah and the Intermountain School in Utah, with 2agencies, 6 hospitals,
an ay

the field of education, training, and em=
ployment opportunities.

Today many Indians simply cannot
compete with the whites, for many do
not have sufficient education or train-
ing. Many of them are lacking even in
the fundamentals of education. Many
of them have not even had an opportu-
nity to attend a grammar school. Many
have difficulty in reading or writing
English.

When the Indians have received an
education, they have been able to com=-
pete with the whites. But if the Indians
are without education, it is absolutely
hopeless to try to bring about a real
degree of assimilation and integration,

So I believe we cannot afford to cut
down the funds available for the educa-
tion of the Indians or for health services
or for welfare services. All those serv-
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ices are necessary to bring about such a
situation that the Indians can become
established on a fair level. We must see
that that work is done in order to keep
the Indians from continuing on a far
lower level than that of the whites.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr, President, will
the chairman of the committee yield to
me, to permit me to ask a question of the
distinguished Senator from New York?

Mr. HAYDEN. I yield for that pur-

pose.

Mr. MONRONEY: Perhaps the Sen-
ator from New York does not know it,
but in the Hall of Fame, at the other end
of the Capitol, both of the two great
Oklahomans who represent our State
were Indians who enjoyed superior edu-
cation opportunities. One of them was
Sequoia, who perfected the first written
Indian alphabet. The other was the
great Will Rogers. They showed by
their lives the achievements to which
Indians can aspire if they are given a
proper opportunity.

On the other hand, if we are going to
treat the Indians as “reservation In-
dians” and as the tool or pawn of bu-
reaucracy, the Indians will not be able
to develop to the extent to which they
are capable.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, let
me ask whether it will remedy the mat-
ter to give larger appropriations to the
bureaucracy.

Mr. MONRONEY. The bureaucracy
needs direction and a mandate from
Congress, such as will be given by this
program, The Bureau of Indian Affairs
must be directed to inaugurate pro-
grams to bring about the assimilation of
the Indians. They must be given an
adequate opportunity.

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, I fully
agree with what the Senator from Okla-
homa has said. It has been my experi-
ence that we encourage the Indians to
draw up plans for their own welfare and
to permit them to become integrated into
the general communities; but after en-
couraging them to draft those plans,
many of which we later approve, we do
not do anything about them. We simply
allow the Indians to exist as usual,
without adequate help from us or suffi-
cient opportunities to become assimi-
lated into the communities and into the
economic life of the Nation.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr, President, will
the Senator from Arizona yield to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Arizona has 214 minutes
remaining.

Mr. HAYDEN. I yield to the Senator
from Utah.

Mr. WATKINS. I simply wish fo
point out that there seems to be a dif-
ference between the point of view of the
Indians today and the point of view they
have had in the past. A change has oc-
curred in their point of view. It can best
be illustrated by referring to the situa-
tion on the Navajo Reservation. In the
early days it was necessary to use the
services of policemen to get the children
into school and to see that they stayed
in school. The Indian children were
somewhat like some of the white chil-
dren in that way.

However, as of today, when it is an=
nounced that the busses will collect the
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Indian children on a certain day and will
take them to the Indian school at Brig-
ham City, instead of having to have
policemen to get the Indian children to
the school, probably as many as 300 In=-
dians will be found waiting, in the hope
that they will be able to go to the school,
in case some of the others do not show
up. A big change has come about in re-
spect to the desire of the Indians for
education.

t.rqu' HAYDEN. That is absolutely

e.

Mr. President, let us vofte on this
question.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the
Senator from Illinois desire to use any
further time?

Mr. DOUGLAS. No, Mr. President.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If not,
the question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Iilinois to
the committee amendment on page 9,
in line 8.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I ask
for a division.

On a division, the amendment to the
amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question now is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment on page 9, in line 8,

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next
commitiee amendment will be stated.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Resources management,” on
page 9, line 18, after the word “exhibits”,
to strike out “$12,949,760" and insert
“$13,700,000.”

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, to
this committee amendment, I offer the
amendment which I send to the desk
and ask to have stated. The amendment
is offered to the commitiee amendment
by me, on behalf of myself and the Sen-
ator from Utah [Mr. WATKINS].

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment to the amendment will be
stated.

The Cmier CLERk. In the committee
amendment on page 9, in line 18, it is
proposed to strike out “$13,700,000” and
insert in lieu thereof *$13,900,000.”

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr, President, this
is a small item.

The $200,000 increase proposed here is
for range water development on the
Papago Indian Reservation in southern
Arizona.

This is one of the most important
phases of the plan for the social and eco=
nomic development of this tribe and the
discharge of the Federal Government’s
obligation to these Indians. The object
is to proceed constructively in establish-
ing the 7,000 Papagos on an improved
economic level, as a part of the purpose
to integrate them into the social, eco=
nomie, and political life of the Nation,
and to terminate Federal supervision
and control of the Indians.

The Papagos comprise about 1,200
family groups, and they live in 73 scat=
tered villages. The total reservation
area is 2,855,021 acres, divided into three
units—the Papago, the San Xavier, and
the Gila Bend Reservations.

There are about 7,000 Papago Indians,
and they need this additional fund in or=
der to prevent their soil from washing
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away and to provide money with which
to build water holes for their cattle.

I hope the Senate will adopt this
amendment to the committee amend-
ment,

Mr. FERGUSON., Mr. President, will
the Senator from Arizona yield for a
question?

Mr. McFARLAND, I yield.

Mr. FERGUSON. How much would
this amendment to the committee
amendment add to the bill?

Mr. McFARLAND. $200,000.

Mr. FERGUSON. How much was
budgeted for this particular item?

Mr,. HAYDEN. I can give that figure.
The item was budgeted; but as it stands
today, under “Resources management”
we are——

Mr. FERGUSON. No; I mean to ask
wheth=r there was any budget estimate
for this particular item.

Mr. HAYDEN. No; there was not.

Mr. McFARLAND. It was in a lump
sum, and the budgef estimate was $500,-
000. Of course, we have had to split
these items for irrigation.

Mr. FERGUSON. This item was be-
fore the Senate last year, was it not?

Mr. McFARLAND. No.

Mr. HAYDEN. No, it was not.

Mr. FERGUSON. Were not some of
of these wells under consideration last
year?

Mr. McFARLAND. No. This item is
not for wells.

Mr. FERGUSON. This is for another
location, is it?

Mr., McFARLAND. This is a small
amendment far below the budget esti-
mate in amount.

Mr. FERGUSON. Does it come under
“Construction?”

Mr. HAYDEN. No; it comes under
“Resources management.”

Mr. McFARLAND. This item is for
water development on the Papago In-
dian Reservation; it is to develop water-
holes for range purposes. It is needed
for the cattle on the reservation.

Mr. HAYDEN. If my colleague will
permit, I may say that if the Senator
from Michigan will look at the budget
estimate for this item, he will observe
that it was $18,372,000. The House al-
lowed $12,949,760. The recommenda-
tion of the Seaate Committee is still
far below the budget. Had the full
budget estimate been allowed, this work
could have been taken care of.

Mr. FERGUSON. Yes, but this par-
ticular item is now sought to be ear=-
marked,

Mr. HAYDEN. That is what my col-
league seeks.

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator pro-
poses to add $200,000, to be earmarked.

Mr. HAYDEN. What I mean is that,
had the full budget estimate of $18,372,-
000 been allowed, the program which my
colleague advocates would have been in-
cluded.

Mr. FERGUSON. But does not this
bill add $1,700,000 to last year’s ap-
propriation for items of this kind?

Mr. HAYDEN. No; not over the ap-
propriation of last year.

Mr. FERGUSON. It is $1,660,000, ap-
proximately, which I spoke of as being
$1,700,000, over last year’s appropriation,
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Mr. HAYDEN. A very large budgetary
increase was recommended.

Mr. FERGUSON. Would there not be
sufficient in this item to cover the
$200,000? Why must we have that ear-
marked? If it is so important, would not
the department do the work out of the
amount of money we are giving them, in
the sum of about $13,900,000?

Mr. McFARLAND. No, there would
not be sufficient money to do what my
amendment contemplates. All I have
done is to select a few items. The Sen-
ator speaks about earmarking. I have
not offered amendments, and shall not
do so, as to all the items included in the
budget estimate. I selected a few items
which I deemed most important to the
Indians. In this instance only $200,000
is proposed to be provided.

Mr. FERGUSON. “It is only” that
amount. That is what we hear when it
is proposed to add $1,000,000,000. “It is
only $1,000,000,000.”

Mr. McFARLAND. Yes, but in the
case of these items the proposed appro-
priation is $4,000,000 or $5,000,000 under
the budzet estimates.

Mr. FERGUSON. Similar situations
come up in the committee from time to
time. A Senator asks, “What is that
item?” The reply is, “It is only $1,000,-
000,000 or $2,000,000,000.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Un-
DERWOOD in the chair). The question is
on the amendment offered by the Senator
from Arizona [Mr. McFarLanp] to the
committee amendment.

Mr. FERGUSON. I ask for a division.

On a division, the amendment to the
amendment was agreed to.

The amendment, as amended, was
agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the next committee
amendment.

The next committee amendment was,
on page 10, line 1, to strike out *“$5,-
310,000” and insert “$24,812,000.”

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I
send to the desk an amendment, which
I desire to call up.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I de~
sire to submit an amendment.

- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Arizona is recognized.
The clerk will state the amendment of-
fered by the Senator from Arizona to the
committee amendment.

The Cuier CLErk. It is proposed by
Mr. McPFarLanp for himself and Mr.
WaATKINS, to amend the committee
amendment on page 10, line 1, by strik-

ing out *$24,812,000” and inserting
4$31,312,000.”
Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, a

parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator will state the inquiry.

Mr, DOUGLAS. I have an amend=
ment to reduce the fgure from $24,812,-
000 to $14,812,000, a cut of $10,000,000.
If the proposal of the Senator from
Arizona were adopted, namely, an in-
crease of approximately $7,000,000,
would it then be in order subsequently
for me to propose a reduction to $14,-
812,000, or would that be an amendment
not in order?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment to reduce the amount would
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not be in order, if the amendment of the
Senator from Arizona were adopted, ex=
cept through reconsideration.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr, President, a
parliamentary inquiry.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator will state the inquiry.

Mr, FERGUSON. I have a similar
parliamentary inquiry. The Senator
from New Hampshire and the Senator
from Michigan have an amendment on
page 10, in line 1, to strike out “$24,812,-
000” and insert *“$14,812,000.” Would it
be in order to offer that amendment as
a substitute for the amendment of the
distinguished Senator from Arizona?

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr, President, I
do not yield any further in regard to this
matter. I wish to address the Senate. I
understand I have the floor. I have been
willing to yield up to this time.

The FPRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Arizona.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, the
purpose of this amendment is to provide
for the construction of necessary roads
in the Navajo and Papago Indian Reser-
vations, to provide schools, on the Navajo
Reservation, and to make provision for
increased irrigation facilities on the
Papago Reservation.

On a recent trip to the Navajo Reser-
vation, I participated in a long confer-
ence on the reservation between repre-
sentatives of the University of Arizona,
the University of New Mexico, and the
Navajo Tribal Council. We heard from
many tribal leaders and from each came
the same entreaty:

“Give us schools. If we can have
schools we can work out many of our
secondary problems. But we need
schools for our children.”

These are a definitely self-respecting
people. One can see in the effort the
parents have made to provide what they
consider boarding facilities for their
children the eagerness, the strength of
their positive desire to help themselves.
It is hard for many in the Senate to
realize the magnitude of the problem of
meeting our responsibilities to these fine
people.

The Navajo Reservation is the size of
West Virginia—and has 12 miles of paved
roads. There are more than 65,000 In-
dians living in this area. Of the ap-
proximately 26,000 Navajo children, of
school age, 15,000 have no schooling be-
cause there are no schools for them. An-
other 5,000 have spasmodic schooling but
insufficient to turn them out as literate
people.

This alarming situation exists in spite
of the fact that since 1868 there has
been a treaty between these people and
the Federal Government which provides
for the presence of a school and teacher
for each 30 children.

A prime requirement for any honest
school program is a highway system suf-
ficient to get the children to the
schools—and to the hospitals—which
are few and far between.

Let me say to my good friends on the
floor of the Senate, who talk about the
condition of the Indians not being any
better than it was years ago, that I can
tell them why it is not any better. Itis
because the Federal Government has
not done the right thing by the Indian,
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Had we rehabilitated the Indian years
ago, he would already have been assim-
ilated into the life of the white people
and would have been treated as one of
them. But what did we do? We sent
the Navajo, Hopi, and Papago Indians
out to the desert, where they were vir-
tually prisoners. As a matter of fact,
they were prisoners, because they were
not permitted to leave the reservation.

I heard an interesting story in regard
to the Indians, when they were at Fort
Sumter. The Army took them to the
fort, where they were guarded. The
Government supplied the Army with
sufficient money to purchase 15,000
blankets for the Indians. The General
Accounting Office recently discovered
that only 5,000 of those blankets had
ever been delivered. Ten thousand of
them were lost, or were never purchased.
If they ever were purchased, no one
knew what had become of them. It is
rather late now to undertake to find out
what happened to 10,000 blankets in
1863. That illustrates the manner in
which the Indians have been treated.

Senators talk about having a program.
We have a program, for the first time.
Twenty-three years ago we started to
formulate a program for the benefit of
these downtrodden citizens—the first
citizens, if you please, Mr. President, of
the United States of America.

The Navajo-Hopi rehabilitation pro-
gram was the comprehensive plan ap-
proved by the Eighty-first Congress in
1950 after a careful study of the exist-
ing chaotic conditions in the Navajo
country. The program contemplated
an expenditure, over a 10-year period,
of $88,570,000. There are approximate-
1y 26,000 Navajo children of school age.
Of this number 15,000 are without
school facilities.

Mr. President, the Navajos made a
splendid record in World War II. They
fought for their country, and they
should not be deprived of the privilege
of sending their children to school. We
send money overseas to rehabilitate for-
eign nations, but we cannot take care of
our own Indians. We whittle down ap-
propriations designed to take care of
the Indians who are good citizens,

As I pointed out, Mr. President, the
Indians say they do not want buildings
with frills as provided by the architect
from Chicago. I told them that so far
as I was concerned, our committee
would recommend the firing of the
architect from Chicago, and they all
cheered. All they want is good, sub-
stantial buildings and an opportunity
for their children to attend school.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Arizona yield?

Mr. McFARLAND, I yield.

Mr. McCARRAN. Referring to the
bill and the item to which the Senator is
addressing himself, there has been pub-
licized to some extent a statement to the
effect that the Bureau intended to re-
move some of the Navajos to other
States and to colonize them in other
States. The matter has been referred to
in my own State. I hope it is not the
intention of the Senator from Arizona
to promote this appropriation for the
purpose of removing Navajos from the
Navajo country, Arizona, New Mexico,
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and the Southwest, to some place which
has not been Navajo country in any sense
of the word.

Mr. McCFARLAND. I do not intend to
touch upon that at all. All my amend-
ment does is to provide for schools on
reservations.

Mr. McCARRAN. Reading from page
passn

Mr. McFARLAND. But that is not the
purpose of my amendment. There is a
program to try to secure employment for
these Indians off the reservation. Some
of them are employed at mines at Mo-
renci, Ariz. They are making good
miners and are sending their children to
school. But, Mr. President, they will not
work there unless they understand the
English language. Eighty percent of
them do not know the English language.

Mr. McCARRAN. I very much favor
the Senator’s idea of education, but to
move a Navajo out of the Navajo coun-
try emd send him to till the soil in Utah,
Nevada, Idaho, and other places where
he has never been before, is contrary to
the policy which I think is good for the
Navajo. I certainly would object to their
being so colonized. They vote in the
State of Arizona and in the State of Ne-
vada. I, in part, represent a State which
has a voting population of 175,000 per-
sons. If we move the Indians there it
would be possible to gerrymander the
State very easily.

Mr. McFARLAND. I can appreciate
the fears of the distinguished Senator
from Nevada. I know his State has a
small population. I know there is not
much opportunity in the State of Nevada
for employment for the Indians.

Mr. McCARRAN. Iam in favor of the
Indians getting employment anywhere
they can get it, because they make good
mechanics and machinists when they are
trained. There is no better worker than
is the Indian when he is properly trained.
I have noticed that all over the West.

Mr. McFARLAND. All we propose to
do is to give the Indians an opportunity
to work.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Arizona yield?

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield.

Mr. WATKINS. May I point out that
I am a member of the Navajo “watchdog
committee.” That is one of the reasons
why I am frying to discharge my duty
today.

Mr. McCARRAN. Does the Senator
now bear the title of “Chief”? If not, I
should like to give it to him.

Mr. WATKINS. The title will prob-
ably be “Chief Mud Catcher” when we
get through. The Indian Bureau is fry-
ing to place the young Indians, as fast
as they learn English, in various locali-
ties where they can obtain employment.
Not in colonies, I will say to the Sen-
ator from Nevada, but in communities
vhere help is needed. In Utah many
agricultural workers are needed. There
are 75,000 Navajos on the reservation,
but resources are adequate to take care
of only about 35,000. We are employing
Mexicans. On my own farm Mexican
labor is being employed. We would be
only too glad to have Navajos, but I can
not find a sufficient number of them who
are. trained to work. We can not get
them. The idea is not to place them in
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colonies, but to place them wherever
they can make good as American citi=
zens, I am against colonization.

Mr. McCARRAN. My observation has
been that the Navajo, when first ap-
proached, does not know much English,
but after a few minutes he can speak it
about as well as any of us can.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, will my
colleague yield?

Mr. MCFARLAND. I yield.

Mr. HAYDEN. I know of no idea of
colonizing the Navajos. Personally, I
would oppose it. On the other hand, if
the Indian can be trained to take a job
he should be able to take it anywhere he
can find it in the United States.

Mr. FLANDERS, Mr. President, will
the Senator from Arizona yield?

Mr. McFARLAND. 1 yield for a ques=
tion,

Mr. FLANDERS. I have been listen-
ing to the reasons for the proposed
amendment which the Senator from
Arizona seems to base largely on the re-
quirements for increased education for
the Navajos and other Indians, with
which I am completely sympathetic. I
do not find, however, that in the section
of the bill which he seeks to amend edu-
cation itself is mentioned more than in-
cidentally. What assurance is there
that the proposed increase in the ap-
propriation will go for the purposes
which have been so well presented by
the Senator from Arizona.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, it
is, of course, for construction, and I am
placing in the Recorp the justification
for it. I think the Bureau will be duty-
bound to follow the justification.

The purpose of this amendment is to
provide sufficient funds to carry through
on at least a token basis the projects
promised these people. Even with the
educational facilities provided for by
this amendment, there will still be
thousands of Navajo children without
schools.

The sum of $600,000 of the requested
Increase is for reconstruction of the
Dennehotso boarding school to care for
150 pupils.

The sum of $800,000 is needed for the
reconstruction of the Pifion School, also
a boarding-school project to accommo-
date 120 Indian children.

The sum of $1,500,000 would be
allotted for a new facility, the Keyenta
School, a boarding school that would
eventually accommodate 400 Navajo
school children. The total cost of this
facility will be $7,000,000, and the
$1,500,000 requested here is to start con-
struction.

There is no large boarding school on
the entire west side of the reservations.

The sum of $700,000 would be re-
quired to provide the Sanostee School.
This is a reconstruction program, the
present school not being in operation
because the building is unsafe. It would
be designed as a boarding school to
accommodate 150 pupils.

The sum of $800,000 is sought for a
reconstruction program on the Steam-
boart School, also a boarding school,
designed to care for 120 pupils.

On the long-range program $7,000,000
has been appropriated so far. There
was $7,725,000 requested in the 1953
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budget. Even with Senate restoration,
too little can be done.

The appropriation thus far on the
long-range program for roads is $1,118,-
000. There had been $2,280,000 request-
ed in the budget. Even with the Senate
restoration, this will take a cut. There
should be built each year $5,000,000
worth of roads and trails. The amend-
ment adds $1,000,000 and will still be
under $3,360,000 to be used for “re-
sources, schools, and hospitals.”

On the whole Papago Reservation
there is only one State highway which
is constructed to modern standards for
less than one-third of its length across
the reservation. From this highway
lead two Indian Service roads, one south
from Sells and the other to Casa Grande,
neither of which is built to present-day
standards. Less than 150 miles of sec-
ondary roads built to truck trail stand-
ards complete the entire reservation road
system. Only 36 of the 73 Papago vil-
lages are reached by graded roads. Two
schools are more than 8 miles from the
nearest improved highway.

The Papago road program proposes
intensive support for the rapid comple-
tion by the State of Arizona of Route 86,
the east-west highway; reconstruction
by the Bureau of Indian Affairs of the
road north from Sells to Casa Grande
and of parts of the secondary road sys-
tem to standards that will make them
acceptable as part of the country road
system. It also proposes the construc-
tion of a limited number of bus roads and
access roads to the various villages.

The estimate capital investment for
this feature is $3,500,000 which should
be made available at the rate of about
$350,000,000 per year.

This amendment authorizes $500,000.
Without this amendment but $173,000
would be made available for this vital
and much-needed project.

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

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield.

Mr. HAYDEN. The breakdown of the
budget shows buildings and utilities,
$14,810,000; roads and trails, $10,000,000;
irrigation systems, $11,000,000, under the
construction item. We cannot have
schools and hospitals without building
utilities.

Mr. FLANDERS. What was the first
item which the Senator read?

Mr. HAYDEN. Buildings and ut#ities.

Mr. FLANDERS, It does not tell what
they are?

Mr. HAYDEN. The only kinds of
buildings and utilities are school build-
ings, day schools, boarding schools, and
hospitals.

Mr. FLANDERS. I thank the Sen-
ator.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, we
talk about a long-range program. Con-
gress authorized an appropriation of
more than $88,000,000 for the Navajos
and Hopis in the authorization legisla-
tion for rehabilitation. A total of
$20,394,200 was recommended for this
program for the fiscal year 1953, The
House reduced the appropriation recom-
mendation to $2,483,500. If the totally
inadequate $2,483,000 appropriation is
allowed to stand, it will mean a stale-
mate in the constitution program
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already in progress and will result in
financial loss and virtual abandonment
of the long-range program promised by
the act of April 1950.

Mr. President, these Indians have been
relying on this program. They have
been counting on having these schools
for their children. If we are to establish
the schools for them at some time, why
not do so now, in order that they may
rehabilitate themselves, and take their
places as useful citizens.

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

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield.

Mr. KNOWLAND. The distinguished
Senator from Arizona is making a very
good point. Certainly what has im-
pressed itself upon members of the com-
mittee who listened to the testimony has
been the fact that our country has not
been very successful in laying a founda-
tion for the integration of Indians into
normal American life. The sooner they
can be properly educated and trained
vocationally and otherwise, so that they
can take their places as citizens of our
great Nation, on a basis of full equality
with other citizens, earning their own
way, the sooner, in the final analysis, we
will have discharged our obligations to
the Indians.

I believe the Senator from Arizona
would also agree that we have not been
satisfied over the years with the way in
which the Indian Bureau has operated.
It is a little short of shocking to me
that there should still be thousands of
Indians who cannot speak the language
of the country with which they are ex-
pected to be integrated, and in which
they are expected to take their places.

The Indians have contributed much
by their service in the Armed Forces.
They can make a real contribution to
the general economic development of the
United States. Ithink a very strong case
has been made for granting the increase
recommended by the committee. How-
ever, I think we must keep the Indian
Bureau constantly under the close ob-
servation of Congress and of the Ap-
propriations Committee, so that as soon
as possible we can change the policy of
having the Indians as merely wards of
the Government, and enable them to get
on a self-supporting basis, so that they
can make their full contribution to the
welfare of the United States.

Mr. McFARLAND. I thank the dis-
tinguished Senator from California for
his statement, I agree with him that
the appropriation suggested would be
money well spent. It would be a good
investment and, in the long run, would
mean a saving to the United States. It
is the only way in which we can relieve
ourselves of the obligation we owe these
Indians from year to year. After these
Indians are educated, they will not want
to live on reservations and eke out an
existence under starvation conditions.
I think we should act from a humani-
tarian standpoint, if for no other reason.
I cannot conceive that the Senate would
deny such assistance to these people, who
plead with us to give their children an
opportunity to succeed in life, I do not
see how we can say “No” to them. There
are 15,000 children on the Navajo Res-
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ervation. The Papagos are in equally as

poor condition, if not worse. The money
would be used on both reservations.

The Indians will be watching for the
appropriation of this money. I wish to
say again that they do not want school
buildings having frills. All they desire is
usable schoolrooms, and, of course, they
want to have a few roads by which they
can get to the schools.

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

Mr. McFARLAND. I yield.

Mr. THYE. I agree with the able and
distinguished majority lsader in his
statement that what the Indians and
Indian families are concerned with is
that they have suitable school buildings.

I believe we have failed very sadly in not

equipping Indian schools for vocational
education and manual training. The
Indians should have an opportunity to
work with their hands and to do the
things which through the ages they have
been trained to do.

Last fall I visited an Indian reserva-
tion in Minnesota. When I went through
the general classrooms in the school, I
did not find the interest among the pu-
pils that I found when I stepped into
the vocational education or manual
training classrooms. There I found
keener interest.

If we are ever to aid Indians to take
care of themselves and to take their place
among the citizens of this land, it will
be through the educational system of
our vocational classrooms. We shall
have to begin preparing Indian youths
to go into the various communities of
the Nation and to livé as citizens of the
land, as do other youths.

I thank the Senator from Arizona for
yielding.

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

Mr. McCFARLAND. I yield.

Mr. WATKINS. Is it not true that
Congress has approved a 10-year pro-
gram for rehabilitation of the Navajo
Indians?

Mr. McFARLAND. That is correct,

Mr. WATKINS, Congress authorized
$88,000,000 to take care of rehabilitation,
and a definite program was worked out
at the time.

Mr. McFARLAND. That is correct.

Mr. WATKINS. The pending amend-
ment is in line with that program, and
is intended to put it into effect; is it not?

Mr. McFARLAND, It is )

Mr. WATEINS. The Senator from
Arizona is chairman of the Navajo
watchdog committee, authorized by Con-
gress, is he not?

Mr. McFARLAND. Yes.

Mr. WATKINS. The Senator is now
discharging one of his duties as chair-
man of that committee, I happen to be
a member of the committee, as well.

Mr, McFARLAND, I wish to state an-
other thing the watchdog committee has
done. We have asked the universities
and colleges of our States to help us ob-
serve the expenditure of the money, and
they are doing so. They will make a re-
port on the subject, and we can rest as=
sured that we will get as much for the
money we appropriate for the benefit of
those Indian people as is possible,
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I hope the Senate will agree to the
amendment.

Mr. FERGUSON rose.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I yield
to the Senator from Michigan whatever
time he may require.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I
suppose it might be presumed that there
were no Indians in the State of Michi-
gan. It so happens that there are In-
dians in the State of Michigan; but the
Senator from Michigan opposes the pro-
posed increase.

The distinguished Senator from Ari-
zona [Mr. McFarLanD] talks about frills.
He said that the Indians did not want
any frills in connection with school con-
struction. He stated that he knew that
if anyone had ever been on the Navajo
Reservation he would favor these in-
creases.

The Senator from Michigan has been
on the Navajo Reservation. He was out
there at about the time the school proj=-
ect at Shiprock was started. These
things come along gradually. That
project was started back in 1947. In this
year's appropriation, known as the fifth
increment, only $1,990,000 is asked.
That particular school ic to have board-
ing facilities for 510, and facilities for
180 day students in addition. When
completed—at least up to the fifth in-
crement—the cost will be $6,918,900.
That is only a little short of $10,000 per
student for the cost of the facility. I
notice one item for a gymnasium, audi=
torium, and office wing, $870,000.

Mr. President, this is not all for
schools. About a third of it is for roads
and trails and irrigation. We who op-
pose this amendment have some ideas.
The amendment was considered in the
Senate Committee on Appropriations
and was rejected. It had been con-
sidered by the House, and the House al-
lowed about $5,000,000 for this item.,
The Senate committee increased it $19,-
500,000. The sponsors of the pending
amendment would increase it about
$6,000,000 more.

This item has in it at the present time
$1,800,000 unobligated. It has in it
about $9,000,000 unexpended carry-over
at the end of the year. So we who op=-
pose this increase believe that not only
have we allowed too much in the item
of $19,500,000—and some of us are spon=
soring an amendment to decrease that
amount—but certainly the pending
amendment should not prevail.

During the past 10 years this item has
cost $76,240,454, indicating that we have
not held down the support for Indian
reservations and for the Indians indi=
vidually.

The difficulty I found with respect to
the Navajos, as I have discovered from
a survey of the other cases, is that we
have been spending great sums of money
on them and we have not been accom-
plishing what we should have accom=
plished. I have felt at times that the
difficulty is that there is too much time
spent, by those who administer the In-
dian Bureau, in the spending of money
itself, instead of educating and taking
care of the Indians, so that they may go
out into the world, into white men’s com-
munities, and take care of themselves,
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The greatest need in this country today
is for a program which would free the
Indians. Those in charge of the Bureau,
while taking care of the Indians should
work to free them.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. McFARLAND. Is the Senator
from Michigan in favor of carrying out
the long-range program which was
adopted by Congress?

Mr, FERGUSON. The trouble is that
we have been carrying it out for 60 years.

Mr. McFARLAND. No, no, Mr, Presi-
dent; that is not correct. Is the Sena-
tor in favor of the long-range program
which was adopted and which was sup-
posed to rehabilitate the Indians? 1Is
the Senator in favor of carrying out the
program for which $88,000,000 was au-
thorized, or is he opposed to it?

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I
think that an authorization is no man-
date upon either the members of the
Appropriations Committee or on Con-
gress as a whole to make appropriations.
We did not say that the $88,000,000 would
be used to carry out the program in one
year or 10 years.

Mr. McFARLAND. It was to be done
over a 10-year period. It is supposed to
be completed in 10 years. Does not the
Senator think if it is a good step forward
that it should be taken now? Is the
Senator in favor of spending money to
carry out that program, or is he opposed
to it?

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator from
Michigan feels that some things have
happened since the program was
adopted. Things have happened in the
United States which make it necessary to
cut the expenditure of money. We must
determine whether we want to spend this
additional amount of money by way of
deficit spending. That is the question
which confronts us. Naturally the Bur-
eau will spend any amount of money
Congress gives them. The House knew
what it was doing. It allowed $5,000,-
000. We must make cuts somewhere.

Mr. President, this morning we had
an appropriation bill before the sub-
committee with respect to the military.
The military are asking for approxi-
mately $52,000,000,000 to defend the
United States. Here we have construc-
tion items. Are we going into 1953 fiscal
year with an appropriation for roads
and trails and certain other construction
to be provided by deficit spending? The
question is not whether we should or
should not educate the Indians. That
is the whole question before the Senate.

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

Mr, FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. McFARLAND. Is the Senator in
favor of allowing to continue to exist a
situation in which 15,000 Indians, wards
of the Government, have no opportu=
nity for education?

Mr. FERGUSON. We have been ap-
propriating money every year to take care
of the education of the Indians. Spend-
ing $88,000,000 over a 10-year- period
would only amount to $8,800,000 a
year. We are being asked to appropriate
$31,000,000.
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Mr. McFARLAND. That is for con-
struction work for all Indians through-
out the United States, not merely for
the Navajos. The Senator knows that
to be the fact.

Mr. FERGUSON. How much will the
Navajos get this year?

Mr. MCFARLAND. They will not get
enough.

Mr. FERGUSON. Naturally.

Mr. McFARLAND. They will not get
enough. They will not get the amount
which was budgeted and they will not
get sufficient money to send their 15,-
000 children to school. That is the
situation, Mr. President.

Mr. FERGUSON. Even if we appro-
priate the money this year they will not
be sent to school.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. DWORSHAK. Is it not correct
to say that the United States Govern-
ment has neglected the Indian children?
The prime objective of our educational
program is to assimilate Indian children
with our white school children. In my
State an Indian school was closed down
and the school district in the adjoining
territory has been required to absorb the
Indian children. While we appropriated
vast sums of money annually for the
Bureau of Indian Affairs, the Indians are
becoming poorer and poorer as wards of
the Government, and at the same time
illogical claims are made that the Gov=
ernment is not doing enough for them,
Somewhere there must be an inconsist=
ency.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. That will help ward
off some of the criticism we who are ask-
ing for cuts have been receiving.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. The Senator from
Arizona desired to know how much the
Navajos and Hopis get. Last year they
wanted $10,500,000. Of this year’s al=
lotment, they want $16,731,500 for the
Navajo-Hopi program.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, on
September 22, 1951, the distinguished
Senator from Nevada [Mr. MaLonE]
made a very outstanding and able ad-
dress on the Indian situation. I have
it before me. Persons who feel that the
Indians are abused and that the United
States has not done its part for them
should read the speech of the Senator
from Nevada. In the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp, volume 97, part 9, page 11912,
appears a table, which was printed in
connection with the speech made by the
Senator from Nevada. The table shows
that in the fiscal year 1903 Congress ap-
propriated $9,941,299.29 for the Indian
Service. In 1951 Congress appropriated
$80,635,055. It represents an increase of
approximately 800 or 900 percent. Yet
we are told that the condition of the
Indians is getting worse year by year,
The whole program has been misman-
aged and mishandled.
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Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr, BRIDGES. I yield,

Mr. FERGUSON. Apparently the
more money we give to the Indian
Bureau the less the Indians get out of it.

Mr. BRIDGES. The moment the In-
dian Bureau gets its hand on an Indian,
no matter how little Indian blood the
“Indian” may have, it never relinquishes
its hold on him. The distinguished
Senator from Nevada, during the course
of his address on September 22, 1951,
pointed out that in the case of former
Vice President Curtis, who had only a
very small amount of Indian blood, the
Indian Bureau held on to his estate and
insisted on settling it even though he
had a very small amount of Indian blood
in his veins. That is how the Indian
Bureau performs its functions.

Mr. WATEKINS. Mr. President, will
the Senater yield?

Mr. FERGUSON. 1 yield.

Mr. WATKINS. I should like to say
to the Senator from New Hampshire
that the Indian Bureau at that time
was under the direction of the Repub-
lican Party.

Mr. BRIDGES. It does not make any
difference.

Mr. FERGUSON. I think it is even
worse if it was done under a Republican
administration, because they should
have known better.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. President, will
the Sznator yieid?

Mr. FERGUEON. I yield.

Mr., WATKINS. I should like to say
that, so far as the Indian Bureau is
concerned, and the statement that its
history shows failure, I think a very
fundamental fact is overlooked. I know
something of the Indian Bureau people.
I have lived near an Indian reservation,
and I have lived on an Indian reserv=
ation itself, I have moved among those
employed by the Indian Bureau people.
I think they are very decent citizens. I
have found for many years that the
Indians themselves have not been willing
to accept education. They have not
been willing to improve themselves. For
instance, I should like to invite the atten-
tion of Senators to the fact that on the
Ute Reservation in Utah the white over-
seers who are in charge built little homes
for the Indians to live in. They were
fine little frame buildings. They asked
the Indians to move into them. The
Indians moved into the buildings and
stayed there for perhaps a month. Then
it was found that the Indians had put
their saddles, harness, dogs, and general
paraphernalia into the frame buildings,
and they were living in the tepees which
were standing to one side of the houses.
But that condition no longer exists;
there has been a big change in the
Indians.

Mr. FERGUSON. When I was re-
cently on the Navajo Reservation, I
found that approximately 40 automo-
biles were being operated at the head-
quarters of the reservation. Those
automobiles were being operated by the
whites who were in charge of the head-
quarters, The Indians do not drive those
automobiles. They are used by the white
men who are supervising the Indians,
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The taxpayers of the United States are
paying for the operation of those auto-
mobiles.

If a few of the white supervisors rode
horses to supervise the Indians, perhaps
there would not be so many supervisors.
But the present situation is that the
supervisor rides in an automobile, and
the Indian and his wife ride on a horse.

I am objecting to all these extravagant
expenditures.

Mr., WATKINS. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Michigan yield to me?

Mr. FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. WATKINS. There may have been
a time when there was extravagance,
and perhaps there is extravagance now.
However, let us remember that the 10-
year rehabilitation program for the
Navajos, for instance, is a definite pro-
gram to improve the land and provide
education for the Indians.

I realize that it is difficult to have
perfect administration. On the other
hand, the Senator from Arizona and I
are saying that there is a different feel-
ing among the Indians today. Congress
has adopted a program for the Indians,
but the work in connection with the pro=-
gram is far behind schedule. Certainly
we are under obligation to carry out the
program.

Mr. FERGUSON. That is the argu-
ment of the bureaucrat; namely, “Just
give me more money and I will do better
things.”

Mr. WATKINS. But how can the
Indian children be educated unless
money is provided for the purpose?

Mr. FERGUSON. Will the Senator
from Utah say that $10,000 per student
must be spent for the Indian schools?

Mr., WATKINS. No; it would not be
necessary to spend that much money if
it were not for the inflation which has
occurred.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President,
there is one item for $150,000 for a
sprinkling system for a school in the
desert. Is it necessary for quarters of
that size to be provided?

I know, and the Senator from Utah
knows, that the supervisors of these In=
dians not only drive automobiles, but in
some cases fly in airplanes- all at the
expense of the American taxpayers. On
the other hand, the Indians have to ride
horses.

Mr. WATKINS. If more airplanes
and a landing field or two were avail=
able, there would not have to be so many
supervisors or so many automobiles for
the supervisors. It is not possible to
drive an automobile over much of the
reservation.

Mr. FERGUSON. But such a change
would not result in decreasing the super-
visory personnel. The only result would
be to provide more airplanes, and then
it would be necessary to provide more
pilots and more ground forces.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Michigan yield to me?

Mr, FERGUSON. I yield.

Mr. McFARLAND. I wish to state
that at the meeting on Saturday the
Indian agent who is in charge of that
reservation came to an agreement with
the fribal council, to the effect that no
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building will be constructed unless the
chairman of the tribal council approves
it.

The Indians do not care anything
about frills, but they want education for
their children.

Let me say to the Senator from Michi-
gan that if we made reductions in all
the other items of the budget in propor-
tion to the reductions proposed in these
items for the Indians, no doubt the
budget would be balanced.

Mr. FERGUSON. We are trying to
balance it.

Mr. McFARLAND. But the Senator
from Michigan wishes all the cuts to
be made in the items for the Indians,
whose children now are not able to go
to school.

Mr, FERGUSON. No; I want to make
the reductions in the funds proposed to
be appropriated for the supervisors.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, un-
der my amendment a cut of 12 percent
below the budget fizure would be made.
But the Senator from Michigan would
pick on the poor Indian who cannot read
or write or come to Washington to tell
the Senate about his difficulties.

The poor Indian cannot go to school.
Yet he is called on to fight for his
country.

Does not the Senator from Michigan
think it is just as important for the de-
fense of the Nation to educate these
Indians as it is to build the plant in
which the Senator from Michigan is
interested?

Mr. FERGUSON. Oh, yes; I realize
how the Senator from Arizona feels.

Mr. McFARLAND. I did not see the
Senator from Michigan asking that a
cut be made in the case of the St. Law-
rence seaway. I supported him on that
measure.

Mr. FERGUSON. We did not even get
it to a vote. If the distinguished Sen-
ator from Arizona had brought up that
measure much earlier in the session, in-
stead of so late, perhaps we could have
had enough Senators here to keep it on
the floor, and it would have gone through,
and at least we would have gotten the
St. Lawrence seaway started; and then
the taxpayers would have purchased the
bonds, and we would have had the sea-
way.

Mr. McFARLAND. That measure was
brought up in good time, after it was

roeported. It was on the calendar for a
month.

Mr. FERGUSON. I do not think so.

Mr. MALONE. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Michigan yield to me?

Mr, FERGUSON. I am glad to yield.

Mr. MALONE. I wish to compliment
the distinguished Senator from Michi=
gan for bringing the entire Indian prob-
lem into focus.

Since 1947, I have introduced two bills
calling for abolishment of the Bureau of
Indian Affairs. The Bureau of Indian
Affairs should be abolished, because that
Bureau absorbs most of the appropria=-
tions which are made for the Indians.

Mr. FERGUSON, That is correct.

PRISONERS OF WAR

Mr. MALONE, It is my opinion that
the Indians have been virtual prisoners

~ of war for 100 years.

June 25

Mr., FERGUSON. They have really
been in concentration camps since they
were placed in the first camp in the
West.

Mr. MALONE. Yes.

A great commotion was made when
the Japanese were placed in concentra=
tion camps during World War IL

Mr. FERGUSON. However, the Japa-
nese were released from those camps,
and now we are paying them damages
for having put them in the camps.

Mr. MALONE. At that time I was
not a Member of the Senate; I was a
special consultant to the Senate Com-
mittee on Military Affairs. 1 was sent
to the Japanese camps, to make a report
to the subcommittee. The conditions in
those Japanese camps were no worse
than the conditions which have existed
for 100 years on the Indian reservations,
Mr. President, we simply forgot the In-
dians.

Early this month it was my good for=
tune to make a commencement address
at the high school at Fernley, Nev. That
high school is within 15 or 20 miles of
the Pyramid Lake Indian Reservtion.
The Indian boys and girls attend the
Fernley High School. Some of them
graduated from that high school this
year, and they are some of the finest
boys and girls I have ever seen, Cer=
tainly they are on a par with the white
boys and girls. At that high school the
Indian boys and girls receive a good edu-
cation.

TREATED IN SAME WAY

The purpose of the bill which I have
Introduced twice since 1947 is to have
Indians treated in the same way that
everyone else is treated, and to permit
Indians to have all the rights that all
the rest of us have.

Today the Indian is told that he can-
not do this or that, and that he cannot
leave the reservation except under cer-
tain conditions, and that if he does leave
the reservation, he loses whatever myth-
ical rights he may have.

l\c_ty proposal is simply to give the reser-
vations to the Indians, and have the
reservations divided among the Indians,
and then have Congress hold hearings
to determine whether anything more is
owed the Indians. In other words, let
us pay the Indians whatever we owe
them, and then let them go on their own
way.

If that were done, it might still be
necessary to care for Indians who are
35 or 40 years of age or older, and who
have passed the best age for obtaining
an education and for learning to sup-
port themselves. It might be that such
Indians would have to be given some
sort of pension. In any event, after
15 or 20 years that problem would dis-
appear. Certainly the cost of putting
every Indian in the United States on a
pension would be much less than the
Ppresent cost of the Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs,

DOING GREAT SERVICE

So I say to the distinguished Senator
from Michigan that he is doing a great
service to the Congress and to the In-

dians by bringing this question into
focus.
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On the other hand, until the system is
changed, until the Indian Bureau is di-
rected to wind up its affairs, and until
the proper commitiees determine what
should be done in this matter, I believe
we probably shall have to continue the
present wasteful system.

Mr. FERGUSON. But not at the rate
of expenditure provided by means of
this amendment.

BIGGER INDIAN BUREAUT

Mr. MALONE. I admit that there
may be some additional waste in this
amendment.

Nevertheless, how are we going to
check on the Indian Bureau? Any wit-
nesses from that Bureau simply give us a
big story about some mythical thing the
Indian Bureau precposes to do for the
Indians. That has been the situation
for 100 years, but nothing ever is done
for the Indians. The only result of all
these programs is to build a bigger and
better Indian Bureau.

So I shall go all the way with the dis-
tinguished Senutor from Michigan.

I hope that by next January or Febru-
ary we can begin to hold hearings on a
bill to rearrange the Indians’ affairs, to
make citizens of the Indians, to treat the
Indians in the same way that all the
rest of us are treated, and to permit the
Indians to have all the rights that all
the rest of us have. At that time we
should pay the Indians whatever we owe
them, and we should arrange to have
the Indian children go to school,
where they belong,

Mr. President, Indian blood is good
blood.

I never have been able to understand
the philosophy of those—particularly
Senators on the other side of the aisle—
who favor the importation of great num-
bers of foreigners into the United States,
but who permit the Indians, the original
settlers of this county, to remain virtual
prisoners of war.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, I
favor making a reduction in the appro-
priations for the Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs and making it possible for the In-
dians to become free American citizens,
with all the rights of American citizens,

At this point I wish to call the atten-
tion of the distinguished Senator to the
number of automobiles the Indian Bu-
reau has, as indicated in the budget fig-
ures. The total is 1,675.

This year they want 425 new ones.
One thousand two hundred and fifty
will be carried over. That shows what
the white man is doing so far as the au-
tomobiles are concerned. He builds up
his power, he builds up the amount of
money he wants for each one of the proj-
ects. No wonder he wants these good
roads, The Indian is not worrying about
roads over which he may ride on his
horse, but it is the white man, who will
have one of the 1,675 automobiles, who is
worried about the roads. That accounts
for the demand for these roads,

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

Mr. FERGUSON, I yield to the Sen-
ator from Nevada.

Mr, MALONE. I merely want to add
that, if there is any race of people with-
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in the entire United States of America
who have a kick coming, it is the Indian.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pas-
TORE in the chair). The question is on
the amendment of the Senator from
Arizora [Mr. McFarRLAND].

Mr. BRIDGES. I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were not ordered.

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

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
a quorum call be vacated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and
the further proceedings under the call
will be vacated.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, on the
pending amendment I ask for the yeas
and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr, President, in
the President’s budget there was an item
of $325,000 for the reconstruction of
what is known as Picacho Reservoir.
With the percentage cut in the commit-
tee amendment, the funds needed would
be short approximately $100,000 for the
rehabilitation of this reservoir. For
that reason, $100,000 is added in this
amendment to provide for this impor-
tant rehabilitation work.

The San Carlos project located in my
home county in central Arizona is dif-
ferent from most large western reclama-
tion projects in that it is not managed
and administered by the Bureau of Rec-
lamation but by the Indian Service.
The area improved under project works
is 100,000 acres. Half of this area is
Indian land—the property of the Pima
Indians on the Gila River Indian Reser-
vation. The remaining half, or 50,000
acres, is operated by white farmers and
is in their private ownership.

Because of the large and important
Indian interests included therein, the
Secretary of the Interior, through the
Bureau of Indian Affairs retains control
and management of the main improve=
ments which constitute the project’s so-
called works and which serve the com-
mon interests of the Indian lands and
white-owned lands alike.

It is true that a portion of the works—
distribution canals and laterals on In-
dian lands and those on white-owned
lands—have been turned over to the two
respective local units, and each of these
runs its own business to that extent.

But the Secretary has the responsibil-
ity of operating and caring for the large
joint features of the projects—Coolidze
Dam, Picacho Dam and Reservoir, the
main canal, the power system, and
plants connected therewith. Related to
that responsibility is the occasional need
for funds wherewith the works under his
direction must be kept in shape and
added to and enlarged when necessary.

Picacho Reservoir is an important unit
in the works of the project. It is a rela-
tively small reservoir located down on
the project area adjacent to the irrie
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gated lands. The early settlers built the
original dam and reservoir some 60 years
ago. In it they caught and stored tran-
sient storm waters, releasing the same
later in regulated amounts for the irri-
gation of their lands. When the San
Carlos project was constructed, subse-
quent to the passage of the authorizing
legislation in 1924, the Government took
over the reservoir as a part of the proj-
ect works.

Throughout the many years of its ex=
istence and service to the project, Pica-
cho Reservoir has received and saved
intermittent flocd flows which follow
desert storms, This silt-laden water has
gradually dropped its burden, and the
bed of the reservoir has slowly raised so
that presently there remains but small
storage space. The ability of the reser-
voir to capture and store these flood-
waters must be restored or these valuable
waters will run to waste unavailable for
irrigation use. Not only will such waters
be lost but, without the regulation and
control furnished by the reservoir, they
will run wild into and upon the adjacent
improved lands to cause damage to lands
and improvements,

As you know, water is the most im-
portant resource in our southwestern
country. In our particular area, natu-
rally arid, and during recent years
visited by prolonged drought, no water
must be wasted. The laws of our State
and the customs of our irrigated areas
demand that water must be conserved
and put to beneficial use where possible.

These are some of the reasons why
Picacho Reservoir must be reconstructed
and enlarged. The Indian Office and
the Secretary are aware of the need for
this construction and of their responsi-
bility to provide for it. Unless they have
the support for appropriation of funds
for necessary work, the Department can-
not carry out its contractual obligations
to the landowners on the project. These
landowners look to the Department for
that protection. If it were not for exist-
ing contracts and agreements made with
the Government, the farmers on the
project could provide funds for doing
this vitally necessary work themselves.
But, because of the direct interest of the
United States, principally because of the
extensive Indian interests involved, the
Government has elected to keep this
project feature under control of the Sec-
retary, and therefore the farmers can-
not find legal background for borrowing
or otherwise raising the funds required.

Let me emphasize that the funds re-
quested are not a gratuity, They are
planned and requested as a capital in-
vestment in the project facilities and are
repayable by the landowners as a part
of project-construction costs in accord-
ance with the repayment contract in
vogue between the Department of the
Interior and project farmers within the
San Carlos irrigation and drainage dis-
trict,

I am close to the interests of the peo-
ple involved in this matter and thor-
oughly convinced of the urgent need for
favorable action in connection with this
item.

I wish to use merely a minute or two
in discussing the amendment, The item
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affected is a small one, and even with the
increase suggested the figure represents
a cut of more than 12 percent in the
President’s budget.

Why pick on the poor, downtrodden
Indians? Fifteen thousand of their
children without school facilities; there
are no schools for them to attend. All
we are trying to do, Mr. President, is
to give them a chance in life to estab-
lish themselves as American citizens, if
you please. They fought in World War I
and in World War II, and they made
good soldiers. When they returned
home, after associating with white peo-
ple, the boys told their parents, “We
must see that the children go to school.”
They are begging us, on bended knee, to
give them an opportunity in life. Weare
sending money all over the world to help
other people. Are we going to deny the
poor Indians the opportunity of an
education?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Ari-
zona. On this question the yeas and
nays have been ordered, and the clerk
will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce
that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr.
AnpErson], the Senator from Virginia
[Mr. Byrpl, the Senator from Arkansas
[Mr. FoLericHT], and the Senator from
Washington [Mr. Macruson] are absent
oL official business.

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr.
Cuavezl, the Senator from Tennessee
[Mr. KeFauveR], the Senator from Okla-
home [Mr. Eerr], and the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. RusseiLL] are absent by
leave of the Senate.

The Senator fro.n South Carolina [Mr.
Maveank] is absent by leave of the Sen-
ate because of a death in his family.

The Senator from Connecticut [(Mr.
McManon] is absent because of illness,

I announce further that the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. KErr] is paired on
this vote with the Senator from Oregon
[Mr, Morsel. If present and voting, the
Senator from Oklahoma would vote
“yea,” and the Senator from Oregon
would vote “nay.”

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Iannounce that
the Senator from Kansas [Mr., CARLSON],
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr,
Lopgel, and the Senator from Wiscon-
sin [Mr. McCarTHY] are necessarily
absent.

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr,
Langer] is absent on official business.

The Senator from Maine [Mrs. SmrTr]
is absent because of illness in her family.

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
Seaton] is absent because of illness.

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr,
Youneg] is absent by leave of the Senate.

The Senator from Oregon [Mr. Morsgl
is detained on official business.

On this vote the Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. Looge] is paired with the
Senator from Maine [Mrs. Smrtal. If
present and voting, the Senator from
Massachusetts would vote “yea,” and the
Senator from Maine would vote “nay.”
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On this vote the Senator from Oregon
[Mr. Morse] is paired with the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. Kerrl. If pres-
ent and voting, the Senator from Oregon
would vote “nay,” and the Senator from
Oklahoma would vote “yea.”

The result was announced—yeas 49,
nays 29, as follows:

YEAS—40
Alken Hennlngs Moody
Bennett Hill Mundt
Eutler, Nebr, Hoey Murray
Capehart Humphrey HNeely
Case Hunt "Mahoney
Clements Johnson, Colo. Pastore
Connally Johnson, Tex. Schoeppel
Dirksen Johnston, 8. C. Smathers
Duff Kilgore Smith, N. J.
Eastland Enowland Sparkman
Ecton Lehman SBtennis
F.anders Long Taft
Frear Malone Tobey
George McFarland Underwood
Gillette McEKellar Watkins
Green Millikin
Hayden Monroney

NAYS—29
Benton Ferguson Nixon
Brewster Hendrickson O'Conor
Bricker Hickenlooper Robertson
Bridges Holland Saltonstall
Butler, Md. Ives Smith, N. C.
Cain Jenner Thye
Cordon Eem Welker
Douglas Martin Wiley
Dwaorchak McCarran Willlams
Ellender MecClellan

NOT VOTING—I18

Anderson Kerr MeMahon
Byrd Langer Morse
Carlson Lodge Russell
Chavez Magnuson Seaton
Fulbright Maybank Smith, Maine
Kefauver McCarthy Young

So Mr. McFARLAND'S amendment to
ge committee amendment was agreed

The . PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question now is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment, as amended.

Mr. BRIDGES. It was the intention
of the Senator from Michigan [Mr.
Fercuson] and myself to offer an amend-
ment to the committee amendment to
strike out $10,000,000, but obviously it is
useless to do that. Last year $10,575,000
was appropriated for this item. This
year the House allowed $5,310,000. The
Appropriations Committee of the Senate
allowed $24,812,000. The Senate has now
raised the figure to $31,000,000 plus. So
it is very obvious that there would be no
object in attempting to reduce the figure
below the committee figure, since the
Senate by its vote has jumped the
amount some $25,000,000 over the
House figure, some $7,000,000 over the
Senate Appropriations Committee fig-
ure, and is approving a figure more than
three times as high as the figure for last
year.

So the Senator from Michigan and the
Senator from New Hampshire will not
offer an amendment to reduce the
amount further, because if the Senate
triples the amount allowed last year, and
makes a substantial increase over what
the Senate Appropriations Committee
has allowed, there is no use attempting
to make a cut.

Mr. CASE. Mr. President, I wish to
say a few words with respect to a con-
struction item.
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Included in the construction program,
in a portion of the Interior Department
appropriation hearings, there is an item
for the building of a school for the
Oglala community on the Pine Ridge
Reservation. There are few projects
that would make a greater appeal than
that.

About a year and a half ago, when
I visited the reservation, I saw a con-
glomeration of sheds that had been put
together and called a school. I went into
the basement, or cellar, under one of
thosé sheds in which there was a class
of 50 Indian boys. They were expected
to go to that school. The walls were not
plastered. There was a dirt floor, and
only a little rickety stairway by which
the boys could go to the cellar. If a fire
ever started in that building, there
would be a holocaust. The tragedy
would be unspeakable. The type of con-
struction program provided in the bill is
expected to eliminate such buildings as
that.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that I may have printed in the
Recorp at this point an exchange of cor=
respondence I have had with the Com=
missioner of Indian Affairs, reciting the
situation at that school, and the pro=-
posal for its improvement as now pro-
posed by the appropriation bill before
the Senate.

There being no objection, the corre=
spondence was ordered to be printed in
the REcoRD, as follows:

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C. April 24, 1952.
Hon. Francis CASE,
United States Senate,

My DeAR SENATOR Cask: This is in reference
to your letter of April 8, 1852, inquiring if
funds were included in our 1953 budget
for new school facilitles for the Oglala com-
munity on the Pine Ridge Reservation to
replace the present Inadequate Lone Man
Day School, No. 5.

There were included in our 1853 estimates
presented to the House Appropriations Com=-
mittee two projects for the Oglala come
munity, Pine Ridge Reservation, S. Dak::

1. New school facilities, Oglala Community,
£325,000.

2. New milking barn, Oglala High School,
§23,000.

When the Bureau of the Budget allowed
funds for these urgently needed facilities
in our 1953 budget estimate, it appeared
reasonable to assume that the Congress
would appropriate the funds. However, due
to the small amount allowed by the House
Appropriations Committee for Indian Bu-
reau construction projects and appropriated
by the House in the 1953 Interior Department
appropriation bill, it will not be possible to
undertake these construction projects, as
well as many other urgently needed con-
struction projects which were approved by
the Bureau of the Budget, unless additional
funds are appropriated.

The Senate Appropriations Committee has
been requested to restore the reduction made
by the House in our construction budget
estimates. If these funds are restored, we
plan to proceed with the construction proj-

ects for Oglala community as soon as pos-
sible.

Sincerely yours,
D. 8. MYER,
Commissioner.
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D, C., November 26, 1951,
Hon, Francis CASE,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

My DeAR SenaToR Casg: Further reference
is made to my letter of September 5, 1851,
in reply to yours of August 28, 1951, pertain-
ing to the condition of Day School No. &
(Lone Man) at Oglala, on the Pine Ridge
Reservation.

We are now In receipt of the report from
the area director which includes the fol-
lowing recommendations:

1. That a new four-classroom school be
constructed, with provision for the addition
of two classrooms in the future plus the
necessary quarters and other auxiliary facil-
ities, including new water and sewage system,

2, That the new school be located approx-
imately 1 mile south of the existing school
which would be at the intersection of the
present road and U. S. Highway No. 18 which
we understand Is to be relocated. This would
make the new school readily accessible.

While no final estimates of cost have been
prepared on the basis of a new school plant,
it is tentatively estimated at today's prices
that it would be between $400,000 and 8500,
000, We are exploring the matter further to
see whether it might be possible to have it
included in the 1853 budget.

Sincerely yours,
D. 8, MyEr,
Commissioner,

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, D. C., September 5, 1951,
Hon. Frawncis CAsE,
United States Senate.

Dear SenaTor Case: I have your letter of
August 28 relating to the school problem at
the Pine Ridge Reservation and discussing
in particular the condition of the school
building there. You have suggested that
Ben Reifel be asked to look into the matter,

This letter is to let you know that that
will not be possible because Ben Reifel is
already on his way back to Harvard where
he is planning to continue his work during
this coming school year. He was on our staff
in connection with the Missourl Basin
Btudies staff during the summer and did
help with some of the work at Crow Creek.

I am glad to tell you that Mr. Spaulding,
area director at Aberdeen, has already initi-
ated action in this matter, He is having a
thorough check made of present facilities
and equipment. His report is expected scon
and I will advise you more fully later. Be
assured I appreciate your interest.

Sincerely yours,

D. 5. MYEr,
Commissioner.
AvugusT 28, 1951,

The Honorable D. 8. MYER,

Commissjoner, Bureau of Indian Af-
fairs, United States Depariment of

the Interior, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mr. Myer: You will recall a cone
ference in my office of some weeks ago when
Area Director G. Warren Spaulding was here,
I mentioned the need for a better school
building and community center at Oglala
on the Pine Ridge Reservation.

I have also mentioned it to others in the
Indian Bureau and I believe that all who
have ever seen what passes for the school
building at Oglala will agree that it is one
of the most inadequate in the entire Indian
service.

The building is an old frame shell and 1t
is so crowded that some of the classes are

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

crowded into a dark cellar that is a bad fire-
trap.

If my recollection is correct, the walls of
the cellar are unfinished and the roof stud-
ding and supports and absence of daylight
are a disgrace to the country.

I have not been in the building for more
than a year, but, unless there has been a
tremendous improvement, I am sure that
you can scarcely believe that a school with
the enrollment that there is at Oglala should
be so inadequately and improperly used,

This letter is occasioned by the fact that
I noted recently that Ben Reifel had been
assigned to make a study of some problems
for Crow Creek. If he is in the area and
available for other studies and reports, could
you not direct him to Oglala and ask for an
on-the-ground and spot check?

Ben was at one time stationed at Pine
Ridge Reservation and knows the people
there well and can give a practical appraisal
of needs, present and future,

His report should cover the number of
pupils dependent upon the Oglala school, a
summary of chairs, desks, and other furni-
ture available and needed—either for use in
the existing facility or its replacement.

My own feeling is that you were person=
ally to inspect what has been used there for
a school, you would want to place its replace=
ment as No. 1 on your replacement needs.

May we have a report or it when you find
out what the facts are?

Sincerely yours,
FraNCIS CaSE.
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF THE
INTERIOR, BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Aberdeen, S. Dak., July 16, 1951,
Hon. FrRANCIS CASE,
United States Senate.

My DeAR SEnaTOR Casg: The maintenance
engineer from this office plans to visit the
Pine Ridge jurisdiction in the near future.
During his visit he will check into the Lone
Man School situation (No. 5) at Oglala, S.
Dak.

The construction of a new plant at the
above school has been under consideration
for a number of years, From all indications
it will be necessary to operate a school in
the Oglala area for a long time. In view
of this fact every effort should be made to
replace the present conglomeration of build-
ings with a modern school building.

Sincerely yours,
G. WARREN SPAULDING,
Area Director.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the committee
amendment as amended. [Putting the
question.] The Chair is in doubkt.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will
not the Chair restate the question?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the committee
amendment on page 10, line 1, as
amended.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I ask
for a division,

On a division, the committee amend-
ment, as amended, was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the next committee
amendment.

The next amendment was on page 10,
in line 3, after the word “granted”, to
insert the following proviso: “Provided,
That no part of the sum herein appro=
priated shall be used for the acquisition
of land within the States of Arizona, Cal-
ifornia, Colorado, New Mexico, South
Dakota, Utah, and Wyoming oufside of
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the boundaries of existing Indian reser-
vations: Provided further, That no part
of this appropriation shall be used for
the acquisition of land or water rights
within the States of Nevada, Oregon, and
Washington either inside or outside the
boundaries of existing reservations.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 10,
line 17, after the word “completed”, to
insert a colon and the following addi-
tional proviso: “Provided jfurther, That
the amount of $24,000 heretofore ap-
propriated and now available under this
heading for school facilities at Squaw
Point Unorganized Territory, Minn., may
be expended for school facilities for the
Prairie Island Indian Community or for
cooperation with Burnside Consolidated
School District No. 3, Goodhue County,
Minn., in the construction, extension,
equipment, or improvement of public-
school facilities as may be agreed upon
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs
and the State Department of Education
of Minnesota, under such terms and con-
ditions as the Secretary may prescribe.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Administrative provisions,” on
page 11, line 15, after the word “exceed”,
to strike out “260” and insert “300.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Tribal funds,” on page 12, line
3, after the word “appropriated”, to
strike out “$2,335,000” and insert “$2,-
920,000”, and on page 13, line 4, after
the word “Secretary”, to insert a colon
and the following proviso: “Provided,
however, That no part of this appropria-
tion or other tribal funds shall be used
for the acquisition of land or water
rights within the States of Nevada, Ore-
gon, Washington, and Wyoming, either
inside or outside the boundaries of exist-
ing Indian reservations.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Bureau of Reclamation—gen-
eral investigations,” on page 14, line 4,
after the word “expended”, to strike out
“$3,000,000"” and insert ““$5,000,000", and
in the same line, after the word “which”,
to strike out “$2,200,000” and insert
“$4,200,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Construction and rehabilita-
tion,” on page 14, line 20, after the word
“expended”, to strike out “$153,355,400"
and insert “$183,406,531.”

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr, President, I call
up my amendment designated “6-24-
52-B” which I offer on behalf of myself
and the Senator from Connecticut [Mr.
BEnTON].

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr,
Unperwoop in the chair). The clerk
will state the amendment to the com=
mittee amendment.

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 14, line
21, it is proposed to strike out “$183,=
406,531” and insert “$152,406,531.”

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, the
amendment I am now submitting pro-
poses 8 reduction of $31,000,000 in the
construction funds of the Bureau of
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Reclamation; in other words, dollar-
wise; it proposes to reduce the total
from $:83,400,000 to approximately
$152,400,000. This is the most impor=
tant amendment which is likely to be
offered today, and I should like to give
a brief history of the situation.

The Bureau of the Budget did not rec-
ommengd any new starts on reclamation
projects this year. In view of the very
serious budget situation and the im-
pending deficit, it believed that we
should not start any more new projects.

The House, when it passed the bill,
did not provide for any new starts. The
Senate Committee on Appropriations has
included 10 new starts which call for
initial appropriations of $15,000,000 for
the coming year. But these initial ap-
propriations are merely the “come-on.”
The ultimate cost of the 10 new projects
will be $335,000,000, according to the fig-
ures in the House and Senate committee
hearings which I have compiled.

So we are now about to decide by our
vote on this amendment whether or not
there is any justification for the ulti-
mate total expenditure of $335,000,000,
at a minimum, and we can be quite cer-
tain, based on the experience of the past,
that if the present estimate is that the
total cost will be $335,000,000, by the time
the projects are completed the actual
cost will be greatly in excess of that
amount.

Furthermore, the committee acceler-
ated the program of construction as it
had been recommended by the House.
My proposal is that we should somewhat
slow down the rate of construction on
existing irrigation projects already under
way—slow them down from an annual
volume of $167,000,000 to a volume of a
little more than $150,000,000.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, will the
Ssnator yield for a question?

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield.

Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator realizes,
of course, that if the 10 new projects
are started and completed as set forth
in the committee report the average
amount of money to be expended each
year will be about the same as has been
expended in past years. Is the Senator
urging that that was tco much?

Mr. DOUGLAS. What I am saying is
that in this period we should not com-
mit ourselves to capital expenditures of
$335,000,000 additional.

Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator is repeat-
ing what he said with respect to the
rivers and harbors and flood-control
commitments.

Mr. DOUGLAS. No. I certainly am
not repeating what I said. I may say
that the reasoning of the Senate com-
mittee is extraordinary, The Senate
committee says:

The commitiee has been advised that the
p!‘DjEC‘ZS now under construction will soon
be completad, and that if construction is
not initiated on additional projects the ap-
propriation requirements in the fiscal year
1958 for those projects under construction
will be less than $14,000,000.

S0, in order to keep up the expendi-
tures additional projects are started. In
other words, if the appropriations should
fall to $14,000,0C0, that would be a catas=
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trophe which the country could not stand.
So projects are added which will ulti-
mately cost $335,000,000, in order to
maintain the volume of construction.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield to me again?

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly.

Mr. HAYDEN, The Senator says he is
not repeating the arguments he made
with respect to the rivers and harbors
and flood-control commitments, In the
bill which we passed the other day §5,-
897,000 was appropriated with which to
commence new river and harbor proj-
ects, and $28,750,000 for new flood-con-
trol projects, the ftotal cost of which
will be $474,000,000. But in that case
the testimony was, as it is here, that the
average level of expenditure, so far as
the Federal Treasury is concerned, would
not be materially increased, because the
Corps of Engineers is running out of
work.

Mr. DOUGLAS. In other words, we
must spend enormous sums of money in
order to keep the Corps of Engineers
busy spending money.

Mr. HAYDEN. Not enormous sums;
but the normal amountz which we have
been spending in *he average year.

Mr. DOUGLAS. There is one differ-
ence, at least in the case of the river
and harbor projects of the Army Engi-
neers, in that those projects had been
approved by the Bureau of the Budget.
The proposals now before us were not
approved by the Bureau of the Budget,
They have not been certified as being
necessary to the defense effort. They
emerge, like Minerva from the brow
of Jove, out of the Senate Appropri-
ations Committee, all in one burst of
spontaneous combustion, so to speak.

Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator is aware
that among the projects in the river and
harbor bill which passed the other day
were items not budgeted.

Mr. DOUGLAS. There were very few
such items involving smaller amounts
of money. I opposed them. However,
the committee is now proposing to add
projects the ultimate capital cost of
which will be $335,000,000 projects which
have not been recommended by any
group except the Senate committee.

Mr. HAYDEN, Every one of them i3
authorized by law.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Congress authorized
itself to appropriate for them. They
are also recommended by the Bureau of
Reclamation, of course, which naturally
is interested in building as many proj-
ects as possible.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am glad to yield
to the Senator from Utah.

Mr. BENNETT. In the case of the one
project for Utah in this list——

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is the Weber
Basin project.

Mr. BENNETT. The Weber Basin
project——

Mr. DOUGLAS. Is the Senator from
Utah going to oppose that project?

Mr. BENNETT. The Senator from
Utah is obviously not going to oppose
that project.

Mr. DOUGLAS, I am disappointed.
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Mr. BENNETT. Using that as an ex=
ample, and being fascinated by the Sen-
ator's statement that it has emerged,
like Minerva from the brow of Jove, out
of the Senate Appropriations Commit-
tee, does the Senator realize that for
years the Bureau of Reclamation has
been preparing that project for the be-
ginning of construction? It did not
emerge from the Senate Appropriations
Committee. It has been under contem-
plation for years. The engineering work
has been completed, and the project is
ready to start.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think Minerva was
probabiy under contemplation for some
time before she emerged.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly.

Mr. BENNETT. Does the Senator
realize that the Federal Government it-
self has created a situation in the area
in which the Weber project lies which
will practically either force the construc-
tion of such a project——

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator refers
to the addition of facilities such as the
Clearf eld Naval Depot, the air baszs, and
other facilities.

Mr. BENNETT. Thatis correct.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Facilities which for-
mer Senator Thomas of Utah was suc-
cessful in obtaining for that region.

Mr. BENNETT. Therefore, the men
employed there must be provided with
water to drink, and water for culinary
purposes and for the maintenance of
their homes and their jobs.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I point out to my
good friend that in the beautiful Wa-
satch Valley, which has been developing
with Government installations paid for
by those of us from other sections of the
country, there is the beautiful and flour-
ishing city of Ogden, and that a part of
this project is designed to provide water
for the city of Ogden. The taxable ca-
pacity of the city of Ogden has been in-
creased by the coming of the new facili-
ties. Why should not Ogden pay for a
large portion of its water supply, instead
of passing the burden on to the Federal
Government? Does not the Senator
from Utah oppose the Federal Govern-
ment coming in to usurp the functions
of localities? Is not that undermining
local government? Is it not a blow at
the foundations of the American system
to have the Federal Government reach
in with its tentacles and take over con-
trol of facilities which should be local in
nature? I heard the Senator from Utah
speak at great length and very eloquently
on that thesis. I am surprised now that
he is not a vigorous protagonist of it.

Mr. BENNETT. Does the Senator
from Illinois realize that the citizens of
the city of Ogden will pay back a large
part of the cost of erecting the Weber
Basin project?

Mr. DOUGLAS. Let them pay for it
directly through a bond issue.

Mr. BENNETT. Unfortunately the
project involves an area far outside the
city limits of the city of Ogden.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Now we come to one
of the real skeletons in the closet in con-
nection with irrigation and reclamation,
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namely, that when the money is paid
back for the so-called irrigation projects,
it does not go into the Treasury of the
United States. It does not go to pay
back the taxpayers who advanced the
money. It is used for additional recla-
mation projects. o when we appropri=-
ate this $335,000,000 we can kiss it good-
by. It will be gone forever, gone with
the wind. It will be used, as it is paid
back, to build more irrigation projects.
When the cost of such new irrigation
projects is paid back, the money will be
used to build still more irrigation proj-
ects. My good friends from the South-
west saw to that about 12 years ago.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly.

Mr. KNOWLAND. The Senator is, of
course, perfectly justified in taking
whatever position he wishes to take; but
now he is apparently attacking the en-
tire theory of reclamation in the West.
I say most respectfully to the distin=
guished Senator that the money which
has gone into the West to build reclama-
tion projects has developed the economy
of the West.

Mr. DOUGLAS. It has done so at
the expense of the rest of the country.
But I should like to point out that I
am not opposing reclamation. I want
to reduce it moderately during a period
of severe financial strain.

Mr. ENOWLAND. As a result the peo=
ple have been able to pay more taxes
into the Federal Treasury. They have
built up our country, thus enabling the
Nation to be in a better position to de-
fend itself. Under the theory of the
distinguished Senator from Illinois in
attacking the entire theory of reclama-
tion, which I am proud to say was
started under a Republican administra-
tion, he apparently believes that there
is no benefit to the Nation growing out
of such projeects.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I repeat that I am
not opposed to reclamation; only to
* spending more money than we can afford
for it right now. I may say that I have
a special amendment, which I submitted
yesterday, my amendment C, which will
come up later. The old-timers around
the Capitol know perfectly well, but the
citizens generally do not know, that the
money which we spend for reclamation,
in the first place, is interest free. No
interest is paid upon it.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. I should like to finish

my statement. Am I in error in my
statement?
Mr, ENOWLAND. The Senator is

partially right and partially wrong.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Am I not 99.44 per-
cent right?

Mr. ENOWLAND. No. With regard
to the irrigation feature, if the Senator
defines irrigation as putting water on
land, the Senator is correct. But if we
consider the multiple-purpose projects,
dealing with power features, both prin-
cipal and interest are paid back.

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is correct. I
was referring to reclamation.
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Mr. ENOWLAND. Take the situation
with respect to the Hoover Dam. In
connection with the construction of the
Hoover Dam, not only will the prineipal
be paid back, but the interest will be
paid back. That is a great development
which is bringing water to the thirsty
lands of the West and bringing power
to the metropolitan centers. It was re=
quired that the contracts be signed be-
fore a bit of concrete was poured in that
dam, and that the contracts should pro-
vide for the repayment of principal and
interest to the Federal Government, I
think we will get far more out of the
Hoover Dam in the West than we will
get from the appropriations we have
made to various foreign nations, because
from some of them the American peo-
ple will not get one penny back, and
they will not add to our economic de-
velopment.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I may say to the Sen-
ator from California that if he will com=-
pare his voting record with my voting
record he will find that I have voted for
practically every justifiable public-power
project in the United States. I voted for
publie-power projects in the Northwest
and in other sections of the country,
because they conform to a set rule that
on Government money not only the prin-
cipal is repaid but interest is paid also.

But when we deal with irrigation only
the principal is repaid, and no interest
is paid. There is also an increasing
tendency to load up on power some of
the cost that should be borne by irriga-
tion. Suppose we authorize a project
at a total cost of 500,000,000, with $400,-
000,000 for irrigation and $100,000,000
for power. The interest is paid only on
the $100,000,000. Power rates are
charged sufficient to carry a portion of
the $400,000,000 set aside for irrigation,
but with no interest. In other words,
power bears not only its own load but
a part of the irrigation load.

When the prineipal is paid back to the
Government for so-called irrigation pur-
poses, what happens to it? It does not
go into the General Treasury, as is the
case with power projects. It is used for
additional irrigation projects. It is
money which the Government will never
get back. It will roll on forever. It is
one of the greatest injustices that could
be perpetrated on the general taxpayers
of the United States.

Years ago I used to look with ap-
proval on John Baer's cow which he
drew representing the United States be-
ing milked by the bankers of Wall Street.
I believe that a more appropriate cow
representing the United States would
be a cow with its hind quarters facing
westward and being milked by the semi-
arid regions of the country for irriga-
tion projects. The eight States in that
region have small populations, but they
are powerful States. They have 16 votes
in the United States Senate. They con-
stitute a powerful political force. I love
them as individuals. But we must not
forget the fact that we are being com=-
mitted to spend hundreds of millions of
dollars, and perhaps billions of dollars,
for projects from which the taxpayer
will never recover a penny, on which
no interest will be paid, on which the
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principal will be donated, and on which
the unit cost per acre is extremely high.
Reclamation can be a valuable invest-
ment, especially in normal times when
we do not face such encrmous deficits.
But we should protect the taxpayer's
investment, too.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. I yield.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Iam sure the Sen-
ator wants to have all the facts. Cali-
fornia last year paid in Federal taxes
into the Federal Treasury three and a
half billion dollars. That is more money
paid into the Treasury by the people of
California alone than was paid into the
Federal Treasury by all the people of
the 48 States as late as 1934. As the
distinguished Senator from Illinois has
said, in the development of power proj-
ects—and in connection with such proj-
ects I am willing to make a comparison
of my voting record with the voting rec-
ord of the Senator from Illinois, and I
think my record will compare very favor-
ably—the principal and interest must be
paid back; but it is also true that in the
development of irrigation throughout
the West, which adds to and increases
the standard of living of the American
pecople, there is required—and properly
so—the repayment of the principal by
the people who go onto the lands, where-
as in the case of many projects in other
s>ctions of the counfry no such require-
ment is applied.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. Ishould like to finish
my presentation first. As I remember,
the great Central Valley project was
originally started by the State of Cali-
fornia. The State of California found
the burden too heavy, and called on the
Federal Government for aid. The proj-
ect went forward, and ultimately called
for the expenditure by the Federal Gov-
ernment of over $600,000,000. A large
proportion of that amount will be
charged to irrigation, and of the amount
charged to irrigation not one cent of
the money contributed by the taxpayers
will be returned to the Treasury.

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

Mr., DOUGLAS. I shall yield in a
moment. My time is limited. I should
like to have at least an opportunity to
present my views. Later I shall be very
happy to yield.

Mr, President, when the principal is
returned to the United States Treasury,
it does not go back to the taxpayers of
the country who financed the Central
Valley project. It will go for further
irrigation projects. This is a continu-
ing operation under existing statutes,
world without end. By the legislation
which we have passed Congress has sur-
rendered control over the disposition of
those funds. When once appropriated,
they are gone. The Federal Treasury
does not get the interest and does not
get the principal.

Mr. President, I should like to point
out also that the costs per acre are ex-
tremely high. I do not have the infor-
mation with respect to all acreage costs.
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But I have been able to get the figures
for the Marias division, which, being in
the northerly part of the country, pre-
sumably is a wheat area. Under the
pending bill, we are committing our=
selves to projects for the Marias divi-
sion of the Missouri Basin project. The
Marias division will ultimately cost $60,-
000,000. It will irrigate 120,000 acres.
According to my figures, that is at a cost
of over $500 per acre. ;

The most fertile farming land any-
where in the country lies in the belt
which in Illinois centers around Bloom-
ington. I was in Bloomingion about a
month ago, and I talked to the editor of
the Bloomington newspaper and to real-
estate agents there. They told me that
very fertile farm land there was selling
for $550 an acre. Here we are con-
fronted with land for which it will cost
$500 an acre merely to irrigate, on which
the taxpayer will not get back one penny.

Mr. President, I think we have plunged
too far on irrigation so far as returns
are concerned, and certainly so far as
the taxpayers of the country at large are
concerned.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am glad to yield.

Mr. ENOWLAND, I am glad to have
the Senator yield to me, because I
must attend an Appropriation Commit-
tee meeting. I should like to invite the
Senator's attention to the fact that when
by flood-control projects and by the
building of dikes water is prevented from
overflowing lands none of the money ex-
pended for such projects is repaid,
whereas in the case of reclamation proj-
ects every dollar of principal has to be
repaid. Nevertheless, I think flood-
control projects are a great investment
in the future of our country, because if
the topsoil is washed into the ocean
there is destroyed an asset of the Ameri-
can people, the loss of which might causs
our own civilization to fall into the con-
dition of civilizations of the past which
have lost their topsoil. Yet in the case
of flood control in the great areas of our
country not a penny, either of principal
or interest, is repaid. I am not com-
plaining about it, because I think the
Federal Government has an obligation
to see to it that this great resource is
not lost.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, may
I reply to the Senator from California?

Mr. ENOWLAND. Yes.

Mr. DOUGLAS. If the Senator had
been in the Chamber when the Senate
was discussing the rivers and harbors
bill he would have known that I offered
an amendment to provide that half of
the cost of a levee should be borne by
assessment on the land which was thus
protected. I am sorry the Senator was
not in the Chamber, because from his
present remarks I would judege that he
would have supported my amendment.
Unfortunately I did not have his sup-
port, but I hope that I have gained a
new recruit on this point at least.

Mr, KNOWLAND, Why should it be
only half?
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Mr. DOUGLAS. I was not able to get
even half. I often reflect on Cardinal
Newman’s hymn Lead Kindly Light;

I do not ask to ses

The distant scene—one step
Enough for me.

I am glad to note that the Senator is
supporting me in one step at least. -

The semiarid States are powerful.
They are politically powerful in the
United States Senate. But they have
asked for excessive amounts of money.
I love them as individuals. Oh how we
love them. But they are getting enor-
mous sums of money. Where are they
getting them from? From the State
which pay most of the income taxes.
From my State of Illinois, from New
¥York, from New Jersey, and from Con-
necticut and other States. We are glad
to grubstake them, but sometimes the
grubstaker likes to see his money come
back, They take the money and use it
for something else, and they always get
more and more money., I submit, Mr.
President, that at a time when we are
faced with an impending $15,000,000,000
deficit we should not at this time make
new starts in the case of reclamation
projects.

Mr. President, how much time have I

?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Illinois has 6 minutes re-
maining.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I shall take 3 min-

utes to summarize my position, and
then I shall yield the remainder of my
time.'

I should like to point out that vast
irrigation projects already have been
built. The new projects are not so well
justified as the old ones were, and there-
fore we should look with especial care
upon the new ones.

In the second place, the new projects
are not certified, either by the Depart-
ment of Defense or by the Bureau of the
tBudget., as necessary to the national de-

ense,

In the third place, why is it such a
crime, as the committee claims it is, to
defer the construction of irrigation proj-
ects and to slow down the program a lit-
tle during this period of emergency, so
that the taxpayers may have some
relief?

Fourth and finally, I wish to empha-
size that the present budgetary situation
is bad, with a $15,000,000,000 deficit
facing us. Here is a chance to save
$31,000,000.

Mr. President, that completes my
argument.

Now, I am glad to yield to the Senator
from South Dakota.

Mr. CASE. Mr. President, first let me
say that, although I do not know about
all the projects, at least I know that a
small South Dakota project is included.
To that project the Air Force will con-
tribute at least $1,000,000——

Mr. DOUGLAS. Is the Senator re-
ferring to the Souris diversion?

Mr. CASE. I am referring to the
g:gig Valley project in the Missouri

Mr. DOUGLAS, It is in Wyoming, is
it not?
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Mr. CASE. No; it happens to be in
South Dakota?

At least $1,000,000 of the cost of that
project will be paid by the Air Force,
Without tiie construction of that project,
the Air Force will be confronted with the
necessity of drilling additional wells—
which will cost more than this project
will cost—for unsatisfactory water—
water that is heavily mineralizzsd, so-
called hot water—which is destroying
their plumbing systems.

Mr. DOUGLAS. This project is pri-
marily one to provide a water supply for
Rapid City, is it not?

Mr, CASE. No.

Mr. DOUGLAS. That is what the de-
scription says.

Mr. CASE. Some water will be for
Rapid City, but Rapid City will, in turn,
sell the water to the air base.

Mr. DOUGLAS. But it is for Rapid
City, is it not? Does not the Senator
from South Dakota believe that local
government should take care of its own
burdens, without coming to the Federal
Government for relief?

Mr, CASE. Rapid City will pay back
the cost of the water it receives and will
pay it back with interest. The provision
for interest payments is one which the
Senator from Illinois has been overlook-
ing. He has been talking about the lack
of interest payments, but Rapid City will
pay back all its part of the cost, with
interest. In addition, the Air Force will
pay for the water it uses.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, that
is a white blackbird, I must say.

What does the Senator from South
Dakota say about the Souris project,
which ultimately will cost $102,000,000?

Mr. CASE. The Senator from Illinois
knows that the Souris project is not in
South Dakota; it is in North Dakota.

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. President,
will the Senator from Illinois yield to
me?

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am glad to yield.

Mr. DWORSHAK. The Senator from
Tllinois repeatedly has referred to theze -
projects as ones which are being initi-
ated; he has referred to them as projects
“initiating new construction.” I wish
to call attention to the fact that the
north side pumping division of the Mini-
doka project, in Idaho, has been in
process of construction for many years.
It is erroneous for the committee or for
the Senator from Illincis or for any-
one else to refer to that project as one
“initiating new construction.”

Mr. DOUGLAS. The committee listed
it as such.

Mr. DWORSHAK. That was an er-
roneous statement.

Mr. DOUGLAS. All I can do is take
the opinion of the commitiee.

Mr. DWORSHAK. 1 wish to point
out that about $1,000,000 has been spent
on that project since the end of World
War II. The chairman of the subcom-
mittee has called my attention to the
foot note, as follows:

The amount recommended is to continue
construction which has been under way for
& number of years and for which approxi-
mately 1,000,000 has already been expended.
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Mr. DOUGLAS. Was the project ap-
proved by the Bureau of the Budget?

Mr, DWORSHAK. Yes, it has been
approved. How would $1,000,000 have
been spent on the project if it had not
been approved?

Mr. DOUGLAS. Was it approved and
certified by the Department of Defense
for expenditures in the year 1952-53,
the period for which we are now ap-
propriating?

Mr. DWORSHAK. I cannot say.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think the answer
18 *np?

Mr. DWORSHAEK. I say to the Sen-
ator from Illinois that in the Columbia
River Basin project, which is compa-
rable to this one, approximately 60,000
acres are being brought into cultivation
annually. Of course this project is com-
parable to it only on a limited scale,
because the plan for this project con-
templates bringing in 4,000 or 5,000
acres annually—on a project where wells
are used and water is pumped from the
river. As a matter of fact, the funds
carried in this bill would cover only ap-
proximately half of the plan, and would
bring in only 2,250 acres.

Mr. DOUGLAS. How much of that
amount is for planning?

Mr. DWORSHAK. This amount is
for construction—to sink wells, The
preject is in no sense a new one. I am
sure the Senator from Illinois wants the
Recorp to be accurate.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to have the
Recorp accurate, but I trust the com-
mittee,

Mr. President, I beg the Senator's par-
don; the footnote to which he has re-
ferred is in fine type, and I must be
nearsighted. Excuse me, please. It
was listed as a new project, however, and
has not been approved by the Budget or
certified as necessary for defense for the
year 1852-53.

Mr., WATKINS. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Illinois yield to me?

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 yield.

Mr. WATKINS. I call the attention
of the Senator from Illinois to the fact
that in the Senate we have been voting
indirectly for power and reclamation
projects for a number of years.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think I know what
the Senator from Utah is going to say.

Mr. WATKINS., Let me say that be-
fore the Senator from Illinois was con-
verted to the idea of not voting for such
large expenditures for foreign countries,
he generally voted for large expendi-
tures for foreign countries, but voted
against corresponding expenditures here
in the United States.

Certainly the Senator from Illinois
should consider these projects.

Let me point out that under the mu-
tual security program the United States
has either paid out or is to pay $1,893,-
695,000.

Mr, DOUGLAS. Is that in the bill
which we are about to consider?

Mr. WATKINS. No; it is the loan
program for which the Senator from
Illinois has voted year after year, since
he has been in the Senate.

The Senate has voted for that pro-
gram, and has not even asked whether
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the people of the other countries could
pay for the construction of those proj-
ects. Regardless of such considerations,
Congress has voted for expenditures for
such projects all over the globe—in
Europe, in Africa, in Asia; we have been
going right down the line.

On the other hand, when a small be-
ginnning is made, for instance, on a small
project in Utah, at a location where
there are defense installations, and when
the burden is so heavy that the people
of the community cannot do the work
themselves, strong objection is made in
the Senate.

Mr. President, Utah pioneered in irri-
gation work; but when it comes to hav-
ing any Federal appropriations made to
help in that work, we in Utah find that
we are at the tail end of the procession,

Now we have a project calling for sev-
eral million dollars——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
time of the Senator from Illinois has
expired.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Arizona yield one more
minute to me?

Mr. HAYDEN., I yield two more min-
utes to the Senator from Illinois.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I thank the Senator
from Arizona.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Illinois is recognized for
2 minutes more.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, at this
moment I happen to be standing beside
the desk of the chairman of the Foreign
Relations Committee, the distinguished
senicr Senator from Texas [Mr. CoN-
NaLLY], an eminent Senator who is be-
loved by all of us. Again and again he
has reminded us that the money spent
on the foreign projects to which the
Senator from Utah has referred is
money from counterpart funds, and
therefore those projects do not cost us
anything.

I do not know that the Senator from
Texas, at whose desk I am temporarily
standing would approve of the particular
application in the prezent case, but I am
quoting him as he has replied to me on
similar points on similar occasions in the
past—that is to say, that the funds for
projects in foreign countries come from
counterpart funds, and therefore the
projects are in a different category.

Furthermore, Mr. President, that bill
is not before the Senate at this time,
anyway.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
of the Senator from Illinois has expired.

Mr, HAYDEN. Mr. President, I prom-
ited the Senator from Indiana [Mr.
JEnnER] that I would yield 5 minutes to
him, to permit him to speak on another
matter. I now yield that much time to
him,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Indiana is recognized for 5
minutes.

THE SITUATION IN EOREA

Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, the
American press has recently carried sto-
ries of the declaration of martial law by
President Syngman Rhee, of Korea, and
the arrest, by him, of members of the
Korean Legislature.
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What is the truth? Are the Commu-
nists plotting a political revolution be-
hind our lines in Korea?

Why do American Government agen-
cies take sides against anti-Communist
President Rhee?

On June 2, President Rhee said two
underground Communist leaders have
confessed that members of the assembly
were drawn into a Communist plot to
unify North and South Korea, through
“peaceful negotiations.”

Some of the assemblymen have con-
fessed they received money from the
Communists to finance the plan to unify
North and South Korea, by electing a
neutralist president, according to Com-
munist orders.

It has long been part of the Communist
plan to outflank us politically by setting
up a “third force” in Korea. This would
put Syngman Rhee out of power and
then unite Nerth and South Korea under
a “government of national unity,” like
Poland. This “third force” would look
neutral, sound neutral, and act neutral—
until the American forces left Korea.
Then it would be merely another puppet
government in Asia,

Here is Owen Lattimore’s formula
again—to let Korea fall without letting
it look as though we pushed her.

It is very curious that the United Na-
tions Commission for the Unification and
Rehabilitation of EKorea—UNCUREK—
immediately ordered President Rhee to
lift martial law and to free the assem-
blymen without reference to their being
Communist plotters.

Of course, a United Nations agency
could not criticize Communists, because
the Soviet Union is on the Security
Council of U. N.

The Voice of America broadcast the
UNCURK criticisms of President Rhee
before he had a chanee to reply to
UNCURE, but apparently did not broad-
cast Rhee's reply.

Dr. Paul Douglas, former president of
American University and now adviser to
President Rhee, said in an interview that
intervention by the United Nations in
the Korean domestic issue could cause
open warfare behind our lines and bring
about the collapse of the war against
communism, With this threat to our
soldiers and to our avowed political aims,
did our Government help block any Com-
munist fifth column in South Korea?

Oh, no, That would not be in char-
acter.

Instead, the Voice of America broad-
cast to the Korean people over stations
of the Republic of Korea, all the criti-
cisms of the Korean President which
they could cull from the press of the
world.

The administration told us that Syng-
man Rhee had censored the Voice of
America, whereas he had, in fact, merely
withdrawn the use of his own Govern-
ment facilities because of one-sided criti-
cisms of his regime,

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield at that point?

Mr. JENNER. I have but 5 minutes,
and I should like to complete my state-
ment for the Recorp. Moreover, the
Senate is operating under an order lim-
iting debate.
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The administration told us Rhee had
established martial law. Did they tell
us martial law was established because
the Communist guerrillas had killed five
American soldiers and injured hundreds
of South Eoreans?

No; they did not.

Did they tell us the civil police are
maintaining ecivil law and order in
Korea? That martial law applies to
guerrilla rebels only?

No; they did not.

Is this another Koje incident in which
the truth will come out by inches?

We know the Communists hate Syng-
man Rhee as they hate Chiang Kai-
shek.

They hate bocth men for the same
reasons—because both understand com-
munism; because they have the fighting
spirit; because they are friends of ours.

In 1928, the Soviet Communist leaders
gave orders to all branches of world
communism to fight any Korean leaders
who favored christianity.

But who gave orders to the Voice of
America to fight Syngman Rhee?

The United States Information Serv-
ice, in a press releace from the United
States Embassy in Korea, justifies its
policies by citing the United Nations
Declaration of Human Rights. It claims
the right to send cne-sided information
about a sovereign nation over that na-
tion’s broadeasting facilities, because the
United Nations Declaration of Human
Rights says information must pass free-
ly across frontiers.

What goes cn here?

How long will it be before the United
Nations decides that the Voice of Amer-
ica must broadcast information deroga-
tory to us because the United Nations
Declaration says so?

UNCURK, in its letter to President
Rhee, says that it has the right to inter-
vene within a nation and take action
without delay, when the constitutional
freedom of a member state is involved,

Freedom under what constitution?

The United Nations Charter?

UNCURK disclaims any intention of
intervening in internal affairs, but re-
defines internal to suit its own pur-
poses.

Any attempt by the United Nations
to decide that constitutional rights
are being violatzd would be a precedent
for applying such intervention to the
United States.

Is Congress ready to accept the right
of the United Nations to enforce U, N.
constitutional rights in member states?

If not, what is Congress going to do
about the strange behavior of the Amer-
ican Embassy, the United States Infor-
mation Service, and the Voice of Amer-
ica, which operate under American law,
and UNCURK, which is operating in
large part with American money?

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Presi-
dent, to have printed in the CoNGRES=
sI0NAL REcoORD certain excerpts from the
UNCURK statement, President Rhee’s
reply to UNCURK, and the United States
Information Service statement of policy
on its criticisms of other nations’ in-
ternal affairs,
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There being no objection, the matters
were ordered to be printed in the REec=
orp, as follows:

POLICIES OF THE U. N. COMMISSION FOR KOREA

The following statement, from UNCURK
to President Rhee, urged the President to
1lift martial law and free the assembly-
men, without any reference to the danger
from Communist plots. UNCURK appar=-
ently assumes the right to decide when the
constitutional freedom of citizens of a mem-=-
ber nation is threatened and to “take ac-
tion without delay.”

“The Unlted Nations Commission for the
Unification and Rehabilitation of Eorea
(UNCURK) has sent the statement below
to Dr. Syngman Rhee, president of the Re-
public of Eorea, The statement was de=
livered at the presidential residence on May
28, at 9:30 p. m.

“The Commission had this morning an
interview with the president. This inter-
view lasted over 1 hour and wac held in
the presence of the ministers of national
defence, home affairs and justice, and of the
martial law commander,

“President Rhee announced his intention
to answer the Commission’s statement In
writing.

“The Commission’'s statement follows:

“ ‘Having taken cognizance of recent polit-
ical events within the Republic of Korea,
the United Nations Commission for the
Unification and Rehabilitation of Eorea
wishes to make the following statement:

“‘The Commission is the pal rep-
resentative body of the United Nations in
Korea. One of its purposes is to cooperate
au closely as possible with the Government
of the Republic of Korea in order to ensure
and maintain conditions of political sta-
bility within the country. The sovereignty
of the Repuillc of Korea is fully acknowl-
edged by the United Nations, However, the
United Nations cannot but take an active
interest in the political development of the
country, in view of the fact that the free
people of the world have made, and continue
to make, enormous sacrifices in men and
resources in order to endure the independ-
ence, freedom and welfare of the people of
Korea.

“‘The observance of the democratic
guaranties and forny of government given
to the people of Korea in the Constitution
of the Republic remain therefore a matter
of continuous concern to the United Nations,
The Government of the Republic of Korea
itzelf has repeatedly recognized that the
maintenance of a truly independent, demo-
cratic and prosperous State in Korea is,
under prevailing circumstances, a task of
such magnitude that international cooper-
ation was welcomed by the Rspublic.

“ ‘It goes without saying that the Com-
mission, representing the United Nations in
Eorea, does not take sides in any Internal
political conflict or controversy nor does it
want to impair the recognized freedom of
the Government to act within constitutional
limits, however, if in the performance of its
duties, both to the Government of the Re-
public of Korea and to the United Nations,
the Commission becomes aware of any danger
of violation of the Comstitution and funda-
mental laws of the country, it is incumbent
upon it to take action without delay.

" ‘Martial law in several rural districts
around Pusan and in the city itself has been
enforced since Sunday, May 25. The Coms=
mission has learned that the National As-
sembly today voted by a great majority for
lifting martial law. It has further come to
the knowledge of the Commission that arti-
cle 49 of the Constitution and article 17 of
the law governing the enforcement of mar=
tial law have not been observed. A number
of assemblymen have been arrested under

June 25

martial law and are still under arrest, while
others live in fear of arrest or det ntion and
are thereby prevented from attending meet-
ings of the Assembly. The Commission has
been unable to ascertain from official sources
the exact number of those who have been
arrested or detained, or whom it is intended
to arrest or detain.

“‘In view of the above, the Commission
urges that the following measures should be
taken without delay:

“4, Lifting of martial law in Pusan’ City.

“ 2. Release of any assemblyman still un-
der arrest or otherwise detaincd so as to en-
able the Assembly to function normally and
freely, with the attendance of all members
without impediment or threat. This is
without prejudice to the right to prosecute
assemblymen in accordance with the consti-
tution for infringement of laws committed
by them.

“‘In conclusion, the Commission wishes
to reiterate that its good offices are available
at all times to the authorities of the Re-
public of Korea in furthering the progress of
the Republic along democratic lines." "

(After the delivery of the UNCURK state-
ment, on May 28, various officials of the Com-
mission called on President Rhee the next
day, when he promiseC the Commisslon a
written reply. On that same evening—May
290—the Voice of America broadcast the state-
ment to the Korean people without giving
the President time to answer,

PresIDENT REEE'S REPLY TO UNCURE

June 2, 1952,
The Honorable MeMBERS oOF THE UNITED

Natrons COMMISSION FOR THE UNIFICATION

AND REHABILITATION OF KOREA,

Pusan, Korea.

GenTLEMEN: When some of you gentle-
men of the UNCURK came to see me on
May 26, Monday, I made it clear, among
other things, that the arrests of some as-
semblymen involved in a serious Communist
plot were under investigation and everything
would be made public through a legal trial
conducted openly in full view of the public.

Your note of May 28, 1952, reached me
after 9 p. m. of the same day. As you re-
member, we met again the morning of May
28, when I promised to send you a written
reply to the note, never thinking that your
note would be publicized before you received
my answer, Some even heard it broadcast
that evening by the Voice of America.

Naturally unaware of the true facts in-
volved in this brewing political upheaval,
some of our friends seem to have more con-
fidence in what the group of assemblymen
say, unknowingly, of course. Two of the
well-known Communist underground lead-
ers have been recently caught and confessed
that some of the assemblymen are in league
with the Communists in a scheme to unify
north and south Eorea through peaceful
negotiations. Those who know what this
means will understand why we feel deeply
concerned.

The Investigation of this case has been
conducted by the police, and I get their
reports. But I could not make them public
then and have to wait until the police have
completed the Investigation. Enowing all
this as I do, I have repeatedly assured you
and other friends that everything will be
made known within a short time, when the
court i1s ready for an open trial of the case.

Meanwhile, some of our friends publicly
accused me of being engaged in a struggle
for power; this is entirely untrue. The real
struggle for power is between the entire Na-
tion bent upon electing the President by di-
rect ballot and a group of assemblymen who
are determined to elect the President by
themselves, ignoring the expressed will of the
people. Meanwhile, some of this group of



1952

the Assemblymen have confessed that they
had received money from the Communists
to finance a plan to unify north and south
after the Communist pattern. If we had
ever wanted to settle our problem in this
fashion, we could have halted the war and
made peace with the Communists long ago,
or even could have declined to resist com-
munism in June 1950. I do not know how
other nations may feel about this matter,
but what I do know is that my people, each
and every one of them, have been and are
still deadly opposed to this kind of face-
saving surrender. It is my duty as the chief
executive of this Republic to stand by the
declared mandate of the Nation. If I should
fail in this, no one knows how to avoid the
disastrous consequences that will follow.

From the very serious nature of the con=-
spiracy case cursorily divulged above, I be=-
lieve you will agree that a proper prosecu-
tion of the case itself demands keeping the
involved assemblymen under detention for
the time being.

There is no one more anxlous than I
am to see this country firmly established
as a truly independent and democratic state.
This has been the sole objective of my life-
long struggle. I am now devoting my last
days to set on a broader democratic basis this
republic which has been established and is
now being defended with your assistance and
cooperation. This is exactly where I am
now involved in a clash of opinion with cer-
tain sections of the national assembly.
When I get through with this political con-
flict, you will see, I am sure, that it is/ 1,
not my opponents, who will help achieve the
main purpose of your mission here in
Korea.

As a matter of fact, it was generally un-
derstood at the time of enacting the present
constitution—rather done hastily to sult the
urgent demands of the then prevailing situa-
tion—that it was to be further democratized
as soon as circumstances permitted. As I
already have explained to you in person
when you were good enough to come and
discuss this matter with me, it is not the
President but the assembly that ignores
and suffocates the true spirt of the constitu-
tion and fundamental law of the country.
The fundamental law of a democratic state
is the expressed will of the people. The
power of the government, including the
legislative organ, is, of course, derived from
the people themselves; there is no In-
dividual or group of individuals who can
supersede the will of the people in a demo-
cratic state. All this is clearly stated in
the Korean Constitution itself.

Completely ignoring the intrinsic and
fundamental basis of the constitution, my
political opponents in the assembly insist
on adhering only to letters apt to be dead
when severed from the underlying spirit that
vitalizes them—of what has been openly ad-
mitted to be a temporary arrangement per=
mitting the more expedient method of elect-
ing the president by the assembly and pro=
viding a unicameral legislature. This is
what the entire nation is opposed to. This
has been sufficiently demonstrated by the
existence of a widespread demand for the
dissolution of the assembly that stubbornly
refuses to democratize the constitution, a
process which has been long overdue. Piles
of documents from all election districts,
signed by their qualified electors, have been
accumulating for the last 3 months. Fur-
thermore, all of the seven provincial legis-
latures recently elected have sent in their
resolutions demanding the dissolution of the
assembly.

As I have offered to you personally, if you
care to name any town or city where you
want to attend a mass meeting at any time
at your own convenience, I invite your at-
tendance; you may go and tell them any=-
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thing and ask any questions you may like to
put to them. Then you will know without
any doubt what the people want.

No political stability (so stressed in your
statement) can be achieved by bypassing
the decision of the people. Loopholes of the
constitution are being taken advantage of
by groups conspiring to grab power, on gne
hand, while, on the other, the evidence of
where the will of the people lies is daily
mounting. There could not be a clearer call
for the executive branch of the governmentg
than to side with the people.

In regard to the martial law, it was pro=
claimed solely to counteract the guerrilla
activities, which took the lives of five Ameri=
can soldiers in one single case not far re«
moved from this city, besides numerous other
cases where innocent human lives were in-
volved. I need not repeat all that which I
have already directly told you to convince
you of the need of such a martial law in
this city as well as elsewhere. Incidentally,
the martial law has been salutary in stop-
ping demonstrations which have recently
caused hundreds of people to be injured.
I should like to have it clearly understood
that in its origin the martial law had no
connection whatsoever with the arrest or
detention of any assemblymen, or any men,
for that matter. It is purported to be lifted
as soon as the emergency conditions cease
or mitigate to the point where martial law
can be dispensed with,

As a matter of fact, the martial law is only
for public security, and the policemen are
maintaining the peace and law. The army
is responsible for checking the Communist
guerrilla activities only.

Sincerely yours,
SYNGMAN RHEE.

PoLicIES OF UNITED STATES INFORMATION
SERVICE

This statement apparently derives the
policies of the United States Information
Service, in the American Embassy, from the
U. N. Declaration of Human Rights, and
claims the right to send information critical
of one of our allies into that country over
the radio facilities of that country.

THE AMERICAN EMBASSY,
UNITED STATES INFORMATION SERVICE,
Pusan, Korea, May 31, 1952,
Memorandum to all concerned.
Subject: Policies of the United States Infore
mation Service (USIS).

The fundamental policy of the United
Btates Information Service, in keeping with
its “Campaign of Truth” in promoting and
disseminating all news and information con-
cerning world events and in accordance with
United Nations and United States policy, 1s
the same for USIS in Eorea.

Due to the present political situation in
Eorea, it has become increasingly neces=
sary to reiterate our position and policy.
The United States Information Service will
continue to give the widest circulation pos-
sible to all United States Government
UNCURK (United Nations Commission for
the Unification and Rehabilitation of Korea),
United Nations and the United States Army
official news release concerning the present
situation, In addition, the USIS will present
all official news releases of all recognized
governments and organizations, including
those which are in violation of the U. N. and
U. 8. policy or which have no basis in truth-
ful facts.

The United States Information Service in
Korea will continue to use the various chan-
nels or media for the dissemination of its
news: radio, press, publications, bulletin
boards and posters, and motion pictures, and
would consider any infringement upon its
right to use freely these media of informa=
tion as unwarranted and illegal. Any pur=
poseful withholding of truthful informae
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tion to the people of the world, providing
it does not viclate public security or safety
and welfare, would be in violation of Article
19, United Nations Declaration of Human
Rights, which states: =
“Everyone has the right to freedom of
opinion and expression; this right includes
freedom to hold opinions without interfer-
ence and to seek, receive, and impart infor-
mation and ideas through any media and
regardless of frontier.”
The Starr, USIS.

Mr, ENOWLAND. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Arizona yield?

Mr. HAYDEN, I yield 5 minutes to
the Senator from California.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President,
first of ali, I should like to say to the
Senator from Indiana that I have also
been concerned over the activity of our
own State Department and the Govern-
ment of the United States in regard to
the political erisis in Korea. In the Con-
GRESSIONAL RECORD of June 9, 1952, the
Senator will find the statement made by
me on the floor of the Senate relative to
this situation, in which I suggested that
the American Government and the
American people withhold judgment un-
til we could get the full facts. I thought
a one-sided diet was being given, by in-
formation or propaganda, as the case
might be, to the American people, re-
garding this situation.

I may say to the distinguished Sena-
tor from Indiana that I was so concerned
about it that I sent to the State Depart-
ment to ask for the transcript of what
had been going out over the Voice of
America. I have read the full transcript.
I find that it is loaded with statements
which are primarily derogatory and det-
rimental to the Republic of Korea. I
also find that, while mention was made
of the debate in the Indian Parliament,
in which members of that Parliament
were critical of President Rhee, there
was no mention of the statement made
on the floor of the United States Senate
on June 9, which might be interpreted
as at least asking that judgment be with-
held. I think it is a matter which the
appropriate Senate committee should
inquire into.

Mr. JENNER. We had better wake
up.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Indiana yield?

Mr. ENOWLAND. I think I have the
floor. I was yielded 5 minutes.

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

Mr. FERGUSON. Will the Senator
yield for a question?

Mr. ENOWLAND, I yield.

Mr. FERGUSON. Did the Senator
also ask for the evidence regarding the
broadecasts which were made in Korea
during that period?

Mr. KNOWLAND. I have that, too,
and I shall be glad to turn it over to
the Senator from Michigan,

Mr, JENNER. I have that, also.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
APPROPRIATIONS, 1953

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 7176) making appro-
priations for the Department of the
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Interior for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1953, and for other purposes.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Returning to the
debate on the Interior Department bill,
I desire to place certain tables before
the Senate. I hope the Senator from
Illinois is somewhere close by; if not,
he can read the information I am about
to place in the RECORD.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the REcorp as a part of my

Annual appropriations,! summary by
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remarks the full list of appropriations
for reclamation, including the general
fund, emergency fund, and so forth, in
the period from 1906, when the present
reclamation law was enacted under the
administration of President Theodore
Roosevelt, to and through the fiscal year
1951, which shows that the total expend-
itures amounted to $2,331,143,833.

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

funds and total expenditures, 1902-51

Reclamation | General Revenue | Emergency | Fermanent | Totalfunds | mgta) ax.
Fiscal year 1 . appropriation| available for
fund fund available funds expenditures | expenditure pondi

4§17, 363, 800 4 812, 658, 163
.| 18 051 161 e 12, 533, 616
9, 562,088 |.___. 3 11, 799, 958
9, 180, 700 |. 10, 300, 365
8, 183, 300 10, 050, 733
BRI TOD 1R e 26, 896, 700 , 556, 325
B ] I, P | o ekt | TS 8, 262,367 11, 663,193
800508 foo . o olib il 8, 300, 508 8, 791, 905
15, 931, 922 15, 031, 622 10, 437, 641
1, 204, 411 1, 204, 411 14, 213,173

13, 530, 000 13, 530, 000 8, BOS,
8 B87, 567 8, $02, 557 £, 023, 130
8, 227,000 8,537, 213 8, 982, 355
9,397, 081 9,840, 277 8, 645, 625
7, 300, 000 7,848,027 , 509, 871
8, 462, 000 0,124,177 10,034, 140
20, 266, 000 20, 601, 871 8, 760, 134
14, 800, 000 15, 350, 530 10, 045, 703
13, 8€0, 000 14, 114, D67 11, 873, 766
11, 890, 800 o 11, 890, 800 10, 069, 452
12, 563, 240 h 12, 613, 240 8, 006, 138
7, 436, 320 75, 000 - 7, 511, 520 7, 449, 552
12, 148, 800 BO/000 | ool ot = 12, 168, 800 8, (%36, 008
14, 138, 400 115, 000 190,000 | e e wmnmanemene=an] 14,448, 400 10, 254, 937
B, 253, 000 10, 760, 000 300, 000 10, 403, 000 10, 995, 304
9, 087, (00 100, 000 395, 000 9, 582, 000 13,942, 762
6,971,000 | 25,100, D00 i’ 82, 371, 000 26, 345, 115
2,442, 288 13, 050, 000 1 15, %67, 288 25, 204, 914
3, 003, 000 8, 048, 000 403, 000 114, 661, 24, 751, 833
860,760 |.caeen - 316,000 | 34,076,000 |.cecmoeae ] 85, 252, 750 40, 882, 012
1,022,100 | 20,950, 000 866, 000 47, 776, 100 49, 840, 120
12, 028, 600 36, 850, 000 664, 000 ananhemameana] 44, 671,500 mmsm
11,091,600 | ¢ 30, 670, 000 831, 000 $1, 100, 000 84, 140, 100 65, 810
10, 574, 600 32, 995, 000 864, 000 4, 600, 000 44,033, 112 79,320, 428
13, 260, 600 63, 715, 000 1, 181, 000 5, 700, 000 83, 888, 434 06, 865, 634
0,429,600 | 63, 765, 000 1, 339, 000 6,600,000 | 81,014, 313 85, 506, 484
7, 446, 600 93, 015, 031 1, 414, 400 2,600,000 | 105, 856, 066 91, 438, 041
2, 651, 060 87, 076, 210 1, 936, 400 2, 600, 000 04, 262, 43 60, 287, 440
2,422, 500 35, 853, 000 3,335, 075 5, 660, 468 47, 207, 334 54, 587, 242
5, 321, 000 189, 324, 200 3, 278, 800 5, 282, 501 33, 154, 169 60, 376, 076
84, 089, 200 84, 970, 500 3, 578, 600 4,401,718 | 127, 130, 108 64, 362, A8S
36, 315, 968 77, 846, 135 3, 284, 45 4,806, 870 | 122, 222 831 123, 142, 887
20,127,250 | 117, 508, 288 5, 549, 500 5, 545,400 | 148,730,438 | 176, 153, 466
29, 052, 663 | 229, 251, 503 6, 999, 601 5,203,475 | 271, 407, 242 243, 704, 856
35,447, 705 | 3813, 557, 275 9, 327, 097 8,034, 825 | 366, 366, 002 208, 373, 537
M » 543, 800 m 8,827,177 | 277,045,886 | 206,448 244

t Including allotments from the reclamation fund through 1915; authorizations for increased compensation rg:m

general fund, 1918 through 1924, power and other revenues made available; and sallocations

emergency

193444,
# General fund includes appropriations for operation and maintenance of the Colorado River front work and levee

system and for the Colorado River Dam fund,

3 Allotments prior to 1906 were canceled on July 27, 1007, at Fallon, Nev,, and summary allotments issued in lieu

thereo
& Excludes appropriation of $100,000 to Secretary of the

f.
1 Total expenditures for 1903-06, as follows: 1003, $260,004; 1004, $1 513 431; 1%}:3.?67,9&2; 10086, $7,107,716.
Interior for Imperial Valley protection,

8 Includes appropriation of $100,000 to Bureau of Reclamation for Bonneville,
1 All funds merged into the general fund appropriation in fiscal year 1951,

Mr. ENOWLAND. I also ask unani-
mous consent to have printed in the
REecorp as part of my remarks a table
showing that for the 15-year period, 1938
through 1952, the expenditures for rivers
and harbors amounted to $927,952,554,
set forth on a year-by-year basis.

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

Army Corps of Engineers
RIVERS AND HAREORS

c°"t"i’utl':’°‘ Planning Total
1038 $90, 822, 101
e iR
1941000 s e et |8 T

Army Corps of Engineers—Continued

Construc- | planning |  Total
$52, 953, 600
% 258,000
11, 359, 000
$38, 605, 0600 0| 33005600
41,720,050 | £1,633 100 | 42,253,750
3% 776,000 | 3, 500,000 42, 276, 700
09, 288, 000 1, 924, 000 101, 212, 000
114, 140, €60 2, 000, 000 116, 145, 600
114,620,500 | 1,500,000 | 116,120,
1952, ...o-...-|125.102,613 | 600,000 | 125,602, 613
Total..... 927, 952, 554

Mr. ENOWLAND. I also ask unani-
mous consent to have printed in the
REecoRrD, at this point, as a part of my re-
marks, a table showing that, during the
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15-year period, 1938 to 1952, there were
total appropriations of $2,430,438,975
for flood control. If my addition is
correct, these tables show that for rec-
lamation, rivers and harbors, and flood
control, for the period from 1906 to
1952, the appropriations totaled $5,689,-
535,362, which is $1,000,000,000 less than
we are appropriating for foreign aid in
1 year alone.

There being no objection, the table
was ordered to be printed in the REec-
ORD, as follows:

Army Corps of Engineers
FLOOD CONTROL

Construc- | planning |  Total
O s e I, SRS T $47, 553, 000
82000, 000
131, 742, 000
71, 695, 000
...... 98 780, 000
139, 111, 700
12, 100, 000
............ & 230, 100
2, 435, D00/ 118, 799, 000
6,510,000  13%. 901, 000
4,500,000 235,800,825
3, 133, 000 342, 726,100
3,210,000 352, 021, 400
2'000,000] 243, 794, 750
1, 0390, 000) 307,184, 100
Total._. { 2, 430, 438, 976

Mr. CASE. Mr. President, will the
‘Senator from Arizona yield?

Mr. HAYDEN. I yield 3 minutes to
the Senator from South Dakota.

‘Mr. CASE. Mr. President, I do not
care to take much time, but I ask unan-
imous consent that there may be placed
in the Recorp at this point in my re-
marks two paragraphs which appear at
page 644 of the hearings, headed “Mis-
souri River Basin Project, Cheyenne Di-
vision, Rapid Valley Unit, South Da-
kota,” and a one-page statement which
I submitted to the Appropriations Com-
mittee with reference to the supple-
mentaltil water supply for Rapid City,
S. Dak.

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

Missourl RIVER BasiN ProJECT, CHEYENNE
DivisioN, RarIp Ciry UNIT, SoUTH DAKOTA

The Rapid City Alr Force Base has not
had, since its establishment in 1942, an ade-
quate water supply. Anticlpated peak de=-
mand during the coming year is more than
double the available supply. Water is es-
sential not only for domestic use at the base
but for photographic laboratory, the agqua
system of storing high-octane gascline,
maintenance of glant B-36's and B-36D's.
etc. At the present time the Air Force base
is required to reply on a very unsatisfactory
source from wells of an average depth of
over 4,000 feet which yield highly min-
eralized water at excessive temperatures of
from 92° to 121° Fahrenheit. The neces-
sary cooling, the corrosion of pipes, and
treatment required present an expensive
and continuing problem such as to make
wells an entirely unsatisfactory source of
supply. Furthermore, Rapid City’s munici-
pal use taxed existing facilities in the com-
paratively cool 1950 season. Even with
some newly constructed equipment, the
city’s supply is expected to be far short of
the peak demands in the coming year,

The only satisfactory source of additional
water which can be economically developed
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is through the Rapid Creek storage to be
provided by Pactola Dam. Thus the Rapid
Valley project would make a substantial
contribution to the defense effort by pro-
viding an adequate water supply for the
Air Force base and Rapid City and by in-
creasing the food and fiber necessary to sup-
port such an effort through providing irri-
gation water for over 14,000 acres of land.

MEMO FOR APPROPRIATIONS SUBCOMMITTEE FOR
INTERIOR

(By Senator FraNcIs Cask, of South Dakota)
SUBJECT

Construction Pactola Dam, second unit in
Rapid Valley project, authorized Missouri
Basin program.

URGENCY

1. To save Air Force from spending $1,000,-
000 for unsatisfactory wells at Rapid City
Alr Force base—a B-36 base of the Strategic
Air Command.

2. Flood control—so important that proj-
ect has feasibility ratio of 1.7 to 1.

ORIGINAL PURPOSES

1. To supply supplemental water for irri-
gators in Rapid Valley: District so interested
that it has voted to waive rights in Deerfield
Reservoir (first unit (15,000 acre-feet) to
meet Rapid City and air-base demands dur=-
ing Pactola construction).

2. Supplemental municipal water for Rapid
City: Present rights to 6,000 acre-feet in
Deerfield Reservoir (constructed 1941-43).
Designed for city of 30,000—Rapid City is
over 28,000 now and is being asked to help
supply air base which has 6,000 military per-
sonnel, plus families in housing projects
adjacent to base.

8. Flood control: Rapld Creek flows
through industrial section Rapid City.
Greatest urgency, however, is in narrow
canyon above old city where rapid expansion
has bullt hundreds of valuable homes. En-
gineers rate situation critical.

STATISTICS

Capacity: Acre-feet
Flood: continl el es e anamane 43, 000
Water storage 55, 000
Dead 3,000
Total 101, 000
Current cost estimate...oce--- $10, 992, 000

Already expended, plans and
surveys, approximately..-.-- 850, 000

The committee provided and earmarked
funds to complete planning studies last
year. If the committee contemplates pro-
viding funds for any “new starts” this year,
this project should rate as high as any
could in priority, since the Air Force simply
must get additional water. It Is believed
that Bureau of Reclamation officials con=-
versant with situation would confirm Pac-
tola as among top three in urgency.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I prom=-
ised to yield to the Senator from Min-
nesota [Mr. THYE] 4 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Minnesota is recognized
for 4 minutes.

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, as a mem-
ber of the committee, and having studied
the amendment offered by the distin-
guished Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Doucras], which proposes to reduce the
over-all appropriation by $31,000,000, let
me say that it will reduce the amount
provided in the House bill. The House
passed this appropriation bill earlier in
the session. After the House had acted
on the bill, some floods occurred and
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some other items in the bill were devel-
oped in general.

Members of the House have called on
me in person and suggested that I sup-
port an increase in the House appropria=
tion bill in the amount the Senate Ap-
propriations Commitiee has recom=
mended as now appears in the bill,

Mr. President, I have voted against
any increases in the appropriation bill,
and shall continue so to do, but, likewise,
I shall oppose any decrease proposed by
amendments offered from the floor, be=
cause the committee, after lengthy pub=
lic hearings and very thorough study.
made its recommendations, and I believe
the committee exercised good judgment
when it recommended to the Senate the
%mount contained in the appropriation

I would say, Mr. President, that if the
amendment offered by the able and dis-
tinguished Senator from Illinois should
prevail, there are certain projects in the
bill which would have to be stricken en=
tirely. One of them relates to a trans=-
mission line in Minnesota.

Mr. President, my best judgment is
that that transmission line should be
constructed, because it will not only
make possible of utilization the electric
current generated in the installations
at Garrison Dam, but also at Randall
and Gavin Point, and it would permit
the hooking up of the steam plants
owned by private interests. These
plants would act as a firm-up of the
hydroelectric current generated at the
flood-control dams in both North Dakota
and South Dakota.

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

Mr. . I am speaking on very
limited time. If the Senator will inter=
rogate me on his own time I shall be
happy.

Nothing could be more unwise, Mr.
President, than the elimination of this
transmission line and the projects in-
cluded in the appropriation bill as writ-
ten by the Senate Appropriations Com-
mittee and which is before us this after=
noon.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Arizona yield to me?

Mr, HAYDEN. I yield.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I
thought I made it clear that my objec=
tions were entered against irrigation
projects. I think the parliamentary rec-
ord will show that to be a fact.

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, I can only
say to the distinguished Senator from
Illinois that he proposed a large reduc-
tion. If a reduction of $31,000,000 is
made it will strike out the transmission
lines, in my humble opinion. If Iam in-
correct in that statement, I shall be glad
to be corrected.

Mr. DOUGLAS. If the Senator will
look at the REecorp of yesterday, pages
7892-7893 he will find my objection
did not go to power projects, but en-
tirely to irrigation projects.
REPRESENTATION—CONTRACTS WITH VARIOUS

INDIAN TRIBES

Mr. McCARRAN, Mr, President, if T
may have the attention of the leaders
of both sides, I should like to ask unani-
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mous consent that I may make a state-
ment of 3 minutes, not to be taken from
the time of either side.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and
the Senator from Nevada may proceed
for 3 minutes.

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I
make this statement because in the
pending bill there is involved the Bureau
of Indian Affairs, and I think the Com-
missioner of Indian Affairs should have
his attention very seriously drawn to the
matter which I shall discuss for a mo-
ment.

One James E. Curry is an attorney
who represents various Indian tribes and
tribal councils in claims against the
Government. He has at least 32 sepa-
rate accounts involving land-claim con-
tracts. He also has a large number
of general representation contracts,
some of which have been canceled and
some of which have not yet been ap-
proved by the Bureau of Indian Affairs,
but many of which are still valid and
in force.

Mr. Curry had a general representa=
tion contract with the Pyramid Lake
Tribal Council, which by ifs terms ran
for 2 years, This contract has now ex-
pired. At the time this contract still
had about a year to run, Mr, Curry ten-
dered to the tribal council a new con=-
tract to run for a term of 10 years.
The Bureau of Indian Affairs refused
to approve this contract. Mr. Curry
induced three members of the tribal
council of the Pyramid Lake Tribe to
come back to Washington in an effort to
bring pressure to bear on the Indian
Bureau to approve this contract. They
got back here in November of last year,
These three members were Avery Win=-
nemucca, Albert Alec, and Albert Mau=-
wee. After their efforts to secure ap-
proval of Curry's contract proved un-
successful, two of these three men, Alec
and Mauwee, left Washington to return
to Nevada. Avery Winnemucca stayed
on in Washington for some months, in
fact, until about the first of May. While
Winnemucca was here, Curry sent out
from his own office letters purporting
to be signed by Winnemucca as chair-
man of the tribal council, asking for
voluntary contributions to assist the In-
dians in fighting their cause. This let=
ter stated that Winnemucca had been
designated as treasurer of a special fund
to be raised by such voluntary contri-
butions. The letter promised a strict
accounting of all contributions and
promised that if any of the funds were
not used to aid the Indians in fighting
their cause, amounts not used would be
returned to the contributors. These let-
ters were sent to tribes all over the
United States and even in Alaska.

These letters were not in fact pre-
pared by or sent out by Avery Winne-
mucca, They were prepared by Mr.
Curry. They were written in his office
on stationery which he supplied. His
office help prepared them and folded
them and stuffed them in the envelopes
for mailing and put postage on them and
mailed them. Mr. Curry paid for the
postage. Furthermore, the post-office
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box which was given as a return ad-
dress—that is, the address to which con-
tributors were to send their conftribu-
tions—was Mr. Curry’s post-office box,
rented by him.

Recently, affidavits have been secured
from members of the Pyramid Lake
Tribal Council showing that Avery Win-
nemucca never was designated treasurer
of the so-called special fund, as stated
in these letters soliciting contributions.
These affidavits show that there has been
no accounting of collections or contri-
butions, and that the tribal council of
the Pyramid Lake Tribe does not know
how much has been contributed nor who
may have made conftributions.

Mr. HAYDEN. 1 yield 3 minutes to
the Senator from Utah.

Mr. WATEKINS. Mr. President, fol=-
lowing the remarks of the Senator from
Illinois, I may say that this is the first
time during my service of 5% years in
the Senate that I recall hearing an at-
tack on the reclamation policy.

It appears that the Senator from Illi-
nois has gone completely over to the op-
ponents of reclamation, who were quite
numerous some 25 or 30 years ago, but
have been dwindling in numbers until
there are very few in the United States
today.

The reclamation policy was established
50 years ago. We recently celebrated the
fiftieth anniversary of the Reclamation
Act. Reclamation has been a great boon
to the United States. It is one program
that is self-liquidating. There may have
been frills added in various directions,
but reclamation tends toward the solid
development of the United States.

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

Mr. WATKINS. Ihave only 3 minutes,
but I yield to the Senator from New
Hampshire.

Mr. TOBEY. Thirty seconds is all I
need. Is it nmot correct that reclama-
tion projects were first instigated and
pushed through to completion by a Re-
publican administration, that of the la-
mented President Theodore Roosevelt?

Mr. WATEKINS. The Senator is abso-
lutely correct, and it has been a solid
program.

I wish to say a few words about the
Weber Basin project. There were heavy
floods in Utah during the past spring, due
to heavy winter snows. The mountains
and canyons are steep, and the water
from them runs off into the Great Salt
Lake, where it is unusable. Everyone
who has been to the Great Salt Lake
knows that it is about 25 percent salt.

If we had established the Weber Basin
project many hundreds of thousands of
dollars would have been saved. All we
are asking for this year is funds for the
first phase, to furnish water to numer-
ous cities and towns in an area where we
have four defense installations and an
increasing population.

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

Mr. WATKINS.
moments.

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator made a
statement about me during my absence.

Mr. WATEKINS. The only reason why
the people are asking the Federal Gov=-

I have only a few
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ernment to undertake this reclamation
project is that it is too big for them to
handle themselves. It would require
financing beyond their ability, so far as
2 private loan is concerned, but it falls
squarely within the reclamation policy
which has been established.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, the
Senator from Utah made a statement
about me during my absence. Will he
yield?

Mr. WATKINS. I yield.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I understand the
Senator from Utah said that the Senator
from Illinois was opposed to reclamation.

Mr, WATKINS. Iunderstood the Sen-
ator to indicate that.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I am not opposed to
reclamation, nor am I opposed to home,
mother, or the American flag. I am in
favor of all those things. However, I be-
lieve we should provide certain limita-
tions in appropriating for irrigation;
that is all.

Mr. WATKINS. That is all very well
and good. I placed my interpretation
on what the Senator said. It was the
first real attack made on reclamation in
this body, from my point of view, in
many, many years.

The question of interest on the money
was raised by the Senator from Illinois.
In the case of the Weber project, the
cities that get the water will pay the
interest. About 40 percent of the water
which is now lost will go to the cities to
take care of the increasing population.
They will pay interest and pay back
every dollar that is spent on this project
for the purpose of getting the water.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
of the Senator from Utah has expired.

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. President, I ask
to have printed at the conclusion of my
remarks two statements concerning the
Weber Basin project, Utah.

There being no objection, the state-
ments were ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

Weser BasiN ProJsecT, UTAH—AUTHORIZED
BY Pusiic Law 273, EIGHTY-FIRST CONGRESS

The project is to be built in an area con-
tiguous to Ogden, Utah, the second largest
city in the State. It is in the center of a
farming, manufacturing, mining, smelting,
and defense area. It will ultimately provide
supplemental irrigation for approximately
27,000 acres and bring 51,000 acres under
new cultivation. iy

The population of Ogden and 22 cities and

towns in the area are vitally concerned with
the completion of this project.

An important element in the project re-
lates to flood control. Utah has just re-
cently been designated a disaster area. Much
of the damage resulting from these floods
could have been alleviated by the comple=
tion of the first phase of the project.

In addition to the civilian water needs to
be supplied by the project, four vital defense
establishments, located in the area will be
dependent on the project’s completion.
These installations are: Hill Field; the Ogden
Arsenal; the Clearfield Naval Depot; and the
Ogden General Depot, located within the
city limits of Ogden and depending entirely
on the city water supply.

The civilian employees at these four bases
exceed 20,000, the majority of whom live
within the area to be served by the project.

The fire problem at the Ogden General
Depot alone should merit the initial con=
struction of the project. In excess of $1,000,=
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000,000 in buildings, supplies, and materials
is invested in this one depot, with over five
billion in plants and supplies invested in the
four major defense installations. These
supplies include airplanes and alrplane parts,
naval supplies for the entire Pacific fleet,
supplies for the western army area, and vital
ammunition supplies.

The initial appropriation of $1,350,000
would provide funds for general investiga-
tion, drawing plans, and some initial con-
struction on the following:

Enlargement of Pine View Dam

and Reservol o $100, 000
‘Warship Dam and Reservolr_..... 500, 000
The Gateway canal. oo eoeeeao - 500,000
The Davis adqueduct_ .o —o 100, 000
Miscellaneous drainage, ete__.__- 50, 000

Total-- 1, 350, 000

The entire first phase of the project is
scheduled for completion within 5 years and
includes the following items:

The enlargement of the Pine View Dam
and Reservoir.

Completion of the Wanship Dam and
Reservolr.

Completion of the Stoddard diversion
works,

Completion of the Gateway canal.

Completion of the Weber and Davis
aqueducts.

The total cost of the Initial phase is ecti-
mated at £35,887,000.

STATEMENT BY EENATOR WATKINS

In these times of huge Government deficit
spending and inflation I almost hesitate to
appear before this committee urging the ap-
propriation of additional funds. In fact, I
would not do so were I not convinced that
the appropriations I am about to recommend
are absolutely necessary.

I want to emphasize this point. Reduc-
tions must be made in the President's budget
if our fiscal policies are to remain economi=
cally sound, I am confident that the Presi-
dent’s budget can be cut Without jeopard-
izing essential defense or essential civilian
activities.

Most of the items for which I am urging
consideration generally provide for the ulti-
mate repayment of the amounts expended.
On the other hand, our foreign-aid expendi-
tures do not provide for the repayment of
the United States of any amount. These
foreign-aid programs relate to all ramifica-
tions in connection with foreign nations’
economies.

We are only now considering a 1 year's
program of approximately $7,000,000,000 for
foreign ald. According to the Library of
Congress, since the end of World War IT,
there have been 16 major aild programs for
foreign nations, with a total expenditure of
$55.061,000,000.

I have had a tabulation prepared which
shows that we are now spending more United
States taxpayers’ dollars in foreign countries
on water and power programs than we are
spending on llke projects in the United
States. It is all very well for us to play Santa
Claus to all the other peoples of the world,
provided we can continue to maintain and
develop our own defense and economy at the
same time. Our domestic programs (espe-
clally as essential as reclamation projects)
should not be stymied as a result of a foreign
give-away program.

This tabulation shows that since the end
of World War II through June 30, 1951,
American taxpayers' dollars have been used
to further reclamation and allied programs
in foreign nations in th> amount of approxi-
mately $2,000,000,000, and even this tabula-
tion does not include the total cost since
legislative reference informs me that some
figures pertaining to these items are not
available.
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I call the committee’s attention to the
Weber Basin project. Public Law 273 of the
Eighty-first Congress authorized the con-
struction of this project. The President,
when he signed this law, directed that de-
tailed information on allocation and repay-
ment be secured, and that certaln Govern=-
ment agencies be consulted in this connec-
tion.

I am informed that this detalled informa-
tion Is now compiled. The Bureau of Recla=
mation in cooperation with the Department
of Agriculture and the State of Utah has
completed the necessary studies and this
report should now be available for this com-
mittee. I urge that this committee request
from the Bureau of the Budget and the Bu-
reau of Reclamation a copy of this report to
substantiate the request for construction
funds.

The project will be built in the center of
a farming, manufacturing, mining, smelting,
and refining area. It will provide supple-
mental irrigation for approximately 27,000
acres and bring 51,000 acres of new ground
under cultivation. Ogden, Utah, is the inter-
mountain railroad hub of the transconti-
nental railroad systems, and several of the
most important intermountain industrial
actlvities such as canning, meat packing,
milling, and manufacturing are located in
and near Ogden.

The completion of the project is of su=-
preme importance to the activities of this
city, the second largest in Utah. Weber
Basin project will develop the area’s last re-
maining surplus water supply for irrigation
and municipal needs.

An important element in the project re-
lates to flood control. Utah has been having
its share of floods this year. It ls important
that these waters, which now go to waste,
and do inestimable damage during the spring
runoffs, be harnessed for later beneficial
use.
As important as these needs are, however,
of even more direct concern are the water re-
quirements of four vital defense establish-
ments located in the Ogden area. These
are Hill Field Alrforce Base, Ogden Arsenal,
Ogden General Depot located within the city
limits of Ogden, and dependent entirely on
the city water supply, and the Clearfield
Naval Supply Depot.

This committee should be advised that
when the Ogden General Depot was first con=
structed, a well was drilled in an endeavor
to secure an Independent water supply.
When it came in, it developed in excess of
2,000 parts of chloride per 1,000,000, and
was therefore unusable and abandoned.
This same chloride situation has been found
in other wells which have been drilled in
an endeavor to augment the water supply
of the area.

Not only are the defense establishments
directly concerned with the water supply
which will be made available by this project,
but the majority of the employees, as well
as the military personnel, live within Ogden
and are dependent upon that municipality's
water supply for culinary purposes.

It is interesting to note the effect these
defense establishments have had on the pop-
ulation of the area. From 1920 to 1940, the
area's pcpulation increased about 17 percent
per decade. Since 1940, however, the popula-
tion increase has been in excess of 50 per=-
cent. The latest available civillan employ-
ment figures at the four bases are as fol=
lows:

Utah General Depotaecaccaccmacaaaa
37 T T BT i s et e iy

Ogden Arsenal
Clearfield Naval Supply Depot....---

The Weber Basin Water Conservancy Dis=
trict formed to sign the contract for opera=
tion, maintenance, and repayment recently
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received the following letter from Ogden Alr
Material Area, Hill Air Force Base:

“GENTLEMEN: The proposed Weber Basin
development, under the jurisdiction of the
United State Bureau of Reclamation, has been
discussed with representatives of this com-
mand with particular reference to the desir-
ability and necessity of supplementing do-
mestic water supplies for communities in this
area. It appears that this project, to pro-
vide both supplemental irrigation and do-
mestic water for the Ogden Valley, is both
economically feasible and a necessary ad-
Junct to the water supply of the area. The
economic well-being of the Ogden Valley is
vital to the national defense effort in {hat the
living conditions of employees of this com-
mand must necessarily be such as to main-
tain a highly efficient working force and one
which is deslrous of remaining domiciled in
the immediate area.

“In addition to the city of Ogden, there
are some 25 small communities in the valley
in which reside a large number of the per-
sonnel employed at Hill Air Force Base. All
of these communities, including the city of
Ogden, are faced with a situation in which
the locally avallable water supplies are pro-
gressively deteriorating in quality and rapidly
diminishing in quantity per capita. The
Weber Basin project will provide ample do-
mestic water supplies of good quality for
these communities. While it is anticipated
that such supplemental water will not, even
under an accelerated construction program,
become available until about 1958, it is be-
lieved that, if the situation is not alleviated
by that date, there will then exist difficult
problems in connection with the mainte-
nance of the status of the working force
at this base.

“It is obvious that, from the standpoint of
the economic and physical well-being of the
approximately 8,200 employees at this base,
the construction of the Weber Basin project
is of importance to this command, as further
delay in the implementation of this project
will have an extremely adverse effect from
the standpoint of employee morale, upon the
accomplishment of the mission of the Ogden
Air Material Area.

“Yours very truly,
“C. B. Roor,
“Colonel, USAF, Commanding.”

Cullnary water and {irrigation water are
not the only needs of these people and these
bases. Fire protection, sewage disposal, and
all other functions essential to health and
welfare should be considered.

For example, General Depot, which as I
have said, is within the city of Ogden,
has its own firefighting equipment, but is
totally dependent upon the pressure from
the city water supply. I am informed that
there is an investment in excess of $1,000,-
000,000 in material and buildings in this one
depot alone with over $5,000,000,000 invested
in the buildings and supplies at these four
major defense installations. I am sure the
committee can imagine what would happen
to that investment should a fire break out
while the pressure in the water mains was
down.

I cannot urge too strongly the necessity
of beginning construction on this project.
If we wait until a dry cycle comes (and I
am informed that one is overdue) it will
be too late. The construction contemplated
will no: conflict with any manpower needs
for defense activities and no material con-
gidered critical or necessary for the war ef-
fort will be needed for this phase of the
construction program,

I urge this committee to make available
$1,350,00C for the initiation of construc-
tion on this project. This is less than two
one hundred-thousandths of the amount the
American taxpayers will be expected to give
to foreign nations under the Mutual Security
Act for this 1 year alone. It is sixty-seven
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ten-thousandths of the amount American
taxpayers have donated since the end of the
war to further foreign reclamation projects.

It should be kept in mind that the recla-
mation expenditures on Weber Basin and
other domestic reclamation projects are re-
paid by those who receive the benefits.

Only last August the President is reported
to have said that if the international situa-
tion gets no worse, it should be possible to
make room for Weber in the budget. The
President has indicated that the interna-
tional situation is no worse. There is there=
fore no further excuse to hold up the initiat=
ing of construction on this project.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I yield
3 ?ﬂnntes to the Senator from Minne-
sota.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, a
few minutes ago my colleague, the senior
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. THYE],
addressed the Senate in regard to this
item in the appropriation bill. During
the colloquy between the senior Sena-
tor from Minnesota and the Senator
from Iilinois [Mr. DoucLasl, there was
a discussion about the relationship of
the Douglas amendment cut. I wish to
make the REcorp expressly clear that, as
was pointed out by the Senator from Il-
linois on June 24, yesterday, the proj-
ects to which the Douglas amendment
would relate, in the amount, roughly, of
$31,000,000, have been listed on page
7892 of the ConGREsSIONAL REcorp for
Tuesday, June 24. It is expressly clear
that under the interpretation of the
Senator from Illinois in his listing, the
power facilities and transmission lines
were excluded. I make this statement
as a matter of legislative record.

Mr. HAYDEN. Just a moment. The
difficulty is that the House did not pro-
vide any money for the Minnesota trans=
mission lines, The Senate committee
has made provision for the lines.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I understand that.

Mr. HAYDEN. So the question will
be considered in conference, but the
statement submitted by the Senator
from Illinois, and printed in the REcorb,
will not be considered in conference, un-
fortunately.

Mr. HUMPHREY. I understand that.
I was about to come to that. I want the
Recorp to be perfectly clear what the
intent. was in case the Douglas amend-
ment should be agreed to. I do not de-
sire that the Senate conferees shall go
to the conference feeling, during warm
weather; that we were going to be left
out in the cold, because we have been left
out in the cold a long time with respect
to the transmission lines.

Mr. HAYDEN. Iam sorry about that,
but if the Douglas amendment should
be agreed to, there would be no money
to warm the Senator up; he would still
be in the cold.

Mr. HUMPHREY. The Senator is
Jjust getting warmed up to that subject.

If the amendment carries, the appro-
priation will be reduced from $183,406,-
531 to $152,406,531, which will be below
the House figure. So the Senate figure
will be lower than the House figure, I
am sure that the Senator from Arizona
will agree that in that event certain of
the projects, in one of which the Senator
from Minnesota is vitally interested,
would be lost in the shuffle. In other
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words, we would still be frozen out in
this particular appropriation bill in our
quest for funds for the construction of
vitally needed transmission lines.

I want the Senate to know that provi-
sion for these transmission lines is the
result of testimony before the Appropri-
ations Committee on the part of REA,
private utilities, and municipalities. I
think there has seldom been a time
when the combined utility groups—pri-
vate, public, and cooperative—have
come before the Appropriations Com-
mittee with such a splendid program of
cooperation. This will mean wonderful
things in terms of transmission lines
and hydroelectric power.

I wish to make my position perfectly
clear. I believe this program is needed.
It is a program which is worthy in terms
of production of the area, in terms of
national defense, and in terms of the
security of that section of the country.
It is surely one which will bear results
in terms of increased revenues for pro-
ducers, as well as in lower costs for con-
sumers.

I hope the Senate will support the
project. We have waited a long time
for it. It appears to me that it affords a
golden opportunity, and it is for that
reason that I must candidly say that the
program which has been outlined by the
committee is one which I shall feel com-
pelled to support, although my friend,
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. DouGLas]
has made it perfectly clear, from his
point of view, that his amendment does
not include transmission lines. After
hearing the chairman of the subcom-
mittee, I am somewhat aware of the
fact that in conference there may be a
lack of enthusiasm to do what can be
done unless we support this program all
the way down the line.

Mr. HAYDEN, I believe all the time
has been used, so I suggest that a vote
be taken,

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I ask
for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

‘Mr, BUTLER of Maryland. Mr. Presi-
dent, I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. BUTLER of Maryland. Mr, Pres-
ident, I ask unanimous consent that the
order for the guorum call be vacated,
and that further proceedings under the
call be dispensed with.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

The question is on agreeing to the
amendment offered by the Senator from
Illinois [Mr. Doucras] to the committee
amendment on page 14, line 21. On this
question the yeas and nays have been
ordered, and the clerk will call the roll.

The legislative elerk called the roll.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I announce
that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr,
AnxpErRsoN] and the Senator from Vir-
ginia [Mr. Byrp] are absent on official
business.

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr.
CHAvEZ], the Senator from Tennessee
[Mr. KeFauver], the Senator from Okla-
homa [Mr, Kerr], and the Senator from
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Georgia [Mr. Russerr] are absent by
leave of the Senate.

The Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
MaveanNk] is absent by leave of the Sen-
ate because of a death in his family.

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr,
McManon] is absent because of iliness.

I announce that the Senator from
Oklahoma [Mr. KErr] is paired on this
vote with the Senator from Maine [Mrs,
Smital. If present and voting, the
Senator from Oklahoma would vote
“nay,” and the Senator from Maine
would vote “yea.”

I announce further that if present and
voting, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
Kerauver] would vote “nay.”

Mr, SALTONSTALL. Iannounce that
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. CARLSON],
the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
Lobnce], and the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. McCarTHY] are necessarily absent.

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr.
LanceR] is absent on official business.

The Senator from Maine [Mrs, Sm1TH]
is absent because of illness in her family.

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr,
Seaton] is absent because of illness.

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr,
Youna] is absent by leave of the Senate.

The Senator from Maine [Mr. BREw=-
sTER], the Senator from Pennsylvania

[Mr. Durr], the Senator from Nevada
[Mr. MarLonNE]l, and the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. WiLEY] are detained on
official business.

On this vote the Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. Lobpce] is paired with the
Senator from Maine [Mr. BREwSTER]. If
present and voting, the Senator from
Massachusetts would vote “yea,” and the
Senator from Maine would vote “nay.”

On this vote the Senator from Maine
[Mrs. SmitH] is paired with the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr, Kerrl. If present
and voting, the Senator from Maine
would vote “yea,” and the Senator from
Oklahoma would vote “nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 17,
nays 60, as follows:

YEAS—17
Benton Glllette Moody
Bricker Hendrickson Robertson
Bridges Hoey Saltonstall
Douglas Holland Bmith, N. C.
Ferguson Ives Williams
Frear Jenner

NAYS—60
Alken Monr
Bennett Hickenlooper alorsem
Butler, Md. Hiln Mundt
Butler, Nebr. Humphrey Murray
Cain unt Neely
Capehart Johnson, Colo. Nizon
Case Johnson, . O’Conor
Clements Johnston, S, C. O'Mahoney
Connally EKem Pastore
Cordon Kilgore Schoeppel
Dirksen Enowland Emathers
Dworshak Lehman Bmith, N. J.
Eastland Long Sparkman
Ecton Magnuson Stennis
Ellender Martin Taft
Flanders MeCarran Thye
Fulbright MecClellan Tobey
George McFarland Underwood
Green McKellar ‘Watkins
Hayden Millikin ‘Welker

NOT VOTING—19

Anderson Kerr Russell
Brewster Langer Beaton
Byrd Lodge Smith, Maine
Carlson Malone Wiley
Chavez Maybank Young
Duif - - McCarthy
Eefauver McMahon
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So Mr. Doucras’ amendment, offered
for himself and Mr. BEnTON, to the com=-
mittee amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
CLEMENTS in the chair). The question is
on agreeing to the committee amend-
ment on page 14, line 21.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I send
an amendment to the desk and ask to
have it stated.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 14,
line 21, it is proposed to strike out the fig-
ure “$183,406,531” and to insert in lieu
thereof the figure “$168,406,531.”

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, while
Members of the Senate are in the
Chamber I should like briefly to explain
the amendment. The Senate has voted
down a cut of $31,000,000. The pend-
ing amendment would reduce the appro-
priation $15,000,000. It would eliminate
all new starts with the exception of the
Savage Rapids Dam in Oregon, which is
probably the most defensible of the var-
ious new projects. It would save §15,-
000,000 and would eliminate new starts,
the ultimate cost of which, if we made
the initial beginning would be $335,000,-
000.

I hope the Senate will accept the
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Doucras] to the committee amendment
on page 14, line 21.

The amendment was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the next committee
amendment,.

The next amendment was, on page 14,
line 22, after the word “fund”, to strike
out the colon and the following proviso:
“Provided, That no part of this appro-
priation shall be used to carry on field
engineering, survey work, design, or ini-
tiate the construction of the Southwest
Contra Costa County Water District
system to deliver industrial water to the
vicinity of Richmond, Calif.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 15,
line 1, after the amendment just above
stated, to insert a colon and the follow-
ing proviso: “Provided, That no part of
this appropriation shall be available for
other than the completion of field engi-
neering, survey work, and preliminary
designs of the Southwest Contra Costa
County Water District System and no
repayment contract shall be executed or
construction begun until plans have
been submitted to and approved by the
Congress through its legislative and ap-
propriation procedures.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 186,
line 9, after the word “Congress”, to in-
sert a colon and the following additional
proviso: “Provided further, That not to
exceed $1,419,000 of the appropriation
herein made for ‘Construction and reha-
bilitation, Bureau of Reclamation’ shall
be expended for completion of construe-
tion of the Coachella division of the All-
American Canal System, Boulder Can-
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yon project in accordance with the
t<oms and conditions of the appropria-
tion for the same purpose contained in
the Interior Department Appropriation
Act, 1952.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 16,
after the amendment just above stated,
to insert & colon and the following addi-
tional proviso: “Provided jurther, That
not to exceed $700,000 shall be available
toward emergency rehabilitation of the
Savage Rapids Dam to be repaid in full
under conditions satisfactory to the Sec-
retary of the Interior.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 16,
line 20, after the amendment just above
stated, to insert a colon and the follow-
ing additional proviso: “Provided fur-
ther, That no part of this appropriation
shall be available for the initiation of
construction under the terms of recla-
mation law of any dam or reservoir or
water supply, or any tunnel, canal or
conduit for water, or water distribution
system related to such dam or reservoir
until the Secretary shall certify to the
Congress that an adequate soil survey
and land classification has been made
and tha® the lands to be irrigated are
susceptible to the production of agricul-
tural crops by means of irrigation.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Operation and maintengnce,”
on page 17, line 11, after the word
“fund”, to insert “including operation
and maintenance of Palo Verde weir.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “General administrative ex-
penses,” on page 17, line 24, after the
word “Reclamation”, to strike out
*$5,000,000" and insert ““$5,500,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Administrative provisions,” on
page 20, after line 24, to strike out:
“Sums appropriated herein which are
expended in the performance of func-
tions of the Bureau of Reclamation shall
be reimbursable or returnable to the ex-
f:nt. and in the manner provided by

w'”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Geological Survey—Surveys,
investigations, and research,” on page
22, line 23, after the word “activities”,
to strike out *“$25,362,685” and insert
“$25,301,100.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Bureau of Mines—Conserva-
tion and development of mineral re-
sources,” on page 24, line 15, after the
word “owner”, to strike out “$18,000,-
000” and insert *“$18,657,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Administrative provisions,” on
page 26, line 20, after the word “Mines”,
to strike out “on July 1, of said fiscal
yvear” and insert “and said sums, to-
gether with all other payments to the
Bureau of Mines for helium, shall be
credited to the special helium production
fund, established pursuant to the act of
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March 3, 1925, as amended (50 U. 8. C.
164 (c)).”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “National Park Service—Con=-
struction,” on page 28, line 4, after the
word “expended”, to strike out “$11,-
770,000” and insert “$19,670,000.”

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, on
behalf of myself, the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. Bribces], and the Sen-
ator from Illinois [Mr. Doucras], I cffer
the amendment which I ask be stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the amendment.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 28,
line 4, it is proposed to strike out “$19,-
670,000” and insert in lieu thereof “$12,-
750,000.”

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, this
amendment would reduce the commit-
tee recommendation by $6,920,000. It
would provide the full budget estimate
for construction work in our national
parkways. Last year for the same item
there was an appropriation of $11,370,-
000, The amendment provides a modest
increase over the appropriation of last
year,

I invite attention to the fact that the
committee report states that the funds
so provided are to be allocated by the
Park Service as it sees fit.

The amendment offered by the distin-
guished Senator from Michigan, the dis-
tinguished Senatfor from Illinois, and
myself is in my judgment a sound
amendment,

Many times we have stood on the floor
of the Senate when a reduction was pro-
posed, in which the allocation of the
reduction would be left to the depart-
ment or agency concerned. At such
times Senators have protested and voted
against proposed cuts because they were
unwilling to delegate such authority to
the department or agency concerned.

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

Mr. BRIDGES. I yield.

Mr. HAYDEN. This allocation is based
upon the designation by the committee
that the money should be spent nowhere
else except upon roads and trails and
parkways. Congress has stated that it
wants the roads to be improved. The de-
cision as to the particular roads on which
the money would be spent would be
left to the best judement of the Park
Service. It is a different matter from
appropriating a lump sum to a particu-
lar service. This is road money, and
nothing but road money. It is based
upon the fact that in the past 10 years
the number of visitors to our national
parks has increased from 21,000,000 to
40,000,000, The roads are in terrible
condition.

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

Mr. BRIDGES, I yield.

Mr. FERGUSON. The budget esti-
mate was $12,750,000, as I understand.

Mr. BRIDGES. That is correct.

Mr. FERGUSON, The House allowed
$11,770,000. The Senate committee pro-
poses to go beyond the budget estimate,
as I understand.

Mr. BRIDGES. That is correct,
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Mr. HAYDEN. There is no dispute
about that, but the money is allocated
for one particular purpose. I do not
agree with the Senator that the com-
mittee said it would allow the Park Serv-
ice to spend the money where it pleased.
The committee stated that this money
was for roads, and for nothing but roads.
The only judgment it allowed to the
Park Service was as to which particular
roads would be improved.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, at page
17 of the committee report I find the
following statement:

The remaining $6,920,000 of this increase
will be allocated by the National Park Service
for roads, trails, and parkway projects.

Mr. HAYDEN. A parkway is a road.

Br. BRIDGES. It says “roads, trails,
and parkway projects.”

Mr. HAYDEN. It is for nothing else
but roads. A parkway is nothing but a
road with a strip of land on each side
which is controlled by the Government.
Examples of parkways are the Natchez
Trace, the Blue Ridge Parkway, and the
parkway between Washington and Bal-
timore. They are nothing but parkways.

Mr. BRIDGES. On this item the com-
mittee has moved above the budget esti-
mate. I am aware of the desirability of
these projects. I am aware of the desir-
ability of improving our national parks.
I am aware of the fact that many proj-
ects in this country are desirable, but
when we are faced with a budget of
$85,600,000,000, and when we find that
a committee has increased a budget fig-
ure, and that the Senate is willing to
increase it even more, it is time to start
to make some reductions.

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

Mr. BRIDGES. I yield.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, we
have already voted large appropriations
for foreign nations in Europe, Asia,
Africa—nations all over the world—to
enable them to build such parkways as
they wish and to plan for whatever
parkways they would like to have. It
is proposed that we give those countries
$7,000,000,000 or $8,000,000,000. I hope
the amount finally voted will be less
than that, but it is likely to be that
large.

It seems to me that if we wish to make
savings, we should make some reduction
in the appropriations we vote for those
purposes, for that money is simply given
away, and will never be returned to us.
We should make reductions in those ap-
propriations, rather than engage in
cheese paring in connection with the
appropriations for our own roads and
trails.

I wish to say to the Senator from New
Hampshire, whom I love very much, that
I first became an advocate of good roads
in the year 1911, when I traveled through
New England, and found there a few
good roads, principally in the parks. At
that time there were no good roads else-
where in the United States. For in-
stance, at that time there were no good
roads in Maryland or in Pennsylvania.
In those days it was very difficult to
reach Baltimore by road.
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Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, will
the Senator from New Hampshire yield
to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does
the Senator from New Hampshire yield
to the Senator from Michigan?

Mr. BRIDGES. I yield.

Mr. FERGUSON. I wish to say a
word in reply to the statement made by
the distinguished senior Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. McKerrar], the chair-
man of the Appropriations Committee.
He has referred to a matter which I be-
lieve to be most important to the people
of the United States and, in particular,
to the Senate. It appears that when-
ever an attempt is made in the Senate
to reduce the amount of an appropria-
tion recommended by the committee: or
by the Bureau of the Budget for a project
in the United States, the argument is
made that we are giving large sums of
money to foreign countries, and there-
fore we cannot refuse to make appro-
priations for the people of the United
States.

Mr. McKELLAR. Oh, no.

Mr. FERGUSON. I realize that park-
ways in the United States are impor-
tant.

On the other hand, when Senators
argue that because we are making large
gifts to foreign countries, we cannot af-
ford to reduce the appropriations for
projects at home, and thus work toward
balancing the budget, I should like to
see those Senators help us to make re-
ductions in the appropriations we make
for foreign nations, and in that way bal=
ance the budget.

However, what is done? The Congress
votes to send Americans all over the
world, to virtually all the other nations
of the world, to tell those nations how
to balance their budgets. We even send
American dollars to get counterpart
funds to be used by foreign countries
to balance their own budgets.

Then Senators state on the floor of
the Senate that cuts cannot be made in
the appropriations requested for Ameri-
can projects because we are giving large
sums of money to foreign nations.

I think we had better have a revamp-
ing of the entire matter. We had better
loock at our own budget, as well as the
budgets of foreign nations. We should
try to balance our own budget.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, if
the Senator from New Hampshire will
yield to me, let me say that I agree that
we should look at both. I agree entirely
with the Senator from Michigan that we
should have a balanced budget.

On the other hand, we are just dealing
in chinquapins when we make a reduc-
tion of a few thousand dollars in this or
that domestic item, while we are simply
throwing down the drain billions of dol-
lars which never will come back to us.

Today Russia is probably our chief
enemy in all the world. Yet do Senators
recall that at this time Russia owes us
$12,000,000,000 which undoubtedly she
will never repay?

Certainly we cannot buy the friend-
ship of other peoples by giving them
money.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr, President, I
am not arguing for appropriations for
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foreign aid; but I do not want the ap-
propriations Congress makes for foreign
aid to be used as the basis of an argu-
ment for increasing every one of the
appropriations for domestic projects.

Mr. McKELLAR. I am opposed to
that, too. -

Mr. FERGUSON. That is what I am
opposed to.

Mr. McEELLAR. I am opposed to in-
creasing any appropriation unless it is
necessary. But this work is necessary.
These park roads are necessary for our
own comfort and enjoyment. Our
people have a right to expect that we
shall provide for these projects.

Mr. FERGUSON. Here is what I
want, Mr. President, insofar as my own
conscience is concerned: I want to be
able to say to the people of Michigan
and to all the people of the United
States that the fact that the Congress
votes large sums of money for foreign
aid does not mean that I should vote for
an increase in appropriations for proj-
ects in the United States, and thus, in
effect, vote to continue an unbalanced
budge: at home.

1 would not vote for an appropriation
which i did not believe was for the com-
mon defense. I have voted to make
cuts in the appropriations for foreign
aid because I have believed that those
appropriations were not for the common
defense of America. I believe that un-
der the Constitution I have no right to
vote for such appropriations.

2Ar. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will
the Senator from New Hampshire yield
further to me?

Mr. BRIDGES. I yield.

Mr. McCKELLAR. Let me say that the
Senator from Michigan is a very able,
splendid man, and I have the highest
esteem for him. He serves very well on
my committee, and he is really every-
thing a Senator should be. I wish to
say to him that park roads of the very
type of those we are now discussing are
being built in Europe today, and hous-
ing projects are being built at various
places in Europe today—all at our ex-
pense; we are paying for those projects.
Yet at this time the House of Repre-
sentatives has refused to allow appro-
priations for planning for the future of
our own country.

So, Mr. President, I think we should
not interfere in such a cheese-paring
manner. This fund is necessary for the
good of our own people. For heaven’s
sake, let us get together and help our
own people a little.

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. President, the
trouble is that the amount now re-
questecd is 50 percent more than the
amount recommended by the Bureau of
the Budget. How can such an amount
be called “cheese-paring”?

Mr., McKELLAR. Mr. President, we
are not bound by the recommendations
of the Bureau of the Budget.

Mr. FERGUSON. No.

Mr. McCKELLAR. This body is above
the Bureau of the Budget. The Bureau
of the Budget is our servant, not our
master.

Mr. FERGUSON. But we should bal-
ance our own budget.
Mr. McEELLAR. I agree,

" home.
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Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, will
the Senator from New Hampshire yield
to me?

Mr. BRIDGES. I yield.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Is is not true that
the projected appropriations are vastly
in excess of the amounts to be appro-
priated during the current year?

Mr. BRIDGES. That is correct.

Mr. McKELLAR. That happens very
frequently.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, the
Senator should know that there was no
road improvement in the parkways dur-
ing the war, and there has been very
little since the war. Actually, the Park
Service asked the Bureau of the Budget
for $30,000,000, this year. The Bureau
of the Budget refused to recommend
that amount; but there is a justification
for $30,000,000, instead of the amount
the Appropriations Committee included
in the bill.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will
the Senator from New Hampshire yield
to me, and then I shall conclude.

Mr. BRIDGES. Certainly.

Mr. McKELLAR. I think it is time
for us to look after our own affairs a
little and to build up our own country
and our own strength, because when it
comes to a showdown, we must depend
upon our own strength.

We thought Russia was our friend,
when we gave her $12,000,000,000; but
today Russia is our chief enemy. Rus-
sia neVer has thanked us for giving her
the $12,000,000,000 and never has paid
any interest on it.

Everything we appropriate for our
own pecple will not amount to as muech
;s.{ we are giving away to foreign coun-

es.

Mr. CORDON. Mr. President, will
the Senator from New Hampshire yield

to me?

Mr. BRIDGES. I yield.

Mr. CORDON. In the subcommittee
I found it necessary to vote against the
proposed increase, and I voted against
it in the full commitiee. I believe we
can get along without it this year.

I recognize that there is need for im-
provement in the national park road
system. I should like to think that we
could make that improvement without
having to borrow the money, by means
of an unbalanced budget, to do it, but I
know that cannot be done, and there-
fore I believe we should let this item go
for another year.

I voted against the proposed increase,
and I shall support the pending amend-
ment to the committee amendment,
which will make a reduction in the
amount carried at this point in the bill.

Mr. President, I realize that there is a
very telling argument in the comparison
between our spending of money over-
seas and a failure to spend money at
I believe the argument would be
more telling, however, and would come
with better grace if those who make it
would at least vote against overseas
spending before they criticize these
programs.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Mich-
igan [Mr. Fercuson] for himself, the
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Senator from New Hampshire [Mr,
Brinces], and the Senator from Illinois
[Mr. DoveLas], to the committee amend-
ment on page 28, in line 4.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, on
this question I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

SeveERaL SEnatorRs. Vote!

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I have
no objection to having the vote taken
at this time, for I understand that a
number of Senators desire to attend the
funeral of the late former Senator
‘Wadsworth.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Arizona has 15 minutes
available to him.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I shall
not use the time available to me. Let
us vote now.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment submitted by the Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Bripeesl, on be-
half of himself and other Senators, to
the committee amendment on page 28,
in line 4.

On this question the yeas and nays
have been ordered, and the clerk will
call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll.

Mr. JOHNSON nf Texas. I announce
that the Senator from New Mexico [Mr.
Anperson], the Senator from Virginia
[Mr. Byrol, the Senator from Iowa [Mr,
GiLLETTE], and the Senator from Okla-
homa [Mr. MoNrRONEY] are absent on
official business.

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr,
Cuavez], the Senator from Tennessee
[Mr, KEFAUVER], the Senator from Okla-
homa [Mr. Eerrl, and the Senator from
Georgia [Mr. RusseLL] are absent by
leave of the Senate,

The Senator from South Carolina
[Mr. Ma¥BanNk] is absent by leave of the
Senate because of a death in his fam-

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr,
McManonN] is absent because of illness.

I announce further that the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. Kerr] is paired on
this vote with the Senator from Maine
[Mrs. SmiTa]. If present and voting,
the Senator from Oklahonia would vote
“nay,” and the Senator from Maine
would vote “yea.”

I announce also that the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr, EerFauvER] is paired on
this vote with the Senator from New
York [Mr. Ives]. If present and voting,
the Senator from Tennessee would vote
“nay,” and the Senator from New York
would vote “yea.”

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce
that the Senator from EKansas [Mr.
Carrson], the Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. Lopcel, and the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. McCarTHY] are neces-
sarily absent.

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr,
Lancer] is absent on official business.

The Senator from Maine [Mrs. SmItH]
is absent because of illness in her fam-
ily.

The Senator from Nebraska [Mr,
Seaton] is absent because of illness.

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr,
Younel is absent by leave of the Senate.
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The Senator from Maine [Mr. BReEw-
sTER], the Senator from Nebraska [Mr.
BuriEr], the Senator from New York
[Mr. Ives], the Senator from Nevada
[Mr. Maronel, the Senmafor from Chio
[Mr, Tarrl, and the Senator from Wis-
consin [Mr. WiLEY] are detained on of-
ficial business.

If present and voting, the Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lobce]l and
the Senator from Ohio [Mr, Tarr] would
each vote “yea.,”

On this vote the Senator from New
York [Mr. Ives] is paired with the Sen-
ator from Tennessee [Mr. KEFAUVER].
If present and voting, the Senator from
New York would vote “yea,” and the
Senator from Tennessee would vote
unay.n

On this vote the Senafor from Maine
[Mrs, SmiTH] is paired with the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. Kerr]. If present
and voting, the Senator from Maine
would vote “yea” and the Senator from
Oklahoma would vote “nay.”

The result was announced—yeas 26,
nays 417, as follows:

YEAS—28
Alken Ferguson Morse
Benton Flanders Robertson
Bricker Frear Saltonstall
Bridges Hendrickson Smith, N. J.
Cordon Hickenlooper Thye
Dirkeen Jenner Tobey
Douglas Kem ‘Welker
Duff Martin Williams
Dworshak Moody

NAYS—47
Bennett Hoey Millikin
Butler, Md. Holland Mundt
Cain Humphrey Murray
Capehart Hunt Neely
Case Johnson, Colo., Nizon
Clements Johnson, Tex. O'Conor
Connally Johnston, 8. C. O'Mahoney
Eastland Kilgore Pastore
Ecton Enowland Schoeppel
Ellender Lehman Smathers
Fulbright Long Smith, N, C.
George Magnuson
Green M Stennis
Hayden McClellan Underwood
Hennings McFarland Watkins
Hill McKellar

NOT VOTING—23

Anderson Eefauver Monroney
Brewster Eerr Russell
Butier, Nebr, Langer Beaton
Byrd Lodge Smith, Maine
Carlson Malone Taft
Chavez Maybank Wiley
Gillette McCarthy Young
Ives McMsahon

So the amendment of Mr. FERGUSON to
the committee amendment, offered for
himself, Mr. Brivges, and Mr. DouGLaAs,
was rejected.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the committee
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

ORDER FOR RECESS TO 10 A. M.,
TOMORROW

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that, as
a mark of respect to the memory of Hon.
James W, Wadsworth, Jr., former Sen-
ator and Representative from the State
of New York, the Senate, at the con-
clusion of its business today, take a recess
until 10 o’clock a. m. tomorrow.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
APPROPRIATIONS, 1953

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 7176) making appro-
priations for the Department of the In-
terior for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1953, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
next committee amendment will be
stated.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead, “General administrative ex-
penses,” on page 28, line 8, after the word
“‘offices”, to strike out “$1,262,000” and
insert “$1,342,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Administrative provisions,” on
page 28, line 11, after the word “exceed”
to strike out “nineteen passenger motor
vehicles for replacement only” and in-
sert “twenty-four passenger motor ve-
hicles of which twenty-two shall be for
replacement only.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Fish and Wildlife Service—
Management of resources,” on page 29,
line 7, after the word “Service”, to strike
out “$7,292,000” and insert “$7,325,375.”

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I offer
the amendment which I send to the desk
and ask to have stated.

The FPRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the amendment offered
by the Senator from Illinois.

The CaiEp CLERE. On page 29, line 7,
immediately after “$7,325,375,” it is pro-
posed to insert a comma and the follow=
ing: “of which $181,000 shall be made
available to the Federal Security Ad-
ministrator to defray the cost of studies
of problems affecting the education of
children of migratory workers”.

SIX MILLION DOLLARS FOR MIGRATORY BIRDS—
NOTHING FOR MIGRATORY CHILDREN

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, this
amendment will not cost the Govern-
ment anything. It is a proposal to di=-
vert $181,000 from the care of migratory
birds to the educational needs of mi-
gratory children. We spend approxi-
mately $6,000,000 a year for the care of
migratory birds. About $3,700,00 comes
from the sale of stamps, about $2,000,000
from general appropriations.

By these expenditures, we take care
of migratory birds in a very good fashion.
We establish refuges for them so that
they will not have to fly too far and so
that they will not become exhausted and
tired at the end of their day's flight. We
provide food for them so that they will
be amply fed. We provide sanctuaries
where they will not be shot. In other
words, we spend money and take a great
deal of time, care, and effort to provide
for migratory birds.

I am all for it, Mr. President, but let
us not forget migratory children.

Mr. ROBERTEON. Mr. President,
will the Senator from Illinois yield?

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not have very
much time.

Mr. ROBERTEON. I wondered where
the Senator got his fizures. The mi-
gratory bird program is financed by
sportsmen, through a tax which I helped
to put through the Congress. There is
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no appropriation of $3,000,000 for mi-
gratory birds. |

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I de-
sire to read into the Recorp at this point
in my remarks a letter from M. E. Cor-
bin, acting director of the Fish and Wild-
life Service, addressed to Mr, Sol Mark-
off, Brooklyn, N. ¥. The letter reads
as follows:

UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
Fisg AND WILDLIFE SERVICE,
Washington, D. C., April 9, 1952.
Mr. SoL MARKOFF,
Brooklyn, N. Y.

Dear Mg. MarxoFrF: Your letter dated
March 28 addressed to the United States De-
partment of the Interior inquiring as to the
services the Department of the Interior pro-
vides in connection with migratory birds has
been referred to this Service for reply.

This Service has & permanent indefinite
appropriation which is made up of receipts
from the sale of Federal hunting stamps.
These receipts are set aside in the migratory
bird conservation fund. Fifteen percent of
the fund is used for enforcing the Migratory
Waterfowl Hunting Stamp' and Migratory
Bird Treaty Acts and 85 percent is used for
the acquisition and administration of migra-
tory waterfowl. It is anticipated that the
expenditures from this fund in the current
fiscal year for the benefit of migratory water-
fowl will approximate $3,722,000, of which
$2,342,000 represent antlcipated expenditures
for the development and maintenance of
migratory bird refuges. Other major expend-
ftures under this fund which are antici-
pated are $£500,000 for the acquisition of
refuge lands for migratory waterfowl; $305,-
700 for enforcement activities; $201,5600 for
migratory waterfowl management investiga-
tions.

The Service also has other appropriations
which are expended in part for the benefit
of migratory waterfowl. The Service expects
to spend in the current fiscal year from its
appropriation for management of resources
approximately $2,065,000 for the benefit of
migratory waterfowl. Of this amount, $1,-
316,000 is earmarked for expenditure for
management of wildlife refuges maintained
for the benefit of migratory waterfowl; 320,
000 for administration of Migratory Bird Acts;
$250,000 for acquisition of migratory water=
fowl management areas in the State of Cali-
fornia, and the balance for other miscel=
laneous services.

From other appropriations available the
Bervice expects to spend during the current
fiscal year approximately £761,000 for the
benefit of migratory waterfowl. Major items
included in this total are $367,000 for con-
struction of refuge facilities; $150,000 for
refuge maintenance activities; $50,000 for
population studies of migratory waterfowl;
and $50,000 for studies to improve migratory
wildlife management methods.

I trust that the foregoing information will
satisfactorily answer your inquiry.

Sincerely yours,
M. E. CorBIN,
Acting Director.

The third paragraph of the letter
shows that more than $2,000,000 of the
appropriation for management of re-
sources is spent for the benefit of migra-
tory waterfowl. That is the item we
are now considering., The Iletter is
signed by the Acting Director of the
Fish and Wildlife Service.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Did the Senator
say $50,000,000 for migratory water-
fowl?

Mr. DOUGLAS. No: $2,000,000. The
birds are partially taken care of under
the item for the management of re-
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sources., The writer of the letter says
that the Service expects to spend in the
current fiscal year from its appropria-
tion for management of resources ap=-
proximately $2,065,000, for the benefit
of migratory waterfowl. That is in ad-
dition to the $3,722,000 from the sale of
stamps and $761,000 from other appro-
priations, including $367,000 for the con-
struction of refuge facilities, $150,000 for
the maintenance of refuge facilities,
$50,000 for population studies of migra-
tory waterfowl—

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President,
will the distinguished Senator let me en-
lighten him a little further?

Mr. DOUGLAS. Please let me finish
my remarks.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Some of the
money comes from the 11 percent tax
on guns and ammunition which I helped
put through the Ways and Means Com-
mittee years ago. It does not come out
of the General Treasury. The manage-
ment fund is the 10 percent the Fish and
Wildlife Service gets out of the funds
to which I have just referred. The Sen-
ator from Illinois does not interpret the
figures correctly. He should read what
Solomon asked when the angel appeared
to him in a vision and said to Solomon,
“What would you have?” Solomon said,
“Give me understanding to judge be-
tween good and bad.”

The Senator from Illincis does not
have the understanding when he reads
the figures.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr., President, I

‘shall let the letter speak for itself.

What I am trying to say is that we spend
more than $6,000,000 for the care of
migratory birds, and I am in favor of it.
I think they should be taken care of.
But the other day the committee turned
down a request for $181,000 to care for
the educational needs of migratory chil-
dren. There are well more than a mil=
lion migratory children in this country,
who move along with their parents with
the crops. Since they do not remain
long in any one place, they do not have
the privilege of education, nor are they
exempt from dangers or provided food
and sanctuaries. We do not take care
of the children of migratory farm work-
ers, but we do take care of migratory
birds.

About two and a half centuries ago a
minister in Ireland made a proposal for
dealing with famine in Ireland. He pro=
posed that the English, who were the
controlling government of Ireland, deal
with the famine by killing the children
and roasting them, and that would elimi-
nate the famine. That was Dean Swift's
modest proposal.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President,
will the Senator from Illinois yield?

Mr. DOUGLAS. No. I want to dis-
cuss this Dean Swift proposal a little
further.

We adopt a similar attitude with refer-
ence to children. We spend millions of
dollars for wildlife and the birds, but
not a cent for migratory children. I am
proposing that $181,000 of the money
which we now spend on birds shall go to
such children, It is about time we made
the beginning. There are more than a
million children moving around, illiter=-
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ate, disease-ridden, with no attention be-
ing paid to them. It is difficult for the
localities to deal with them. I think we
should establish refuges for them.

So, Mr, President, I hope the chairman
of the committee will take this amend-
ment to conference,

I was accused of being against rec-
lamation, home and mother, apple pie,
and the American flag. I hope the Sena-
tor from Arizona will not put himself in
the position of being opposed to children
and placing birds in a higher priority
than children. It is my earnest hope
that the Senator from Arizona will ac-
cept the amendment.

Mr. HAYDEN. I regret that I cannot
do so, because we cannot in this bill per=
mit appropriations to be made for the
Federal Security Agency.

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

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 yield.

Mr. McFARLAND. I am happy the
Senator from Illinois has had a change
of heart, because only a few minutes ago
he voted against an appropriation for
Indian children.

Mr. DOUGLAS. No; I voted against
an appropriation for the Indian Bureau.
There is a big difference between Indian
children and the Indian Bureau.
Furthermore, it was for a proposal to
stop an increase of a $43,000,000 item.

Mr, McFARLAND. The Senator can-
not get out of it that way. He voted
against Indian children.

Mr. DOUGLAS. All I am asking for is
that 3 percent of the money now spent
on caring for migratory birds be spent
in caring for migratory children Are we
going to say that we spend $6,000,000 for
birds and spend nothing for children?

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that material demonstrating the
need for a raodest program for children
of migratory workers be inserted at this
point in my remarks I think it shows
that there is at least as great a justifica=
tion for caring for the needs of migratory
children as there is for caring for migra=
tory birds And my proposal is to divert
a mere 3 percent of what we spend for
the birds to the needs of these children—
only $181,000.

There being no objection, the mate=
rial was ordered printed as follows:
EDUCATION OF CHILDREN OF MIGRATORY FaArRM

WORKERS
(Appearing as a part of ch. 11 of the report
of the President’s Commission on M‘igra-
tory Labor)

The Executive order directed the Coma
mission to inquire into the “* * * edu=
cational conditions among migratory works
ers.”

“Speaking broadly,” said a Michigan edu-
cator, “about the only group in the United
States that we do not consistently educate
is the migrant child.” Migrant children are
among those with lowest educational attain-
ments found in the United States. Nor are
they likely to get educational opportunities
so long as they work during school hours
and move from place to place with their
parents in search of employment. They
suffer also from the discrimination and so=
cial stigma which excludes them from full
participation in the community.

There have been many recommendations
for bringing migrant children into the
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schools and for bringing the schools to mi«
grant children, but very little has been ac-
complished. Migratory life involving 4 to 6
months away from home is bound to cut
into children’s schooling, but their itinerant
status is not the only obstacle to their edu-
cation. School opportunities for migratory
children are limited. Inadequate school
facilities, community opposition to the ad-
mission of migratory children to the schools,
discrimination because of color or economic
status, family incomes too low to supply
necessary clothing and food are among the
handicaps under which they suffer. More-
over, poverty compels them to work when
other children are in school. Retardation,
frregular attendance in school, and emo-
tional disturbance are logical results of their
status as migrants. Moreover, nonenforce-
ment of child-labor and compulsory school-
attendance laws, crowded schools, lack of
teachers, and school facilities are all charac-
teristic of the migrant child’s educational
environment.,

The testimony before this Commission was
but an echo of the findings of earlier com-
missions and investigations, yet little or
nothing has been done to find an adequate
solution to the educational problem of
migrant children.

LOCAL SCHOOLS DO NOT SERVE NONLOCAL
CHILDREN

The fundamental problem in the educa-
tion of migratory children is that our educa-
tional system is based on the principle of
local responsibility and control—a sound
principle for resident children. The migra-
tory child, because he is itinerant and lacks
equal community status, does not fit into
the structure of our educational system.
The local school district, hard pressed to
provide for its own permanent resident chil-
dren, finds it difficult to make adequate pro-
vision for migratory children.

State school funds suppiled to local school
districts are most frequently allocated on the
basis of either a school census or average
daily attendance. Migrant children are more
likely to be counted in the school census
than they are to attend the schools. If al-
locations of school funds are based on the
census, migratory children may be counted
even though they do not attend school. By
thus increasing the census basis for the allo-
cation of funds, but without attending
school, migrant children help to increase the
educational benefits available to those who
do attend. If, on the other hand, the alloca=
tion of funds is based on average daily at-
tendance, in those districts in which attend-
ance and enrcllment fluctuate widely be-
cause of migrants, school funds are usually
too low to provide for peak enrollment needs.
So, likewise, are they, if the school census Is
taken at & time when the migrant children
are not on hand to be counted.

Most State school-attendance laws do not
apply to migratory children, although in 7
States they specifically do apply and in 18
other States the laws are broad enough to
include them. In 23 States laws apply specif-
ically to resident children and whether or
not these laws are extended to migrants
depends upon local interpretation. Under
such local interpretation, children without
the necessary residence requirements -are
often excluded. However, in such States
nonattendance by migrants is more likely to
be due to nonenforcement of the school-
attendance laws than to specify exclusicn,

While most States have compulsory school-
atterdance laws, nonenforcement for mi-
grant children is characteristic. Some
States—New York, New Jersey, and Califor-
nia for example- -have attempted enforce-
ment of the attendance laws by State offi-
cers, Generally, however, this is left to the
local community which, in the face of inade~
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quate finances and physical facilities as well
as social pressures against migrants, finds
nonenforcement easier than enforcement.

No Federal agency and very few State agen-
cies have been specifically, charged with re-
sponsibility for investigating the educational
problems of migratory children. There s
great need for a comprehensive study of
ways and means to deal with this problem.

Educational deficiencies of the children of
migratory workers as they move from job
to job are similar to those encountered at
their home base. For example, in the Texas-
North Central States migration, which is
primarily Mexican-American, we find that the
migrants have little chance to get an educa-
tion while they are at home in south Texas.
Being an area of concentrated wetback
traffic, its school problem is aggravated by
the presence of children in large numbers
who are regarded as not belonging to the
community and hence for whom little is
done,

The States of Michigan, Illinois, Indiana,
Wisconsin, and Minnesota, into which these
Texas-Mexicans annually migrate, have en-
deavored to bring migratory children into
their school systems but even with the best
of will, they are confronted with a most
difficult problem in meeting the educational
needs of these young nomads. Not only do
they spend but a short time within the
State, but they move frequently from one
local community to ancther. Since the
bulk of migrant labor comes to these States
during the summer months when schools
are not in session, this further reduces what
they can do.

In the predominantly Negro migratory
stream of the Atlantic coast, there are many
families with children. These migrants
spend the winters at their home base in
Florida where families work in various crops.
Those who go to school in Florida enter
late in the fall and drop out early in the
spring. As a group, they are retarded from
2 to 5 years as compared with resident chil-
dren. Thus, because the children work and
the school-attendance laws are poorly en-
forced, their education while at home 18
irregular at best. Very few schools districts
in Florida have made serious attempts to
get migrant children into school for the
6 or 7 months they are at home. Some
children do not go to school at all during
the winter and the summer schools pro-
vided are wholly inadequate even if the
children were there and could be persuaded
to attend.

The northward trek begins in the spring,
the families working in from two to six
States before returning home in the fall. A
majority of them work in New York and
New Jersey. These States have made at-
tempts to get migrant children into regular
school sessions while they are there and
also to provide child-care facilities and sum-
mer schools. They are able to reach some
of the children, but encounter the same ob-
stacles as do the North Central States in
attempting supplementary education for
Texas-Mexican children. New Jersey is dis-
tinctive In providing additional funds for
schools which have migrant children
enrolled.

In States where many of the migratory
workers have their home base, as many as
40 percent of all the children of school age
do not attend school. The percentage of
children of migratory workers not in school
in these localities is much larger and may
be as high as 60 percent. This situation
cannot be explained on a basis of the ina-
bility of such States to afford schooling for
their resident children, for they are not
lacking in economic resources and taxable
wealth,

EXPERIMENTAL EFFORTS

We have said that no comprehensive pro-
gram for the education of children has been
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devised; nonetheless, there have been a few
experiments that may help to polnt the
way.

For 3 years (1947-49, inclusive), the State
of New Jersey operated a 6 weeks' demon-
gtratlon summer schoeool for migrant chil-
dren at Freehold. It was successful in
providing supplementary school experlence
for 50 to 70 children each year at a cost
of less than $5,000 per year. Although State
appropriations for its operation ceased In
1950, the school was continued under the
auspices of the New Jersey Council of
Churches.

Since the early 1920's California has made
funds available for temporary elementary
schools for migrant children. Such a school
was built in the 1930's at the Arvin Farm
Labor Supply Center. This school was inte-
grated into the community so that both
resident and migrant children attended. A
number of similar schools were provided in
California in areas of migrant concentra-
tion. At one time, California experimented
also with mobile schools designed to follow
the children as they moved from crop to
crop. These schools were abandoned when
it was found that as they moved, groups of
migratory families scattered, thus breaking
up the instructional unit. Moreover, this
type of echool provided no opportunity for
community integration, attendance fluctu-
ated widely, and it was found difficult to get
qualified teachers,

During the 1840's, Michigan operated a
number of summer schools in order to reach
a few of the 8,000 migrant children in the
State from April to November. None of
these schools has been continued. They de-
pended upon local interest and only one
used the State aid available to school dis-
tricts for this purpose. Nevertheless, these
schools provided the first schooling some
of the migrant children had ever had.

Religious and charitable organizations
have worked with migratory children and
have carried on programs which include re-
ligion, child care, and education. Limited
funde and personnel, however, have meant
that relatively few migrant children have
been reached through this means.

Although these various experiments have
not taken root, they have demonstrated that
something can be done.

EDUCATION FOR MIGRANTS—A MUST

Hundreds of thousands of the children of
migrant workers are today getting little or
no education, and they face the prospect of
being slightly, if any, better able to impraove
their earning power and to raise their level
of living than have their parents before them,
This is no fault of theirs, but is the inevitable
result of present public policles in many parts
of our Nation. These policies are creating a
new generation of persons, inherently as
competent as other Americans, but who will
be compelled to spend their lives in poverty
because the communities in which they
spend their childhood do not provide them
with even the rudiments of an education.

This Commission wishes to relterate its
conviction that the education of the children
of migratory farm workers is one of the most
urgent and most essential of the many steps
which the Nation can and should take to im=-
prove the lot of migrants who have for so
long been deprived of what the rest of us
take for granted.

RECOMMENDATION

We recommend that:

1. The Federal Committee on Migratory
Farm Labor, through the cooperation of pub-
lic and private agencies, including the United
States Cffice of Education, State educational
ag ies, the Nati 1 Education Association,
universities, and the American Council on
Education, develop a plan which will provide
an adequate program of education for mi-
gratory workers and their children. This
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may include Federal grants-in-ald to the
States.

ProGRAM FoR ProOVIDING EDUCATION FOR
CHILDREN OF MIGRATORY WORKERS
(Prepared by the Office of Education, FSA)
1953 budget estimate

Amount
Personal services $28,314
Travel it 6, 465
Communication services_ ... 300
Printing and reproduction._..___. 800
Cooperative agreements with non-

Federal agencles o au-a 143, 100
ESupplies and materials 271
EqUDmeNt e el i 1, 500
Taxes and assessments o oocoooaa 150

Total 181, 000

INTRODUCTION

In fiscal year 1953, funds are needed to
meet the problem of providing education
for the children of migrant farm workers.
The need for extension of school opportuni-
ties to the children of migrants has recently
come into clear focus, with the report of
the President's Commission on Migrant
Labor. That need has taken on an addl-
tional urgency because of the 1850 amend-
ments to the Falr Labor Standards Act re-
quiring that children be free from work
during school hours, and therefore exposing
the inadequacy of the school opportunities
available to many children of migrant agri-
cultural laborers. The problem of educating
such children is of long standing, yet de-
mands an immediate beginning of corrective
action.

The problem is uniquely difficult. It is
inter-State and intersectional in character.
Individual States acting alone cannot
achieve results commensurate with the ur-
gency and breadth of the need. Indeed,
sometimes State and local school officials are
tempted to turn away from the problem
because of its difficulty, giving as an excuse
that the children “are from another State.”
Actually, they are “from"” no State, but live
in several. This unique characteristic of
the problem makes it particularly a Federal
responsibility.

This Federal responsibility is not neces-
sarily one of providing or operating schools
for the children of migrant farm workers.
That responsibility is properly to be lodged
with the States and local communities, in
accordance with the established and ac-
cepted pattern of American education. The
Federal responsibility lies in giving the nec-
essary coordination of effort and influence,
the furnishing of consultative help, the
guiding of cooperative activities, the carry-
ing on of research, bringing together and
analyzing and publishing basic facts, statis-
tics and descriptions of best practices. Such
Federal initiative is to be exercised, how=-
ever, in such manner as most effectively to
stimulate and coordinate and encourage
State and local school leaders in moving
quickly and effectively to meet the educa-
tional needs of migrants, by this process
leaving a growing influence of continuing
effort in the States and local districts as the
Federal effort tapers off.

WORK PROGRAM AND OBJECTIVES

The Office of Education will initiate a re-
search and uaction program in cooperation
with Federal and non-Federal agencies and
Institutions directed toward identifying, de-
fining, and beginning to meet the education-
al needs of the children of migrant agri-
cultural workers. This program will involve
close collaboration with other Federal agen-
cies such as the Departments of Labor and
Agriculture and the Children’s Bureau, whose
cooperation is being established through in-
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formal discussion leading toward more
formal participation. The cooperative re-
lationship with non-Federal agencies and
institutions is to be achieved both through
committee and conference work and through
cooperative agreements (which are discussed
below).

Research and action program: The pro-
gram of research and action involves plan-
ning and working with national, reglonal,
State and local school personnel, as well as
with interested voluntary and public agen-
cies and groups (1) to develop the facts
about the children of migrant agricultural
workers and their education or lack there-
of; (2) to provide more nearly adequate edu-
cational services; (3) to provide better quali-
fied teaching personnel, speclally selected
and trained to understand migrant rural
chiildren and to work effectively with them;
(4) to identify best instructional methods
and to encourage their wider use; (5) to
provide such puplil personnel services as will
tend to keep these children in school, both
with and without the cooperative help of
agencies enforcing the Fair Labor Standards
Act; (6) to develop more nearly adequate
learning materials, adapted to the needs of
the child and to his migratory situation;
(7) to provide more nearly adequate build-
ing and instructional facilities—possibly
some that might travel with migrant fami-
lies and groups of families; (8) to com-
municate knowledge about successful prac-
tices, improvements and progress to all those
involved and interested; and (9) to secure
a greater degree of social acceptance of the
migrant child and his family by local com-
munities, and of acceptance of citizenship
responsibilities and rights by migrant par-
ents and their children,

Cooperative agreements: While the Office
of Education will assume a leadership role
in this project, effective results will be
realized only to the degree that State De-
partments of Education, local school pecple,
and many nonschool agencies and groups
become directly involved in planning, ac-
tion and follow-through. To this end, it is
not contemplated that the professional staff
of the Office will be greatly augmented. In-
stead only certain minimal and inescapably
essential additions to the Office staff will
be made, with the bulk of expenditures be-
ing used to support the cooperative aspects
of the project. Initiating conferences in
each of the four principal “streams” of
migrant labor will help to identify and en-
list the active participation of the agencies,
institutions, groups and organizations which
in each area, give greatest promise of effec~
tive cooperation. Federal funds, matched by
the participating agencies and Institutions,
will be doubled in effectiveness and multi-
plied many times in total impact. Such a
cooperative device for putting a program
into effect will make possible a concerted
attack on problems which otherwise evade
the efforts of educators in the States or of
a single Federal agency working alone.
Moreover, as the Federal dollar is multiplied
in effectiveness, the foundation is also laid
for continuance of the work after the ulti-
mate withdrawal of the Federal agency.
The first year of the project should serve
to suggest the possible time schedule under
which goals may reasonably be reached, but
it is not expected that a single year will see
anything more than a hopeful beginning.
The children of migrant farm workers (esti=
mated to comprise about flve of six per-
cent of the Nation's children) are the princi=
pal source of illiteracy, the least advantaged
and most neglected of all groups in the
country, the children least rooted In com-
munity life and having the most limited
opportunity of personal development and
growth into constructive citizenship. To
make a significant beginning on the hither=-
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to bafling and evasive problems of educat-
Ing these children will be a minor trlumph.

Ezplanation of budget requirements
Personal services. $28,314

While some leadership for the project is
being provided by persons now on the office
professional staff, a few additional persons
are required who have certaln essential com-
petencies in rural sociology and life and to
provide the necessary full-time central di-
rection and administration of the project.
The real impact on the problem is dependent
both upon securing this key small staff and
upon tapping, through cooperative agree-
ments, the fuller resources of non-Federal
institutions and agencies,

An amount of $28,314 is requested for 6
new positions to assist in the development
of educational services for migratory farm
workers. (1 GS-14, chlef; 1 GS-12, assistant
specialist; 1 GS-9, research assistant; 1 GS-5,
secretary; 2 GS-4 clerks.) This small staff
will be responsible for determining centers
which are strategically located, and which
have an active interest in the education of
children of migratory workers, for negotiat=
ing with State departments of education
and educational institutions and arranging
for cooperative agreements between the of-
fice and such institutions.

Other objects

Travel

Man-days of travel, 204,

Number of travelers, 3.

Travel funds will be required for the staff
in order to permit them to work with State
departments of education and educational
institutions in arranging for cooperative
agreements, in stimulating interest of school
officials, in conducting regional conferences
for planning purposes, for attending meet-
ings of educational agencles and organiza-
tions and to render advisory and consultative
services as required.

Communication services. . ocoocoeaeaa 8300

Funds are requested to provide for tele-
graph and toll services and for postage for
urgent official business, as follows: Telegraph
service, $100; toll service, $150; postage, $50.
Printing and reproduction_ . _____ £900

An amount of $300 is requested to provide
for printing forms, questionnaires, instruc-
tional and other materials which will be
required in initiating this program.

Other contractual services_ .-~ 148,000

An amount of $143,000 is requested to
enable the office to enter Into contracts or
cooperative agreements with educational in-
stitutions and organizations to conduct re-
search which will include experimental work
in curricular activities for migrant children;
on teaching methods and practices suited
to the learning needs of migrant children;
development and adaptation of teaching
materials; development of teacher materials;
and the gathering of basic statistical and
informational data.

The amount of $100 is requested for mis-
cellaneous expenses such as labor services,
installations and repairs to office equipment.
Supplies and mater'~ls____________. - 8271

An amount of $271 is requested for office
supplies and materials for the staff, an aver-
age of $45 per person.

Equipment 81, 500

An amount of $1,500 is requested to pro-
vide office furniture and equipment for the
staff of six persons requested.

Taxes and asseSSMENtS oo eccmaeeaa 8150

An amount of $150 is requested for com-
pliance with the provisions of the Federal
Insurance Contributions Act.
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HOUSE REFUSES AID TO EDUCATION FOR MIGRANT
CHILDEEN

WasHINGTON.—The children of migrant
agricultural workers have practically no op-
portunity to obtain an education. Educa=
tion, as a matter of fact, is a pretty big word.
Most of these children have no opportunity
to learn to read or write or get acquainted
with the simple elements that constitute
citizenship.

“It is literally scandalous, the treatment
that some of these children, the future citi-
zens of the United States, are getting with re-
gard to education,” said Commissioner Earl
J. McGrath of the United States Office of
Education, testifying before Senator Hum-
PHREY'S Subcommittee on Labor and Labor-
Management Relatlons. “They constitute
our biggest reservoir of illiterates.”

PARENTS WERE BETTER EDUCATED

Dr. Howard A, Dawson, executive secretary
of the National Conference of County and
Rural Area Superintendents of Schools of
the Natlonal Education Association, also be-
fore the committee, said that according to
the latest information his organization has
been able to obtain, “there are somewhere in
the neighborhood of 600,000 families among
these [migrant] agricultural workers, and
* + * there are at least a million children
of school age involved in these familles.
* * & Tt is also fairly well established that
the children of these families in this gen-
eratlon are receiving less education than
their parents did and the average for those
parents is little less than the fourth year of
education.”

““This is progress in reverse,” said Senator
HUMPHREY,

In a Texas study, in the migrants’ home
base where enrollment of children of mi-
grant agricultural workers is largest, Dr.
Dawson declared that *only slightly more
than half the children between the ages of
6 and 15 were enrolled, Some had never
attended any school at all and the chances
are they never would enter a school. Of
those enrolled many missed the first 2 or 3
months, and so on. Only 16 percent of the
migrant children who enrolled attended as
much as 120 days, and that is the minimum
law for attendance in Texas. In other words,
84 percent of them did not even comply with
the law, and there was nothing done to
enforce the law. There is no expertly super-
vised attendance for children in rural areas,
especially where these migrants are congre-
gated to the largest extent.”

ONE HUNDRED AND EIGHTY-ONE THOUSAND DOL=
LARS TO STUDY PROBLEM REQUESTED

In Florida Dr. Dawson told of one school
where the enrollment increased from 280 to
503 from Friday to Monday morning. For
several weeks the school ran a double shift.
Then the beans came and the total school
enrollment dropped overnight to 20.

While on the trek, the children of the mi-
gratory families did not ofter attend school,
he said. In Michigan one study disclosed
that of 2,670 migratory children only 710 were
enrolled in school, “even In the State of
Michigan, which in many respects had a su-
perior school system.”

“Let us not forget that the real strength
of a nation is measured by the education of
its citizens,"” sald Senator Cravez, Democrat,
New Mexico, during the congressional de-
bate, April 2, 1952, on tidelands oil leases.

The President, in his budget message to
Congress this year, requested $181,000 to
begin a survey and study of education among
migrant children. He sald:

“Children of migratory workers constitute
& special group whose present educational
opportunities are inadequate. As has been
pointed out by the Commission on Migratory
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Labor, because these children move with their
families, they start school later, attend fewer
days, make less progress, and drop out ear-
lier than others. As a first step toward meet-
ing this problem we need to work out special
teaching materials and methods suited to
their education.”

Miss Mary Dyckman, of the Consumers
League of New Jersey, in a statement to
the House Appropriations Committee in sup-
port of the President’s request, pointed out
that the summer school and cultural center
for children and adults in Freehold, Mon-
mouth County, “could be much more valu=
able to those who do attend if there were
similar schools in other States to which they
could transfer when they leave here, and if
there were some conformity of teaching and
curriculum for them in the various States."”

“No Btate can cope effectively with an
interstate educational problem of this kind,”
she sald, declaring that the sum recom-
mended for the Office of Education may be
able to bring about this coordination.

PRESENT EXPERIMENTAL PROJECTS WOULD BE
BENEFITED

Mrs. Rebecca Barton, director of the Wis-
consin Governor's Commission on Human
Rights, testifying before the Humphrey sub-
committee, also told of a summer school ex-
periment in Waupan, Wis.,, where “their
eagerness for education was amazing. The
mothers said to us that what they wanted
most was not better housing, nor higher
wages. It was a chance for the education
of their children.”

But the request was refused in the House.
The House Report on the 1853 Appropriations
Bill for Labor and Federal Security said:

“The request for $181,000 to make a special
study of the educational needs of the children
of migrant workers is also disallowed. While
the need to better educational opportunities
of this group of children is obvious, and has
been for many years, the committee does
not think there is an emergency need to set
up a new program at this time.”

This item is now up for consideration by a
Benate Subcommittee of the Appropriations
Committee, Senator CHAVEZ, Democrat, New
Mexico, Chairman.

CONSIDERS IT AN INVESTMENT IN NATION’S
FUTURE

Dr. McGrath, in explaining the plans pro-
posed by the Office of Education, said:

“We want only six persons to act as co-
ordinating agents in the Office. The rest of
the money is to be used for what we have
called cooperative agreements with the State
departments of education, to buck up their
staffs, to stimulate interest there, to make
agreements with the colleges and univerzi-
ties * * * and with private organiza-
tions. They are all ready to go in fiscal 1953
to help us in making a national broadside at=
tack on this problem. And I feel certain,
Mr. Chairman, that the Federal Government
will never have invested $181,000 any better
if they provide these funds, than in this
project.”

From this study Dr. McGrath sald he would
expect:

1. The development of cooperative work-
ing agreements with States and private or=
ganizations and institutions.

2, A comprehensive census of migrant
children and where they travel to, their con-
ditions, health services, and so on.

3. A program, in cooperation with the
States, of tests and records which could
be sent with each child as he moves so
that each succeeding school system would
know the educational status of the child
at the particular moment.

4, Specialized training for teachers of
migrant children.

5. Teachers who, like the records, can go
with the child.
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6. Publicity campaigns with regard to the
education of migrant children in commu-
nities in order that, in psychological terms,
the children will be accepted as members of
the community and not rejected as they
are at present.

Mr, DOUGLAS. I hope the amend-
ment will be adopted.

Mr. WELKER. Mr, President, Irise to
a point of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator will state it.

Mr. WELEER. I make the point of
order that the amendment is legislation
on an appropriation bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.  The
point of order is sustained.

The question is on agreeing to the
committee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the next committee
amendment.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Investigations of resources,” on
page 29, line 22, after the word “law”, to
strike out “$4,056,000” and insert “$4,-
062,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Construction,” on page 30, line
8, after the word “expended”, to strike
out “$450,000" and insert “$628,000.”

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, I submit
an amendment which I ask to have
stated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the amendment.

The Curer CLERK. On page 30, line 8,
it is proposed to strike out “$628,000” and
to insert in lieu thereof “$673,800."”

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, the com-
mittee amendment provides $20,000 for
rip-rapping of the dike at Lake Andes,
S. Dak. The Lake Andes Refuge, ad-
ministered by the Fish and Wildlife
Service, is one of South Dakota’s great
recreational areas, serving also a part
of northern Nebraska.

In the original estimate of flood dam-
age from the recent Missouri River
floods submitted by the Fish and Wild-
life Service several weeks ago, the item
of $20,000 was included to repair the
south dike. This amount was to pro-
vide for the replacement of lost fill and
for rip-rap material. Subsequent to
this, additional information was received
from the field personnel indicating that,
with present water levels in the lake,
the dike should be raised an additional
2 feet to prevent extensive damage. The
present freeboard on this dike is slightly
over 1 foot, which means that any ap-
preciable rise in lake level would result
in water topping the dike.

It has been estimated that $45,800, in
addition to the $20,000 already requested,
will be required to raise this two-thirds
mile long dike 2 feet. This would pro-
vide for 13,000 cubic yards of fill and
8,100 cubic yards of gravel and rip-rap
protection for the new fill. The dike of
which I am speaking is not only im-
portant for management of lake-water
levels, but also provides a public road
across the lake.

The chairman of the subcommittee
has advised me that he is willing to ac-
cept the amendment as part of the hill,
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and I weuld be truly gratified if the Sen-
ate would accept the amendment, since
it will provide funds sufficient to retain
the recreational facilities so much en-
joyed by the people of South Dakota and
Nebraska.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I shall
be glad to accept the amendment, be-
cause the floods which damaged the
dikes on Lake Andes occurred since the
estirnates were made, and, as I under-
stand, the matter was not considered by
the House. We will take the amend-
ment to conference.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from South
Dakota [Mr. MunpT] to the committee
amendment.

The amendment to the amendment
was agreed to.

The amendment, as amended, was
agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the next committee
amendment,

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Office of Territories—Admin-
istration of Territories,” on page 31, line
24, after “(48 U. S. C. 1405)", to insert
“and expenses of the High Commissioner
of the Trust Territory of the Pacific Is-
lands appointed pursuant to the trustee-
ship agreement approved by Public Law
204, Eightieth Congress”; on page 32, line
5, after “(c)” to insert “and the Trust
Territory of the Pacific Islands under
the trusteeship agreement approved by
Public Law 204, Eightieth Congress”; in
line 11, after the word “Islands”, to
strike out “and American Samoa’” and
insert “American Samoa, and the Trust
Territory of the Pacific Island”; in line
16, after the word “houses”, to strike
out “$8,703,037" and insert “$3,320,-
2877; in line 20, after the word “Terri-
tories”, to insert “including the Trust
Territory of the Pacific Islands”; in line
25, after the word “necessary’ to insert
“in carrying out the provisions of article
6 (2) of the trusteeship agreement ap=-
proved by Public Law 204, Eightieth
Congress”; on page 33, line 2, after the
amendment just above stated, to strike
out the following additional provisos:
“Provided further, That on and after
July 1, 1952, all receipts from operation
of the Trust Territory of the Pacific Is-
lands, including receipts of all agencies
or instrumentalities established or uti-
lized by such Trust Territory or by
other agencies or instrumentalities of
the United States in administering such
Trust Territory, shall be paid into the
Treasury as miscellaneous receipts, and
all finanecial transactions of such Trust
Territory and of such agencies and in-
strumentalities shall be audited by the
General Accounting Office in accordance
with the provisions of the Budget and
Accounting Act, 1921 (42 Stat. 23), as
amended, and the Accounting and Au-
diting Act of 1950 (64 Stat. 34). Re-
ceipts and expenditures of such Trust
Territory and of such agencies and in-
strumentalities shall, except as other=
wice expressly provided by law, be sub-
Ject to all laws relating generally to the
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budgeting, receipt, custody, and appli-
cation of public moneys: Provided fur-
ther, That no part of any appropriation
in this act shall be used in the adminis=
tration of the Trust Territory of the
Pacific Islands for any purpose not au-
thorized by law.”

The amendment was agreed to,

The next amendment was, on page 33,
after line 21, to insert: -

Until Congress shall further provide, there
is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out
of funds in the Treasury of the United States
not otherwise appropriated, such sums not
to exceed $5,600,000, to supplement local rev-
enues as may be required to enable civillan
authorities to continue to carry out the
civilian activities which have heretofore been
carried out by the Navy: Provided, however,
That no new activity requiring expenditures
of Federal funds shall be initiated without
specific prior approval of Congress.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead *“Alaska public works,” on page
34, line 10, after the numerals “1955", to
strike out “$7,000,000” and insert “$13,-
208,200; and in the sa.ne line, after the
word “exceed” to strike out “$486,000”
and insert “$654,000.”

The amendment was agmed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead *“Alaska Railroad revolving
fund,” on page 36, line 4, after the word
“exceed”, to strike out ““$13,000” and in-
sert “$14,000”; and in line 6, after the
word “than”, to strike out “$11,000” and
insert “$12,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Administration, Department of
the Interior,” on page 39, after line 19,
to insert a new section, as follows:

Eec. 110. The Secretary hereafter is au-
thorized without regard to section 505 of
the Classification Act of 1949 to place the
position of Director, Division of the Budget
and Finance, in grade GS-17 in the General
Schedule established by the Classification

Act of 1949 so long as the position is held by
the present incumbent.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Title II—Virgin Islands Cor-
poration—Revolving Fund,” on page
40, line 6, after the word “law”, to strike
out ”$975,000” and insert “$1,515,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, at the top
of page 41, to insert:

Trree III—EMERGENCY FLOOD AND SToRM
REPAIRS
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY
Emergency flood and storm repairs

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to
reimburse applicable appropriations for the
cost of personnel, supplies, and facilities,
diverted for the repair, reconstruction, re-
habilitation, or replacement of structures,
buildings, or other facilities, including
equipment, damaged or destroyed by flood
or storm, #$1,3560,000, to remain avallable
until June 30, 1953.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page
41, line 12, to change the title number
z‘rom umu to uw.l!

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page
41, line 13, to change the section num-
ber from “301” to “401.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page
43, after line 2, to strike out:

Sec. 302. No part of any appropriation
contained in this act shall be used for pub-
licity or propaganda purposes not heretofore
authorized by the Congress.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 43,
after line 5, to insert:

Sec. 402. (a) No part of the money ap-
propriated by this act to any department,
agency, or corporation or made available for
expenditure by any department, agency, or
corporation which is in excess of 75 per
centum of the amount required to pay the
compensation of all persons the budget es-
timates for personal services heretofore sub-
mitted to the Congress for the fiscal year
1953 contemplated would be employed by
such department, agency, or corporation dur-
ing such fiscal year in the performance of—

(1) function performed by a person des-
ignated as an information specialist, infor-
mation and editorial specialist, publications
and information coordinator, press relations
officer or counsel, photographer, radio ex-
pert, television expert, motion picture expert,
or publicity expert, or designated by any
similar title, or

(2) functions performed by persons who
assist persons performing the functions de-
scribed in (1) in drafting, preparing, edit-
ing, typing, duplicating or disseminating
Ppublic information, publications or releases,
radio or television scripts, magazine articles,
photographs, motion pieture and similar ma-
terial, shall be available to pay the com-
pensation of persons performing the func-
tions described in (1) or (2).

(b) This section shall not apply to the
preparation for publication of reports and
maps resulting from authorized scientific
and engineering investigations and surveys,
to photography incident to the compilation
and reproduction of maps and reports, or
publications of the National Park Service, or
to photocopying of permanent records for
Preservation.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 44,
after line 10, to strike out:

Sec. 303. No part of any appropriation or
authorization contained in this act shall be
used to pay the compensation of any in-
cumbent appointed to any civil office or
position which may become vacant during
the fiscal year beginning on July 1, 1952:
Provided, That this inhibition shall not
apply—

(a) to not to exceed 25 percent of all va-
cancies;

(b) to positions filled from within the
department;

(c) to offices or positions required by law
to be filled by appointment of the President
by and with the advice and consent of the
Benate;

(d) to positions the personnel of which
are engaged In health and safety, law en-
forcement, soil and moisture, activities in
the field, exclusive of administrative per-
sonnel;

(e) to seasonal and casual workers;

(f) to employees of the Bureau of Mines;
(g) to employees of the Geologleal Sur-
vey:

(h) to employees in grades CPC 1, 2, and 3;
Provided further, That when the total num-
ber of personnel subject to this section has
been reduced to 90 percent of the total pro-
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vided for in this act, such limitation may
cease to apply and said 90 percent shall be-
come a ceiling for employment during the
fiscal year 1953, and if exceeded at any time
during fiscal year 1953 this provision shall
again become operative.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 45,
after line 13, to insert:

BSec. 403. (a) No part of any appropriation
made by this act for any purpose shall be
used for the payment of personal services in
excess of an amount equal to 90 percent of
the amount requested for personal services
for such purposes in budget estimates here-
tofore submitted to the Congress for the
fiscal year 1953; and the total amount of each
appropriation, any part of which is available
for the payment of personal services for any

pose, is hereby reduced by an amount
equal to 10 percent of the amount requested
in such budget estimates for personal sery-
ices for such purposes less an amount rep-
resenting the reduction, if any, between the
amount requested for personal services in
the budget estimates and the amount ap=-
propriated herein for such services.

(b) This section shall not apply to ap-
propriations for health, safety, law enforce=
ment, or operation and maintenance activ-
ities In the fleld.

Sgc. 404. (a) No appropriation or au-
thorization contained in this act shall be
available to pay—

(1) for personal services of civilian per=
sonnel above basic rates, or

(2) for transportation of things (other
than mail), or

(3) for travel of civillan personnel more
than 90 percent of the amount which the
budget estimates heretofore submitted in
connection with such appropriation or au-
thorization contemplated would be expend-
ed therefrom for such purposes, respectively;
and the total amount of each appropriation,
any part of which is available for such pur-
pose, is hereby reduced by an amount equal
to 10 percent of the amount requested in
such budget estimates for such purpose less
an amount representing the reduction, if
any, between the amount requested for per-
sonal services in budget estimates and the
amount appropriated herein for such serv-
ices,

(b) This section shall not apply to ap=-
propriations for construction of law en-
forcement.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That
completes the committee amendments.
The bill is open to further amendment.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr, President, for the
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BENTON]
and myself, I call up amendment
designated “6-24-52-C,” and ask that it
be stated. <

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the amendment.

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 17, line 3,
immedately after the word “irrigation”,
it is proposed to insert a colon and the
following: “Provided further, That no
part of this appropriation shall be avail-
able for expenditure for or in connection
with any reclamation project unless ef-
fective provision has been made pur-
suant to this proviso to cover into the
Treasury as miscellaneous receipts all
revenues hereafter derived by the United
States from such project.”

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I make
a point of order that the amendment is
legislation on an appropriation bill,
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Mr. DOUGLAS. Do I understand
that objection has been made in the
way of a point of order?

Mr. HAYDEN. I have made a point
of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
point of order is sustained. The Chair
understands that the Senator from Illi=
nois desires to move to suspend the rule.

Mr. DOUGLAS. I do. Yesterday, as
appears in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD at
page 7892, I gave notice of a motion to
suspend paragraph 4 of rule XVI and I
now move to suspend the rule.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion
of the Senator from Illinois.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, the
purpose of the amendment is to deal
with a situation which has already been
referred to earlier in the debates this
afternoon on the irrigation appropria-
tion. In the debate on my amendment
to reduce construction funds of the Bu-
reau of Reclamation by $31,000,000, I
discussed the matter fairly extensively.

It is at present the custom that a very
large proportion of appropriations for
irrigation purposes are never returned
to the general Treasury. Instead, the
revenues derived from repayment of
loans on irrigation projects, must be used
only for additional irrigation projects.
This means that the taxpayers never
get their money back. The money goes
for more and more irrigation projects.
It also means that Congress, in large
part, loses its power over appropriations,

So far as I know, this provision is
unique for irrigation projects. I think
it is a very bad procedure, from a gov-
ernmental standpoint, and the situation
is going to get worse and worse with the
years as the repayments accumulate.
Some are carrying irrigation to a pcint
which is not economical.

I shall not make an extended argu-
ment upon this point, but there is a
grave abuse, which Congress, and par-
ticularly the S:znate, needs to be aware
of. I hope very much that the Senate
will accept the amendment, although I
must admit that in the light of the votes
this afternoon, my hopes are not too
high.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, the
policy of using the receipts or proceeds
from public lands as the private purse
of the Nation has been long established.
It was on that basis, and upon the rec-
ommendation of Senator Oscar Under-
wood, of Alabama, that the original
Reclamation Act provided that the re-
ceipts from the sale of public lands or
other revenues from public lands should
be placed in the reclamation fund. Such
receipts have been handled in that way
ever since. That is all there is to it.
The money which is applied to this fund
does not come from the taxpayers, and
obviously it should not be interfered
with: and yet this amendment would
kill the whole fund,

What the Senator from Illinois is com-
plaining about is that a later statute
provided that money received in repay-
ment, when the original money came out
of the General Treasury, should go into
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the reclamation fund. I am not partic-
ularly concerned whether that policy is
maintained forever; but we should not
kill the whole reclamation idea to get
at what might be an objection with re-
spect to a part of it.

For that reason I think the motion of
the'Senator from Illinois should be voted
down.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. DovucLAs]
to suspend paragraph 4 of rule XVI in
order that he may offer a certain amend-
ment. [Putting the guestion.]

In the opinion of the Chair, two-
thirds of the Senators present not having
voted in the affirmative, the motion is
rejected.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I con-
gratulate the Presiding Officer for the
accuracy of his hearing in deciding that
two-thirds of the Senators present did
not vote for the motion. [Laughtar.|

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
bill is before the Senate and open to fur-
ther amendment. If there be no further
amendment to be proposed, the que-tion
is on the engrossment of the amend-
ments and the third reading of the bill.

The amendments were ordered to be
Ex;grossed and the bill to be read a third

e.

The bill was read the third time.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
having been read the third time, the
question is, Shall it pass?

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr.
President, I should like to ask the Sena-~
tor in charge of the bill [Mr. HaypEn],
one question before the bill is passed. It
will require only half a minute.

On page 6 of the Committee report oc-
curs the following language:

The committee concurs with the House in
the elimination of the proposed transfer of
the facllities at Fort Logan, Colo., and has
disallowed all funds for the purpose of op=
erating such facilities.

The Senator from Arizona will recall
that my colleague [Mr. MiLixin] and I
submitted an amendment providing that
no part of any appropriation contained
in this bill should be available for the
purpose of transferring to the Bureau of
Indian Affairs the Veterans’ Administra-
tion hospital facility located at Fort
Logan, Colo.

Mr. HAYCEN. Mr. President, since
there is no part of the bill containing
money for any such purpose, it is not
necessary for the Senator to offer his
amendment. Such necessity has been
completely eliminated.

- Mr, JOHNSON of Colorado. In the
opinion of the Senator from Arizona, no
money in this bill could be transferred
for that purpose?

Mr. HAYDEN. That is correct.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is
entirely satisfactory to the Colorado
Senators.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
having been read the third time, the
question is, Shall it pass?

The bill (H. R. T176) was passed.

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I move
that the Senate insist on its amendments,
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request a conference with the House of
Representatives thereon, and that the
Chair appoint the conferees on the part
of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. HAYDEN,
Mr. O'MaHONEY, Mr. McCARRAN, Mr.
CuAvEZ, Mr. Corpbon, Mr. Youne, and
Mr. EnowrLanp conferees on the part of
the Senate.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
following enrolled bills, and they were
signed by the Vice President:

S.2214. An act to amend section 709 of
title 18 of the United States Code;

H.R.2813. An act to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to construct, operate,
and maintain the Collbran reclamation proj=
ect, Colorado;

H. R.7405. An act to provide for an eco=
nomiecal, efficient, and effective supply man-
agement organization with the Department
of Defense through the establishment of a
single supply cataloging system, the stand-
ardization of supplies and the more efficient
use of supply testing, inspection, packaging,
and acceptance facilities and services; and

H.R.7714. An act to amend the Universal
Military Training and BService Act, as
amended, and for other purposes.

STATE, JUSTICE, AND COMMERCE
DEPARTMENTS APPROPRIATIONS,
1953

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I move that
the Senate proceed to the consideration
of Calendar 1737, House bill 7289, mak-
ing appropriations for the Departments
of State, Justice, and Commerce, and
the Judiciary.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
will be stated by title for the informa-
tion of the Senate.

The Cuier CLERK. A bill (H. R. 7289)
making appropriations for the Depart-
ments of State, Justice, Commerce, and
the Judiciary for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1953, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Alabama,

Mr. CASE. Mr. President, this is the
appropriation bill for the Departments
of State, Justice, and Commerce, and
the Judiciary. It hasnot been before the
Senate for the required period of time,
I have no objection to making it the un-
finished business if it is understood that
the bill will not be taken up until to=
morrow.

Mr. HILL. It is my understanding
that the bill will not be taken up until
the Senate convenes tomorrow.

Mr, CASE. I have no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the motion of
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. HiLrl,

The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to consider the bill,
which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Appropriations with amend-
ments.
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SECOND ANNIVERSARY OF THE
EOREAN “POLICE ACTION"

Mr., SCHOEPPEL. On June 25, 1950,
North Korean Communist forces at-
tacked South Korean positions south of
the thirty-eighth parallel, thereby be-
ginning the bloody and savage military
action which Democratic leaders of our
country have chosen to designate as the
Korean “police action.”

It is a matter of historical record that
President Truman, without the consent
of the Congress, saw fit to order General
of the Army Douglas MacArthur to use
the American Armed Forces available to
resist that aggression.

June 25, 1952, marks the second an-
niversary of this conflict. It is fitting
that we in the Senate of the United
States pause briefly in our deliberations
and, without rancor, consider the situ-
ation in which our country has been
placed.

For two long years the gallant sons
of American mothers have been strug-
gling against a brutal and ruthless
enemy.

For two long years we have been en-
gaged in a war, the like of which is un-
precedented in American history.

Let us not deceive ourselves with po-
litical deceptions. This so-called “po-
lice action” is war. We have been at
war for 2 years. Despite the platitudes
which we hear from our so-called allies,
let every American realize that this is
not a United Nations war, but has been
tailored into a full-fledged American
war under the United Nations flag.

We have contributed 98 percent of
all the air force in Korea; 83 percent of
all the naval forces are furnished by
the United States; 88 percent of all the
ground forces, with the exception of the
South Koreans, are furnished by the
United States; 93 percent of all the cas-
ualties have been suffered by the United
States; and more than 90 percent of
those killed are American boys; 100
percent of the cost of the war is borne
by the American taxpayer. To place a
United Nations label on this Korean war
is a shabby and disgraceful farce which
can only be designed to deceive the
American people.

This is a bizarre conflict. From the
very beginning our gallant fighting men
have been denied the right to punish the
enemy with all the resources at our dis-
posal. Tactically, we have been ham-
strung by political and diplomatic limi-
tations, novel and unnatural in the con-
duct of warfare, until this week.

We have allowed a vicious foe to
crouch beyond the Yalu River, to amass
men and materials, and to attack us at
will from his protected sanctuary.

After our initial set-back, due to the
overwhelming mass and power of our
enemy, our forces were able to counter-
attack and to push the aggressors back
to their boundary. On November 27,
1950, a more formidable adversary en-
tered the conflict. Gen. Douglas Mac-
Arthur announced that our forces in
Korea faced an entirely new war because
of the intervention of Red Chinese
troops.
on December 1, 1950, by Gen. MacArthur

The American people were told -

June 25

that the orders forbidding him to attack
Chinese Communists north of the
Korean border were putting his forces
to “an enormous handicap without prec-
edent in military history.”

On March 7, 1951, the general further
warned the American people that the
battle line would remain in a theoretical
military stalemate as long as there was a
“continuation of the existing limitation
upon our freedom of counteroffensive
action.”

On March 24, 1951, he added that, “I
stand ready at any time to confer in the
fleld with the commander in chief of
the enemy force in an earnest attempt
to find any military means whereby the
realization of the political objectives of
the United Nations in Korea might be
accomplished without further biood-
shed.”

On April 10, 1951, the President of
the United States, Harry S. Truman,
sew fit to relieve Gen. Douglas MacAr-
thur from his position as Commander
in Chief of the United Nations Com-
mand, Commander in Chief of the Far
East, and commanding general of the
United States Army in the Far East.

Although relieved from his command,
General MacArthur still believed that it
was possible for the United States, since
it haJ been embroiled in this war, to
carry it forward to victory in the tra-
ditional American manner,

In his speech before the Congress of
the United States on April 19, 1951, he
spoke these prophetic words: “Once war
is forced upen us, there is no other al-
ternative than to apply every available
means to bring it to a swift end. War’s
very object is victory—not prolonged in-
decision. In war, indeed, there can be
no substitute for victory.”

He recommended four steps in 1951
which he felt were dictated by military
necessity in the conduct of the war:

First. The intensification of our eco-
nomic blockade against China.

Second. The imposition of a naval
blockade against the China coast.

Third. Removal of restrictions on air
reconnaissance of China's coastal areas
and of Manchuria.

Fourth. Removal of restrictions on the
forces of the Republic of China on For-
mosa with logistical support to contrib-
ute to their effective operation against
the Chinese mainland.

For reasons known only to the ad-
ministration’s political strategists, Gen-
eral MacArthur’s recommendations were
not followed. Instead, affer our Armed
Forces had punished the enemy and had
him reeling back to the point of defeat,
the State Department, at the suggestion
of the Russians, allowed the enemy in
July of 1951 to commence interminable
armistice talks.

At that time our Armed Forces were
in a position of strength in Korea. We
had clear and undisputed control of the
air; our planes roamed at will over Com-
munist-held positions; we outnumbered
the enemy in quality and quantity of the
artillery and tanks.

But the lessons of the Communist con-
quest of China were ignored by Field
Marshal Acheson. Month after month
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our negotiators sit in the tents at Pan-
munjom, listening to Communist bicker-
ing and double talk; and by their very
presence supply the Communists with a
vehicle to broadcast vicious lies and
diatribes against the United States.

In the meantime, this formidable foe
reorganizes his army, brings in a Rus=
sian air force, prepares entrenched posi-
tions, and assembles artillery and self-
propelled guns and tanks in vast quanti-
ties.

My fellow Americans and my col-
leagues in the Senate, the situation
which faces us in Korea today is grim,
as it is also in other areas of the world.
In the opinion of Vice Adm. C. Tur-
ner Joy, former chief negotiater at Pan-
munjom, “We must accept a delayed
armistice or a bloodletting.”

He stated as early as February 29,
1952, that the military advantage which
the Allies held in July 1951, had been
lost during the armistice talks. He
warned the American people that:

We must realize that we are not negotia-
ting from the same position of military
strength as we were at the beginning, when
the enemy was badly pressed, but from a
position of mass stalemate.

Mr, President, at this point I refer to
exhibit No. 1.

I ask unanimous consent to have cer-
tain printed exhibits inserted at the end
of my remarks. During the course of
my remarks I shall refer to the exhibits
by number.

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

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. On June 20, 1952,
Admiral Joy warned:

The Reds will stop at nothing to gain their
ends. The greatest lesson we have learned
is that the only thing the Reds respect is
unmistakable firmness and applied military
strength. i

I refer to exhibit No. 2.

The admiral went on to say that the
truce talks began on the assumption
that the Reds would bargain in good
faith, but the Communists used that
assumption and the prolonzed negotia-
tions as a tactical maneuver to build up
their forces in North Korea.

As time passed, it has been revealed
gradually to the American people that
our aircraft losses in the Korean com-
bat have been staggering, due to in-
creased Communist air power which has
become supreme in the Korean theater.
Week after week the American people
have listened to reports of no progress
in the truce negotiations.

I refer to exhibit 2a.

Rear Adm. Ruthven Libby, on March
11, 1952, wearily told the Communists
that he has been geiting fed up with
what Gen. Matthew Ridgway called
known falsehoods by Red truce nego-
tiators.

I refer to exhibit 3.

General Ridgway himself, on March
11, 1952, stated that the truce talks had
now reached a point where it would be
impossible for him to guess what would
happen next.

I again refer to exhibit 3.
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On March 8, 1952, General Van Fleet
disclosed that the Chinese and Korean
Reds had built up a force of over 900,000
men in Korea, and admitted that the
Chinese and North EKoreans had twice
as many artillery pieces as the United
Nations. “They are throwing a lot more
artillery shells than they ever have.
There are points on the front where they
think nothing of throwing in concentra-
tions of 1,000 rounds and more. In
other words, they are being pretty lib-
eral with their shells, so they must have
plenty of them.”

I refer to exhibit 4.

On June 1, 1852, General Van Vleet
issued another ominous statement to the
American people, in which he made no
attempt to minimize the manpower, fire-
power, and latent airpower of the Com-
munists.

They have, he calculated, two and one=
half times the combat strength of the
United Nations, and about twice the
artillery power of the Eighth Army.

I refer to exhibit 5. :

It is no wonder the American people
have become confused and angered. If
the public has been trying to keep in-
formed with the assorted estimates, pre=
dictions, boasts, and analyses on the
state of the United Nations forces in
Korea, it must be confused.

Consider the statement of Maj. Gen.
Daniel Hudelson, just arriving home
from long combat experience as an in-
fantry commander in Korea, to the effect
that if the Communists launch a major
offensive, we could not hold them. “We
:airinply don’t have the manpower,” he

d.

On this same day, in June 1952, Gen-
eral Van Fleet, despite his previous ad-
missions of the Communist power and
massed strength, practically dared the
Reds to start a fight and announced that
“if they do, they will be soundly de-
feated.”

I refer to exhibit 6.

In the first week of June, President
Truman, in a speech, claimed that we
still have air superiority over most of
North Korea, and can bomb the enemy at
will almost anywhere in his territory.

I refer to exhihit 7.

The President also claimed that our
planes have knocked out eight times as
many enemy craft as we Lave lost, and
yet only a few days earlier official Air
Force and Navy reports placed our plane
loss at 1,400 since the Korean war began,
compared with an estimated loss of only
400 planes for the enemy.

Within the past few months we have
had testimony from the highest civilian
and military officials in our Government.
The Secretary of Defense, Mr. Lovett,
has stated:

The Russlans are outbuilding us—we are

falling behind them, relatively speaking, in

the arms race,

Secretary of the Army, Mr. Pace, has
said that the Korean war was eating into
reserves of armament faster than they
could be replaced.

The Secretary of the Air Force, Mr.

Finletter, has bluntly stated:
We have lost time—time that cannot be

recouped.
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At home we are facing more and more
strikes.

General Bradley, Chairman of the
Joint Chiefs of Staff, has informed the
American people that Russia “could
overrun Europe today.”

General Twining, Acting Chief of Staff
of the Air Force, has admitted that Rus-
sia in the last 5 or 6 years has outstripped
this country in aircraft production, and
that, furthermore, the Russian air forece
wsoat‘lild equal or surpass ours in the year
1954.

Is it any wonder that we are confused?

I refer to exhibits 8 and 9.

Mr. President, I could spend consider-
able time commenting upon the prepos-
terous conduct of the Koje Island epi-
sode. Here were prisoners taken in bat-
tle who were allowed to organize, arm,
and to forcibly resist their captors.
They were allowed to hold court, try,
condemn, and inflict punishment, in-
cluding torture and even death to those
who would not submit to their doctrine
and authority. The culmination of this
sordid affair was their seizure of the
commandant and the resultant agree-
ment between the Reds and our Army
officials which gave the Communists tre-
mendous propaganda material.

Mr. President, I make no pretense of
being a military expert. I sincerely
wish this world could live in peace and
prosperity, yet, as a peace-loving Amer-
ican, it is impossible for me to fathom
the devious thinking behind the present
conduct of Mr. Truman’s Korean fiasco,
or police action, as he terms it.

In the great Midwest, from which I
have the honor to come, the people are
realistie, and they possess a lot of com-
mon sense which seems to be very un-
common in Washington today. We can-
not understand why our sons are being
sent to a far-off land to sacrifice their
lives in a struggle which this admin-
istration apparently does not desire to
win.,

I do not know whether there is a con-
nection between the Democratic Party’'s
much-publicized prosperity, which is
based on a war economy, and the urge to
keep the Korean war simmering on the
back burner. I do not know why we
withdrew from Eorea in the first place,
and made that unhappy nation an invit-
ing target for Communist aggression.
With all the billions of dellars we have
spent for armaments, I do not know
why we were incapable of arming the
South Koreans so that they could pro-
tect their own country from aggression.

I do not know why we reversed our
position and ordered that brave handful
of American soldiers back into Korea to
stem the tide of the Red hordes—and,
I may add, without the help of the United
Nations. I do not know why General
of the Army Douglas MacArthur was re-
lieved from his command,

I do not know whether the program
which Gen. Douglas MacArthur ad-
vised would ever end this conflict;
neither do I know whether his sugges-
tions can be used at this late date.

It is impossible for me to understand
why we allowed the Red Chinese to enter
this conflict without directing reprisals
against them.
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I cannot tell you, Mr. President, why
we have squandered the victories gained
by our men on the battlefield, and why,
for 11 long months, we have allowed our
badly mauled enemy to recoup his
strength and to become a more formi-
dable and dangerous foe. In my serious
contemplation and study of the Korean
debacle, I have been unalterably con-
vineed that it is sheer folly for the
United States to engage in an endless
war of attrition which bleeds us of our
most precious asset—the manhood of
this Nation.

I cannot understand a war which the
administration tries to fight with a phi-
losophy of guns and butter. I am aware
that even today we put more money into
refrigerators, washing machines, and
TV sets than we do into ordnance.

This fact has been cited as proof of
Democratic prosperity. I, for one, want
no part of a prosperity which stockpiles
household appliances for some and
caskets for others.

I have heard my Democratic colleagues
stand on the floor of this Senate and
orate at length about the fantastic
superweapons which we have developed
in the atomic and hydreogen fields. Be=-
ing a mere Member of the Senate, I am
not allowed to possess the information
upon which they base their grandiose
claims; but I do know that sons of the
American mothers and fathers are fight-
ing in Korea with bayonets and with
guns, just as American boys did in the
other two wars which have occurred
under Democratic leadership.

I wish I could stand before you today,
Mr. President, and offer some clear-cut
solution to the Korean war.

Perhaps it would be possible if the
Government of these United States op-
erated in the open. Perhaps it would be
possible for me to make some concrete
suggestions if the administration saw fit
to tell the representatives of the people
the truth concerning the situation, the
truth concerning the contributions of
our allies, the truth concerning our mili-
tary potential, the truth concerning our
present rate of production of weapons,
the truth concerning the State Depart-
ment’s plans for the “bold” new world,
which they have heen so long endeavor-
ing to create.

It has been impossible for me and for
other Members of the Senate, I am sure,
to gain access to information concerning
the trade which our allies are at present
carrying on with Red Russia. So, I
frankly confess that I do not know the
entire story, Mr. President. I am dis-
turbed when I see reports as late as June
4, 1952, in the New York newspapers,
which quote London sources as saying
that the British Empire sold Russia more
raw rubber during the first 4 months in
1952, that she did in all of 1951, I cover
that point in my exhibit No. 10.

It is incredible to me that while Brit-
ain shipped 51,000 tons of rubber to Rus-
sia in 1951, already in January, Febru-
ary, March, and April of 1952 she has
sent 58,000 tons into the maw of the
Kremlin. Mr. President, I am con-
cerned when I read reports from Bonn,
Germany, which disclose that the Mu-
tual Security Agency has taken action
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against 87 West German concerns be-
cause of “improper trade with companies
in the Soviet orbit.”

My mind is not at ease when I read
the opinions of the “experts” who say
that the temptation for Japan to in-
crease its trade with Communist coun-
tries of Asia will increase as time goes
on. It would seem to me, Mr. President,
that if we are allied with nations who
are determined to resist Communist ag=-
gression, all of us must recognize the fact
that we cannot be greedy and be free.

Mr. President, it is interesting to those
who have noted the press reports today
to observe what happens in Britain,
when representatives of the former labor
government of Britain question our rep-
resentatives about what those who are
directing the war in Korea have elected
to do in order to save American lives
there.

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Kansas yield on that point?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Bricker in ‘the chair). Does the Sen-
ator from Kansas yield to the Senator
from South Dakota?

Mr. SCHOEPPEL., I am delighted to
yield.

Mr. MUNDT. I am very much im=-
pressed by the very interesting and in-
formative address which is being made
by the Senator from Kansas.

I am glad he has called attention to
the rather surprising news releases which
crowd the news ticker—releases com-
ing today from Britain, where it ap-
pears that the former Labor Govern-
ment of Britain, and more especially one
Mr. Bevan, along with Clement Attlee,
have been attacking the United States
with all kinds of criticism, indicating
that they believe we had no right or au-
thority to bomb the power plants on the
Yalu River, and indicating that instead
of applauding that very constructive,
courageous, and successful raid by Amer-
ican fliers, those Britons have joined the
Communists in criticizing that type of
attack.

I wonder whether the Senator from
Kansas believes that with that type of
“support” from an ally which should be
in the thick of the fight with us, in the
attempt to protect the free world, there
is much hope for success in Korea.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. I may say to the
distinguished Senator from South
Dakota that I fail to see that there is
much hope, especially when members
of a former government of one of our
chief allies—the United Kingdom—take
such a position, and also in view of the
fact that representatives of that govern-
ment tried to convince our diplomatic
forces and the American peoplethat we
should soften our attitude and should
permit Britain or the United Nations to
recognize Red China and the other satel-
lites of Red Russia.

Mr. MUNDT. Mr, President, if the
Senator from Kansas will yield further
to me, let me ask whether it is also a fact
that the same British Government in-
duced a somewhat timid State Depart-
ment in the United States to insist that
our Seventh Fleet, now operating
in Asian waters, instead of aiding in
every way it could the land forces the
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United States has there so as to bring to
a victorious close the war in Korea, fol-
low orders—as it now is doing—whereby
it prevents the Chinese Navy from stop-
ping shipments of supplies to our Com-
munist enemy?

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Itisthesame Gov=
ernment. That, I am sure, is one thing
among many others, that is most alarm-
ing to every American. I know it is
alarming to the distinguished Senator
ifrom South Dakota.

Mr. MUNDT. It is indeed alarming.

I believe it should be said, to the credit
of Winston Churchill, that that highly
destructive policy which the former Brit-
ish Government sold to our State De-
partment and eventually sold to our
military and to our President, namely,
the policy of using our fleet to protect
the Communists by giving them an op-
portunity to ship supplies of war to
their fighters in Korea, was initiated
by the Labor government of Britain,
although it seems to me that Winston
Churchill cannot escape some cause for
criticism by virtue of the fact that since
he has ascended to power in Britain he
has not changed that policy.

Would the Senator from Kansas,
therefore, agree with me that we are
fortunate—indeed, we know we are for-
tunate—that today the control of Brit-
ain is not in the hands of men like Bevan,
who openly criticizes the recent raid
against the Communists and openly in-
dicates that Britain should withdraw the
small modicum of support she now is
giving the United Nations in support of
the United States in the war in Korea?

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. I may say to the
distinguished Senator from South Da-
kota that we should be truly grateful
and thankful for the position taken by
the great Prime Minister of England in
the present situation. I desire to say
further that it is to the credit of Anthony
Eden, who apparently backed Winston
Churchill in the face of criticism from
the representatives of the Labor govern-
ment.

Mr. MUNDT. I quite agree. It seems
to me we must recognize that Winston
Churchill and Anthony Eden operate in
a very difficult situation when they have
to contend with a man like Aneurin
Bevan, who becomes an open apologist
for the Communist cause by criticizing
every effort we make to bring the war
in Korea to a victorious close, to defeat
the Communist troops, and to compel
Red China to stop her aggressive activ-
ities on that peninsula.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. I may say to the
distinguished Senator from South Da-
kota, what alarms the Senator from
Kansas is that, if the position presently
brought to our attention by the repre-
sentatives of the Labor government in
England should prevail, it would make
the American position in EKorea very,
very questionable, if we were expected
to go it alone and were expected to com-
plete the Korean war—and I call it a
war—along the present lines., I think
the American people and the Congress
of the United States have every right
and every reason to wonder what our
next move will be and what our policies
are to be. That is one of my reasons
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for thinking that the situation with
which we are confronted is most serious,

Mr. MUNDT. In that very connec-
tion, I wonder whether the distinguished
Senator from Kansas would care to com-~
ment as to what he considers to be the
future of NATO and the future of the
mutual-security program in Europe, to
which American taxpayers have con-
tributed many, many billion dollars, if
at the very entrance to Europe we should
find Britain controlled by a Labor gov-
ernment which indicates that it wants
to have no part in the resistance to com-
munism and that it wants to be a neu-
tral, thereby giving equally friendly at-
tention both to the side of aggressive
communism and to the side of Anglo-
Saxon freedom.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. I may say to the
able Senator from South Dakota it can-
not but have a depressing and a very
questionable effect upon many sober,
somber-thinking Americans, who prob-
ably thought that we had overreached
ourcelves in going the complete route, as
we did, though we were willing to do it.
But, when they see an attitude of this
kind, supported probably by only a bare
margin, as we know the present Govern-
ment in England is supported at this
time, and the likelihood that the present
Government might fall, it certainly
throws into bold relief America’s position,
and where we might be if we were to
keep our guaranties and our positions,
once we have given them, as we have
always tried to do, in the face of the
situation which exists in Korea. It
makes the Senator from Kansas doubly
apprehensive.

Mr. MUNDT. It would seem to me
that unless the people of Britain gen-
erally, including their great and power-
ful newspapers, now repudiate, and re-
pudiate in no uncertain terms, the Com-
munist-appeasing words of Mr. Bevan
and his associate, Mr. Clement Attlee, it
indicates that this whole joint enterprize
which we have been financing at such
great cost to ourselves, in which we have
been sending the flower of American
youth to help build a European army
under NATO, this whole effort toward
collective security, of which the British
are presumably a great part, is not only
built upon shifting sands, but is indeed
built upon shifting sands around a very
wobbly island,

‘Mr. SCHOEPPEL, I appreciate the
observation of the able Senator from
South Dakota. He never spoke a truer
word.

Mr, MUNDT. And, because the Sen-
ator from South Dakota believes, as I
know the Senator from Kansas dces,
that the threat of aggressive commu-
nism is genuine and realistic, and be-
cause he and I believe that the one great
effective way to defeat it is to have a gen-
uine, collective security, it is indeed
sickening and nauseating to find this
strong minority, representing apparently
a substantial group in Great Britain, en-
gaged in the kind of castigation reported
in the American press today. It is high
time we heard from those British jour-
nalists, those British leaders of publie
opinion, those British statesmen, who
will stand square-toed and courageously
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in the common defense against commu-
nism, and who will repudiate the kind of
Communist-appeasing language attrib-
uted to Mr. Bevan and Mr. Attlee in the
press today.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. Does not the able
Senator from South Dakota agree with
the Senator from Kansas that it is all
the more important, now, in the face of
what is happening, for our own State
Department, our own Government offi-
cialdom, to re-evaluate and to lay
frankly and candidly before the Con-
gress of the United States and the Amer-
ican people what our future policy shall
be, when it seems to be shifting and on
such shaky foundations as apparently
the press reports indicate?

Mr. MUNDT. I most assuredly do,
because the very basis of all the claims
of success we have heard, as American
leaders, from General Eisenhower on
down, have come back to tell about the
progress being made in Europe, is the
assumption that the British are going to
be a part, and a big part, in that defense
line. Instead, we find the leaders of a
great party in Britain, which is close to
being a majority party, which is a large
minority party, and which has recently
been in power, not only failing to take a
stand in their oratory and in their par-
liamentary procedures against commu-
nism, but going to the extent of criticiz=
ing the United States for exercising our
rightful authority in Korea. We did
attack the Communists, and we de-
stroyed some of their sources of power on
the Yalu River. Instead of patting us
on the back, applauding us, and saying,
“We wish we could be there to help you,”
they criticize us because of the devastat-
ing blows which have been dealt to the
Communist strongholds in Korea and
Manchuria.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. I appreciate the
able Senator from South Dakota bring-
ing his enlightening viewpoints into the
discussion this afternocon.

Mr. President, it is because of the

situation, the things we are reading
about, and the fearful prospect of what
may happen in the future, if the adverse
positions we are now finding are becom-
ing popular in England and in some
other parts of the world should prevail
that I, for one, cannot and wiil not tol-
erate sending American boys abroad to
fight Communist aggressors, while at
the same time some nations are allow-
ing trade to be carried on with the
enemy.
I wish to further invite attention
to some statistics concerning the
three wars for which the Democratic
administration must accept the respon-
sibility.. I ask unanimous consent at
this time that a chart, which was pre-
pared by the Legislative Reference De-
partment of the Library of Congress, en-
titled “Casualties of United States Major
Wars” be inserted in the Recorp at the
close of my remarks, as exhibit 11,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibit 11.)

Mr, MUNDT. Mr. President, were it
not for the fact that the rules of the
Joint Committe on Printing prevent such
a typographical situation, I would sug=-

8005

gest that the Senator from Kansas fol-
low the printing of his chart in the Rec-~
ORD with a unanimous-consent request
to have printed in the Recorp a com-
panion chart showing the number of
casualties which have occurred in wars
precipitated under Republican Presi-
dents since the turn of the century, be-
cause there have been no wars and no
casualties, under Republican Presidents,
since the turn of the century.

Mr., SCHOEPPEL. I should be glad
to accede to that request, if under the
rules of the Senate it could be done.

Mr. President, I call particular atten-
tion to the fact that, according to the
official information released by the De-
partment of Defense, on June 11, 1952,
the American people have suffered
109,712 casualties in the Korean police
action.

‘We have had 19,317 boys killed in this
savage conflict. We considered World
War I to be a bloody war, and yet we
have already had 40 percent as many
killed in Korea as we did in that struggle.

We have lost more than twice as many
of our sons as we did during the Revo-
lutionary War, the War of 1812, the
Mexican War, and the Spanish-
American War.

Already 1,000,000 American families
have had sons in Korea; $25,000,000,000
have been spent; and the end is not in
sight.

The news of June 19, 1952, is ominous.
We read that in one skirmish Commu-
nist artillery and mortar fire was 7,174
rounds. We read of probing attacks on
the allied lines by Red tanks and self-
propelled guns, and the Secretary of the
Army, Mr, Pace, has notified the Ameri-
can people that: “If we are called on to
continue the war in Korea into fiscal year
1953—which, by the way, starts July 1—
as now appears virtually certain, the
support requirements placed on our
forces here at home will be greater and
their state of readiness correspondingly
even less favorable.” Exhibit 12 covers
that point. He further states:

If the war continues in EKorea, it will be
imperative under these facts to ask Congress
for more men.

Almost a year ago, Mr. President, an
investigation was conducted on the dis-
missal of Gen. Douglas MacArthur,
and the military situation in the Far
East. At the conclusion of those hear-
ings, eight of my Republican colleagues
had the courage to tell the American
people the truth.

I remind you, Mr. President, that no
one dared to challenge their views. Were
they right, Mr. President? They said:

(1) The victory won by our Armed Force in
Ihe I;aciﬁc has been squandered by our dip-
omats.

That is found on page 34 of the report.

(2) The Korean conflict is improperly la-
beled the police action.

That is found on page 41 of the report.

(8) Political considerations have prevented
the full exploitation of American air and
naval superiority in the Korean war.

That is found on page 42 of the report.

Mr. KNOWLAND, Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?
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Mr. SCHOEPPEL. I shall be glad to
yield.

Mr. ENOWLAND. I am sorry the
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. MUNDT]
has apparently temporarily left the
Chamber, but apropos of the present
discussion, I thought the distinguished
Senator from Kansas would like to hear
this information which has just come in
over the ticker:

Eden said he would not like to estimate
whether the action had lessened the chances
of an armistice, adding, “If this bombing is
intolerable to the Communists they really
have the remedy in their own hands. An
armistice can be concluded tomorrow on
terms which satisfy the honor and interests
of both sides if the Communists want it."

This is what I particularly wanted to
bring to the attention of the Senator
from Kansas:

While labor leaders criticized American
leadership in Korea, French officials tock an
opposite view.

“The plants [that were bombed] are in
North Korean territory, and they are a legiti-
mate military objective,” said a spokesman
for the French Foreign Minister in France.
“After all, we all know there is a war going
on there.”

The spokesman made the statement after
the French Cabinet had discussed the bomb-
ings.

A Moscow dispatch said the House of Com=
mons debate over Korean affairs was almost
sure to be Interpreted by the Russians as a
serious division of British-American rela-
tions. The debate was said to have strength=
ened the opinion of a number of western dip-
lomats in Moscow that Russia is sending An-
drei Gromyko, Deputy Foreign Minister, as
Ambassador to London to take advantage of
the situation.

That is the end of the press dispatch.
I think it is significant from two points
of view. One is that the French recog-
nize the realities of the situation in Ko-
rea; second, Mr. Bevan and the former
members of the Labor Government, and
now members of the Labor Party in
Britain, are merely giving aid and com-
fort to the Soviet Union by the position
they are taking in trying to undermine
the position of the Government of the
United States and also, incidentally, the
position of the Prime Minister of Britain,
Mr. Churchill, who has apparently taken
& more realistic view of the situation
than have the British Labor Party offi-
cials.

I merely wish to say, in coneclusion, if
the Senator from Kansas will permit,
that it seems to me the British press and
the responsible government officials of
Britain will make clear to the British
people that the Government of the
United States and the American people
have borne more than 90 percent of the
burden of the action against aggression
in Korea, and they must recognize the
fact that international communism is
global in character. If communism is
successful in Asia, it will ultimately, in
my judgment at least, be successful in
Europe, because the great apostle of com-
munism, Lenin, succinctly put it many
years ago when he said that the road to
Paris is through Peking. What he meant,
of course, was that if international com-
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munism could dominate all Asia, with
her vast strategic resources, she would
then be prepared to turn against the
west with an overwhelming amount of
manpower and resources, and it is highly
dubious that any defense set up in West-
ern Europe could withstand that great
aggregation of power. When the mem-
bers of the Labor government of Eng-
land attempt to give aid and comfort to
Communists in the Far East, they may
be actually cutting their own throats.

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. 1 appreciate the
statement the able Senator from Cali-
fornia has made and what he has
brought to our attention, because as he
well knows, the Senator from Kansas re-
gards the Senator from California as
one of the most diligent, courageous,
honest, and forward-looking Senators,
who has given much time and thought to
the Asiatic situation. As the Senator
has so ably put it, he has been concerned
about the attitude of the British as con-
trasted to the present attitude of the
French. The French attitude is most
wholesom~?, because, apparently, without
waiting for time to expire, they have in-
dicated their approval. They realize the
war is going on and they well know that
the United States is bearing the brunt of
it.

I thank the Senator from California
for his statement.

Mr. President, finding No. 4 was as
follows:

(4) The advice and information of our

ablest and most experienced officials has been
ignored.

That is covered by page 45 of the re-
port.

(5) The Secretary of State has assumed
military functions,

That is covered by page 28 of the re-
port.

(6) Successful completion of the Korean
war was essential since the United States
cannot afford the attrition of manpower.

That is covered by page 31 of the re-
port.

(7) The administration has no positive
plan for achieving decisive victory.

That is found on page 31 of the report.

They warned the American people to
beware of “Munich-like respites which
are only surrenders in disguise, and
which make the ultimate reckoning in-
finitely more costly.”

In retrospect I can see how far-reach-
ing and how compellingly important
were those findings which the committee
made; at least, those on the committee
who subsecribed to them.

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Kansas yield for a ques-
tion?

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. I yield.

Mr. CAIN. May I ask the distin-
guished Senator from Kansas the date
on which the report to which he is mak-
ing reference was published?

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. I think it was pub-
lished between May 3 and June 27, 1951,
and it is covered by Senate Document
No. 69 of the Eighty-second Congress,
first session.

June 25

Mr. CAIN. The Senafor from Kan-
sas has pointed out that in this report
it is stated that the administration has
no positive program or plan for victory
in Korea. The report in question was
published many months ago. No ex-
ception, so far as I know, was ever taken,
and no challenge has ever been made to
that report. Does the Senator from
Eansas think that the administration
today, on the second anniversary of the
tragedy of Korea, is any closer to
achievement or designing a program for
victory in that bloody conflict in the Far
East?

Mr. SCHOEPPEL. I am compelled
to say to the able Senator from Wash-
ington that we are no closer to victory.

Mr. President, I sincerely recommend
on this second anniversary of the Korean
war, that every Senator of the United
States take the time to read the report
which their colleagues issued many
months ago,

I am aware that the weather is warm
in Washington, D, C., and that there are
in the offing political conventions which
are attracting the attention of Members
on both sides of the aisle. I know that
there is pressing legislation which the
majority would like to get through as
quickly as possible. Many Members of
Congress would like to go home and at-
tend to their personal affairs.

I suggest, however, that it is warm in
Korea, too; warm with the blood of
thousands of American boys who have
been denied their opportunity to enjoy
a full and happy life. There are press-
ing matters in Korea which those boys
would like to see solved, and I have no
doubt but that all of them would like to
come home angd attend to their personal
affairs. I refer to exhibit 14.

I cannot face the people of the State
of Kansas in the coming months ahead
unless I have done everything within my
power to try to find a solution to this
conflict which is daily substituting in
many an American home, black letters
from the Defense Department for the
hopes and aspirations of a loving mother
or wife.

I call upon the Senate as representa-
tives of the people this very day to begin
immediate consideration of the difficult
problem which we face in Korea. Let us
put aside our partisan feelings for the
moment, and let us consider the welfare
of our youth.

Collectively, let us devise, as soon as
possible, a solution to this problem, and
utilizing the sovereign power of this au-
gust body let us carry our solution
through with fortitude and resolution.
Let us get the facts, and insist upon a
clear-cut statement of our principles
and objectives in Korea. Let us demand
a program for victory, and return to some
of the fundamental American concepts
which have made this Nation great.

Mr. President, in the early part of my
remarks, I asked unanimous consent to
have appear at the end of my statement
a series of exhibits which I have labeled
and referred to. I ask again that they
be made a part of my remarks, to appear
at the conclusion of my statement.
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There being no objection, the exhibits
were ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

Exmisrr 1
[From the Washington Times-Herald of
February 29, 1952]

Joy WarNs UnrrEDp STATES MUsT FACE PEACE
DEeLAY OR BLOODLETTING

MunsaN, February 28.—Vice Adm. O.
Turner Joy declared tonight that America
has the choice between a delayed armistice
or a possibly unacceptable casualty toll in
Eorea.

He made it clear he believes a quick truce
is unlikely without a high cost in blood.

“The speed with which an armistice is
achieved,” he said, “is in direct proportion
to the military pressure applied.”

In an exclusive interview inside the tent
which is his home and office in Korea, the
chief Allled armistice negotiator said the
military advantage the Allies held last July
has been lost during the armistice talks,

The lull in ground fighting, he said, has
enabled the Communists to build a massive
defense line across the Korean peninsula.

“I am informed,” he sald. “That the Com-
munists now are dug-in in bunkers and
tunnels extending back as far as 20 miles,

POINTS TO STALEMATE

“We must realize that we are not negotiat-
Ing from the same position of military
strength as we were at the beginning, when
the enemy was badly pressed, but from a
position of military stalemate.”

Then, taking cognizance of expressions of
impatience from home, the soft-spoken ad-
miral from St. Louis, said:

“Some people get my goat. They don’t
want any casualties but they want an armis-
tice quickly. And they want an armistice
without any concessions to the enemy.”

But Joy quickly qualified that statement
to make his position completely clear.

NOT HURTING REDS ENOUGH

“What the Communists hate is to lose
territory, to be pushed farther north, and we
are not pushing them. I'm not criticizing
our tactics. God knows I don't want to see a
lot of casualties, and it would take a lot of
casualties to push them back now.

“But I think that those people who com«
plain that we are ‘haggling’ must realize that
to expedite this armistice requires renewed
military pressure, and that means casualties.
They can't have thelr cake and eat 1t too."

“Navy bombardment and air power is
exerting pressure,” he said, "It is hurting
them badly economically, But it is not hurt-
ing them badly enough. We have not isolated
the battlefront.

“In spite of the fine work of the Air and
Navy, the enemy is as strong or stronger now
than he has ever been,

“We are causing him a lot of trouble. But,
as a simple illustration, if he wants to get 100
bullets down to the line he simply starts out
with 200."

ExsarpiT 2
[From the Washington Daily News of June
20, 1952]
Joy Says Reps Stop AT NOTHING

Ban Frawcisco, June 20.—Vice Adm. C.
Turner Joy, who argued with the Communist
truce negotiators for 10 months in Pan-
munjom, seid today the long talks convinced
him the Reds will stop at nothing to gain
their ends,

They are “ruthless * * * a very shrewd
crowd,” Acmiral Joy said.

“The greatest lesson we have learned,”
he said, “is that the only thing the Reds
respect is unmistakable firmness and applied
military strength.”
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Admiral Joy will have 30 days before res
porting as superintendent of the United
States Naval Academy at Annapolis, He ar-
rived here yesterday aboard the U. 8. 8. Gen.
H. W. Butner,

Admiral Joy said the U. N. began the truce
talks originally on the assumption that the
Reds would bargain in good faith,

TACTICAL MANEUVER

“The Communists,” he said, "“used that
assumption and the talks as a tactical ma-
neuver to build up their forces in North
Eorea.”

He was pessimistic about the changes in
the over-all picture in Korea.

“When the truce talks began last July,”
he said, “the Red armies were on the ropes.
They were pretty badly beaten.”

“As a result,” the admiral sald, "we are
negotiating from stalemate instead of from
a position of strength.”

“However,” he said, “we have made prog-
ress in the negotiations—we have learned
what the Communists are; we have learned
a lesson that will serve us in the future.”

NO FREDICTIONS

Admiral Joy declined to go out on a limb
in predicting the ultimate outcome of the
truce talks,

He sald his long experience seated at the
green baize-covered table in the little hut
in Panmunjom convinced him further that
the Red truce was closely controlled by a
firm hand from above,

He arrived accompanied by his wife, Mar=-
tha, and his son, Army Lieut. David D. Joy,
& veteran of 13 months in Korea,

ExHIBIT 2A

[From the Washington Daily News of June
23, 1952]

LEMaY Says Reps Have 40,000 PLaANES

New York, June 23.—Gen. Curtis E. Lemay
says Russia now has four times as many
planes as the United States plans to build
in three to five years.

General Lemay, commander of the United
States Air Force Strategic Air Command, told
aviation officials at a dinner given in his
honor last night that the Soviet alr force
surpasses the air forces of the free nations
in numbers and approaches them in quality.

“It is the consensus of our own and Allied
intelligence that the Soviet Union now has
about 20,000 aircraft in organized air units,”
Lemay said. “They have almost that same
number in reserve, and there are several
thousand alrcraft in the possession of their
satellites.”

ExHIBIT 3

* [From the Washington Daily News of March

11, 1952]

CoMMUNISTS SOFTEN THEIR TONES—ADMIRAL
Lmey TelLs REps HE's 'Fep Up' WiTH
FALSEHOODS
PanMunJom, Korea, March 11.—Rear Adm,

Ruthven E. Libby wearily told the Commu-

nists today he was “getting fed up” with

what Gen. Matthew B. Ridgway earlier
called “known falsehoods” by Red truce ne=
gotiators in prisoner discussions.

The Communists, still blaming the armis-
tice deadlock on the United Nations, dropped
their threats and insults in prisoner of war
discussions under Admiral Libby’s warning
yesterday that the Allles will walk out If the
Reds kept it up.

ACCUSATIONS MILDER
All in all, Admiral Libby sald later, the

45-minute meeting was “quite mild” and
minus the vicious Communist invective of

the past 2 days.
North Eorean Maj. Gen. Lee Sang Cho
agaln accused the U, N. of fabrications to
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cover up conditions in prisoner compounds,
but his words were more softly,
Admiral Libby reported.

Admiral Libby, irritated by General Lee's
Insistence the U. N. command was stalling
negotiations, said:

“We are getting fed up with your attempt
to make things appear as facts when they are
not facts.”

General Ridgway, In a surprise visit to
truce camp headquarters at Munsan, de-
nounced Communist armistice negotiators
for their known falsehoods and said the
talks have now reached a state where it is
impossible for him to guess what would
happen next.

The Supreme U. N. Commander said the
armistice confererce was “a fight—a spiritual
and ideological contest with communism"
that has become increasingly trying in re-
cent weeks,

EVIDENCE OF PLAGUE

General Ridgway assailed the Communist
assertions charging Allled planes and artil-
lery with loosing diseased insects in North
Korea and China to spread epidemies.

“There is not a scintilla of truth in the
Communist assertions,” he said. “I repeat—
not a scintilla of truth. The Communist
statements of bacteriological warfare are
completely and categorically false.”

The Supreme Commander said he had
eeen evidence that bubonic plague exists in
North Eorea and that the Reds might have
disseminated germ warfare propaganda in
“covering up their own epidemics.”

U. N. and Communist staff officers ad-
journed a discussion of armistice terms after
only 5 minutes with no progress. It was the
third straight day the session—deadlocked
on Communist nomination of Russia as a
truce inspector—lasted less than 10 minutes.

ExHIBIT 4

[From the Washington Evening Star of
March 8, 1952]

Nine HuUnpreD THOUsAND REDS READY IN
Eorea, VAN FLEET SAYS—STRENGTHENED
Force Stinn Gives No SIGN OF SPRING
OFFENSIVE
Seour, KoreEa, March 8.—Gen. James A,

Van Fleet disclosed today the Chinese and

Korean Reds have built up a force of about

900,000 men in Korea, but there is no indi-

cation of a spring offensive.

The TUnited States Eighth Army com-
mander said in an interview the Reds had
more men, weapons and planes, but that the
Allies have enough to stop any attack. He
sald about 450,000 Reds are in the front lines.

General Van Fleet added that he would
be surprised if the Communists attempted
an offensive similar to their costly but un-
successful major drives in April and May
of last year.

“T am confident we could stop any attack
the Communists might throw at us,” he
said. “It would be a good thing if we could
get those people out of their fox holes and
dugouts to mow them down the way we did
last April and May.

HAS MEN AND AMMUNITION

“We still have an intense desire to do it.
We have enough equipment, men, and am-
munition available. We could do it just as
effectively as we did last year.”

It has been a difficult task for this general
of action to become accustomed to the
change of pace the Eorean conflict took last
November when action across the front

slowed down to a snail's pace. If General
Van Fleet had the decision to make, it seems

certain he would have preferred to continue
offensive maneuvers which cost the Com-
munists heavily in men and equipment.
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But with the armistice talks, political con=
siderations weighed as heavily as Allied mil-
itary operations.

“It was thought we could arrange an armis=
tice if we slowed down in accordance with
the wishes of the people back home who did
not want heavy casualties when there was a
chance for peace,” he sald.

“The future operations of the Eighth Army
are still on the conference table at Pan-
munjom."”

FOE HAS MORE ARTILLERY

General Van Fleet said the Chinese and
North EKoreans have twice as many artillery
pleces as the United Nations strung along the
155-mile battle front and in reserve.

“They are throwing a lot more artillery
shells than they ever have. There are points
on the front where they think nothing of
throwing in concentrations of 1,000 rounds
and more. In other words, they are being
pretty liberal with their shells so they must
have plenty of them."”

General Van Fleet sald Allied artlllery is
better, however, “and that is where we feel
we have the advantage.”

He reported the enemy is using Chinese,
American and Japanese field pleces and has
some new Chinese and Russian guns.

A disconcerting fact for the Allies has been
that the Chinese and North Eorean units
are now at near full strength.

NOT WORRIED OVER ROTATION

*“It wasn't that way before when we were
inflicting heavy casualties on the Reds that
cut deeply into their combat strength,” Gen-
eral Van Fleet observed, recalling the crush-
ing blows his army delivered the Commun=
ists last year.

Communist tank strength along the front
and in reserve totals about three brigades—
roughly 500 tanks—General Van Fleet said.

Concern has been expressed in some quar=
ters that rotation of troops and replacement
of combat-hardened divisions with new units
has weakened the fighting quality of Allied
troops.

General Van Fleet sald morale still is high
among his doughboys. He sald intensive
training has been going on in each unit
while present static conditions exist along
the front.

EXHIBIT 5
[From the New York Times of June 1, 1952]

Van FLEET DoUBTS ATTACK BY FoE Now 214
TiMes S1Ze oF U. N. ARmMY

(By Murray Schumach)

HeApQUARTERS, EIGHTH ARMY, IN KOREa,
May 21.—Gen. James A. Van Fleet, Com=-
mander of United Nations Ground Forces in
Korea, declared today he did not think the
Communists would open an offensive. He
pointed out that although the enemy’s
strength had been Increased considerably
during recent months so had that of the
United Natlons.

(In the Eorean truce negotlations, the
Communists charged the Allies Saturday
with trying to extend the war through mis-
treatment of prisoners.)

In the press conference the general made
no attempt to minimize the manpower, fire
power, and latent air power of the Commu-
nists. They have, he calculated, two and
one-half times the combat strength of the
United Nations and about twice the artillery
power of the Eighth Army. He sald he was
convinced that should the enemy open a
large-scale attack he would undoubtedly
throw in the air power he now has based in
Manchuria. “Personally, I do not believe he
is foolish enough to stage a major offensive,”
he said, “If he did the Eighth Army would
meet it and defeat it decisively.”
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. The general was equally optimistic about
the prisoner of war situation on Koje Island
where about 80,000 Communists are held.
He said conditions on the island off the south
coast of Eorea were very favorable and that
the worst is over.

General Van Fleet does not foresee any
trouble in moving the prisoners from their
present enclosures into compounds holding
not more than 500 prisoners each. He de-
clared that tenslon on the island already had
decreased considerably and was fast dis-
appearing.

“When the time comes to move the pris-
oners from one compound to another, we'll
move them,” he asserted. “Unfortunately,
the great mass of the prisoners there are poor
victims of fanatical leaders and it is the
masses that get hurt rather than those lead-
ers, I do believe that with firm and just
measures, all within the Geneva Convention,
we can soon have uncontested control over
the prisoners and move them quickly.”

Although the general hac conferred with
the President of Eorea, Syngman Rhee, dur-
ing the past week, he declined to discuss
political matters today. The subject of
political problems fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the American Embassy, he indicated.

While the general seemed slightly un-
comfortable in discussing the prisoners of
war and politics, he was completely at ease
and obviously pleased to talk without any
notes on military matters.

U. N. HAS TANK ADVANTAGE

General Van Fleet sald the Eighth Army
had an advantage in tanks and would have
the edge if fighting broke out during the
rainy weather.

The Communists, he sald, fared well dur-
ing the winter and “are really suffering for
nothing for combat.” They had good winter
clothes and received their summer issue
before the United Nations troops did. They
had ample supplies of food and of good
quality among Communist outfits, he said,
and other rations now included such items
as candy, cigarettes, “and even liquor at
times."”

The general sald the enemy forces ob-
viously had “ample quantities of ammuni-
tion,” because “they do not hesitate to fire
any quantity in concentration whenever we
stir them up, and concentrations up to
2,000 rounds are not uncommon,"

There is no doubt, he went on, that de=-
spite the attempt of the United Nations
Air Forces to cut down the forward move=
ment of enemy supplies, the Communists
now have enough at hand to “stage a limited
major offensive.”

Among the United Nations advantages
should there be an enemy offensive, he said,
was that the non-Eorean forces have re-
mained as good or better than during last
year, and “the EKorean Army is many times
better.” During an offensive, too, he pointed
out, the enemy would not be able to replace
supplies with sufficlent speed to maintain
the drive. It was unlikely the enemy could
gather many more North Korean combat
replacement units because “he must be get-
ting down to the bottom of the barrel,” the
general said,

“If I were the enemy I would be extremely
reluctant and would recommend against an
offensive,” the general concluded. * He must
know the Eighth Army, with its trained divi-
elons, fire power, and air and mnaval
support, will make him pay a disastrous
price for any attempt on his part for a major
offensive., In my opinion, he is still smart-
ing over the defeats of last summer and has
no appetite for more of It."”

June 25

ExHIBIT 6
[From the Washington Dally News June 9,
1952]

UntTED STATES GENERAL Savs: “Reps Caw
Drive Us OuUT oF KOREA ANY TIME THEY
ATTACK”

Los ANGELES, CaLrF., June 9.—May. Gen.
Daniel H. Hudelson, commander of the For-
tieth Infantry Division, said here that Com=
munist troops can drive United Nations ar-
mies out of Korea any time they decided to
attack.

General Hudelson, who led the California
National Guard Division into combat in Ko-
rea, returned here from the Orient last night
and stated flatly the Reds have too much
manpower for the U. N. forces.

Asked if he believed the U. N. troops could
hold back the Communists, General Hudel-
son replied: “I certainly do not.”

“They have too much manpower there,
We do not have the manpower to compete
with them,” he said, emphasizing that the
statement was his personal opinion.

“The enemy has the capability of shoving
down right now,” he said.

General Hudelson's statements were in di-
rect contrast to those of Gen. James A, Van
Fleet Eighth Army commander in Korea, who
sald that if Communist forces attacked
United Nations men the Communists would
be “soundly defeated.”

General Van Fleet virtually challenged the
Communists to launch an offensive,

VAN FLEET VIRTUALLY DARES REDS TO ATTACK

SeouL, KOREA, June 9.—Gen. James A. Van
Fleet virtually challenged the Communist
armies today to attack United Nations forces
in Korea and said if they did they would be
“soundly defeated.”

While his troops were knocking back strong
probing attacks along the 155-mile front, the
Eighth Army commander reiterated his faith
in his army’s ability to repel any major of-
fensive mounted by the 1,000,000-man Red
Force.

Van Fleet has conceded that the Reds out-
number the Allies 215 to 1 but he sald the
U. N. forces morale continues high, almost to
the point of wishing the enemy would
attack.

Night raiding B-26 bombers destroyed a
locomotive and a number of boxcars south
of Wonsan on the east coast.

ExaIBrr 7
[From the Washington Daily News of June
10, 1952)
WE'RE WEAK, WE'RE STRONG (?)

If the public has been trying to keep up
with the assorted estimates, predictions,
boasts, and analyses on the state of United
Nations readiness in Korea, it must be mighty
confused.

Here comes Ma). Gen. Daniel H. Hudelson
home from long combat infantry experience
in Eorea to say that if the Communists
launch a major offensive, the U. N. forces
couldn’t hold them.

a;:'\?e simply don't have the manpower,” he
sald.

On the same day, the top commander in
EKorea, Gen. James A, Van Fleet, practically
dares the Reds to start a fight and announces
that if they do they will be soundly defeated.

Yet all official estimates of Communist
strength indicate the U. N. forces are out-
numbered in manpower, guns, and jets.

President Truman, in a speech last week
end, claimed the U. N, still has air superi-
ority over most of North Korea and can
bomb the enemy at will, almost anywhere in
his territory.

Mr. Truman also claimed that our planes
have knocked out eight times as many enemy
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craft as we have lost—in ailr combat. Which
would seem to take mno account of planes
lost to enemy antiaircraft fire.

Only a few days earlier, official Air Force
and Navy reports placed our plane losses at
1,400 since the Korean war began, compared
with an estimated loss of only 400 planes for
the enemy.

That hardly jells with the impression the
President was trylng to create.

If the public can't seem to understand
what is golng on in Eorea, here are some
of the reasons.

ExHIBIT 8

[From the Washington Times-Herald of
June 21, 1952]

Enps aAND MEANS

Becretary Lovett and other spokesmen of
the Defense Department, resisting the cell-
ing of £46,000,000,000 imposed by the House
on military spending, presented an alarm-
ing account of the state of the Nation's
preparedness in testimony before a Senate
Appropriations subcommittee.

Mr, Lovett said that “the Russians are
outbuilding us—we are falling behind, rela-
tively speaking, in the arms race.”

Becretary of the Army Pace said that the
Korean war was eating into reserves of arma-
ment faster than they could be replaced.

of the Air Force Finletter saild,
“We have lost time—time that cannot be re-
couped.”

General Bradley, chairman of the Joint
Chiefs of Btaff, sald that Russia "‘could over-
run today,” and that only Soviet
recognition that American atomic retaliation
would exact a high price has deterred Stalin.

General Twining, Acting Chief of Staff of
the Ailr Force, said that Russia in the last
5 or 6 years has outstripped this country
in aircraft production, particularly in Jet
fighters. The general sald that qualitatively
the Russian air force would equal or surpass
ours by 1954.

There are two things to be said about
these doleful estimates of American pre-
paredness. The first is that in the 7 years
through the end of this month the Truman
administration has had more than $110,000,-
000,000 in appropriations to use in bullding
up a secure defense for the United States.
The testimony of the President's service
chieftains shows how little has been achieved
through this vast outlay.

The second pertinent point is that the
administration has taken on an unsupport-
able burden of foreign policy commitments,
s0 that no matter how much is spent it will
never be enough to cover them all. It is
fighting a war in Eorea at a cost reckoned
by Lovett at §9,000,000,000 to date and $400,-
000,000 every additional month. It 1is
pledged to arm, in whole or in part, 13 allies
under the North Atlantic Pact, and West
Germany, which may cost us as much as
$4,500,000,000 over the next 3 years.

We are staking the French in Indochina
to arms, the Nationalist Chinese in Formosa,
the Filipinos, the Japanese, and, presump-
tively, the Australians and New Zealanders.
Althcugh our Air Force in Eorea is Inferior
to that of the Communists, the first multi-
jet bomber wing organized for combat has
been sent to a base in England rather than
to Korea, where the war is on.

But Mr. Truman wasn't talking about his
administration’s project of underwriting the
status quo everywhere in the world and mak-
ing every war an American war. There 18
no bargain-counter way to do that. In
truth, the entire resources of the American
Treasury, now and in the future, can hardly
make an impression in fulfilling such a
project.

We are overcommitted In our pledges to
the world. The foolhardy attempt to fulfill
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them has stripped us virtually bare of the
means of defending ourselves.

ExHIBIT 8

[From the Washington Dally News of May
26, 1952]
May HAvE Guns—POW's ARM FOR BATTLE

EoJo Istanp, Eorea, May 26.—An Ameri-
can officer sald today Communist war pris-
oners inside Red-controlled compounds on
Koje are arming themselves for battle.

First Lt. Robert L. Stock, of the 187th Air-
borne Regiment, on guard duty here, said
& Communist arsenal was operating in one
compound and was “presumed” to be mak-
ing small guns to resist any effort to enter
the enclosures.

The officer’s report made it appear virtual-
1y certain that any U. N. attempt to regain
control inside the compounds would result
in a bloody fight.

It was disclosed that the rebellious cap-
tives also have built battlefield-type defenses
inside the compounds and stocked a supply
of home-made weapons including gasoline
bombs.

CRUDE FORGE

Army engineers plugged an escape tun-
nel to the outside from notorious Com=
pound 76, where Col. Francis T. Dodd was
kidnapped May 7 and held hostage for 78
hours.

It was in this compound, Lieutenant Stock
sald, that the Communists are turning out
knives, tomahawks, steel-tipped spears and
gasoline “Molotov cocktalls.” He said they
also had crude but serviceable wire cutters.

Lieutenant Stock said the prisoners used
& crude forge to make weapons from wood,
barbed wire, and steel gasoline drums.

Prisoners also were bullding supply piles
of rocks, placing them on the thin roofs of
barracks in Compound 76. " In Compound 986,
they broke large rocks into smaller ones
that could be thrown easily.

The prisoners also defiantly raised for-
bidden flags and propaganda banners with-
in all but 3 of the 17 compounds although
they had hauled them down in 8 compounds
Saturday on orders from Brig. Gen. Haydon
L. Boatner, the Koje commandant.

General Boatner brought in flame-throw-
ing jeeps to patrol the compound areas.
Flame-throwing tanks already were on the
scene.

TUNNELS

One officer reported that the prisoners
were believed to have assembled a jeep of
their own within one compound from parts
smuggled in over a pericd of months.

Additional weapons—possibly even guns
and ammunition—could have been smuggled
into the compounds through-a tunnel from
the outside into Compound 66, and distribu-
ted to other compounds through connecting
tunnels.

The tunnel from compound 66 to the oute
side was collapsed and filled in. Two other
funnels connecting compounds 66 and 76
were to be destroyed immediately. Whether
other tunnels connected the various com-
pounds was not known,

Lieutenant Stock sald light observation
planes were flylng over the compounds to
meake photographs which could be studied
for additional evidence. They already have
spotted defense trenches and what appear
to be deeply dug bunkers.

AVOID INCIDENTS

He said the captives got their metal for
weapons from 65-gallon gasoline drums,
The gasoline was sent into the compounds
to furnish heating fuel. It was cut off sev-
eral days ago when it was discovered they
were storing gasoline and making clay fire
bombs with it.
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Allied troops still were on the outside of
the compounds.

General Boatner told newsmen the Com=-
munists could have broken out of their com-
pounds during recent disorders “if they had
wanted to,” but would have taken “hundreds
of casualties.”

He warned newly arrived British guard re-
inforcements not to start any fights with the
prisoners. He sald they must avold any in-
cldents that would hurt the U. N. position.

He sald it would require considerable con=-
struction for the next few weeks to set up
smaller compounds so the prisoners can be
separated into smaller, more easily controlled
groups.

An officer said they expected some trouble
when the Reds are herded into 500-man en-
closures. At present the 80,000 prisoners on
the island are held in 17 compounds. Some,
such as the infamous 76, hold as many
as 6,000,

“We don't want to kill prisoners,” General
Boatner told the British Commonwealth
troops—Canadians and the King's Shrop-
shire Light Infantry. “We don't want to
kill one prisoner.”

CLARK CEACKED DOWN ON DODD AND COLSON

Mild punishments were originally recom-
mended for the two generals who were finally
demoted in connection with the Koje Island
prison camp revolt, a reliable source re-
vealed today.

The military board which first investigated
the prison camp fiasco proposed that the
Army deal leniently with Brig. Gen. Francis
T. Dodd, captured by his Communist pris-
oners, and Brig. Gen. Charles F. Colson, who
made concessions to the Reds to secure Gen-
eral Dodd’s release.

The board's findings, however, were re-
viewed by a board of inquiry convened by
Supreme Allied Commander Mark W. Clark,

General Clark then recommended that
Generals Dodd and Colson be broken to colo-
nel, their permanent rank, and Gen. J. Law=
ton Collins, Army Chief of Stafl, concurred.

ExHIBIT 10
[From the American Mercury of July]
TrADING WITH THE ENEMY?

LoNpon, June 4, 1952.—The British Empire
sold Russia more raw rubber the first 4
E%?ths of this year than she did during all of

Britain and Malaya sold 63,900 tons of
rubber to Russia in 1949, 77,900 tons in 19850,
56,000 tons in 1951.

Figures for reexports from Britaln and di-
rect exports from Malaya combined for the
first 4 months of this year: January, 13,325;
February, 18,914; March, 16,607; April, 9,579.
Total for 4 months: 58,425, (New York
World-Telegram and Sun.)

BonN, GERMANY, June 3, 1952.—The Mu-
tual Security Agency’s special mission here
disclosed today that it had taken provisional
action against 87 West German concerns be-
cause of “improper trade with companies in
the Soviet orbit.”

The disclosure indicated the seriousness
United States officials attached to the ap-
parent predilection of West German busi-
nessmen to trade with the Communist-domi-
nated East. (The New York Times.)

WasHINGTON, May 31, 1852.—Experts are
inclined to agree that the temptation for
Japan to increase its trade with the Com-
munist countries of Asia will mount as time
goes on, for the simple reason that Moscow
favors such trade and because it is consid-
ered cheaper for Japan to obtain raw mate-
rials from Asian sources than from such far-
away places as America. (New York World-
Telegram and Sun.)
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Exu1siT 11
Casualties of United States major wars

5 Numbers | Battle Other Total Wounds Tntal.
War Branch of service engaged | deaths | deaths | deaths m?:?sa 1 utaisal;s;l

Revolutionary War, 1775 to | Army 4,044 6,004
1783, = Navy._. "342 114
Marines. 40 70

L 1 S LRI IS e - E & O e e ) R
‘War of 1812, 1812 to 1815. 1,950 4, 000
g Eand oty e s i e " 265 439
45 - 66
2,260 4, 505

Mexican War, 1846 to 1848 ... 1, ?2{ 11, 550 13,271 4, mg 17,373

i L b 5 I FSRiia it Fp T e L7l e
iz 1,733 4,152

Civil War,? 15861 to 1865 110,238 | 240,200 | 350,528 | 280,040 639, 565

2,112 2,411 4,523 1,710 6,233

4 412 376 144 520

____________ 112,414 | 252,013 | 384,427 | 281,804 6486, 321

Epanish-American War, 1808... , 564 345 2, 565 2,910 1,512 4,422

22, 875 10 0 10 47 57

3,321 6 0 6 21 a2

Total_ ... 306, 760 361 2, 565 2,926 1, 580 4, 506

‘World War I, 1917 to 1018...... Army..oooeo...| 4,057,101 50, 510 60,446 | 119,956 | 193,663 313,619

Navy... £23) 473, 262 436 7,285 7,721 884 8, 605

Marnes....eq..- 78,827 2,457 787 3,244 7,714 10, 958

k) e 4, 609, 190 53,403 71,815 | 130,921 | 202, 261 333, 182

World War II, 1841 to 1045_.... AT ars 10,420,000 | 237, 049 68, 957 | 306,006 | 571,822 877, 828

lav .| 4,424, 557 36, 488 23, 618 60, 106 32,754 92, 860

669,100 | 19, 568 4,080 | 23,657 55, 396 79,053

Total 13, 513, 657 | 203,105 06,004 | 389,760 | 659,972 | 1,049, T4l

1 Excludes captured or interned and missing in action who were subsequently returned to military control.

2 Un;lg!n forees only. Totals should probably be somewhat larger as data on disposition of prisoners are far from
complete,

1 Army data inelude Afr Force. Note: All data are subject to revision. For wars before World War I, information
represents best data from available records. However, due to incomplete records and possible differences in usage
of tcrminolng, reporting systems, ete,, figures should be considered esti Leaders ( ) indicate that
information s not available.

Bource: Information Please Almanac, 1952,

Edited by John EKieran. New York, Macmillan, 1951. p. 232

Report on United States casualties, summary No. 94

The Department of Defense announced the following report of battle casualiies in the
Korean area, based on notification to next of kin cumulated for the periocd through midnight,
Friday, June 6, 1952:

Total De-
7 Marine
partment Army Navy Air Forea
of Defense Corps
1. Total casualties (sum of items 3, 4, and 5) .. ....... 109, 712 88, 832 1,375 18,318 1,187
2, Totzal deaths (sum of items 3, 48, and 58) ceeemeeean 19, 317 16, 131 301 2 445 440
8. Killed in'action, total-_ .- ... __._____ 17, 316 14, 501 233 2, 061 431
4, Wounded in action... 79, 918 62, 920 1,031 15,919 43
a. Died.of wounds. . ..oeeeraeeemcaanean 1,802 1,397 12 9
b. Other (current wounded, returned to duty,
evacuated to the United States, ete.)..... 78,116 61, 523 1,019 15, 535 39
5. Missing in action, total 112,478 111,321 111 338 708
a. Died 100 143 56 0 0
b. Returned to military controla oo oeeeeeeeoo 1, 381 1,319 2 20 40
¢. Current captured Al 1, 1,219 0 0 4
diCurrentossing -0 L i 19, 675 18, 640 63 318 664

Note.—These ﬂJgurea represent cumulative casualties for which notification to next of kin was effected through
midnight Friday, June 6, 1952. They do not reflect all casualties which have occurred up to that time because of lﬁe
time lapse required to receive notifications of individual casnalties from the Far East and to verify and process these
notifications in the headquarters of each service. The data indicate the enmulative number of permanent and tem-
porary losses from effective military strength as the result of enemy action.

1 Reflects revisions of previously reported figures,

ExHIBIT 12
[From the Evening Star of June 19, 1952]
Pace To Ask CONGRESS FOR MoRE FORCES IF
Eorea War CONTINUES

Becretary of the Army Pace said last night
*it will be imperative * * * to ask Congress
for more men” if the war in Korea con-
tinues.

He did not say how many more would be
required. The United States now has near-
1y 38,500,000 men under arms in the Army,
Navy, and Air Force.

The Secretary gave his appraisal to a Sen-
ate Appropriations subcommittee in a pre-
pared statement made public by Senator
O’'MaHONEY, Democrat, of Wyoming. Senator
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O'MaHoNEY is chairman of the group, which
met in closed session.

SEEKS MORE FREEDOM ON FUNDS

Mr. Pace appealed to Congress for more
money and more freedom to spend it for
arming than the House has voted.

He sald the Army has only 20 of the 21
divisions it needs, and could not afford to
expand under the §46,000,000,000 ceiling the
House has voted on military spending.

**Of the 20-division army now in being, we
have 8 divisions in the Far East and 5 In
Europe,” he said. *“Of the remaining 7 in
the United States, we have been able to main-
tain only 1 as a strategic reserve, ready and
capable of immediate deployment overseas.

EXPLAINS BASIS FOR VIEWS

“If we are called on to continue the war in
Korea into fiscal year 1853 [starting July 1],
as now appears virtually certain, the support
requirements placed on our forces here at
home will be greater and their state of readi-
ness correspondingly even less favorable.”

ExHIBIT 13

(Exhibit 13 1s “individual views of certain
members of the Joint Committee on Armed
Services and Foreign Relations of the United
States Senate relating to hearings held on
the dismissal of General MacArthur and the
military situation in the Far East, May 3-
June 27, 1951.”)

ExmIBIT 14

[From U, 8. News & World Report of Feb-
ruary 1, 1952]
DeatH DeSERVES & REasoN—A Lerrer From
Korea .
(This letter, written by an enlisted man
serving in a medical battalion, is a soldier’s
cry for justification of the sacrifice that he
and others make in Korea. Expressing ap-
proval of certain principles outlined from
time to time on this page with reference to
the spirit of America, he reminds us again
that there must be an alternative to armed
warfare—another way to freedom and peace
than militarism and death. His letter speaks
for itself.—David Lawrence, Editor.)

My war experiences in-Korea have awak-
ened me to the sad condition of the world
today. I am desirous of submitting, for
your respectful consideration the impres-
sions and views of an Amerlcan serviceman
who has both witnessed and contributed to
the many outrages of costly war. My 8
months in Korea have revealed much to me.

For quite some time now I've been of the
opinion that our leaders are selling their
constituents short. Whether or not this is
the intended or inevitable result of their
selfish applications, the unfortunate out-
come cannot be ignored.

Why cannot sober, intelligent people be
easily awakened? Are we such sound sleep-
ers that we are impervious to the loud cries
of the warnings about us? Or if we recog-
nize these signals, why don't we act? Are
we afraid? Or weak? Or disinterested? .

It is too little to say that I am saddened
by the tragedy of armed rule; so strongly
have the black features of blood-fed war
been engraved upon my sensibilities; I am
now a resolute reformer who plans to stoutly
oppose the threat that both militarism and
the current wave of political corruption
are massing against the very thing we be-
Heve we are defending—{reedom.

My long service experience has exposed
much that is dangerous to our democratic
way.: waste, extravagance, inefficlency, the
caste system, inconsistencies of administra-
tive policies, gross injustices and unfairness,
mass classification and control, poor plan-
ning and execution—all pecullar to the
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armed services. In my mind, regimentation
can never become a healthy ally of a free,
objective thinking peoples. It stands as a
serious threat and must be checked and
overhauled. It is inconcelvable how any
military group can become popular in Amer-
ica. The doctrines of regimentation are in
sharp conflict with the honorable principles
of freedom. Any move toward military
control will meet violent resistance and
crushing defeat by the heroic firebrands of
liberty—the American citizenry.

Despite my many complaints and rebel-
lions against the numerous faults of our
Government and Armed Forces, I wish to
emphasize: (1) I am proud of my American
heritage and will defend, with even my life,
the inherent freedoms in man, and (2) my
resentments do not prevent me in the least
from playing a competent role as an Ameri-
can serviceman. This s a very real war at
times and many men painfully die. This
consideration alone is sufficient to make any
other motives obscure and so directs my
wholehearted efforts to spare American lives.
Often the only way to do this is by destroy-
ing the enemy. This we have done at times,

Clearly, I am not an advocate of war and
its attendant devices, Nor do I propose an
overthrow of our agencies but suggest,
rather, a purge that would cleanse and pro-
vide substantial foundation for the old, but
neglected, precepts of liberty as conceived by
America’'s inspired and resolute founding
fathers.

My pains are real. I've been wet with the
warm, fresh blood of a dying boy. I've
watched it make thick pools on the ground
and seen the color fade from once smiling
and hopeful faces. I wished to God I could
have given answers to the imploring ques=-
tions I read on the sllent lips. It is tragic
that such a supreme sacrifice cannot gain
consolation, if not merit, from the recogni-
tion of clearly defined issues for which it is
made. To me death deserves, at least, a rea-
son. I see none in the beclouded and warped
diplomatic volleys of contemporary and wide-
spread popularity. These young men—is
this our secret weapon? Our productive
know-how? Our power punch? I think
Doty % .

My war lessons have been costly but not
without important gains. For I see more
clearly than ever before that the defense
and preservation of freedom and its popular
tenant, democracy, lies not in armed war-
fare, but in the constructive example of
righteous lving, Unnatural war has
equipped me with the very implements with
which I seek to destroy it. It is paradoxical
that we decide to promotc peace by all-out
subscription to its worst enemy, war. More
than this, the destruction and tragedy in its
wake are contrary to the patterns of man’s
natural evolution,

There is much to be done. I love my
America. I've fought for her, and will at
any time she is endangered. I am driven not
by any blind heritage—not by a brightly wav-
ing flag—but by America’s people who in
themselves are freedom’s own army: democ-
racy, kindness, honor, and courage. It is as
you say: “There is no strength comparable
to the strength of a nation whose people
know the meaning of sacrifice.”

ExHIBIT 15

[From U. 8. News & World Report of June
27, 1952]

ARE CoMMUNISTS WINNING IN KoREA?—THEY
Have More MEN, Tanks, Pranes—U. N.
AT STANDSTILL
Toxyo.—Communists in Korea are push-

ing far ahead of U. N. forces in the build-

up for any future renewal of full-scale war.

Communists at this point are winning in

the race for dominant strength.

XCVIII—504
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A year ago, at the start of the second year
of war, Communist armies were defeated—a
ragtag, bobtail outfit, badly mauled. Losses
in battle had been staggering, U. N. forces,
largely American and South Eorean, had
smashed their armies, destroyed most of their
equipment, put them on the ropes.

It was then that Jacob Malik, acting for
Russia’s Stalin, proposed a truce.

Now, at the start of the second year of
the truce talks and the third year of war,
Communist armies are vastly stronger than
ever before, in manpower, in equipment, in
training. At the same time, U. N. forces
are little stronger in numbers, about the
same in equipment, weaker in experlence,
battle-tested personmnel.

A year from now, if present trends are
continued, Communist strength in Eorea
may be overwhelming. The war at that
time will be entering Its fourth year and
the truce talks their third year. All signs
are that the Communists are determined to
push ahead as rapldly as possible in their
continuing build-up.

Three new Chinese armles, totaling 75,000
to 100,000 men, are reported both by the
British and by the Chinese Nationalists to
have moved into Eorea in recent weeks.
Afrcraft from protected airfields across the
Yalu River are more daring. Use of artillery
by the Communists is in a rilsing trend. A
big and steady increase in available armor
is reported by U. N. intelligence sources.

The Communists, military commanders
discover, are using the truce talks as a cover
for a rapid build-up of their own forces
and as a device for discouraging a build-up
of U. N. forces.

In a single year of talks, the Communists
have worked a revolution in relative military
strength between their forces and those of
the U. N. In a second year of talks, the
Communists will strive to make ever greater
gains.

Manpower in Communist armies in Eorea
has about doubled in size in this year.
Where the Communist armiles a year ago
were defeated and demoralized, now they are
fresh and trained. Then they were short of
food, had little clothing. Now they are well
fed, well clothed, ready to fight. Many of
them are veterans with battle experience.

U. N. forces are little larger now than
before the truce year started. Thelr prin-
cipal gain in eflective strength has come
through the renovation of South Eorean di-
visions. A year ago, only two of these di-
visions could be counted upon for real fight-
ing. Today, American commanders say that
the 10 South Korean divisions compare fav=-
orable with other U. N, units. American di=-
visions, meanwhile; have been brought up
to full strength. But rotation has sent
home the veterans. The Americans now in
Korea are not the battle-tested fighters who
had the Communists on the run a year ago.

Much of the U. N. Army in Korea, thus,
lacks experience in large-scale combat. Nu-
merically, the Communists are far stronger.
They still are short of the 3 to 1 superiority
needed for an offensive with chances of suc=
cess, but they are increasing in strength
steadily.

In equipment, Communists gains in the
truce year have been sensational .

Tank forces of the Communists had been
destroyed just before the truce talks started.
The Russian T-34s, which a year earlier had
led the original p1'sh of the Communists into
South Korea, had been knocked out by U. N.
planes and guns or had been captured.

With artillery it was the same story.
When the truce talks started, the Commu-
nists armies had been reduced to a fleeing
rabble. They had some small arms, a few
mortars and hand grenades, but no heavy
weapons.

&o11

Today, after a year's respite, the Commmu-
nists have three tank brigades in Eorea.
They are believed to have 500 to 1,000 tanks
and self-propelled guns. Estimates are that
the Communists are about equal to U. N.
forces In armor strength and soon will be
stronger.

The Communists today have more artil-
lery in Eorea than the U. N. Their guns are
well placed and capably manned. Supplies
of ammunition are large enougzh so that
Communist commanders think nothing of
firing 5,000 rounds in support of some minor,
local action.

In antiaircraft artillery, the build-up is
especially impressive. The Communists are
well supplied with Russian-made antiair-
craft guns, radar-equipped. These guns are
concentrated around vital targets in North
Korea. Communists guns, during the year
of truce talks, have knocked down more
than 500 U. N. planes.

In the air, Communist gains are even more
sensational. When the truce talks started,
the Communists had no effective air power.
U. N. alr forces, with overwhelming superi-
ority, blasted targets all over North Eorea,
virtually at will, Today, with an estimated
1,700 military planes, the Communists
strongly challenge U, N. ailr supremacy.

In numbers, Communist and U. N. planes
are about equal. However, more than half
of the Communist planes are jet interceptors.
Russian-made, they can outperform most
U. N. planes under some conditions. Be-
cause of their short range, they do not ven-
ture far from their Manchurian bases. But
they are very fast, and they are making it
hard for U. N. bombers to get at targets in
North EKorea.

Because of them, the big American B-208's
have stopped making attacks by daylight.
Smaller bombers now have to take jet-fighter
escorts when they go on daylight missions.

Handicap to the Communist air force is its
lack of airfields in North Korea. With fields
closer to the front lines, their planes would
be able to intercept U. N. planes more effec-
tively and to attack ground troops. The
Communists, thus, have been trying for many
months to bulld airfields in North Korea.

So far, U. N. planes have been able to
knock out these fields before they were ready
for use, The Communists are persistent,
however, and they have an unlimited supply
of laborers, Airfields in North Eorea, once
in operation, can spell trouble for U. N,
forces.

A new alr threat now is beginning to ap-
pear in the form of an improved jet plane.
U. N. observers say this new Russian plane
seems to be heavier and to have a longer
range than the jet now the backbone of the
Communist air force. With large numbers
of longer-range planes, the Communists could
carry the air war back of U, N. lines.

Behind this build-up is the armament in-
dustry of Russia. Where the United States
quickly converted her war plants to civilian
production at the end of World War II, Russia
has kept right on producing munitions. The
end of that war made no change in Russia’s
policy of military priority on all goods—
clvilian existence on what is left, if any-
thing. Now the munitions industries of
Czechoslovakia and other satellites also are
producing arms of Russian types.

Aircraft production in Russla, small at the
end of World War II, has been extended so
rapidly that today Russian factories are turn-
ing out military planes faster than the United
States.

The Communists have these industrial re-
sources, along with China’s vast manpower,
to draw upon in building their forces. They
have in North Eorea a well-trained, well-
armed ground force in place of the poorly
armed troops that were on the run when
truce talks started. They have built their
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alr force to the point where it challenges
U. N. supremacy.

An all-ouf offensive is not expected yet
from the Communists, in spite of their ine
creased strength, Their ground forces have
not reached the point where they can knock
U. N. troops out of their strong positions,
and their air force still is not able to operate
back of U. N. lines.

One year of truce talks, however, has en=
abled the Communists to build up to for-
midable strength. Truce talks, if they go on
long enough, can be expected to see this
build-up reach the point where the Commu-
nists can try to push the U. N, out of North
Eorea.

Ex=I1BIT 16
[From the New York Times of June 4, 1952]

ProsPECT oF TrRuck Dim, U. N. A HoLps—
Eorea ReLIEF CHIEF WILL Base HELr FPro-
GRAM oN PrEMISE oF No HaLT IN War Now

(By Michael L. Hoffman)

GENEVA, June 3.—After a 6-week on-the-
spot survey of the situation in Eorea, J. Don-
ald Kingsley, United Nations Agent General
for Korean Reconstruction, has decided to
base all his planning on the assumption that
there would be no armistice in the Korean
war in the foreseeable future.

This abandonment of hope for an armi-
stice, which drastically alters the United Na-
tions programs for reconstruction, stems from
the view that the Communists’ demands for
forcible repatriation of all war prisoners are
deliberately intended to make settlement im-
possible. However, Mr. Kingsley believes,
and is acting on the assumption, that a
fairly stable front will be maintained and
that the Eighth Army is fully capable of
holding a line of its choice more or less in-
definitely in the face of anything the Com-
munists can throw against it.

In line with this reasoning, Mr. Kingsley
and his top staff have begun framing an
entirely new kind of venture in United Na-
tions operations. They want to mobilize all
the United Nations resources and those of
its specialized agencies for a concentrated
and coordinated drive in the area behind the
arms front to reconstruct a workable civilian
economy despite continuing hostilities in the
center of the stricken peninsula.

BATTLE BEHIND FRONT

It is Mr. Kingsley's view, as expressed to
officials of the specialized agencies with whom
he is consulting here, that while the battle
for Eorea will not be lost by the Eighth Army
it may be lost behind the front. His recent
survey of the area has convinced him that
local administration is so bad, health, com-
munications, and agricultural conditions so
poor and the fear of guerrilla activity so great
that if the situation continues unchanged
there will be nothing much left worth fight-
ing for in’ South Korea.

In the past, a serlous attack on all these
problems has been postponed in the hope of
an armistice. While this has been a normal
and reasonable reaction to events, Mr. King-
sley believes that an attack on the economic
and social front must be made without wait-
ing any longer for an armistice that may
never come.

Mr. Kingsley already has reached a pre-
liminary agreement with the directors of
the Food and Agriculture Organization in
Rome and of the International Labor Office
and World Health Organization in Geneva
on the part these agencies can play in the
program. He will consult with the Director
General of the United Nations Educational,
Sclentific, and Cultural Organization in
Parils later this week before returning to
New York. All the agencies reached thus
far have promised full cooperation.

MUCH AID ALREADY GIVEN

The United Nations Korean Reconstruc-
tion Agency, which Mr. Eingsley heads as
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Secretary General Trygve Lie's representa-
tive, is already providing a great deal of
assistance to South Eorea in a variety of
fields, from central banking to public
health. No effort has as yet been made,
however, to develop a comprehensive pro-
gram for putting the whole economy in
working, order.

As the first step In his new project Mr.
KEingsley has asked each agency to prepare
a b-year program to make the Eorean econ-
omy viable. All these programs will be
drawn up in Eorea with constant contact
among the agencies to keep them related to
one another.

No one concerned is underestimating the
difficulties involved in trying to do the re-
construction job. There is a profound con-
vietion, however, among United Nations
civillan authorities and, Mr. Kingsley be-
lieves, a rapidly growing conviction among
the United States military authorities who
act for the United Nations in Korea, that
the western position throughout Asia and
the Middle East hangs more on the future
handling of the Eorean areas under western
control than on any other single factor.

Exmisrr 17
[From the New York Times of May 21, 1952]

Joy Accuses Reps oF Vicious TAcTics—Says
FoeE SEEERS To PERPETUATE STALEMATE IN
KOREAN WAR—CALLS ABUSE A Niw Low
Toryo, Wednesday, May 21.—Vice Adm.

Charles Turner Joy, senior United Nations

delegate at the truce discussions in Pan-

munjom, accused the Communists yester-
day of “seeking by every vicious means at
your disposal” to block an armistice in the

Korean war, “If you seek to perpetuate a

stalemate you will continue with your pres-

ent pointless action,” he said. “The respon-
gibility is yours.”

Admiral Joy was replying to another
lengthy speech by Lt. Gen. Nam Il, in which
the North Korean again accused the United
Nations command of murderous violence
against war prisoners in South EKorean
stockades where new rioting broke out yes-
terday.

The meeting was the longest in a fort-
night and after adjournment Admiral Joy
told correspondents the Communists had
reached a new low in abuse.

TO TAKE NEW POSITION

Admiral Joy, who has conducted the ne-
gotiations since their start last summer and
who shortly is to become superintendent
of the United States Naval Academy at An-
napolis, sald: “I have been here nearly 1014
months but I have not heard such vicious,
degrading propaganda as that thrown at us
today. You have to read it to believe it.
They accused us of foreibly retaining pris-
oners of war and of almost every other
crime possible.”

For more than 2 weeks the Communists
have called for daily sessions of the plenary
delegations, admittedly not to discuss ar-
mistice terms but to *“tell the truth to the
world” regarding alleged American atrocl-
ties.

General Nam reiterated the well-worn
argument that the series of prison riots,
which the United Nations Command said
were carried out by a hard core of Commu-
nists in South Eorean stockades and presum-
ably were directed from the outside,
“proved” that the prisoners had repudiated
the United Nations’ principle of voluntary
repatriation of captives after an armistice.

COLSON LETTER CITED

General Nam cited the letter written to
the prisoners by Brig. Gen. Charles F. Colson
in an attempt to obtain the freedom of his
kidnaped predecessor, Brig. Gen. Francis T.
Dodd. The communication was repudiated
by the headquarters of the United Nations
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Commander, Gen. Mark W. Clark, as ex-
torted under duress.

“Your commandant admitted to the world
your inhumane treatment and murderous
violence against our captured personnel,”
the North Korean general said. The riots, he
added, “killed and buried the myth that our
captured personnel refused to be repatri-
ated.”

“No matter what despicable means you
use you cannot quiet the righteous voice of
our captured personnel,” General Nam said,
“and no amount of distortion and slander
can twist our stand.”

General Nam's long statement apparently
was made in answer to the point Admiral
Joy scored the previous day—that the Com-
munists earlier in the proceedings had
agreed openly to screening of prisoners to
determine how many wished to return north
of the thirty-eighth parallel after a truce.
Admiral Joy had pointed out that the Com-
munist charges of illegality of the poll be-
gan only after it was determined fewer than
half of the captives would elect to return to
their former command.

The admiral yesterday Informed the Com-
munists their stand was “fraudulent and
hypoeritical.”

United Nations headquarters announced
the appointment of Brig. Gen. Frank C, Mc-
Connell, assistant division commander of
the United Btates Twenty-fifth Division, as
a new member of the armistice delegation,
Admiral Joy will be succeeded as chief dele-
gate by Maj. Gen. Willlam K. Harrison Jr.,
and General McConnell will take General
Harrison's place.

ExaisrT 18

[From the Washington Evening Star of
March 25, 1952]

ATTEMPT To Hme “Last GIVE-AWAY"?—
GENERAL RIncway MapE Two PuzzuiNe
STATEMENTS IN 72 HouRs; CALLED PEACE
BHAKY, THEN ASKED UNITED STATES PEOPLE'S
PATIENCE

(By Constantine Brown)

Gen. Matthew Ridgway made two puz-
zling statements within 72 hours. Last
Thursday, he warned a group of Japanese
editors about the dangers to Japan from a
concentration of a massive Soviet ground,
air, and naval force in Siberia and the Sea of
Japan and intimated that that force could
be set in motion in a short time against
Japan. This was interpreted to mean that
peace is even more shaky in the Far East
than most superficially informed people be-
lieved.

Then Sunday the general urged the Ameri-
can people to have patience with the slow-
moving Eorean cease-fire parley because on
its outcome depends the peace of the world.
This statement was followed by the an-
nouncement of a partial news blackout re-
garding the last and most important part of
the negotiations—the question of the ex-
change of prisoners of war. It was ex-
plained from Tokyo that “confidential ses-
slons” might give staff officers more leeway
in working out a compromise on this dead-
locked issue.

The cease-fire talks have not been con-
ducted completely in the open. The repre-
sentatives of the belligerents met in tents at
Panmunjom where they talked for an inter-
minable time. Then the American public-
relations officer, Brig. Gen. Willlam P. Nuch-
ols, gave the reporters a briefing related to
the day's developments. Only the high-
lights of the negotiations were presented.
And when it was inadvisable to present more
than a sketchy picture, General Nuchols con-
fined himself to stating that no or little
progress had been made. The one thing (he
American people back home actually learned
was the reason why the negotiations were
difficult. The American public-relations offi-
cer succeeded in obtaininz the American
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people’s backing by informing them cor-
rectly about the preposterous demands of the
enemy, thus preparing public opinion for
the step-by-step concessions we were mak-
ing. Although these concessions were not
always palatable, they were only mildly op-
posed at home. For all intents and pur-
poses, however, General Nuchols had a free
hand to withhold information from the
American reporters.

General Ridgway's decision to pull the cur-
tain of total secrecy on the remainder of the
talks dealing with the vital exchange-of-pris-
oners problems appear strange since it was
he who last summer protested most vigor-
ously the attempts of the Red delegates to
prohibit newspaper correspondents from en-
tering the armistice discussion area. He
actually ordered all negotiations stopped un-
til the enemy agreed to permit the press to
cover the meetings. The present news black-
out imposed by him will be interpreted,
rightly or wrongly, as an attempt to hide a
“last give away” and facllitate the signa-
ture of a “package” armistice which may be
opportune for the administration’s domes-
tic political purposes but will not give us
the security advantages in Korea, which he
set out to obtain.

For this reason some political quarters in
Washington believe that the new move an-
nounced Sunday by General Ridgway was
not his own idea but was imposed on him
by higher quarters in Washington. Gen-
eral Ridgway cannot forget that the Chinese
Communists employed similar tactics dur-
ing their negotiations with Generalissimo
Chiang Kai-shek In 1946. They then agreed
to an armistice to be supervised by United
States truce teams, and after they regrouped
their forces and received more military sup-
plies from Moscow, they did not hesitate to
break it and took Manchuria from the Na-
tlonalists. This was followed by their
complete victory over the American-friendly
Nanking government.

As for the effect the signature of a truce
in Korea would have on world peace, the
expectations of General Ridgway seem to be
contradicted not only by the statements in
Washington of Secretary of Defense Robert
A. Lovett who spoke last week about the
arrival of Chinese Red troops in Indochina,
where a shooting war is expected to grow in
intensity, but also by his own statements
that the Russians are concentrating large
forces with Japan as their final aim.

The Chinese and Korean negotiators at
Panmunjom have given no reason to induce
the most optimistic individual in the world—
and General Ridgway is a realist—that they
look favorably toward a peace in Asia. Their
truculent, deceitful and scornful attitude
throughout these 9 months of negotiations
has never changed. And if anybody has any
doubts about the Kremlin's dictation of
armistice terms he has only to draw a paral-
lel between the accusations of the Reds
that we are using germ warfare and the
murder of the 14,000 Polish officers during the
last war in the EKatyn Forest.

In both cases the strictly neutral Inter-
national Red Cross at Geneva was invited to
investigate by the West, and in both cases
such investigation was scornfully rejected by
Moscow.

ExHIBIT 19

[From the Washington Daily News of March
11, 1952]

Joy Says REps WILL STaLL UNTIL WE FORCE A
DECISION

Vice Adm. C. Turner Joy, senior United
Nations truce delegate, believes the Com-
munists will continue to stall on a EKorean
armistice until we force them to come to
terms.

Admiral Joy’s statement, made in reply to
a question cabled him by United Press, was
the strongest he has made since the truce
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talks opened July 10, 1951. The question:
“Why are the Reds stalling?”
THE ONLY LOGIC

“While no good purpose is served in spec-
ulating on specific Communist reasons or on
immediate Communist objectives, one fact
is fixed and clear,” he said in reply.

“The Communists are motivated simply
and exclusively by self interest. They will
stall as long as they helleve it is to their
advantage to stall. They will quit stalling
when they are convinced that it 1s no longer
to their advantage.

“While patience and cold logic constantly
repeated are indispensable in negotiating
with the Communists, they can never be de-
cisive. The only real logic to the Com-~-
munists is the imperative logic of military
pressure.

“Until such time as we force them to come
to terms, we can look forward to endless de-
bate over their senseless side issues and their
arrogant and ludicrous proposals.”

NO TIME FOR TRIFE

Meanwhile, at Panmunjom, &an allled
truce delegate warned the Communists today
that he will walk out of Korean armistice
meetings if they continue to insult the U. N.

“There is a limit beyond which we are not
going to go,” he told newsmen after a 57-
minute meeting on exchanging prisoners.
“I am not going to sit and listen to that
tripe. I’ll just get up and walk out.”

The Communists on Sunday had accused
the U. N. command of “inhuman and bar-
barous” acts against Red prisoners, includ-
ing forged tatooing and threatening them
with bayonets and hand grenades to join
anti-Communist societies,

Admiral Libby called Red accusations com-
pletely groundless.

“Unless and until you decide to negotiate,”
he told the Reds, “we can see no hope for
any actual progress in resolving the issues
confronting us.”

PLAGUE IN THE NORTH

Allied intelligence has reports that cholera,
typhus and bubonic plague are ravaging
North Korea. While our serums and vac-
cines protect South Koreans and U. N. troops,
the Reds apparently have no such controls.
Recent Red charges we're waging germ war=
fare are probably made in an attempt to
shift blame to keep from their own people
their inability to provide preventive meas-
ures, our experts say.

WAR IN THE AIR

While the ground front was quiet, U. N.
gircraft ralded to the Yalu, striking rail
lines and shooting up the Red capital,
Pyongyang. Sabres jumped MIGs near the
Manchurian border shot down seven.

MADE IN RUSSIA

In Tokyo, Gen. Matthew Ridgway's head-
quarters disclosed that North Korean and
Chinese troops are being supplied with every-
thing from pistols to tanks by Russia and
Red satellites.

ExmIsT 20 ’
[From the Washington Star of June 22, 1952]

It was hard to realize, this calm summer
week end, that the Korean war this coming
Wednesday would enter its third year.

There were, of course, nearly 20,000 United
States grave markers to testify to the fact.
There were almost 13,000 missing American
troops—most of them, it is presumed, in
the hands of the Communists. There were
78,000 Americans wearing Purple Hearts in
witness to the hazards of war.

Yet—even 2 years after—it was not offi-
clally war. The Supreme Court had made
this clear in the epoch-making steel decision
earlier this month.

And it did not feel like war—except to
the men who were fighting it. True, there
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was the draft, and there were economic
controls of a sort at home. The normal
amount of grousing about both was heard
in the land. But the general feeling was
one of business as usual.

NOT EVEN POLITICS

Even politicilans, with their eye on the
main chance in even-numbered years, were
not making the indicated amount of capital
over the war. The Republicans were vocifer-
ous in their criticism of the way Korea had
been handled. The Democrats generally
hailed Korea as the only thing possible un-
der the circumstances. But there was little
convineing talk about “don't change horses’
in one camp, or about “we can run it better”
in the other.

In that sense, at least, it was probably the
only war since the Black Hawk Rebellion
that the public so successfully managed to
overlook. Unlike the Black Hawk Rebellion,
it was no little war. Already it had lasted
longer than World War I; already it had cost
more in life and blood than the Revolu-
tionary, 1812, Mexican and Spanish-Amer-
ican Wars put together.

As the dawn of the third year of war ap-
proached, the end still was not even in sight.

THE FIRST YEAR

It was the dawn of a Sunday just 2 years
ago. Korea was—at that instant—still the
“Land of the Morning Calm,” which had
been its rather fanciful name for thousands
of strife-torn years,

As the sun came up over the mountains
of Korea, few American thoughts were on
that far peninsula. The Secretary of De-
fense, Louis Johnson, and Gen., Omar Brad-
ley—just back from a trip to the Far East—
seemed convinced that continued peace in
Asia was a good bet.

Then the traffic signal that is controlled in
Moscow switched from red to green. Like a
rush-hour crowd in a New York subway, the
armies of the puppet North Eorean Govern-
ment surged forward against the ineffec-
tively manner border posts of the South
Eorean Army. The war was on.

PICTURE IN FOCUS

By D-day plus 3—June 28—the picture was
in focus. Unchecked by outside forces, the
North Koreans would easily overrun the en-
tire peninsula. The United Natlons gave
clearance for a police action against the
aggressors. But there was no real police force
under the U, N. Boldly, President Truman
stepped in.

At first, the United States sought to give
only alr support. After three more days,
ground troops—a single battalion—moved in.
It was like trying to stop a tank with a
barricade of eggshells. The Reds raced south,
seemingly invineible.

Reinforcements came in; at first a regi-
ment, then a division, then more substantial
formations. Finally, the United Nations had
enough power in the fleld to start fighting.

The mushrooming war effort in Korea posed
a difficult problem for the United States.
Gen. Douglas MacArthur, commanding the
U. N. forces, also had the job of occupying
Japan. He took a gamble. He stripped Japan
of occupational forces and sent them to the
front.

As the summer wore on, 1% bhegan to look
as though General MacArthur might get his
troops back from Korea—or at least the rem-
nants of them. The battlefront no longer
was a line drawn ever farther southward
across the peninsula. The advancing Reds
turned the corner in southwest Korea, What
had been a line became the boundary of a
pocket, centered on the vital port of Pusan.

Lt. Gen. Walton H. Walker, the ground
commander in Korea, told his men to stand
or die. He had said it before, and always
the Reds had pushed on. But this time the
troops responded. Some died, but more
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stood. The Reds were stopped only about 30
miles from the U. N.'s last toehold.

That turned the tide. In ill-kept secrecy,
on the west coast of the peninsula, new
forces waded ashore to cut the North Ko
rean supply lines. It was a risky thing—
riskier, even, than emasculating the occupa-
tion of Japan. But like the first gamble, the
second one worked. Now it was the Reds'
turn to run.

Perhaps, in a sense, the success at Inchon
and later was too great. The inertia of the
initial push took the Allied troops all the
way to the Manchurian border.

There had been rumbles from inside China
meanwhile—rumbles that no one in author-
ity paid much attention to. Three times the
Chinese warned that if North Korea were in«
vaded, China would retaliate. Dean Acheson,
Secretary of State, seemed to think it was a
bluff. At Wake Island in October, General
MacArthur seemed to support Mr. Acheson’s
view. In sending troops far to the north,
. General MacArthur was taking his third cal-
culated risk,

THE HUMAN WAVE

This time the gamble did not pay off.
Two hundred thousand Chinese—glibly
styled “volunteers” in true Communist
black-is-white language—swept down on the
United Nations forces. The Allies had seen
some dreadful fighting when only Eoreans
were opposing them. But when the Chinese
came in, they got their first real taste of the
human wave—an earnest of the absolute dis-
regard Communists hold for human life.

It was a winter of suffering and strife, not
only because of the type of war being fought
but because of the weather as well.

As the impetus of the Allied drive the sum-
mer before had carried the U. N. far to the
north, so their winter push took the Reds
far south. It was not until January 15, 1951,
that the Communist offensive, now mostly
Chinese, was halted. The slow return push
of the Allies began in February.

SECOND TEAM

A new cast of characters, meanwhile, was
entering the drama. General Walker, the
ground commander, had been killed in a jeep
accident. He was replaced by a relatively
unknown leutenant general named Matthew
B. Ridgway.

The big news of the spring had less to do
with the fighting on the ground than with a
battle on a higher plane. This e cul-
minated in April with the relief of General
MacArthur from all his commands, and his
replacement by General Ridgway. Lt. Gen.
James A. Van Fleet went to Korea to take
over the battlefront.

General MacArthur had wanted to carry
the war to the enemy on its own home
ground. His superiors had felt the effect
of such an effort would be too small to
balance the risk of unleashing a full world
war. The battle continued in EKorea, quite
overshadowed by the battle at home. Again
the tide of war rolled northward across the
thirty-eighth parallel.

Then, on June 23, Russia—the silent part-
ner in the Red combination—broke sllence.

THE SECOND YEAR

It was too pat for mere coincidence that
Jacob Malik should agree to go before a
United Nations microphone on the Saturday
night before the first anniversary of the war.
The serles of broadcasts, in which Mr. Malik
had agreed to take part, was called The
Price of Peace. It was not a top-Hooper
rating program, and those who tuned to it
that Saturday evening expected to hear ei=
ther pious mouthings or Communist gobble=
dygook. The “Price of Peace,”” quoted in
rubles, was too high, most people felt.

But Mr. Malik, that night, put a bargain-
basement price teg on the universally de-
sired commodity, peace. After uttering the
usual calumnies and citing as well-known
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truths the usual lies, Russia's U. N. delegate
came to the point.

“The Soviet peoples further believe that
the most acute problem of the present day—
the problem of armed conflict in Eorea—
could also be settled.

“This would require the readiness of par-
ties to enter on the path of a peaceful set-
tlement of the Korean question. The Soviet
peoples belleve that as a first step, discus-
sions should be started between the bel-
ligerents for a cease-fire and an armistice
providing for the mutual withdrawal of
forces from the thirty-eighth parallel.

“Can such a step be taken? I think it
can, provided there is a sincere desire to
put an end to the bloody fighting in Korea."”

NEGOTIATIONS START

The Western world mulled this offer over.
8ix days later, General Ridgway offered the
Reds an opportunity for meetings aboard
a Dgnish hospital ship. They turned this
down, suggesting the ancient, battered town
of Kaesong instead. Kaesong had signifi-
cance for the Communists. It was just
inside North EKorean-held territory, and just
south of the thirty-eighth parallel, General
Ridgway acceded.

Almost at the moment Mr. Malik spoke
the fighting died down. And, except for
relatively minor jockeying here and there
along the line, the battle front has been in
a stalemate ever since.

At the Kaesong conference table the two
sides were like a large cat and a small dog,
watching each other warlly, now one giving
way an inch, now the other, neither quite
ready to make either peace or war. That
was the way the situation stayed for
2 months. There was ill will aplenty. But
on each side there also was a disinclination
to call a halt to what amounted to a truce.

PANMUNJOM

The atmosphere at Eaesong eventually
proved intolerable. There were charges and
countercharges of violations of the neutral
zone. Finally, when the talks seemed on
the verge of collapse, they were moved to a
crossroads not far away—a spot so litile
known that few EKoreans even had heard of
it. Its name, Panmunjom, is known today
to people everywhere.

The issues on which the peace conference
worked brought troubles one by one. The
negotiators could not agree on a buffer zone.
When they did, a cease-fire line gave them
trouble. When this stumbling block was
overcome, the matter of prisoners became
an issue.

In December the Communists ylelded to
insistent Allied demands and produced a list
of prisoners of war held by them. Accord-
ing to United Nations calculations, it should
have had about 82,000 names on it, includ-
ing about 12,000 Americans. The list brought
joy to some families at home, but woe to
many others. It contained 3,198 American
names among a total of 11,659. To date the
fate of the other 70,000 has never been
explained. .

PRISONERS OF WAR

If 1950 was the year of the galloping war,

if 1951 was the year of the sluggish peace,
1952 has been the year of the prisoner of
war.
The prisoner-of-war question now pro=
vides the only issue separating the negotia-
tors at Panmunjom, But it holds them far
apart. Our side has taken many prisoners
under an implied promise of amnesty. We
do not think we can properly force these
people to go back to the Communists. The
Reds, on the other hand, insist that we must
return all prisoners, although a plebiscite
in the camps has indicated a majority does
not want to be repatriated.

There the issue rests. The Reds show no
signs of budging. And *“forcible repatria-
tion™ has been denounced so unequivocally
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by President Truman and other officials on
our side that compromise on the point no
longer seems possible.

The pressures created by the POW debate
finally reached the overload point. They
exploded last month on the U. N. prison-is-
land of Koje, off the Korean coast.

The story of Eoje is too fresh for detailed
retelling: How an American brigadier gen-
eral was captured by his captives; how an-
other brigadier ransomed him with conces-
sions; how the Reds made propaganda capi-
tal of the incident; how the two generals
were broken to colonels and a third was sent
in to clean up the prison island; how, only
now, peace Is being restored to Koje-do.

Midway in the Koje trouble, General Ridg-
way left to take over General Eisenhower's
post in Europe. He turned over his job—and
woes—to Gen. Mark W, Clark, former head of
the Army field forces, on May 12,

80 much has happened away from the
battle front in the last 12 months that many
persons have almost forgotten that there is
a front. Ye! the war in Korea in the last
year has not been bloodless. 33,000 Ameri-
cans have become casualties since Mr. Malik
cried peace—almost half as many as in the
first year of the war. The toll today stands
at 110,000 American dead, wounded or cap=
tured, with hundreds of thousands more
among our Korean and other United Nations
Allles. No one knows the losses suffered by
the Communists, but it is certain they are
se?hmt;i;ﬂes our own.

e d year in Korea begins t
What lies ahead? O
A THIRD YEAR?

Before trying to sort out the possibilities,
let us face up to a couple of important ques-
tions: (1) What are we doing in Korea? (2)
How has our purpose been affected by the
battle lull in the past year?

‘We went into Korea to show the Reds that
the free world could not be taken over piece-
meal by armed aggression. We have shown
them that. Commumism’s armies started
marching 2 years ago at the thirty-eighth
parallel, Today they are back where they
started. We are still in Korea because hav.
ing thrown the enemy back across his bor-
ders, we have not yet been able to negotiate a
way of keeping them there. Our finger is In
the dike, and we do not know when we can
take it out.

The fact that we are having a hard time
finding a way out of the Korean war does
not, of course, mean that we made a mistake
in getting into it. The merit of our original
Korean decision cannot be Judged by the
results alone. It must also be Jjudged
the alternative results which might have
been expected if the Communists had been
allowed to EEBE) ?wsy with this first blatant

on. udged, even today,
like a decisiofh whlcﬁad to be mas«;le’:t guinid
BUILD-UP AND LETDOWN

The answer to our second question is some-
what more complex. In the year since the
t ace talks began, the Reds have had more
than a chance to rest. They have had a
chance to build their power. They now are
estimated to have about 1,000,000 combat-
ready troops in Korea, or waiting in reserve
on the Manchurian border. They have tanks
and heavy guns they did not have. They
have new air strength—something like 1,800
planes, of which perhaps 1,000 are jets.

The U. N. forces meanwhile have put fresh
(which means green) troops in the line.
Bu. the number of our troops committed has
remained fairly constant. We had about
350,000 in Korea a year ago. We have about
that number now.

And the year of hopeful waiting has had
other, subtler effects. Undoubtedly, it has
somewhat cooled our blood. With each
passing month of the unwritten “truce,” it
has become harder to face the prospect of
all out renewal of the war.
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THE POSSIBILITIES

Anything can happen in Korea, of course.
But it seems likely that one of five things
will happen. Here they are:

1. There still may be a settlement—an
agreement, at least, on a formal truce, Even
if there is an agreement, it will not signal
the end of our involvement in Korea. We
might eventually be able to bring most of
our troops back home. But we could do this
only of, at the same time, we were able to
make it unmistakably plain that we were
both determined and prepared to punish any
renewed aggression at the source. Of all
the possible Korean solutions, this probably
is the one that most appeals to our top
strategists. Whether it ever materializes de-
pends on whether it also appeals to the
Eremlin.

2, The Panmunjom talks may continue in-
definitely, with fighting confined to the rela-
tively light skirmishing that now is taking
place. This is a sort of war of nerves to
which western man is ill-adapted. As we
have seen, it poses a difficult problem of
home-front morale, to say nothing of that of
troops in the field. There is a question how
long we could hold our resolve to stick it
out under these circumstances.

3. The truce talks may collapse, yet the
present ‘“sitzkrieg” on the thirty-eighth
parallel may continue indefinitely. This
gituation would present us with the same
difficulties as arlse in connection with pos-
sibility No. 2. The difficulties, indeed,
would be heightened in this case. For there
would be no apparent purpose nor end to
our passive involvement, once we had
stopped seeking a peaceful solution.

4. We may decide, if the talks break down,
to go all out In an effort to carry the war
to the home territory of our Eorean enemy.
Taking a leaf from MacArthur's book, Gen-
eral Clark indlcated recently that if the
fighting were renewed and the Reds hit us
hard from the ailr, we would retallate by
bombing their airfields in the privileged
sanctuaries of Manchuria and China. There
is some question as to whether General Clark
sees eye-to-eye with his Pentagon superiors
on this point. In any event, there have
been reports that we are preparing to carry
out this threat with tactical atomic weapons.
There are two great questions about such a
course of action. One is whether it would
be effective. The other is whether it would
lead to an unleashing of the world war we
have been trying all along to avold, Both
are serious gquestions,

5. We may, if the talks break down, be in
for a renewal of the kind of war we fought
during the first year in Korea—a bloody
see-saw of maneuver and attrition, giving
both sides a chance to test men and equip-
ment in a limited theater of action and to
kill each other's soldiers a long way from
home. The trouble is that the Reds can
afford to lose more young men than we
can—particularly when few, Iif any, are
Russians.

In threatening a new sort of Korean war
if the Communists get rough in the air,
General Clark implied that this old sort of
Korean war was what could otherwise be
expected. The experts seem to agree that
the Red buildup of power would prevent us
from running them out of Eorea, as we did
once before. They are unanimously hopeful,
on the other hand, that we have too much
power in Korea to be run out ourselves.

These, then, are the major possibilities
ahead, on this grim anniversary. None of
them is wholly pleasant. Americans do not
like to think in these terms. The fact is,
however, that there is nothing pleasant
about our situation these days—in Eorea, or
anywhere else. These are not pleasant
times. They are not going to be pleasant
for a long time to come.
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It bolls down to this: There {5 no reason-
able prospect of our extricating curselves
from Korea in the foreseeable future.

A DAY TO REMEMBER

Mr. CAIN. Oun the second anniversary
of the war in Korea, we are reminded
that beginning in 1945 the free nations
within the United Nations, including the
United States as a member, sought by
political means to restore freedom, unity,
and independence to Korea. I think it
proper for just 2 few minutes to wonder
how well we have carried out that mis-
sion. Of course, we remember that on
this day 2 years ago aggressive forces
from North Korea crossed the thirty-
eighth parallel in their attempt to de-
stroy freedom forever from the southern
end of that peninsula. It was on this
day 2 years go that the United States
and, but a few short days later, a num-
ber of free nations within the United
Nations, sought by military means, be-
cause every peaceful effort had failed in
previous years, to be successful in carry-
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ing ouf a mission to restore freedom,
unity, and independence to Korea.

After 2 years of bloodshed and death,
how close are we now to the accomplish-
ment of that mission? I have on my
desk on this second anniversary of the
war in Korea letter dated June 25, 1952,
addressed to me, and simply saying:

Pursuant to your request, attached is a
report of United States battle casualties in
Eorea, based on notifications to next of kin,
as of June 20, 1952.

If I can be of further assistance to you
in this matter, please advise.

Sincerely yours,
H. A. HOUSER,
Rear Admiral, USN, Director, Office
of Legislative Liaison.

The figures indicate the number of
losses in the categories of those killed,
those wounded, and those missing in ac-
tion. I ask unanimous consent that the
table be printed at this point in my
remarks.

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

United States battle casualties, Korea (based on notifications to next of kin)

Total increase
June 25, Sept. 29,
Mar. 31, > Mar. 29

Aok | toSept.! | AWLEC ltoJune o, | Mar.31, | Juneo2s,

1951 ’ 28, 1851 1952 : 1952 1951, to 1850, to

June 20, June 20,

1852 1952
) M T T 2 S e R Y 58, 550 29,100 19, 306 3, 655 52, 061 110, 611
Total deaths. z 9, 865 4,869 3,646 750 3‘, 604 19, 469
Killed in action, total____ o 8,753 4, 302 3, 706 8, 602 17, 445
‘Wounded in action, total. ... 39,023 23, 143 15, 485 3, 009 41, 637 80, 660
Died of wounds 1,025 416 306 7
Other (current wounded, returned % " i
to duty, evacuated to l.'lm United

Btates, o00.)me oo i 37, 098 22,727 15,179 2,033 40, 839 78, 837
Missing in action, total 10, 774 1, 565 227 (60) 1,732 12, 506
Died....... 87 1 46 7 114 201
Returned to mili 1,004 274 13 4 201 1,385
Current captured... 112 58 905 214 1,177 1,289
Current m gt 9, 481 1,172 (737) (285) 150 9, 631

Figures in parentheses represent decreases, the result of adjustments to records,

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, I have only
this to say about those figures. They
indicate that up until the time General
of the Army Douglas MacArthur was re-
lieved of his commands, the United
States had suffered total casualties in
the number of 58,550. It was said in
April 1951, when General MacArthur
was recalled to this country, that his
removal from his commands would be
an answer to the needs and requirements
of the campaigns in Eorea, and that with
other management the war would more
rapidly, more easily, and with less suf-
fering, be brought to a successful
conclusion.

The figures indicate that since Gen.
Douglas MacArthur was relieved of
his commands, 52,061 casualties have
been suffered by the United States. How
many more are yet to die?

As was earlier mentioned by the senior
Senator from Kansas [Mr. SCHOEPPEL],
in what I thought was a most construc-
tive statement, the news ticker today has
been filled with items of interest to every
American. I wish to make brief refer-
ence to some comments offered by this
source.

From London:

Jittery Labor Party forces Hcouse of Com=
mons debate on American bombing of Yalu
River power plants on EKorean-Manchurian
border.

From Pusan, Korea:

South Eorean President Rhee narrowly
escapes death at hands of would-be assassin,

From Washington:

New diplomatic donnybrook brewing be-
tween United States and Britain over Korean
war strategy. £

From London:

LoNpoN.—TU. N.'s Secretary General Trygve
Lie called on the Soviets today to help bring
about a Korean truce as a first step toward
global settlements in Eurcpe and Asla.

He did not name the Soviet Union in his
appeal during a speech before the U. N. and
foreign press associations at a luncheon here,
but it was clear he was speaking to the
Russians.

“There are certainly causes for unhap-
piness, but the prolongation of the war is
not the fault of the United Natlons,” Lie
said.

“It should be apparent to those govern=-
ments which have it within their power to
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influence the course of the armistice nego-
tiations that no real progress can be made
on these larger problems, and indeed on the
issues which divide the world in Europe as
well as Asia, until the present hostilities are
brought to an end.

“Let that war be brought to an end and
a strife-torn world will have a real chance
for a fresh start,” he said.

But Lie admitted no definite end to the
Eorean war was in sight.

I think we should pay attention to
what various world leaders say these
days, especially on the second anniver-
sary of the beginning of the war in
Korea, which has already claimed well
over 100,000 American casualties, and
concerning which the Secretary General
of the United Nations says there is no
end in sight.

Another ticker reference from London
is as follows:

Labor Leader Attlee charged in Commons
that the United States deliberately kept
Pritain in ignorance of plans to bomb the
Yalu River power plants in Korea,

Attlee sald bitterly that the Yalu attacks
will lessen the chances of a truce and may
touch off a third world war.

The Labor leader, who as Prime Minister,
took Britain into the Korean war, made his
statement in opening a full-dress debate on
Korea before a crowded house.

The Laborites threatened a vote of censure
against Prime Minister Churchill because of
the Korean situation.

Defeat for Churchill would force his gov-
ernment's resignation.

If Mr. Churchill's government should
fail, what would the consequences be to
the United States and to the free world
in general? Would the ascendancy to
power of the present day Labor Party in
Great Britain mean a repudiation by that
Government of its obligations and com-
mitments made with respect to the war
in Korea, as a member of the United Na-
tions, through a resolution solemnly
agreed to in July of 1950?

I continue to read from the ticker.
This is an item from the United Nations,
New York:

A top U. N. cficlal sald American forces
bombed Yalu River power plants without
consulting other allies in Korea because it
was purely a military matter.

The spokesman said on the second anni-
versary of the outbreak of the Korean con-
flict that he believed the paralyzing attack
on the big enemy installations was a justi-
fiable military step.

How in heaven’s name could this offi-
cial of the United Nations, or any official
of any free government, or any respon=-
sible human being and citizen anywhere,
say other than that military necessity
required the recent bombing of the pow-
er installations on the Yalu River? In
heaven’s name, what did Mr. Attlee mean
when he bitterly assailed the attacking
of those installations without his hav-
ing been notified by the United States?
Has he forgotten that the Unifed States
was selected by the United Nations to as-
sume the command responsibility in the
name of all the free members of the
United Nations? It has been America’s
responsibility and burden to fight the
war in Korea as the command agent, for
what that agent thought was the best
interests of all the United Nations mem-
bers who were parties to the war in
Korea.
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The next item from the ticket is from
London:

“I have been very favorably impressed by
what I have seen In Korea,” Alexander said
at the airport. "I think that General [Mark
W.] Clark and the American command are
doing a fine job of work. They have got in
Eorea a real United Nations team doing a
fine job of resisting aggression.”

Though Alexander did not mention the
Yalu River attacks, his statement was cer=-
tain to anger the Laborites, who regard the
raids as not merely resisting aggression but
asking for Red retaliation.

I take it from what Field Marshal
Alexander said that he understood the
military necessity for destroying the
power installations, which have too long
been available for use by the enemy.

Going one logical step further, Field
Marshal Alexander did not think it
necessary that he be advised when his
Government had been among other gov-
ernments fo delegate to the United
States of America their authority for
command operations, and only in part
because it had been recognized by Great
Britain and all other free nations that
the United States has contributed much
more in personnel, blood, and material
to the war in Korea than all of our
allies put together.

The next item on the news ticker is
from London:

Attlee said Field Marshal Earl Alexander,
Churchill’'s Defense Minister, who arrived
here today, after a visit to Korea, apparently
was kept in the dark about plans for the
Yalu attacks.

There was no criticism by Field Mar-
zhmkﬂexandﬂ that he was kept in the
ar

“It is quite obvious that a rald of these
dimensions could not have been mounted on
short notice,” Attlee said.

"It must have been decided before Lord
Alexander left Korea—and yet he knew noth-
ing about it.”

Attlee called the Yalu attack “the biggest
single raid of the war.”

“I think it will lessen the chances of an
armistice and may lead us dangerously near
to a general conflagration in the Far East,
and no one knows where that will stop,”
Attlee said.

Across the House from Attlee as he spoke
were Churchill and Forelgn Secretary Eden.

Immediately on his arrival, after an over-
night flight from New York, Alexander had
conferred with Churchill and Eden in the
Parliament Building,

The next item is from London:

Attlee emphasized that Alexander, “the
British Minister of Defense, holding a very
high office,” and, at the same time, “a very
distinguished soldier visiting a command in
which British land, naval, and air forces are
engaged,” apparently was told nothing of the
bombing plans.

Eden followed, opening debate for the Gov-
ernment, and expressed regret that Britain
was not consulted or informed beforehand
about the raids.

Mr. President, I have a great respect
for the British Empire and Common-
wealth. I saw much of her soldiers dur-
ing the last war. They were as gallant,
effective, and brave as any soldiers I
have ever known anywhere. But one
sometimes wonders about political lead-
ership, and particularly about what
might have happened had Mr, Attlee and
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others been advised beforehand that
military necessity required the demoli-
tion of the power installations on the
Yalu River.

My memory may be incorrect, but it is
not far wrong. I recall that during the
month of January 1951, about 18 months
ago, the Secretary of State was directed
by the President of the United States
and by the Joint Chiefs of Staff to ad-
vise the allies with whom we were joined
in Korea of our intention to begin de-
stroying at its source every enemy air-
craft that crossed the Yalu River going
south to destroy American military per-
sonnel and the personnel of our allies,
Never in the course of the ensuing 18
months since the Secretary was directed
to advise, among others, Great Britain,
of what America thought was proper in
saving the blood of young Americans,
Britishers, Turks, Greeks, South Koreans,
French, Belgians, and the others who are
with us in Korea, has an enemy aircraft
been chased back to its Manchurian lair
and destroyed,

The answer is clear, if not understand-
able. When Mr. Attlee, then the Prime
Minister of Great Britain, was advised
of America’s intention as the command
agent for the free nations of the United
Nations, Mr. Attlee said, “This is a bad
intention. We frown on it conclusively.”

Our Secretary of State and those who
make high decisions with him were per-
suaded by Prime Minister Attlee’s
thought, and the reluctance of certain
other allies, that we ought to engage in a
war, while always giving to the enemy ad-
vantages to which that enemy, in terms
of history and in terms of the future,
never has been entitled to, and never
should be entitled to, because, Mr.
President, death deserves a reason. No
American and no young Britisher should
be permitted to die in combat without his
Government having given to him every
possible opportunity to survive. When
enemy planes are unmolested, men die
needlessly and without reason,

Mr, President, I have been very much
disturbed by the ticker comments, Even
though the hour is late, permit me to
continue to reflect on them for just a
short period.

Eden then described the attacks,

“Five targets were attacked—four of them
zaciwhere near the Manchurian border,” he
d.

“The fifth station, on the Yalu River, pro-
vides no less than 40 percent of all the hy-
droelectric power in.North Korea.

“As I understand it, the United Nations
commander in Korea referred the guestion
of bombing this station—not the other

four—to Washington and the operation was
approved.

“Her Majesty's Government was not in-
formed or consulted.”
“I regret this,” Eden sald.

With no desire to criticize Mr. Eden,
this American believes he has a right
to again point out to Mr. Eden, to make
it even that much more clear, that the
United States was selected by Great
Britain and by other free nations within
the United Nations to do what the United
States thought properly must be done in
protecting the best interests, in terms of
military necessity, of all of the nations
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with whom the United States is joined
in Eorea.

There were cries of “Oh, oh!” from the
Laborites when Eden said Britain was not
consulted and some cheers when he sald he
regretted it.

But Eden contlnued to defend the attacks
themselves on the ground that they are per-
fectly legitimate military targets.

It is an important consideration to
remember, that, though Mr. Eden re-
gretted he had not been informed, he
made it very clear today in the House of
Commons that military necessity re-
quired or made legitimate the power
plants as military targets.

The Laborites threatened to try to over-
throw the government with a motion to re-
duce Eden’s salary—a technical move to force
a stralght confidence vote. As the vote
would involve money—Eden's salary—under
British parllamentary procedure a defeat
would force Churchill’s resignation.

The present voting strength givcs Church-
i1 a majority of 24 over the Laborites and
19 over the combined Laborites and Liberals.

Mr. President, I should like to make
one more reference to the ticker of to-
day. It comes from London:

Plainly showing the anxiety of the Con-
servatives, as well as the Laborites, that
Amerlcan “get-tough” action might extend
the war, Eden refused to say that the Yalu
attacks did not hurt truce chances.

“It 1+ said that this action is going to
prejudice the conclusion of an armistice,”
Eden said. "I would not care myself to try
to estimate that at all. I think it is a pretty
difficult calculation to make.”

He said the problem of consultation be=
tween the United States and its allies in
Korea gives the government great concern.
That problem, he added, is to a certain ex-
tent insoluble.

Eden said allied bombing was essential be-
cause of the enormous build-up of Commu-
nist strength in Korea about which the
United Nations Command has frequently
warned.

“If this bombing * * * is intolerable
to the Communists, they have the remedy in
their own hands,” Eden sald. “An armistice
could be concluded tomorrow which would
satisfy the honor and the interests of both
sides if the Communists want it.”

Left-wing Labor Leader Aneurin Bevan
sald an armistice could be reached quite
easily if the United States, while resisting
aggression in Eorea, recognized the Chinese
Comrunists, repudiated the Chiang Eal-
shek Natlonalist Government and agreed to
let the Reds represent China on the U. N.
Becurity Couneil,

It is said that Mr. Bevan is a man of
considerable influence and prestige in
Great Britain., It is thought to be by
no means impossible that he may in time
become the British Prime Minister, or
assume any of a number of important
Government portfolios.

Should his elevation to these port-
folios come about, I think we ought to
bear in mind his comments, made in
London on the second anniversary of
the beginning of a war in Korea con-
cerning which the Secretary-General of
the United Nations says there is no end
in sight. On this day, after 2 years of
war, Mr. President, we are impressed
with one thing after reading the ticker
comments all day, and that is that we
allies have much yet to learn about each
other. We must find a way in which to
get closer togethes. Certainly this close-
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ness which does not now exist has to be=
come an imperative necessity if ever
again in the future the United Nations
selects the United States to lead a war
for the restoration of freedom, inde-
pendence, and unity to any place other
than Korea, anywhere else on the face
of the earth.

Mr. President, in the Sunday Star of
June 22 there was published a provoca-
tive article on Korea. In it the Star has
suggested, through an unnamed but I
think very competent writer, that any
one of five things may happen in and
as a consequence of Korea.

It will not take very long to read this
portion of the article. I am constrained
to do so because this is not an average,
ordinary day. This is the second anni-
versary of a war which may, according
to the disagreements seemingly existing
presently between ourselves and some of
our allies, go on indefinitely.

I read from the article:

1. There still may be a settlement—an
agreement, at least, on a formal truce. Even
if there is an agreement, it will not signal
the end of our involvement in EKorea. We
might eventually be able to bring most of
our troops back home. But we could do this
only if, at the same time, we were able to
make it unmistakably plain that we were
both determined and prepared to punish
any renewed aggression at the source. Of
all the possible Eorean sclutions, this
probably is the one that most appeals to
our top strategists. Whether it ever mate-
rializes depends on whether it also appeals
to the Eremlin.

2, The Panmunjom talks may continue
indefinitely, with fighting confined to the
relatively light skirmishing that now is tak-
ing place. This is a sort of war of nerves
to which western man is ill adapted. As
we have seen, it poses a difficult problem
of home-front morale, to say nothing of that
of troops in the field. There is a question
how long we could hold our resolve to stick
it out under these circumstances.

3. The truce talks may collapse, yet the
present sitzkrieg on the thirty-eighth
parallel may continue indefinitely. This
situation would present us with the same
difficulties as arise in connection with possi-
bility No. 2. The difficulties, indeed, would
be heightened in this case. For there would
be no apparent purpose nor end to our pas-
sive involvement, once we had stopped seek-
ing a peaceful solution.

4. We may decide, if the talks break down,
to go all out in an effort to carry the war
to the home territory of our Ecorean enemy.
Taking a leaf from MacArthur's book, Gen-
eral Clark indicated recently that if the
fighting were renewed and the Reds hit us
hard from the air, we would retaliate by
bombing their airflelds in the privileged
sanctuaries of Manchuria and China. There
is some question as to whether General Clark
sees eye-to-eye with his Pentagon superiors
on this point. In any event, there have been
reports that we are preparing to carry out
this threat with tactical atomic weapons.
There are two great guestions about such a
course of action. Ome is whether it would
be effective. The other is whether it would
lead to an unleashing of the world war we
have been trying all along to avold. Both
are serfous questions.

5. We may, if the talks break down, be In
for a renewal of the kind of war we fought
during the first year in Korea—a bloody see-
saw of maneuver and attrition, giving both
sides a chance to test men and equipment
in a limited theater of actlon and to kill
each other's soldlers a long way from home.
The trouble is that the Reds can afford to

8017

lose more young men than we ean—particu-
larly when few, if any, are Russians.

Mr. President, on this second anniver-
sary of the war in Korea, it seems to me
that we Americans should begin to de-
cide as a nation what we wish to do in
EKorea in the future. There are other
things, in addition to those mentioned
in the article in the Sunday Star, that
we could do.

It seems to me that our problem is
that as a nation and as a government
we have failed to select for ourselves a
goal and to do everything within our
power, both nationally and as citizens,
to achieve it.

1LIr. President, in connection with the
war anniversary reflections, let me say
that I picked up the United States News
and World Report for this week, and in
it found its first article to carry the
following title: “Are Communists Win-
ning in Korea?”

I believe the article is designed to
cause all Americans to think, It seems
to me that the substance of the article
should be called to the attention of those
who find it convenient to read the Con-
GRESSIONAL RECORD or who are certain to
do so. I now read the article:

Toryo—Communists in Korea are push-
ing far ahead of U. N. forces in the build-up
for any future renewal of full-scale war.
Communists at this point are winning in the
race for dominant strength.

A year ago, at the start of the second year
of war, Communist armies were defeated—a
ragtag, bobtail outfit, badly mauled. Losses
in battle had been staggering. U. N. forces,
largely American and South Eorean, had
emashed their armies, destroyed most of their
equipment, put them on the ropes.

It was then that Jacob Malik, acting for
Russia’s Stalin, proposed a truce.

Now, at the start of the second year of
the truce talks and the third year of war,
Communist armies are vastly stronger than
ever before, in manpower, in equipment, in
training. At the same time, U. N. forces are
little stronger in numbers, about the same
in equipment, weaker in experienced battle-
tested personnel.

A year from now, if present trends are
continued, Communist strength in Korea
may be overwhelming. The war at that time
will be entering its fourth year and the truce
talks their third year. All signs are that
tre Communists are determined to push
ahead as rapidly as possible in their continu-
ing build-up.

Three new Chinese armies, totaling 75,000
to 100,000 men, are reported both by the
British and by the Chinese Nationalists to
have moved into Korea in recent weeks. Air-
craft from protected airfields across the Yalu
River are more daring. Use of artillery by
the Communists is in a rising trend. A big
and steady increase in available armor is
reported by U. N. intelligence sources.

The Communists, military commanders
discover, are using the truce talks as a cover
for a rapid build-up of their own forces and
as a device for discouraging a build-up of
U. N. forces.

In a single year of talks, the Communists
have worked a revolution in relative military
strength between thelr forces and those of
the U. N. In asecond year of talks, the Com-
munists will strive to make even greater
gains,

Man er in Communist armies in Korea
has about doubled in size in this year. Where
the Communist armies a year ago were de-
feated and demoralized, now they are fresh
and trained. Then they were short of food,
had little clothing. Now they are well fed,
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well clothed, ready to fiztht. Many of them
are veterans with battle experience.

Mr. President, how much of this infor-
mation are Americans thinking about?
I believe Americans should get ready for
larger operations in Korea. Such opera-
tions should not come as a surprise to
the people of the United States. The
present build-up cannot go on indefinite-
ly without having an effort made by
those who have built up these forces to
employ them against their enemies, who
happen to be the United States and our
allies.

I read further from the article:

U. N. forces are little larger now than be-
fore the “truce” year started. Their prinei-
pal gain In effective strength has come
through the renovation of South Eorean di-
visions. A year ago, only two of these di-
visions could be counted upon for real fight-
ing. Today, American commanders say that
the 10 South Korean divisions compare
favorably with other U. N. units. Amerlcan
divisions, meanwhile, have been brought up
to full strength. But rotation has sent home
the veterans, The Amerlcans now in Korea
are not the battle-tested fizhters who had
the Communists on the run a year ago.

Much of the U. N. Army in Eorea, thus,
lacks experience in large-scale combat. Nu-
merically, the Communists are far stronger.
They still are short of the 3-to-1 superiority
needed for an cffensive with chances of suc-
cess, but they are increasing In strength
steadily.

In equipment, Communist gains in the
“truce” year have been sensatlonal.

Tank forces of the Communists had been
destroyed just before the truce talks started.
The Russian T-34's, which a year earlier had
led the original push of the Communists into
South Korea, had been knocked out by U. N,
planes and guns or had been captured.

With artillery it was the same story. When
the truce talks started, the Communist
armies had been reduced to a fleeing rabble,
They had some small arms, a few mortars
£1d hand grenades, but no heavy weapons.

Mr. President, do you remember the
day—it was June 23, 1951—when Mr.
Malik announced, at a banquet in New
York, I believe, that if only the parties
to the dispulte in EKorea would get to-
gether and talk things over they could
soon reconcile their differences and then
sweetness, light, and peace would prevail
throughout all of Korea? How smart
are we Americans really, Mr. President?
We should examine into that question,
for what I am reading at this time only
reflects on what has happened to the
advantage of the enemy since we ac-
cepted Mr. Malik’'s proposal as one made
in good faith.

I read further from the article:

Today, after a year's respite, the Commu-
nists have three tank brigades in Korea,
They are believed to have 500 to 1,000 tanks
and self-propelled guns., Estimates are that
the Communists are about equal to U. N.

forces In armor strength, and soon will be
stronger.

The Communists today have more artillery
in Eorea than the U. N.

Mr. President, let me read that sen-
tence again. It is difficult to believe; or
do not you share my concern, Mr, Presi-
dent? I know how deeply you share it,
sir; and that concern is shared by many
Members of both parties in the Senate
and by many other Americans through-
out the Nation.
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This is the sentence:

The Communists today have more artillery
in Korea than the U, N.

Certainly they did not have any artil-
lery to speak of a year ago, before the
truce talks began. On the assumption
that the author of this article knows pre-
cisely what he is talking about, every
American should be conscious of the
likelihood of future greater trouble,
which obviously will come when an
enemy has more big guns than we have.

I read further from the article:

Thelr guns are well placed and capably
manned. Supplies of ammunition are large
enough so that Communist commanders
think nothing of firing 5,000 rounds in sup-
port of some minor, local action.

Mr. President, some persons say we
have not done much fighting during the
last year. Many Americans are lulled
to sleep, and do not worry very much;
but when any guns fire 5,000 rounds in
so-called minor local action, Ameri-
cans within the range of those guns will
die needlessly, even though the battie
lines are just about frozen or static.

I read further from the article:

In antialrcraft artillery, the build-up is
especially impressive. The Communists are
well supplied with Russian-made anti-
aircraft, guns, radar-equipped. These guns
are concentrated around vital targets in
North Korea., Communist guns during the
year of truce talks have knocked down more
than 500 U. N. planes.

In the alr, Communist galns are even
more sensational,

Mr. President, that is the second time
the author of the article has used the
word “sensational” with reference to the
gains made by our enemy during a pe-
riod in which we were seeking at a truce
table to find an end to the hostilities.

When the truce talks started, the Com-
munists had no effective air power. U. N.
air forces, with overwhelming superiority,
blasted targets all over North Korea, virtual-
ly at will, Today, with an estimated 1,700
military planes, the Communists strongly
chalienge U. N. air supremacy.

In numbers, Communist and U. N, planes
are about equal. However, more than half
of the Communist planes are jet interceptors.
Russian-made, they can outperform most
U. N. planes under some conditions. Be-
cause of their short range, they do not ven-
ture far from their Manchurian bases. But
they are very fast, and
hard for U. N. bombers to get at targets in
North Eorea. Because of them, the big
American B-29s have stopped making at-
tacks by daylight. Smaller bombers now
have to take jet-fighter escorts when they
go on daylight missions.

Handicap to the Communist air force is
its lack of airfields in North Korea. With
fields cleoser to the front lines, their planes
would be able to intercept U. N. planes maore
effectively and to attack ground troops. The
Communists, thus, have been trying for
;mny months to bulld airfields in North

.orea.

At the rate of the build-up of the
enemy, again assuming that the author
knows whereof he speaks, what does the
future hold for our free people in Korea?
If the prevailing truce talks continue for
another year, accompanied by a propor-
tionate build-up which has been accom-
plished during the past year, does it
seem likely that the free forces will be
able to do anything other than build
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cement cellars in an effort to hold the
enemy at bay?

Bo far U. N. planes have been able to knock
out these fields before they were ready for
use. The Communists are persistent, how=-
ever, and they have an unlimited supply of
laborers. Airfields in North Korea, once in
operation, can spell trouble for U. N. forces.

We ought not to forget in passing, on
this second war anniversary, that in
years gone by every qualified military
authority that I have ever heard address
himself to the subject has said that
Korea was the lasi place in which Amer-
ican forces ought to be committed and
employed on the ground.

A new air threat now is beginning to
appear in the form of an improved jet plane.
U. N. observers say this new Russian plane
seems to be heavier and to have a longer
range than the jet now the backbone of the
Communist Air Force. With large numbers
of longer-range planes, the Communists
could carry the air war back of U. N. lines.

Behind this bulld-up is the armament in-
dustry of Russia. Where the United States
quickly converted her war plants to eivilian
production at the end of World War II,
Russia has kept right on producing muni-
tions. The end of that war made no change
in Russia’s policy of military priority on all
goods—civilian existence on what is left, if
anything. Now the munitions industries of
Czechoslovakia and other satellites also are
producing arms of Russian types.

Aircraft production in Russia, small at the
end of World War 1I, has been expanded so
rapidly that today Russlan factories are
turning out military planes faster than the
United States.

The Communists have these industrial re-
sources, along with China's vast man power,
1o draw upon in building their forces. They
have in North Korea a well-trained, well-
armed ground force in place of the poorly
armed troops that were on the run when
truce talks started. They have built their
air force to the point where it challenges
U. N. air supremacy.

An all-out offensive is not expected yet
from the Communists in spite of their in-
creased strength. Thelr ground forces have
not reached the point where they can knock
U. N. troops out of their strong positions,
and their air force still is not able to operate
back of U. N. lines.

One year of truce talks, however, has en-
abled the Communists to build up formi-
dable strength. Truce talks, if they go on
long enocugh, can be to see this
build-up reach the point where the Com-
munists can try to push the U. N. out of
North Korea.

The Senator from Washington believes
that he will have reason on too many oc-
casions in the future to come back to
read what he has here offered for the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Mr. President,
again, this is the second anniversary of
the beginning of a war perhaps without
end, at least for a very long time, in
Korea. We know how we feel about the
war., Some of us Americans are more
frustrated than others. Some of us be-
lieve that our Government has lacked
the courage and the imagination and
the determination to carry out its mili-
tary mission, once enemy action had at-
tempted to impese the evil of tyranny
upon the free peoples in EKorea.

But, Mr. President, whatever our
thoughts, regardless of the loved ones
we may have lost, how lucky can we be?
As a nation, we have not suffered as Ko-
rea has suffered. We have not been ex-
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posed to gunfire, devastation, and de-
struetion. On this second anniversay,
my heart is completely filled with sym-
pathy for the South Koreans and for
many North Eoreans, also, and with ad-
miration and respect for the courage and
stamina with which South Korea has
done its best to withhold and withstand
destruction and the Communist forces
from North Korea.

. I hold in my hand a recent statement
made in New Hampshire by Dr. Lou
Chan Yang, Korean Ambassador to the
United States, I shall conclude my re-
flections on this second anniversary of
the war in Korea by letting Dr. Yang
speak for himself, as in this statement
he does so feelingly, so realistically, so
forcefully, and so beautifully, too. We
Americans ought to join hands with the
South EKoreans whenever we have an
opportunity to do so. Ambassador Yang
says:

If I were to try to paint a brief word pic-
ture of Korea today, I should have to tell
it to you just about like this:

Our past is sad;

Our present is terrible;

Our future is grim.

It is very difficult, under these circum-
stances, to make what might be termed
an encouraging report on Korea. But I can
tell you that the spirit of the Korean people,
despite the misery and the horror of mod-
ern warfare which has been visited upon
them, remains unconquerable. We shall
never, never submit to communism. If the
worst should come to the worst, I can as-
sure you that we might be exterminated, but
we would prefer death as a nation to the
dishoner and degradation of being slaves of
communism.

In my view—and it is only the view
of one man, Mr. President—if my na-
tion and its governmental leadership had
been so motivated, with courage and
determination, as those have been who
have been under the heel of the fyrant in
Korea for two long, bloody years, the
war would have been over and done with
long since, The Ambassador to the
United States from the Republic of
Korea went on to say:

‘What has happened to Eorea since the
fighting began Is something you could hardly
believe even if you saw it with your own
eyes. General MacArthur said he had seen
8 great deal of war, but never anywhere,
anything so utterly horrible as what hap-
pened to the Korean people in the terrible
winter of 1950-51.

That was a very moderate winter in
the United States, as I recall,. We were
all well housed, well fed, and well
clothed. But not so with our friends
and allies, the South Koreans. Dr. Yang
continues:

General Ridgway has declared that in all
the long and sometimes painful history of
Asla there has never been another tragedy
to equal it. Mr. J. Donald Kingsley, who
has worked among all the refugees of Eu-
rope, in his capacity as Director of the In-
ternational Relief Organization, has stated
that the destruction he saw in Eorea has
never been equaled on a nation-wide scale,
since the annihilation of Carthage by anclent
Rome.

As I myself have visited and flown over
the sites of our 55 cities which have been
destroyed, and of our 1,200 villages that have
been wiped off the face of the earth, the most
tregic consideration of all has been the plti-
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ful condition of the 60,000 and more lost
children who wandered over the highways
without parents, without homes, without
food, and without any clear understanding
of what is happening to them, or why.

Mr. President, I do not like to read
such comments as this on the second an-
niversary of the war in Korea, But it is
not so much a case of Americans read-
ing such comments and thinking about
them as it is a matter of getting rid of
the war before it overwhelms the forces
of freedom.

The Korean Ambassador tells us some-
thing about the losses in Eorea. The
Senator from Kansas [Mr. ScHOEPPEL]
earlier today, in his splendid speech,
mentioned the American casualties.
They now run well over 100,000. Let us
see what the Korean Ambassador says
about Korean casualties:

Out of our South Korean population of
22,000,000, over 8,000,000 persons have lost
their homes. More than 1,000,000 civilians
have been killed and another million are
missing, wounded, or invalided. In addition
to these, some 300,000 of our Eorean soldiers
have been wounded, captured, or killed.
Next to our own military casualties are your
own, for the American list now has passed
the 100,000 mark. All of this has happened
in an area less than two-thirds the size of
New England, and in the northern part of
our country, where 9,000,000 of our helpless
and innocent people have been captives and
pawns of their Communist masters, the
physical destruction and loss of life have
been even greater.

In 800 brief days, Mr. President, 8,-
000,000 EKorean homes have been de-
stroyed, or 8,000,000 persons have lost
their homes, and a million human be-
ings, citizens of South Korea, have been
killed or are missing or wounded or in-
valided. In addition, some 300,000
Korean soldiers have been killed, cap-
tured, wounded, or missing. That
means, distressing as it is, that the
South Koreans, whom we seek fo lib-
erate, have lost about 3 soldiers, killed,
wounded, and missing, to every Ameri-
can who has made a comparable sacri-
fice in the Korean conflict.

Eorea continues to need relief and needs
it desperately. For nearly 2 years now our
people have been driven up and down the
Korean peninsula ahead of attacking armies
and shuddering under the fearful rain of
napalm and explosive bombs from the air.
Our factorles have been destroyed and our
means of livelihood have all but disappeared.
To a considerable extent we have become a
nation of refugees, living in refugee camps
and our children housed in orphanages.
Homes that have escaped devastation and
which originally housed a single family, now
give crowded shelter to sometimes as many
as six families, Others live in barren and
partly destroyed factories and public halls,
Even those whose lives have been saved have
suffered agonies of body and spirit which
comfortable people 10,000 miles away cannot
even conceive.

It is hard to conceive of such tragedy,
Mr, President., The Senator from
Washington has seen quite a lot of war,
but that was quite some time ago, and I
do not think I can conceive of such
tragedy as the Korean Ambassador is
telling us about.

As our people stand in the midst of their
ruins today, they have two things that they
would llke to say to their friends and allies.
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The first is—don't stop until the job of
freeing and restoring our land is complete,
and the second is, help us—for help we must
have—to restore the broken ruins this war
has spread across our entire nation. I realize
that those two things might sound selfish—
but we do not mean them to be so because
we regard the war in EKorea as not Eorea's
war alone. If is communism's war agalnst
the entire free world.

Mr. President, I think the Korean Am-
bassador believes it; I know he does.
The United Nations and the United
States have never acted as though they
believed it, but the Ambassador says:

The first is: Don't stop until the job of
freeing and restoring our land is complete,

It will be noticed, Mr. President, that
this Korean does not distinguish be-
tween North Korea and South Korea.
When he says “keep up your job until
you have freed my country,” that means
the restoration of unity of the penin-
sula which is called Korea. Then he
says:

The second is: Help us—for help we must
have—to restore the broken ruins that war
has spread across our entire nation.

Communism’s actual attack in my coun-
try and communism's threatened attacks
elsewhere in Asia are part and parcel of
one war, and I will repeat what that war
is—Iit 1s communism’s war against the entire

free world. We frce peoples are interde-
pendent. The fate of one portends the
fate of all.

There are those who seemingly dis-
agree with the Ambassador from Korea.
I am reminded of the ticker tape from
which I read earlier. Apparently Mr.
Attlee, recently Prime Minister of Great
Britain, dees not recognize, as does the
Korean Ambassador, that the EKorean
war is a Communist war against the
free world and that all of the free world
should participate in it and keep on
going until that land had been restored
to those to whom it belongs. ;

In conclusion, Mr. President, the Ko=
rean Ambassador has this to say:

It has been our conviction from the begin-
ning that the Communists were not sincere
when they proposed a truce talk,

I have offered for the REecorp those
comments from the United States News
which indicate what has happened to the
enormous increased strength of the Com-
munists during 12 months of negotia=
tions, Maybe more persons in high au-
thority should have listened with greater
care to such observations as were being
made in a public address in the sovereign
State of New Hampshire by the Korean
Ambassador. He said:

It has been our conviction from the begin-
ning that the Communlists were not sincere
when they proposed for a truce talk. When
the proposal was made by the enemy, the
Communist invaders were suffering heavy
casualties at the hands of the U. N. forces.
The serles of defeats had undermined the
Communist power as a fighting force. They
obviously desired an opportunity to recuper=-
ate, to regroup their forces, and to effect
their build-up in order to increase their
military strength.

I am sure that I am not alone in thinking
that the Communists have been using the
last 10 months to make the necessary prepa-
rations for an offensive with their ultimate
objective to defeat the American and U. N,
forces in Korea.
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The Ambassador then concludes in
positive fashion:

There is more, much more, that I would
like to suy. But I think you know what is
in our hearts, and I think you know why.

Like every other nation on the border of
Soviet power, we had our choice. We could
have submitted, as so many other peoples
have done, and our nation would remain
whole teday, but our spirits would be dead.
We made our cholce: to stand and fight, to
stand if need be and dle, to try to safeguard
our liberty. We hope the United Nations
will stana with us still. We hope our friends
will strengthen their resolve. We hope the
entire free world will not so far mistrust
its own might as to step aside and give up
the cause until the complete goal of libera-
iion for our nation has been won.

Mr. President, the Senator from
Washington makes but one guess. My
guess is—and this is why I have imposed
so long upon the indulgence of the Chair
this afternoon, on this second anni-
versary of the war in Korea—that free-
dom will not again be restored to free
men throughout the world, and then
maintained, until the free forces decide
to carry out, in fact, the resolve they
made in the United Nations, at Lake
Success, in early July of 1950, which was
that the free nations, out of a free
choice, and with their eyes open, were
imposing upon themselves as a mission
the restoration of freedom, unity, and
independence to all of Korea.

Two years have gone by since we un-
dertook that mission. There is no pur-
pose in laboring the point that we are
not within sight of the accomplishment
of our mission. The challenge to free
men everywhere on this second anni-
versary is to become much more suc-
cessful in pursuance of that mission in
the months which lie ahead, than we
free people have been in the 24 months
which have passed.

PRESIDENTIAL PREFERENCE FRI-

MARY BILI—STATEMENT BY SEN- .

ATOR DOUGLAS

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, on behalf
of the senior Senator from Illinois [Mr.
Doucrasl, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the body of the REcorp
a statement by the Senator from Illinois
on the reporting of the presidential
preference primary bill by the Senate
Rules and Administration Committee.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

ETATEMENT BY SENATOR DOUGLAS ON THE RE-
FORTING OF THE PRESIDENTIAL PREFERENCE
PrIMARY BILL BY THE SENATE RULES AND
ADMINISTRATION COMMITTEE

The Senate Rules Committee this morning
favorably reported the presidential prefer-
ence primary bill, which a group of us in-
troduced 5 months ago. Senator HAYDEN
and the committee deserve praise for the
excellent work they have done.

The committee’s action comes at a time
when the needs and demands for electoral
reform are at their highest. As the conven-
tions draw near the temptations of the party
bosses to make deals and use shenanigans
are shockingly evident. While responsible
party organizations will be quick to recog-
nize and heed the voice of the people, the
obvious attempts of some professionals to
thwart the will of the people dramatizes the
need for taking the selection of the candi-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

dates for the Natlon’s highest office out of
the hands of the party bosses and putting it
into the hands of the people.

The 60,000,000 “voteless” citizens of our
nonprimary States are demanding their
rightful say in the nomination of their
party's presidential nominee. The commit-
tee's action, if sustalned by Congress, will
make this possible.

The people are banging at the door of the
smoke-filled rooms. The chorus of letters
and editorials, the unusually high number
of primary write-in votes, and just plain
grass-roots discussions all sound the note
that Congress should pass this legislation
before we adjousn. That 15 why I hope the
Benate will immediately consider 8. 2570, as
reported by the committee,

Now is the time for us to make certain
that more States hold preference primaries
in 1956 than did this year. The prima-
ries this year have frightened the politicians
in both parties. But they are trying to ride
out the popular storm and they may succeed
in doing so. Experience shows that the time
to have passed preferential primary legisla-
tion for 1952 would have been in 1948,

We cannot wait until 1056 to enact pri-
mary legislation for 1956. If we want more
preference primaries in 1956 we must strike
while the iron is hot and the abuses of the
present convention system are obvious.

I recognize that the primary bill, as re-
ported, will not necessarily rid us of all the
evils of our present system of nominating
presidential candidates. It directs the At-
torney General to negotiate agreements with
States planning to hold presidential prefer-
ence primaries between February 1 and May
31 of an election year. The States are en-
couraged to sign agreements with the Attor-
ney General since if they sign they will re-
ceive financial assistance for their election
expenses. These agreements would provide
for a consideration which is limited to a
ceiling of 20 cents for each vote cast in a
State presidential preference primary. In
return for this Federal assistance the States
would promise to include on their primary
ballot the names of presidential candidates
on whose behalf nominating petitions have
been signed by 500 voters in three-fourths of
the States participating in these agreements,
No State is compelled to adopt the presiden=-
tial primary if it does not wish to do so. The
aim of our bill is merely to make it easier
for the States to let the voice of the people
be heard.

Undoubtedly as we go along we shall find
that the presidential preference primary bill
can be improved. But we are headed in the
right direction and I sincerely hope that the
Senate will consider the bill as soon as
possible.

As I have sald, the people are banging at
the doors of the smoke-filled rooms where
the party bosses will meet to choose their
hand-picked candidates for the Presidency.
Let the voice of the people be heard.

CONFIRMATION OF NOMINATION OF
JAMES H. FLANAGAN

Mr, HILL. Mr. President, on the Ex-
ecutive Calendar is the nomination of
James H. Flanagan, of the District of
Columbia, to be a member of the Public
Utilities Commission of the District of
Columbia. I ask unanimous consent
that, as in executive session, the nomi-
nation may be considered.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection? The Chair hears none, and
the question is, Will the Senate advise
and consent to this nomination?

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, may I ask
the acting majority leader one question,
please? )

Mr. HILL., Certainly.
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Mr. CAIN. Has the acting majority
leader had occasion to confer with the
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr,
Bripces]l, the minority leader, as to his
views on the question?

Mr. HILL. I conferred with the act-
ing minority leader, the Senator from
Idaho [Mr. WELKER], who is a member
of the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia. The Senator from Idaho was
at the time the acting minority leader. .
I told him it was my purpose to ask that
the nomination be confirmed.

Mr. CAIN, Then the acting minority
leader, the Senator from Idaho [(Mr.
WEeLKER], was in agreement with the
intention of the acting majority leader?

Mr, HILL. That is correct.

Mr. CAIN. I thank the Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination is confirmed,
and the President will be immediately
notified.

RECEES AS A MARK OF RESPECT TO
FORMER SENATOR AND REPRE-
SENTATIVE JAMES W. WADS-
WORTH

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in compli-
ance with the previous order of the Sen-
ate, and as a mark of respect to the
memory of the former Member of the
Senate and former Member of the House
of Representatives, the late James W.
Wadsworth, of New York, I move that
the Senate now stand in recess until 10
o’clock tomorrow morning.

The motion was unanimously agreed
to; and (at 7 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.)
the Senate took a recess, the recess being,
under the order previously entered, until
tomorrow, Thursday, June 26, 1952, at
10 o’clock a. m.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate June 25 (legislative day of June
21), 1952:

TECHNICAL COOPERATION ADMINISTRATION

Jonathan B. Bingham, of New York, to be
Deputy Administrator for Technical Coopera-
tion.

NaTIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD

Abe Murdock, of Utah, to be a member of
the National Labor Relations Board for the
term expiring December 16, 1957, (Reap-
pointment.)

FEDERAL HOUSING ADMINISTRATION

Walter L. Greene, of Alabama, to be Fed-
eral Housing Commissioner, vice Franklin D.
Richards, resigned.

IN THE AR FORCE

The following-named officers for promo-
tion in the Regular Air Force under the pro-
visions of sections 502, 508, and 509 of the
Officer Personnel Act of 1947.

To be captain

MEDICAL

George Spangler Woodward, 23587A.
To be first lieutenants

AIR FORCE
John Dean Morgan, 23766A.
John Robert Ford, 23T67A.
Armand Michael Carlomagno, 23T69A.
Joseph William Allen, 23772A.
Eugene Lawrence Hudson, 23770A.
Note.—Dates of rank of all officers nomi-

nated for promotion will be determined by
the Secretary of the Air Force.
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POSTMASTERS
The following-named persons to be post-
masters;
ALABAMA
John A. Alsbrooks, Sheffield, Ala., in place
of J. H. Blake, deceased.

AREANSAS

Carl D. Lynch, Smackover, Ark,, in place of
J. W. Byrd, deceased.

CALIFORNIA

Opal F. Hamilton, Leggett, Calif.
established October 16, 1949,

GEORGIA

Katherine C. Wimberley, Bainbridge, Ga.,
in place of R. G. Hartsfield, retired.

ILLINOIS
George O. Downer, Downers Grove, Ill., in
place of B. L. Kellogg, retired.
Joseph R. Sester, Genoa, Il
C. B. Faber, resigned.

MAINE

Lawrence M. Glidden, Palermo, Maine, in
place of D. W. Worthing, deceased.
' MASSACHUSETTS
Edward J. McCaffrey, Concord, Mass., in
place of J. R. McManus, removed.
John F. Murphy, Northampton, Mass., in
place of E. E. Cooney, retired.
Willard W. Ellis, Yarmouth Port, Mass., in
place of W. P. Cook, deceased.
NORTH DAKOTA
Harriet R. Cowley, Ambrose, N. Dak., in
place of R. L. Hanson, transferred.
Elmer W. Hoppa, Cayuga, N. Dak., in place
of J. E. Murray, resigned.
Alvin O. Herberg, Wildrose, N. Dak, in
place of R. W. McCoy, resigned.

OKLAHOMA
Paul 8. Badami, Ponca City, Okla., in place
of E. P. Souligny, deceased.
PENNSYLVANIA

Bernard T. Shilling, Conneautville, Pa., in
place of C. G. Melcher, deceased.

Kenneth M. Bistline, Landisburg, Pa., in
place of L. I. Wertz, transferred.

TENNESSEE

Bernard F. Vandergriff, Clinton, Tenn., in
place of E. C. Cross, retired.

Nedgel R. Leathers, Toone, Tenn., in place
of M. R. Kelley, retired.

UTAH
George E. Brown, American Fork, Utah, In
place of D. G. Ingersoll, transferred.
WYOMING

Hugh M. Currah, Shoshoni, Wyo., in place
of C. W. Hornbeck, resigned.

Office

in place of

CONFIEMATION

Executive nomination confirmed by
the Senate June 25 (legislative day of
June 21), 1952:

PusrLic UtiLiTiEs COMMISSION

James H. Flanagan, of the District of
Columbia, to be a member of the Public
Utilities Commission of the District of Co-
lumbia for a term of 3 years, from July 1,
1952,

WITHDRAWAL

Executive nomination withdrawn
from the Senate June 25 (legislative
day of June 21), 1952:

POSTMASTER

Anthony J. Tetl, to be postmaster at
Toughkenamon, Pa.
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
‘WEDNESDAY, JUNE 25, 1952

The House met at 10 o’clock a. m.

Rev. Ernest A. de Bordenave, rector of
Old Christ Church in Philadelphia, Pa.,
offered the following prayer:

O God, behold the Members of this
Congress.

They are called upon to make fateful
decisions that affect the life of all man-
kind, while they themselves are pride-
ful, self-centered sinners like everybody
else, Theirs is a great opportunity but
an awful responsibility. Surely, they
need Thy help.

Keep them humble by the knowledge
that Thou art the final ruler in human
history. Guide them by the knowledge
that Thy justice is the measure of Thy
demand upon their decisions.

Give them fortitude to accept what
they cannot change, courage to change
what they ought to change, and wisdom
to know the one from the other. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of
yesterday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Landers, its enrolling clerk, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R.7714. An act to amend the Universal
Military Training and Service Act, ancl for
other purposes.

The message also announced that the
Senate had passed, with an amendment
in whieh the concurrence of the House
is requested, a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R.3168. An act to amend section 113
(b) (1) (B) of the Internal Revenue Code
with respect to the adjustment of the basis
of property for depreciation, ohsolescence,
amortization, and depletion.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the House by Mr. Miller, one
of his secretaries, who also informed the
House that on the following date the
President approved and signed a joint
resolution and hills of the House of the
following titles:

On June 23, 1952:

H.R.5633. An act to approve contracts
negotiated with irrigation districts on the
Owyhee, Riverton, Milk River, and French-
town Federal reclamation projects, to au-
thorize their execution, and for other pur=-
poses;

H. R. 6336, An act to promote the national
defense by authorizing the construction of
aeronautical research facilities by the Na-
tional Advisory Committee for Aeronautics
necessary to the effective prosecution of
aeronautical research;

H.R. 6787. An act to extend the Rubber
Act of 1948 (Public Law 469, BOth Cong.),
as amended, and for other purposes;

H. R. 6909. An act to amend section 14 (b)
of the Federal Reserve Act, as amended; and

H.J. Res, 449, Joint resolution to provide
for the reappointment of Dr. Vannevar Bush
as citizen regent of the Board of Regents
of the Smithsonian Institution.
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APPROPRIATIONS FOR TREASURY
AND POST OFFICE DEPARTMENTS
AND EXPORT-IMPORT BANK OF
WASHINGTON, 1953

Mr. GARY. Mr. Speaker, I call up
the conference report on the bill (H. R.
6854) making appropriations for the
Treasury and Post Office Departments
and funds available for the Export-
Import Bank of Washington for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1953, and for
other purposes, and ask unanimous
consent that the statement of the man-
agers on the part of the House be read
in lieu of the report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill

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

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the statement.

The conference report and statement
are as follows:

ConNFERENCE REPORT (H. REPT. No. 2284)

The committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
6854) “making appropriations for the Treas-
ury and Posf Office Departments and funds
avallable for the Export-Import Bank of
Washington for the fiscal year ending June
80, 1953, and for other purposes,” having met,
after full and free conference, have agreed to
recommend and do recommend to their re-
spective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amend-
ments numbered 1, 2, 3, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13,
and 14.

That the House recede from its disagree-
ment to the amendments of the Senate num-
bered 4 and 7; and agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 5: That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree
to the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lieu of the sum proposed by said amend-
ment insert *$2,725,000"; and the Senate
agree to the same,

Amendment numbered 6; That the House
recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 6, and agree to
the same with an amendment, as follows:
In lieu of the sum proposed by sald amend-
ment insert *“$4,825,000"; and the Senate
agree to the same.

J. VAUGHAN GARY,

A. M. FERNANDEZ,

OrTo E. PASSMAN,
ALFRED D. SIEMINSKI,
CLARENCE CANNON,

G. CANFIELD,

Ben F. JAMES, .
JOBEN TABER,

Managers on the Part of the House.
Harrey M. KILGORE,
Burner R. Maveank,

JoHN L. MCCLELLAN,

KENNETH MCEELLAR,

OLiN D. JOHNSTON,

ZaLEs N. EcTonw,

STYLES ERIDGES,

LEVERETT SALTONSTALL,
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 amendments of the
Benate to the bill (H. R. 6854¢) making ap-
propriations for the Treasury and Post Office
Departments and funds available for the Ex-
port-Import Bank of Washington for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1953, and for
other purposes, submit the following states
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ment in explanation of the conference report
as to each of such amendments, namely:

TITLE I—TREASURY DEPARTMENT

Amendment No. 1: Appropriates $2,5685,000
for salaries and expenses, Office of the Sec-
retary, as proposed by the House instead of
$2,625,000 as proposed by the Senate.

Amendment No. 2: Appropriates 851,000,
000 for administering the Public Debt as pro-
posed by the House instead of $51,117,000 as
proposed by the Senate,

Amendment No. 3: Appropriates $20,500,-
000 for salaries and expenses, Office of the
Treasurer, as proposed by the House instead
of $21,000,000 as proposed by the Senate.

Amendment No. 4: Relating to salaries
and expenses, Bureau of Customs, permits
the use of not to exceed $1,220,000 for per-
sonal services in the District of Columbia as
proposed by the Senate instead of $1,150,000
as proposed by the House.

Amendment No. 5: Appropriates $2,725,-
000 for salaries and expenses, Secret Service
Division, instead of $2,695,000 as proposed
by the House and £2,770,000 as proposed by
the Senate.

Amendment No. 6: Appropriates $4,825,«
000 for salaries and expenses, Bureau of the
Mint, instead of $4,775,000 as proposed by
the House and $5,275,000 as proposed by the
Benate.

Amendment No. 7: Appropriates $19,250,~
000 for acquisition, construction, and im-
provements, United States Coast Guard, as
proposed by the Senate instead of $20,000,-
000 as proposed by the House.

Amendment No. 8: Strikes out the Senate
proposal tc place a general limitation on
amounts that may be used for personal serv=
ices,

Amendment No. 9: Strikes out the Sen-
ate proposal to limit the amounts that may
be used for travel, personal services and
transportation of things.

Amendment No. 10: Strikes out the Sen-
ate proposal to provide an expenditure limi-
tation of $644,384,691 on the purposes pro-
vided in the Treasury Department title of
the bill.

Amendment No, 11; Changes section num-
ber.

TITLE II—POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT

Amendment No. 12: Appropriates $2,150,~
000,000 for postal operations as proposed by
the House instead of $2,105,000,000 as pro-
posed by the Senate.

TITLE IV—GENERAL PROVISIONS

Amendment No. 13: Strikes out the Sen-
ate proposal against use of funds in con-
nection with the operation of seized plants,
facilities, or other property.

Amendment No. 14: Changes section num-
ber. ;
J. VAUGHAN GARY,

A. M. FERNANDEZ,
. OTr0 E. PASSMAN,
ALFRED D, SIEMINSKI,
CLARENCE CANNON,
G. CANFIELD,
Bew F. JAMES,
JoaN TABER,
Managers on the Part of the House.

Mr, GARY., Mr. Speaker, the confer-
ence report which we present today
makes the Treasury-Post Office appro-
priation bill the first of the regular 1953
appropriation bills to clear the Congress.
The bill was reported to the House on
February 29, 1952, and passed the House
on March 3. The Senate Committee on
Appropriations reported it to the Senate
on April 22, and it passed that body on
April 29. The conference was delayed
pending a Supreme Court decision on
seizure of the steel plants, inasmuch as
the Senate had inserted an amendment
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which prohibited use of funds in con-
nection with seized property.

This conference report carries total
appropriations of $3,437,895,000 for the
Treasury and Post Office Departments
for the fiscal year 1953. This amount
is $77,250,000 less than the budget esti-
mates of $3,515,145,000, and $670,000 less
than the amount approved by the House.
In addition, the bill provides authoriza-
tion for the Export-Import Bank of
Washington to use its funds for admin-
istrative expenses in an amount not to
exceed $1,125,000, but this item was not
in conference inasmuch as the House
and Senate had both approved the same
figure.

Of the total in the bill, the major part,
or $2,793,800,000, is for the Post Office
Department, and $644,095,000 is provided
to earry on the functions of the Treas-
ury Department.

The largest item in conference was in-
volved in amendment No. 12 under which
the Senate proposed a reduction of $45,-
000,000 in the House figure for postal
operations, The House had already
slashed the Post Office request $28,300,-
000, which was considered the maximum
reduction that could be made without
impairing the postal service.

When the Congress reduced postal ap-
propriations several years ago, the De=
partment curtailed certain postal serv-
ices in order to operate within the lim-
its of the amount appropriated. Not-
withstanding a flood of protests from all
parts of the United States the curtailed
services are still in effect and the De-
partment estimates that the savings re-
sulting therefrom approximate $100,000,-
000 annually. The additional cut of
$45,000,000 in postal expenditures for
1953 proposed by the Senate would have
necessitated a further substantial cur-
tailment of postal services which the
House conferees do not believe is justi-
fied at this time. We therefore insisted
upon the restoration of the full amount
approved by the House. Suggestion had
been made to allow the Senate figure and
permit the Post Office Department to
submit deficiency estimates at the next
session of the Congress, but this proposal
was not agreed to inasmuch as the con-
ferees felt that the Post Office Depart-
ment should be required to plan its year’s
operations on the amount made available
in the House bill. The Senate finally re-
ceded on this amendment, so that the
amount appropriated for the Post Office
is the same as in the House bill,

In fact, Mr. Speaker, the bill as recom-
mended by the conferees is so nearly
identical with the bill as it passed the
House that I feel certain there will be
no opposition to the conference report.

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques-
tion on the conference report.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the conference report.

The conference report was agreed to.
ta.bAl motion to reconsider was laid on the

e.

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND
Mr. GARY, Mr. Speaker, Iask unani-
mous consent that all Members may ex-
tend their remarks at this point on the
conference report just agreed to.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Virginia?

There was no objection.

GOWANUS CREEK CHANNEL, N, Y.

Mr, LARCADE, Mr. Spcaker, I ask
unanimous consent to take from the
Speaker’s desk the bill (H, R. 7855) for
improvement of Gowanus Creek Chan-
nel, N. Y., and ask for its immediate
consideration.

The Clerk read the title of the bill,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Lou-
isiana?

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr.
Speaker, reserving the right to object,
I understand this is a so-called emer-
gency measure, that it applies to the
port of New York, and will be very help-
ful in the defense effort.

Mr, LARCADE. That is correct; it is
absolutely essential to clear the harbor.
There is a bar that has to be taken out
that is impeding navigation.

Mr. MARTIN of Masachusetts. And
it is a unanimous report of the com-
mittee?

Mr. LARCADE. Yes.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr,
Speaker, I withdraw my reservation of
objection,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the hill?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the following im-
provement is hereby adopted and authorized
in the interest of national security, to be
prosecuted under the direction of the Secre-
tary of the Army and supervision of the Chief
of Engineers, in accordance with the plans

recommended in the report hereinafter desig-
nated:

Gowanus Creek Channel, N. Y,, in accord-
ance with the report submitted in House
Document No. 318, Eighty-second Comgress,
and subject to the conditions set forth in
said document.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third

time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table,

AMENDING EXCESS PROFITS TAX
LAW

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent for the im-
mediate consideration of the bill (H, R.
8271) to amend section 457 of the In-
ternal Revenue Code.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetis. Mr.
Speaker, reserving the right to object, is
this a unanimous report of the com-
mittee?

Mr, BOGGS of Louisiana, It is.

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Just
what does it do?

Mr. BOGGS of Louisiana. The bill
came out of the Ways and Means Com-
mittee unanimously. It corrects a pro-
vision in the excess profits tax law which
was corrected in the Senate in 1950 when
the act was passed. This was left over
in conference for further study; this is
the result of the further study.
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Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts, Mr,
Speaker, I withdraw my objection,

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

There was no objection.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, effective with
respect to taxable years ending after June
30, 1950, section 457 of the Internal Revenue
Code, as added by sectlon 101 of the Excess
Profits Tax Act of 1950, is hereby amended
by changing its heading to read "Corpora-
tions completing contracts or making de-
posits under Merchant Marine Act” and by
adding to sald section 457 the following new
subsection:

“(c) Base period earnings credit for de-
posits under Merchant Marine Act, 1936:
The excess profits net income computed
under section 433 (b) for any base period
year shall be increased by the amount, if
any, by which (1) the taxpayer's tax-deferred
deposits of earnings, made in or accrued to
reserve funds under section 607 of the Mer-
chant Marine Act, 1936, in respect of such
base period year, exceeds (2) the amount of
such deposits of earnings for the taxable
year. The Secretary shall provide, by regu-
lation, for proper adjustment of the deposits
made in or accrued to the reserve funds for
any taxable year so as to exclude therefrom
any amount payable for such year as reim-
bursement of operating-differential subsidy.”

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

Mr. ROGERS of Texas asked and was
given permission to address the House
for 40 minutes on Thursday, June 26,
after the legislative business of the day
and any special orders heretofore
entered.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts asked
and was given permission to address the
House for 5 minutes today, following the
legislative program and any special or-
ders heretofore entered.

Mr. JAVITS asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 10 min-
utes on Thursday, June 26, following any
special order heretofore entered.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr, ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, I make
the point of order that a quorum is not
present,

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum
is not present.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to
their names:

[Roll No. 110]

Aandahl Dempsey Horan

Abbitt Dingell Jackson, Calif.
Abernethy Doughton Johnson
Addonizio Eaton Kean

Albert Evins Kearney
Allen, La. Fenton Kennedy
Bates, Ky. Fisher Kilday
Beckworth Frazier McDonough
Bennett, Mich. Gamble Mitchell
Burdick Gore Morris
Carlyle Gregory Morton
Carnahan Hall, Moulder
Case Edwin Arthur Norblad
Coudert Hand O’'Brien, N. Y.
Cox Herlong Patman
Dawson Holifleld Pickett
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Powell Basscer Tackett
Redden Scott, Taylor
Reece, Tenn, Hugh D., Jr. Vinson
Richards Steed Vorys
Robeson Stigler ‘Welch
Roosevelt Stockman Wickersham
Sabath Sutton Wood, Ga.

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and
sixty-four Members are present, a
quorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dispensed
with.

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS
BILL

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that notwith-
standing any rule or rules of the House
to the contrary, that it may be in order
for the Committee on Appropriations to
file a supplemental appropriations bill
on Thursday and for the same to be con-
sidered in the House on Friday next.

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

There was no objection.

DEFENN.... PRODUCTION ACT AMEND=-
MENTS OF 1952

Mr. SPENCE. Mryr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the further con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8210) to
amend and extend the Defense Produc-
tion Act of 1950, as amended, and the
Housing and Rent Act of 1947, as
amended.

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 fur-
ther consideration of the bill H. R. 8210,
with Mr. Micts in the chair.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The CHAIRMAN. When the Commit-
tee rose on Friday, June 20, there was
pending an amendment offered by the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SmITH].

Without objection, the Clerk will again
report the amendment.

There was no objection,

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. SmiTe of Vir-
ginia: On page 9, after line 10, insert the
following new section:

“SEc, 111. Section 503 of the Defense Pro-
duction Act of 1950, as amended, is hereby
amended by adding at the end thereof the
following: ‘It is the sense of the Congress
that by reason of the work stoppage now
existing in the steel industry, the national
safety is imperiled and the Congress there-
fore requests the President to invoke im-
mediately the national emergency provisions
of sections 206 to 210 inclusive of the Labor
Management Relations Act of 1947 for the
purpos: of terminating such work stoppage'.”

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, in the
interest of the expeditious consideration
of this bill, which is essential, I shall in-
sist on the rules of the House being fol-
lowed and shall object to any extension
of time under the 5-minute rule.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Virginia [Mr.
SmITH].

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, 2 weeks ago the President appeared
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in this Chamber before a joint session
of the Congress and at that time he
asked the advice and assistance of the
Congress in bringing about termination
of the disastrous steel strike that now
afflicts the country. At that time the
President asked the Congress to make a
difficult decision for him, namely,
whether he should use the law of the
land, the Taft-Hartley injunction pro-
vision, or whether the Congress would
give him further authority for seizure
which had been denied by Supreme
Court decision.

The President was opposed to the use
of the Taft-Hartley Act and the Presi-
dent very cogently in his message stated
that from his standpoint he was against
the use of that provision. At the con-
clusion of the President’s argument on
the subject he said;

Consequently, I feel that I should put the
facts before the Congress, recommend the
course of action I deem best, and call upon
the Congress which has the power to do
50 to make the choice.

The choice lay between use of existing
law and the enactment by the Congress
of other laws. There have been a num-
ber of bills introduced. Iknow that bills
are pending before three committees of
the Housz of Representatives to enact
other law. None of these committees
have acted, the Congress is about to ad-
journ or to recess; so the question is
plainly up to the House, what answer are
you going to make to the President’s
request, or are you going to entirely
ignore the responsibility of the Congress
and do nothing?

That is the plain choice, that is all
there is to it.

Some of us think that the President
should use the law of the land, and all
we are saying is that in response to your
request for advice on this subject, we
say to you: Just use the law of the land,
we are not going to enact any other law.
That is all there is to it.

I do not see why anybody should get
excited about it, why anyone should get
excited about suggesting fo the Presi-
dent that he use the law of the land and
that is all this does.

Some folks say, well, the law of the
land will not be effective, the Taft-Hart-
ley amendment is not any good. But
what has been the experience? The
Taft-Hartley feature of the law has been
inveked on nine occasions. Of the nine
times that the Taft-Hartley injunction
was used only in one case has there been
a work stoppage after the 80-day period.
In three of those cases they did not even
have to get the injunction. When the
President appointed the board the thing
was settled before injunction was ap-
plied for. In five cases there were in-
junctions and in all of those cases there
was not an hour's work stoppage. The
whole thing was settled before the in-
junction was over. In one case, that
involving the maritime union, it did not
work, I would say that when a law
works in eight out of nine cases it is a
pretty good law.

Some people say, well, the unions will
not work under the law. Well, if there
is any labor union, or if there are any
other minority groups in this country,
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that today say they are bigger than the
law and refuse to observe the law, the
quicker this Congress and the country
knows about it, the better it is going to
be both for the unions and for the
country.

Now, my friends, I do not want to pro-
long this discussion. I do not want to
get into any controversy about it. It is
a simple thing. We ought to do some-
thing before we adjourn this Congress,
and if we are not going to enact a law,
then we ought to say to the President,
“Go shead and use the law that we
have.”

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, I think we all agree
that the proper settlement of the steel
strike is essential to the stabilization of
our economy and the defense production
of our counfry. This is a very important
madtter, but it will never be settled unless
it is settled right.

Mr. Chairman, we cannot approach
this measure with hostility, either to
management or to labor. The proper
way to settle the strike is by mediation
and conciliation or by cellective bargain-
ing, and it cannot be settled satisfactor=
ily in any other way.

It has been said that under the Taft-
Hartley Act there will be a cooling off
period of 80 days. There has already
been a cooling off period of 154 days.
The men stayed at work, and then at the
expiration of that time they proceeded to
strike again. I think we all know that
those men who are involved in this strike
are hostile to the Taft-Hartley Act.
Proceeding under that act rather than
cooling off will throw additional fuel
upon the flames. You cannot change the
bent of men., I have no quarrel with
labor because they organize. They have
but one thing to sell, and that is their
labor, the earnings of which support
them and their families. It clothes them
and houses them and they are dependent
upon it for all they have. The industrial
producer has many things to sell. He
may have a loss on one article and make
it up on another. Labor cannot do that.
You cannot be hostile to labor because it
attempts to assert its rights.

I think it is very unfortunate that this
steel strike has occurred. I hope it can
be settled amicably. When you send
men back to work under injunction, they
have not the same spirit that they would
have if they went back voluntarily. I
think that is a human characteristic.
Of course, it is more pleasant for men to
work under agreements, to have friendly
association with employers, and that is
the way it ought to be. Men who are
working under those conditions will work
better and produce more than working
under the compulsory processes of the
courts.

There is a practical question here. I
think we all want this strike settled, but
here by your request you are limiting
the President on the methods he may
use. Whether you like the President’s
views or not, I am sure we all know that
he wants to see the sirike settled. The
President is the Chief Executive of this
Government. He is just as supreme in
that department as we are in ours. He
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has a powerful position with great re-
sponsibilities, and why do you want to
tie his hands as to the methods that
shall be pursued? I do nmot know the
status of the steel strike at the present
time; I do not know how near they are
to a settlement. T hope it can be settled
soon. But, suppose they were just on
the verge of settlement, the use of the
Taft-Hartley Act might prevent the set-
tlement and prolong the dispute.

This amendment is but a request.
The Congress recognizes the fact that
they can tell the President what methods
he shall pursue in his discretion as the
Executive head of the Government, but
he can use them or not as he pleases.
The amendment has no merit. We have
not the information with reference to
the condition of the strike that the
President has. I do not know how near
it is to settlement, but let us do nothing
that will prevent its speedy settlement
under proper circumstances, and with
the goed will of all.

I hope the amendment will be de-
feated.

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word, and ask
unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks,

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, if this
Congress does not act and act wisely and
promptly, the old slogan that “Nsro
fiddles while Rome burns” will probably
give place in history to a new one which
might well be written, “The Communist
juggernaut drives on while Congress
plays games.” We have been playing
football and kicking this issue around
too long.

All the amendment now before you
seeks to do is substitute a new game for
the old game. Instead of foothall you
are now going to play post office. Ac-
cording to what I heard last Friday, all
this amendment would do would be to
send the President a letter. We were
told last Friday that all that would be
accomplished by this amendment would
be to send the President a letter and
ask him to use the Taft-Hartley law.

There is not a man or woman in this
Congress who does not know that we
must build up our defenses here and
abroad if we would stop the Communist
threat. No one denies it. But when the
President stepped in and seized the steel
mills to give us the wherewithal to con-
tinue to build our defenses, many of you
mocked and jeered him. The Commu-
nists stood back and laughed at us.
‘When the Supreme Court said that it is
up to the Congress to give him a law
by which to act, you cheered the Su-
preme Court. Yet you have not done
anything about it, and this amendment
will not do anything about it.

When the President came before us he
said that it is up to us, the Congress, to
give him a law by which he can act. He
called your attention to the defects in
the Taft-Hartley Act, which will not give
vou steel, the steel which we need to con=
tinue to build up the defenses of this
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country and of free civilization through=-
out the world. He concluded by saying:

The choice is squarely up to the Congress,
I hope the Congress will meet it by enacting
fair and effective legislation.

The Congress is not enacting fair and
effective legislation. It is not enacting
any legislation if it adopts this amend-
ment to the Defense Production Act by
which you will send the President a letter
telling him to use the law which you and
I know is not going to produce steel and
is not going to get the men back to work.

It is all right for you to say, as has
been said and as you will say again, that
no minority is going to stand up against
the law. No minority is going to stand
up against the law in this country, and
unions and laboring men and working
men in this country will not violate the
law. But when you gave the President
the autherity to seize our boys and send
them wherever they are needed to defend
our liberties, these workmen who were
p cducing the material to supply them
with the arms for defense turned fto
with a will to do the job. Now, you want
to tell the President to seize these men
and tell them to produce so that the steel
mills and the steel owners can make more
money at the expense of the American
taxpayer.

If you think you ean force them to
produce more profits for the steel barons
at their expense and at the expense of
the free world, you are mistaken. They
will do the right thing if you will enact
a fair law and an effective law. They
have never refused to stand up and work
side by side with all those who have the
best interests of this free land at heart,
and they will do it acain, but they will
not do it because of any injunction by
which you say, “You work,” and at the
same time you say to the steel mills, “You
take the profits.” That is not the Amer-
ican way, that is not the democratic way.
The workers of America will produce for
defense; yes, they will produce for prof-
it—but they will not preduce for the
profit of the few at the expense of the
many.

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last two words.

Mr. Chairman, it was very interesting
to listen to the genileman from New
York draw a sharp line between man-
agement and labor. I am not so sure
but that perhaps that is the purpose of
the opposition to this amendment.
Surely we are not going to get the pro-
duction necessary for the defense effort,
if we follow the tactics of the so-called
Americans for Democratic Action, which
by pitting management against labor
and class against class, would create the
s. me situation in America which existed
until recently in Great Britain. This
issue which we have before us in respect
to this amendment is one of the most
fundamental issues which has ever been
presented to this House. We passed a
law in respect to the settlement of these
disputes, and the purpose of that law
was to continue production not only in
a period of emergency such as we are
experiencing now, but even in peace-
time so that they would not be such
shocks to our economy as to necessitate
drastic action on the part of the Con-
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gress, The President of the United
BStates took an oath to faithfully execute
the laws passed by this Congress. He has
no alternative under his oath of office
than to execute the laws passed by the
direct representatives of the people. All
this amendment does is to reiterate in
perhaps too mild terms the desire on the
part of the Congress that the President
under his oath of office execute the laws
that we pass. That is all that it does.

Mr. Chairman, this action is short of
impeachment because there is no time
for impeachment. This is a serious situ-
ation. So we should take the responsi-
bility which is ours, and tell the people
that we have requested the President—
at least requested the President—to, in
keeping with his oath of office, execute
the laws which the representatives have
passed.

Mr. Arnall and Mr. Putnam should
realize that the negotiations which are
going on now in respect to the settle-
ment of the steel-wage price dispute is
a tripartite conference. Last month
they said, “We will not give anyone any
consideration in respect to price until
they have settled the labor dispute.”
But, a short time before that they had
said to steel, “Yes, you take the package
and we will give you $4.50 a ton.” Steel
came back and said, “We think we need
$5.50 a ton.” So do we realize, Mr.
Chairman, that at one time, a month or
6 weeks ago, and this situation can be
brought up-to-date, if it were not for the
stubbornness of the administrators of
this act, tl.ey were only $1 a ton apart,
and if they probably struck the differ-
ence and called it $5, then the steel
strike would have been settled a month
ago? The steel strike is being continued
now because of the stubbornness of the
administrators of this act who will not
be realistic and see the facts of life in
respect to it.

This amendment is the least we can
do to further express the intent of the
Congress in respect to this matter.

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, I rise in opposition to the
pro forma amendment.

Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. Mr. Chair-
man, I am opposed to the Smith amend-
ment to put the Taft-Hartley Act in this
bill. The controversy in the steel case
was pending during the time the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency were
holding its hearings on this bill. Never
did the sponsor of this amendment pro-
pose consideration of this amendment by
the committee. It is rash and unconsid-
ered action that is now proposed to be
taken by the House of Representatives.
I am sure the employees in the steel in-
dustry want no unnecessary prolongation
of this strike. Their livelihood is in-
volved.

Their sons, too, are in Korea. Their
loyalty is more inflexible to the United
States even than is that of capital which
can find a congenial climate in which to
operate under varied regimes and under
almost any flag. Why then is there any
logic in using this emergency control
legislation as a vehicle by which the
weight of congressional influence is
thrown on capital's side of this dispute?
If we can contribute constructively to
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a just solution of the wage and other
problems involved in the steel strike, let
us do so and with all possible speed.
But in the name of fairness and for the
good of our country let us refrain from
an ill-considered and unfair thrust at
the cause of American labor. Let us de-
feat the amendment by the gentleman
from Virginia,.

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment to the amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Warter to the
amendment offered by Mr. SmarrH of Vir-
ginla: Insert “Provided, however, That the
President shall first obtain from the leading
employers in the steel industry assurances
that any wage settlement reached during
the period of any injunction obtained under
the Labor Management Relations Act of
1947, shall be retroactive to January 1, 1952,
or to any other expiration date of the prior
collective bargaining contracts.”

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I make
a point of order against the amendment
on the ground that it is not germane to
the bill; and, at least by inference would
amend the provisions of the Labor-
Management Relations Act of 1947.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania desire to be
heard on the point of order?

Mr. WALTER. No, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Mirrs). The
Chair is ready to rule.

The gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. WaLTER] offers an amendment to
the pending amendment offered by the
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. SmiTH].

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
WoLcorT] makes a point of order against
the amendment on the ground that it is
not germane.

The Chair has had an opportunity to
read the language of the amendment. It
is the opinion of the Chair that the
amendment is not germane to the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. SmiTH], or to the
pending bill,

The Chair, therefore, sustains the
point of order made by the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. MCCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, I
rise in opposition to the pro forma
amendment.

Mr. Chairman, we are simply going
through another one of the dramatic
fights of the last 20 years. We have
heard the remarks of the gentleman from
Michigan. One thing about him, he is
always consistent and always has been
consistent in opposition to legislation
that has represented progress, and legis-
lation that has represented the best in-
terests of the working man and the work-
ing woman. We now find him taking the
floor taday and in an emotional outhurst
talking about the President of the United
States not acting or living up to his cath
of office. As a matter of fact, the Presi-
dent of the United States, President Tru-
man, obtained far more in the industrial
dispute in the field of steel than the
Taft-Hartley Act. Further, President
Truman was able to obtain close to 100
days of continuance of work. In addi-
tion to that, there has been about 3
months more of continued production on
the part of the steelworkers without re-
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sort to the provisions of the Taft-
Hartley Act.

If the President had lived up to the
Taft-Hartley Act, the 80-day waiting
period, if the injunction had been issued,
would have expired long ago and we
would still be without steel. There is
absolutely no law on the statute books to
take over after the expiration of the 80
days provided for in the Taft-Hartley
Act which will permit anything to be
done or the mills to be taken over, or any
other action taken.

The President of the United States has
accomplished more by the action he took
than he could have by invoking the pro-
visions of the Taft-Hartley Act. Yet
they now come in and expect further re-
straint of the men who have voluntarily
continued their work for close to 6
months without resorting to the Taft-
Hartley Act, men who have effectively
produced steel at the request of the Pres-
ident of the United States during this
period.

The Taft-Hartley Act provides a
breathing spell. If an injunction is is-
sued the breathing spell is for 80 days.
The President has done more than the
Taft-Hartley Act could have done, yet
we hear Members make arguments and
give expression to emotional statements
such as have been made by my friend
from Michigan [Mr. WorcorTl only a
few minutes ago.

As a matter of fact, Phil Murray—I
say this objectively—Phil Murray has
shown himself to be a real statesman
in this industrial dispute. It has been
a year ago last December since the steel-
workers received an increase, yet since
that time there have been increases for
the workers of General Electric; there
have been increases for the workers of
Chrysler, increased within the wage
formula, yet steel wages have not in-
creased since December 1950.

Had they adopted the increase recom-
mended by the Wage Stabilization
Board it would not have been 26 cents,
but 1215 cents as of January 1 of this
year, 2% cents additional, or a total
of 15 cents as of July 1 of this year, and
212 cents more on December 1 of this
year, or a total 175 cents as of the end
of this year.

As to the “fringe benefits,” they are
not wage increases although they do
represent an obligation on the part of
business; yet, if the steelworkers re-
ceived everything in the way of wage
increases and fringe obligations or bene-
fits recommended by the Wage Stabili-
zation Board and its panel, they would
still be behind the wages and fringe
benefits received by the employees of
General Electric.

So, therefore, if there is to be criti-
cism, there should be criticism else-
where. I am not now entering into the
field of criticizing and I do not think
that criticism at this time is going to
be conducive to a solution of the trying
situation, but if progress is to be made
it must be made by men sitting down
around a table with understanding
minds in an approach to the solution of
the issues or points in difference and
dispute. Criticism is not going to be
conducive to an understanding mind.



8026

However, if you look over the whole pe-
riod of time leading up to this erisis, the
ones who should be complimented are
the leaders of labor under the leader-
ship of Phil Murray, because they have
been very tolerant and understanding
under the conditions.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
I offer an amendment.

‘The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment coffered by Mr. Browxw of
Ohlo to the amendment offered by Mr.
Burra of Virginia: Strike out the word “re-
quests” and insert in lleu thereof the word

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I make
a point of order against the amend-
ment. The language contained in the
amendment is far beyond the power of
the Congress to insert.

This Government is divided into three
separate and coordinate branches, each
independent and supreme in its own
sphere—the executive, the legislative
and the judicial.

We have no authority to direct the
President to do anything within the
scope of his authority. He has the right
of free choice to take what measures he
pleases in order to effectuate the ob-
jectives he desires to accomplish. This
would put the House in a ridiculous po-
sition and I hope that there is some
power in the Chairman to protect us
from attempting to assume authority
which we have no right to assume in in-
vading the province of the Executive.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. Brown] desire to
be heard on the point of order?

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
the Constitution of the United States—
a document which is too often forgotten
and overlooked in this House—in section
3 of article II, in stating the President’s
duties and responsibilities, contains this
language:

He shall take care that the laws be faith-
fully executed.

The President in his message to the
Congress asked for instructions as to
what to do in the steel controversy. It
is constitutional, it is entirely in line
with our right and authority, in this
particular instance at least, to give the
President the instructions or directions
that he has specifically requested.

In my opinion this amendment is en-
tirely in order.

Mr. SPENCE, Mr. Chairman, this is
new legislation. It islegislation, if seems
to me, notwithstaniing what the gentle-
man from Ohio says, that any court in
the land that had jurisdiction would
declare unconstitutional.

The President’s powers are broad.
The President could adjourn the House
and Senate if they disagreed as to ad-
journment, he can convene the Congress
when an emergency demands. I may
say, too, that he is Commander in Chief
of the Army and Navy and is vitally con-
cerned with production. He is charged
with increasing production and seeing
that the steel plants of the country re-
main in operation.

Mr. BROWN of Ohio. Mr. Chairman,
inasmuch as the gentleman from Een=-
tucky has raised a new point of order, I
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would like to be heard on the new point
he has made.

The Smith amendment has been ruled
in order and all my amendment to the
Smith amendment does is to change one
word, the word ‘“requests” to the word
“directs.” If it is in order to request the
President to do something by this
amendment, it is certainly in order to
direct him to do so inasmuch as the
Constitution provides that he shall
execute the laws,

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Chairman,
I think the gentleman from EKentucky
pursued the right course in making the
point of order he did, although, per-
sonally, I would rather see the matter
go to a vote so that the country would
know how drunk with power the coali-

tion is.

Coming back to the point of order,
and referring specifically to the organic
law, that organic law is not compulsory
or mandatory. There is nothing man-
datory on the President. This amend-
ment has got to be germane.

The Smith amendment was ruled to be
germane because of the organiec law, the
references in the National Production
Act to the Taft-Hartley Act. As 1
stated, going back to the organic law,
there is nothing mandatory there.

The gentleman from Ohio says his
amendment involves the changing of
only one word. You could change the
word “may” to “shall” and that would
change the whole meaning of a bill or
amendment and would be subject to a
point of order. So the mere changing
of a word is not controlling in itself.
It is what the effect is. The word “di-
rect” brings about a completely different
effect than the wording of the Smith
amendment.

The Smith amendment was ruled to
be germane because there is a refierence
in the NPA organic act to certain other
acts which can become traceable to the
Taft-Hartley law. Now we have to go
back to the Taft-Hartley Act through
the National Production Act that we are
extending in order to have the Smith
amendment held germane. Now you
have to go back there again in connec-
tion with this amendment to ascertain
whether it is germane. The original
Taft-Hartley Act does not use the word
“mandatory.” It is discretionary, and
it provides for machinery that the Pres-
ident can resort to, if he desires. It is
not mandafory, and there is nothing in
the National Production Act which
changes that. So, on the question of
germaneness, regardless of the con-
stitutional aspect, if there is something
in the same that the Chair can pass
upon—without regard to that, it seems
to me that the amendment is not ger-
mane for the reasons I have stated:

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will
hear the gentleman from Pennsylvania
on the point of order if he desires to be
heard.

Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, I was
going fo make the point that under the
existing 1947 Labor-Management Act
the word “may” is used, so it is discre-
tionary alone. Making it mandatory

does change and amplify existing legis- .

lation, which is the point of order that
I might have made.
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I was going to ask a parliamentary in-
quiry of the chairman of the Commit-
tee on Banking and Currency. Would it
not be possible, beecause this raises a
basic issue, to have this point of order
withdrawn and have a vote which I
think the House is entitled to on this
particular question, although I might
disagree with it?

Mr. SPENCE. 1 shall not withdraw
the point of order. I believe the lan-
guage in the Constitution says that the
President shall take care that the laws
are faithfully executed. Let him take
care.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready
to rule. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr.
Brown] offers an amendment to the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr, Smrra]. The gentle-
man from Xentucky [Mr. SpENCE]
makes the point of order against the
amendment on the ground that it is not
germane to the so-called Smith amend-
ment,

The Chair has had an opportunity to
read the amendment offered by the
gentleman from Ohio. Permit the
Chair to advise the committee that the
Chair is not called upon to rule on the
question of constitutionality of a mat-
ter submitted. The Chair is only re-
quired to rule on the quesfion of ger-
maneness,

The Chair is of the opinion that the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. BRown] to the amend-
ment offered by the gentleman from
Virgini. [Mr. SmiTH] is germane; that
the amendment merely proposes to
change one word in the amendment of-
fered by the gentleman from Virginia
[Mr. Smrral. The question of whether
or not the Congress shall direct or re-
quest is a matter not before the Chair
to determine but for the membership of
the committee.

Therefore the Chair overrules the
point of order made by the gentleman
from Eentucky [Mr. SPENCE].

Mr. BROWN of Chio. Mr. Chairman
and members of the committee, a little
over 4 years ago the Congress of the
United States passed a law called the
Taft-Hartley Act to meet conditions
such as those which exist in the present
steel controversy. For some unknown
reason, or at least unknown until yester-
day or the day before, the President has
seen fit to either fail or refuse to use
the law given to him by the Congress to
meet the emergency situation in the steel
case. The President then seized the
steel plants of the Nation under what
he claimed to be an inherent constitu-
tional right but which action the Su-
preme Courf of the United States ruled
was unconstitutional and was therefore
null and void.

Then the President of the United
States delivered a message to Congress
in a hastily called joint session in which
he insisted that the Congress give him
instructions and directions as to what to
do in the steel controversy.

He, also, asked for authority from the
Congress to seize private property. This
Congress on five different occasions by
five different actions has refused fo do so.
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‘We have been called upon to answer
the President’s demand that we give him
instructions and directions. In the Con-
gress of the United Stafes rests the in-
herent power that governs this country.
This is a government of the people and
we, as representatives of the people, are
here assembled in the Congress of the
United States, with an amendment be-
fore us to request the President to do
that which section 3, article II, of the
Constitution requires him to do—to take
care that the laws be faithfully executed.

What are we, in Congress, going to do?
Just continue to be mice rather than
men, and say to the President, “Now, if
you do not want to faithfully execute the
law we will just request you to do so. We
will request you to enforce the law. We
will request you to abide by the provi-
sions of the Constitution. Y¥You have
asked for our instructions and directions,
but we are not going to give them to you.
“We will neither direct nor instruct the
President, but will just request him to
do this, the very thing we have already
said should be done once before by the
passing of the Taft-Hartley Act. So we
are going to request him to faithfully ad-
minister the laws of this country.

Why should we not be strong enough
to say to the President, “You have asked
for our instructions and our directions.
Here they are. Abide by the law. Use
the law we have given you.” He will
have received an explicit, direct instruc-
tion from the Congress when we do that,
rather than a simple request.

However, if we adopt this Smith
amendment as offered, and make only a
simple request, the President can easily
say, “Congress did not tell me to do if,
They did not instruct me and direct me
to do it, as I asked them to do. Instead,
they just requested me to use the Taft-
Hartley law. Of course, I will not do
anything I am requested to do if I do
not want to do it.”

After this steel situation gets a little
worse I suppose we will have another
resolution offered saying, “Mr. President,
will you please, pretty please, follow the
Constitution and faithfully execute the
laws of the Nation which we have given
you?”

I say to you, if you believe the Presi-
dent should use the Taft-Hartley Act,
and abide by the law as enacted by Con-
gress, then you should say so plainly and
unequivocally, without any argument or
discussion, by adopting this amendment
I have offered.

Mr. Chairman, I hope my amendment
to the amendment will be adopted. In
fact, I hope the gentleman from Vir-
ginia, the author of the original amend-
ment, will accept my amendment to his
amendment.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the amendmént to the
amendment.

My, Chairman, it is a rather peculiar
argument the gentleman from Ohio
made. He implores the Congress to be
strong enough to direct the President of
the United States as to what he shall do.
This implies that you shall be strong
enough to disregard the provisions of the
Constitution, to disregard the duties and
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the obligations of the different branches
of this Government, and to invade the
province of the executive branch of the
Government.

Every Member here took the oath that
he would support and defend the Con-
stitution of the United States against all
enemies, foreign and domestic, and that
he would bear true faith and allegiance
to the same. That is an essential oath.
To attempt to invade the authority of
the executive branch is certainly a viola-
tion of the spirit of that oath.

I do not believe there is a lawyer in
this House who would say this direction
to the President is constitutional.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a
question?

Mr. SPENCE. Just for a question.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Agree-
ing with the gentleman from a legal
standpoint, should we not be courteous
enough, after the President asked us, to
tell him?

Mr. SPENCE. No; I think that is a
very specious argument. Whether the
President requested it or not, the Con-
gress has no constitutional authority to
direct him as to what he shall do to
endeavor to settle the strike.

This is absolutely disregarding the
provinee of the Chief Executive. He did
not get his powers from the Congress.
He got them from the founding fathers.
It is the greatest Constitution any gov-
ernment in the world has ever operated
under. For 163 years it has been the
charter of our liberties. Yet we hear
gentlemen say, “Disregard the Constitu-
tion. Be strong enough to ignore its
provisions and send a message to the
President. of the United States.” We
have no authority to send such a message
to the President. I do not care how you
feel with regard to the President of the
United States. I challenge any lawyer
in this House to say that he thinks we
have the right to direct the President
under the circumstances that exist to
take any particular action in this
controversy. I donot hear any response,
and you cannot make any response. If
the constitutionality of this amendment
was considered by the courts, I am sure
it would be held unconstitutional. I
hope the Congress of the United States
will not put itself in the position of ruth-
lessly invading the executive department,
for if we do so what argument will we
have against other departments usurping
the power of the legislative?

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
so-called Smith amendment. At the
very least, I want the people of the dis-
trict I am privileged to represent to know
exactly where I stand, and why, on the
issues presented by this proposed amend-
ment.

Let us make that issue crystal clear.
It is really very simple, and yet very,
very fundamental. Let us not attempt
to becloud it with all this discussion of
collateral matters extraneous to the ac-
tual issue before us.

The pending amendment has nothing
to do with the merit, or lack of merit, of
the Taft-Hartley Act. The inescapable

8027

faet is that the Taft-Hartley Act is the
law of the land. It was placed on the
statute books and made the law of the
land after the most painstaking consid-
eration. We formally voted twice to
make it the law, overriding the Presi-
dent’s veto by more than the two-thirds
majority necessary.

More than that, the Congress has even
formally voted against a repeal of the
law, notwithstanding the great pressure
exerted for its repeal. We again con-
sidered various aspects of the law when
wc adopted certain perfecting amend-
ments we found necessary from our ex-
perience with it in its practical applica-
tions. Those amendments had my
support.

What'’s right or wrong about the Taft-

" Hartley Act is no* the issue here. Nor

is the issue whether the unions or the
steel companies are right or wrong in
the position they take. When we cast
out vote on this amendment we will not
be voting for or against the Taft-Hartley
Act, nor will we be voting for or against
either the unions or the steel companies.

The question, and the only question,
presented by the Smith amendment is
whether we, as Representatives of the
people, purporting to represent all the
people, believe that the law of the land
should be invoked to meet a grave emer-
gency situation confronting the entire
country. It is just as simple as that.
On a fundamental issue of this char-
acter I cannot see how any Member of
Congress, however much he may dislike
the Taft-Hartley Act, and however much
he may be beholden to organized labor
for its political support, can possibly
vote against the pending amendment.

It has been argued that no useful pur-
pose would be served by invoking the
emergency provisions of the act, as the
the union leaders will probably defy the
injunction if one is granted. The Presi-
dent made that argument in his recent
message to Congress. I was astounded.
It amounted to a suggestion to the steel-
workers to refuse to obey any injunction
that may be issued by a court of the
United States.

I am truly amazed that any Member
of Congress, much less the President of
the United States, should even suggest
that a law should not be invoked because
it will probably not be obeyed. That is
as sound and as logical as saying that
a policeman has no duty to arrest a law
violator if the policeman has reason to
believe that the man might resist arrest.
To contend that the law should not be
invoked, as it may not prove to be an
effective remedy, is as nonsensical as say-
ing that a doctor should not prescribe
a well-known treatment for a well-
known disease unless he is absolutely
sure it will effectuate a 100-percent per-
fect cure.

Mr. Chairman, Philip Murray has said
that the President promised him he
would not invoke the Taft-Hartley Act.
What Philip Murray promised the Pres=
ident, I do not know. I do know, how-
ever, that our whole country’s security is
at stake by virtue of the stoppage of vital
steel production. I doknow we are faced
with an emergency situation. I also
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know that the President sent a message
to Congress asking us for our suggestions.

By voting for this amendment we will
be saying in reply: “Mr. President, in-
voke the law of the land written by the
people’s representatives in Congress for
just such an emergency situation and
successfully used by you on several previ-
ous occasions.” I deeply regret that it
has become necessary for the Congress
to ask the President of the United States
to discharge his duty under the Consti-
tution to execute faithfully the law of
the land. ;

The Taft-Hartley Act emergency pro-
visions having been invoked, we are then
in a position to determine what, if any,
additional emergency legislation may be
desirable or necessary under the cir-
cumstances of the Steel case to insure
the safety, security, and welfare of the
country as a whole.

Mr, SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
the Brown amendment and all amend-
ments thereto conclude in 20 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the reguest of the gentleman from
EKentucky?

Mr, MASON. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. HALLECEK. Mr. Chairman, I
move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of the
amendment. I want first to address my-
self to a statement made by the majority
leader, the gentleman from Massachu-
setts [Mr. McCormack], to the effect that
in this controversy, the steel controversy,
the President had already done more
than could have been done under Taft-
Hartley. He seeks to reduce the matter
to just a simple question of days, like the
80-day provision in the national emer-
gency provisions of the Taft-Hartley Act.
It just is not that simple, and that is not
a fair explanation or a fair comparison.

What I think a lot of people forget is
that, under the provisions of the act,
when the President finds that a national
emergency strike occurs or threatens he
appoints a board to inquire into the par-
ticular controversy. This board reports
in a short time, something less than 5
days, on the facts. Then, if the Presi-
dent sees fit, he can request the Attorney
General to apply for an injunction. If
that injunction is granted, what happens
then? It is not just that the parties sit
down and wait for the 80 days to run, but
the law provides for the Mediation Serv-
ice to step in and to promote the proces=
ses of real, genuine collective bargain-
ing; and that is what everybocy wants,
but apparently it is what everybody is
afraid of for some reason or other, espe-
cially those who oppose this amendment
and who speak so viciously of the Taft-
Hartley Act.

At the end of the 80 days, if agreement
has not been reached, the last offer of the
employer is made public knowledge; then
within 15 days a vote is taken at the
employee level on whether or not to ac-
cept the last offer of the employer.

As distinguished from that action,
which should have been taken under ex-
isting law, what have we seen?

We have seen seizure invoked, which
is to me completely antagonistic to col-
lective bargainnz. In the case before
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the Supreme Court do not forget that
representatives of the railroad brother-
hood were present, arguing against seiz-
ure.

There are many Members here, some
of whom I am now looking in the eye,
who drafted the Taft-Hartley Act. Do
not forget that it was written here in
the House of Representatives; it was
written here in the Hartley Act, and one
of the things that caused us the most
concern was the question of how to deal
with these national emergency strikes—
and whether you believe in it or not,
seizure was not incorporated, but this
process set out in the law was the one
adopted, and it is the law of the land.

I certainly have much sympathy with

- those who hold that it is a rather ridic-

ulous thing for the Congress of the
United States to find it necessary to ask
the Chief Executive to enforce the law
of the land. I trust that we are not here
setting a precedent by which each time
something like this arises we will have
to ask the President to do the very thing
that the Constitution obligates him to
do.

Let me make a prediction: The Steel
strike is going to be settled within a
week.

Maybe the gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Rasaur] thinks that is funny. Ido
not think it is funny. He should agree
with me that the controversy ought to
be settled within a week; and if they will
get the Government taking less of a part
in it perhaps they can sit down and get it
worked out.

I also say that it is somewhat futile,
possibly, to request the President or even
direct him to enforce the law of the land,
because he said in his press conference
a few days ago that he was not bound
to do what the Congress wanted him to
do. He said that the Taft-Hartley Act
was generally written for peacetime and
hence it would not apply now. That is
a complete reversal of thinking, but at
least it lets us know that he has come to
realize the present situation for what
it is, that we are actually at war.

But to my mind a much more serious
thing than that transpired when Mr.
Murray—and I have the highest regard
for him; nobody ever heard me castigate
him; certainly I shall not—went out to
my State of Indiana and said in so many
words that he had a deal with Mr. Tru-
man before Christmas, last December,
that if the union would postpone its
strike on January 1, the provisions of
the Taft-Hartley Act, the injunction,
would not be used against them. So I
say advisedly, that when Mr. Truman
came up here and asked us for advice
he already had so compromised him-
self by bargaining away his duty and his
responsibility that probably he could not
enforce the law if we asked him to.

Finally, it should be understood that
we are not attempting here to invade the
prerogatives of the Chief Executive.
Nor are we passing on the possible merits
or demerits of the Taft-Hartley Act.

What we are doing is expressing a
conviction that the President should
follow the course he is supposed to fol-
low which is simply to administer to the

June 25

best of his ability and in good faith the
laws passed by the Congress.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I un-
derstand that the House will adjourn at
5 o'clock this afternoon to pay respect
to the memory of a very distinguished
former Member of the House, the late
James Wadsworth. As we cannot re-
main in session any longer than that
time, I ask unanimous consent that de-
bate on the pending amendment and all
amendments thereto conclude at 12:30.

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

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, I object.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that all debate on
the pending amendment and all amend-
ments thereto conclude at 12:40.

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

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Chairman, I
object.

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Chairman, I move
that all debate on the pending amend-
ment and all amendments thereto con-
clude not later than 12:40.

The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. CRAWFORD)
there were—ayes 173, noes 39.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry.

The The gentleman
will state it.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Under
this limitation is the Chairman of the
committee, who has already spoken once
on this amendment, entitled to be heard
again under the rule?

The CHAIRMAN. The chairman of
the committee could rise in opposition
to a pro forma amendment and be rec-
ognized again.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Under
the Lmitation?

The CHAIRMAN, Yes;
limitation.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Was
not the time limited on both of the
amendments?

The CHAIRMAN. And all amend-
ments thereto.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. The
Brown amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. On the 8Smith
amendment and all amendments thereto,
and a pro forma amendment is an
amendment thereto.

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, a par-
liamentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
will state it.

Mr. MULTER. I have an amendment
at the desk now to the Smith amend-
ment which, of course, would not be in
order until we disposed of the Brown
amendment. Would it be in order to
have my amendment read for the infor-
mation of the Committee?

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; if the gentle-
man asks unanimous consent.

Mr. MULTER. I ask such unanimous
consent,

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

under the
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Mr. FULTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the time that
has been allotted to me be given to the
gentleman from South Carclina [Mr.
Dorxl.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair earlier
during the discussion on this bill under
the 5-minute rule, in the light of objec-
tion that was made, said that the Chair
would not entertain any such request in
the future for allocation of time when
time is fixed.

Mr. FULTON. May I make a further
unanimous-consent request that my time
be called immediately following the time
of the gentleman from South Coralina
[Mr. Dorn1?

The CHAIRMAN. That is within the
control of the Chair. The Chair will
try to accornmodate the gentleman.

Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from New York that his
amendment be read for the information
of the Committee?

There was no objection.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. MuLTER to the
amendment offered by Mr. SmitE of Vire
ginia: After the last word in the Smith
amendment insert “Except that in view of
the fact that the workers in the steel indus-
try have voluntarily withheld any work stop=-
page for a period in excess of the maximum
time during which an injunction could have
been in force, the President is requested to
proceed as though such injunction had been
granted without, however, applying for such
an Injunction.”

Mr. SMITH of Virginia, Mr, Chair-
man, I reserve a point of order against
the amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment
has merely been read for the information
of the Committee and has not been pre-
sented by the gentleman from New York
for consideration.

Mr. WOLCOTT. In keeping with the
procedure to reserve a point of order,
would that not lie at this time?

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order
can be raised when the gentleman from
New York offers his amendment for-
mally, It is merely offered for informa-
tion on this occasion,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Cox]l.

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, my sense
of propriety is not offended by the Brown
amendment, but I would like to make the
observation that there is nothing in it
that is any more compulsory than is to be
found in existing law. The President
in refusing to use Taft-Hartley law
is already in defiance of established
policy of Congress. If observance and
obedience to law was a matter that was
optional on the part of the President,
then the argument of the gentleman
from EKentucky [Mr. Spencel would be
pertinent. The gentleman from Ken-
tucky objects to the amendment because
it impinges upon the constitutional
rights of the President. I fail to get
the force of that statement; in faect, I do
not think it is pertinent to the question
because the President is as much bound
by the law as you or I, and he is at the
present time, in my judgment, in defi-
ance of the law.
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Maine [Mr.
Harel.

Mr. HALE. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
support of the Smith amendment. I
do this with some reluctance because I
think it most unfortunate that the Con-
gress should find itself in the position
of having to make any requests upon
the President. The President has his
constitutional duties to perform and we
have ours. It is ordinarily beyond the
province of the Congress to make re-
quests of the President as to how he
shall handle work stoppages imperiling
the national interest, or as to how he
shall handle any situation within his
constitutional province. However, in
the present instance, the President
came before a joint session of Congress
and said it was a question with him of
using what he called the Taft-Hartley
approach, which he did not wish to
use, and the seizure approach, which he
did wish to use. The Supreme Court
had told the President that he could
not use the seizure approach without
new authorizing legislation from the
Congress. Both branches of the Con-
gress had told the President quite
plainly that they are not in favor of his
seizing the steel industry. There
therefore remain only the provisions of
the Taft-Hartley law. It is unfortunate
that the President seems to have taken
pleasure in thwarting the will of Con-
gress. More than that, he said quite
significantly that the strikers might not
obey a Taft-Hartley injunction. The
implication, as I read it, was that if
the strikers were in contempt of court,
the President’s sympathies would be
with them. Indeed, his speech was al-
most an incitement to contempt. It is,
of course, entirely true that we cannot
force the President to act under the
Taft-Hartley law; we cannot force him
to take any particular step with respect
to this work stoppage. If this amend-
ment should be defeated, which I can
scarcely imagine, the President would
then be in a position to say that Con-
gress refused to give him seizure legis-
lation and, at least by implication, dis-
approved the use of the Taft-Hartley
law. We certainly cannot allow a re-
calcitrant President to impute his recal-
citrance to the Congress and get away
with it. I therefore think it is our plain
duty to support the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Virginia.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. BARRETT].

Mr. BARRETT, Mr, Chairman, ever
since last December when the threat of
a Nation-wide steel strike became immi-
nent there have been loud cries that
the President should use the Taft-Hart-
ley Act to meet this crisis. There has
been so much shouting about this solu-
tion to the steel crisis that we have lost
sight of the basic facts involved.

We should remember that the Taft-
Hartley Act merely provides an 80-day
delay of a strike. Furthermore, the
board of inquiry which is established
under the act has no power to recoms-
mend a fair settlement. The act merely
provices a delay of a settlement and it
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does not provide the most important ele-
ment of all—machinery for the recom-
mendation of a fair settlement of the
issues in dispute.

At the request of the President last
December 650,000 steelworkers post-
poned a strike scheduled for December
31. They stayed on the job for 99 days
while the Wage Stabilization Board lis-
tened to the issues in dispute and made
its recommendations for a just settle-
ment. Up until the evening of April 8
there was every hope that the parties
would reach a settlement, but when the
President was advised that an impasse
in bargaining had been reached he had
no alternative but to resort to Govern-
ment operation of the steel mills in
order to prevent a serious breakdown in
vital defense production.

If the President had invoked the Taft-

. Hartley Act on the evening of April 8

there would have been an inevitable de-
lay of a week to 10 days within which
the board of inguiry made its initial re-
port to the President. Then under a
Taft-Hartley injunction the workers
would have been forced to stay on the
job for 80 days, although they had vol-
untarily stayed at work some 99 days
already, while the Wage Stabilization
Board conducted detailed hearings on
the issues in dispute. In the face of
these facts, the President acted with
complete justification to maintain es-
sential steel production and at the same
time, in the American tradition of fair
play, to enable the Government to ac-
cord the steelworkers just treatment
during the period in which in the nation-
al interest they were forced to abandon
their resort to a test of economic
strength in their dispute with the steel
companies.

The Supreme Court has ruled that
the President under the circumstances
existing on April 8 exceeded his consti-
tutional authority. Accordingly, the
President has relinquished control of the
steel mills and we are faced with the
very situation which the President
sought to avoid—a crippling strike in
the steel industry, the industry which
is the very backbone of our defense mo=
bilization program.

The President has turned to the Con-
gress for help in this situation. It avails
us little to turn a deaf ear to his presen-
tation of the facts in this case. To tell
the President to resort to Taft-Hartley
now is to tell him to waste a week or 10
days in setting up a needless board of
inquiry and to force 650,000 steelwork-
ers who have cooperated fully with the
Government’s stabilization rules to re-
turn to their jobs at 1950 wages while
the steel companies continue to make
profits on a 1952 price basis. The steel
companies, who have continually re-
fused to bargain in good faith unless
guaranteed a price increase, will be bene-
fiting from their refusal to abide by our
stabilization rules.

This is not equal justice under the law.
This is not the American way of doing
things. The Congress cannot escape its
responsibility to enact seizure legisla-
tion which will restore essential steel
production and at the same time enable



8030

the Government to treat both manage-
ment and workers fairly during the pe=-
riod when this vital industry must pro-
ceed under Government operation if we
are to meet our defense production goals.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Michigan [Mr.
RaeavT],

Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. BROWN] to the amend-
ment of the gentleman from Virginia
[Mr. SmIiTH] can be described, and will
be described as a “slave-labor” amend-
ment. Itseeks,asdoesthe Taft-Hartley
law, to swing the whole power of gov=-
ernment and law enforcement machin=
ery into the ranks of steel industry man-
agement and to force the workers in the
steel industry to go back to work at the
risk of heavy fines and other measures
which a court might take to punish for
contempt of its injunctive decrees. In
itself, the procedure provided for in the
Taft-Hartley Act, and which is sought
to ke effectuated by this amendment is
unfair and un-American. Butunder the
present circumstances, when the steel
workers have voluntarily refrained from
walking off the job, as they were entitled
to do the moment their contract expired,
and have stayed at work for 150 days,
the tyranny of the Taft-Hartley pro-
cedure is even more offensive to one’s
sense of justice.

This amendment is nothing but a
petty political attempt to force the Pres-
ident, by leaving him no alternative at
a time when the national security is
gravely threatened, to invoke a law that
can accomplish, by force, nothing more
than has clready been accomplished by
the voluntary agreement of the union.
Supporters of such an amendment seem
to forget that while these long-winded
negotiations have been in progress, the
steelworker has had to take home a
wage that has lagged continuously be-
hind the cost of living, a deficiency that
is felt on his dinner table and seen in the
clothes his wife and children wear.
Nevertheless, this amendment is a direct
slap in the face to that same steelworker,
forcing him to go back to work for an-
other 80 days without any better hope
of the settlement of his wage demands.

A review of the Smith amendment,
however, brings me to compliment my
colleague from Ohio in one respect at
least. The gentleman from Ohio has
stood up on his hind legs and taken
definite action in this important mat-
ter. He has responded to the clear
choice which President Truman present-
ed to this Congress when he told us there
should be adequate seizure legislation
enacted or that the Taft-Hartley Law
should be used. The gentleman from
Ohio repudiates any possiblity of seizure
legislation and in straightforward terms
directs the use of Taft-Hartley.

Not so with the amendment sponsored
by the gentleman from Virginia. This
amendment makes a game of volleyball
out of the national security and with its
approval the problem will be batted back
to the President without a single solitary
change in the realities of the situation.
Everyone knows that the application of
the pertinent provisions of the Taft-
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Hartley law is discretionary with the
President. Under that law, section 2086,
the President may appoint a hoard of in-
quiry, and he may—section 208 (a)—
direct the Attorney General to seek an
injunction. The Smith Amendment
changes none of that; it brings the coun-
try no nearer a solution of this grave
problem.

The amendment is neither fish nor
fowl.
like the suggestion offered by the gentle-
man from Ohio. It makes no provision
for a solution after the 80-day Taft-
Hartley injunction has expired. It is
patty-cake, lollipop legislation that
adds up to absolutely nothing—zero.
Just a big fat goose egg, as far as getting
steel into the tank and munition plants
of the Nation is concerned.

It seeks only to put this Congress on
record as favoring the use of a club on
American labor. It seeks to replace col-
lective bargaining with the injunction
decree and the contempt citation. I ask
that these unjust amendments be repu=
diated in the name of common decency.

And furthermore, Mr. Chairman, it is
my fervent hope that when the House
proceeds today and tomorrow to take
final action on these 1952 amendments
to the Defense Production Act, it will
move to undo the crippling damage that
has been done to the vital machinery on
which we rely to keep our national econ-
omy on an even keel in this period of
crisis,

It is my hope that we will see a great
repentance for the sins that were com-
mitted against the best interests of the
consuming public of this country. As
usual, an unholy coalition has been run-
ning things here and, whatever may have
been the motives of those who joined,
it is certain that, as Economic Stabilizer
Roger Putnam so aptly deseribed it, a
“to-h—-with-the-consumer spirit” pre-
vailed in this House. These special-in-
terest, decontrol amendments seem dia-
bolically designed to create more infla-
tion rather than to hold the line and
keep economic forces in balance at this
time when we just cannot afford to let
anyone rock the boat.

How can we shut our eyes to the mean-
ing of this action for the millions of
Americans who must fight the battle of
inflation in the grocery store, the butch-
er shop, and the clothing store. I have
observed with some wonder the almost
uncanny genius of the Republican Party
for picking out the precise issue where
the average American consumer and the
small-business man, who is also a con-
sumer, have the most at stake and I
have watched the members of that same
party blast away at those interests with
reckless, ripper amendments to this
anti-inflation law, This is, perhaps, the
political marvel of our generation and
during the past week we saw the same
routine acted out again with sfrict ad-
herence to the usual script.

It is not my purpose, however, to im-
press upon my Republican colleagues the
elementary fact that the housewife looks
for someone to blame when the weekly
grocery bill drains her pocketbook. I
am here pleading to keep that grocery
bill within reasonable limits. I am here

It does not take a positive stand’
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asking this House to back away from the
brink of economic chaos to which it has
brought the Nation by this sabotaging
of our price-control machinery.
Specifically, let us beat down the Talle
amendment which means the end of
price control as the consumer knows it.
The Consumer Price Index now stands
within a point of the highest mark it has
reached in modern history. The Talle
amendment does nothing more nor less
than to pull the safety valve off the boil-
er. To complete the metaphor, the es-
caping steam symbolizes the vanishing
into thin air of the standard of living
which the American people once en-

joyed.
Let us knock out the amendment to
emasculate the Wage Stabilization

Poard which, outside of the much pub-
licized steel dispute, has had an excel-
lent record of settling labor disputes
within the framework of stabilization
policy.

This bill as it now stands ravaged by
the action of the House in the Commit-
tee of the Whole is bad enough, but let
us at least resist any further attempts
at strangulation of our efforts to keep
living costs down and our economy pro-
ducing the materials we must have to
preserve the national security.

I earnestly request the Banking and
Currency Committee to insist on roll-
call votes on all crippling amendments
so that the American people will know
where each of their Representatives
stand on this most crucial issue,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
ARMSTRONG].

(Mr. Furton asked and was given
permission to yield the time allotted to
him t7 Mr. ARMSTRONG.)

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Chairman, I
rise to oppose the Smith amendment
and all amendments thereto. I do not
have time to apologize or express my
deep regret that I must oppose so many
leaders of my own party and of the ma-
jority party as well, but I oppose this
amendment for three reasons:

First, the amendment violates the
principle of the separation of powers in
the Federal Government as set forth in
the Constitution. The executive power
is vested in the President. Now he has
asked us what he should do to settle
the steel strike. The only responsibility
the Congress of the United States has
is to pass legislation for him to admin-
ister and to execute.

Secondly, I oppose this amendment
because it would set a dangerous prece-
dent. In effect, we ask the President
to perform his duties under the Consti-
tution. If we do that, then pretty soon
all the Federal agencies will be sitting
back and saying, “Well, we don’t have
to execute this law unless Congress gets
angry enough to ask us to.”

Thirdly, I oppose this legislation be-
cause of its utter futility. You cannot
make Harry S. Truman a good President
by congressional resolution. He is sup-
posed faithfully to execute the Office of
the Presidency, as the Constitution says,
to the best of his ability. An able and
a couragecus President, one who observes
his duty under the Constitution, would
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not have run up here to the Hill to ask

Congress what he should do. He would

have done his duty under existing law,

or he would have asked for new legis-
lation.

Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to let
this matter go into the hands of the
President to do what he thinks is wisest
and best. If he does not do what is
wisest and best, then, of course, we will
have to go along with the same ineffec-
tual and bungling leadership to which
the country has become accustomed.
But I repeat that it would set a danger-
ous precedent for Congress to tell the
executive agencies and the executive
leaders from the President down what
they should do in regard to laws already
on the books. We in Congress should
let the Constitution operate as estab-
lished.

May I close with this remark on the
part of a new Member of this body: It
seems to me we should face up to our
responsibility, the responsibility of Con-
gress to pass legislation that will pre-
vent these crippling strikes. If new leg-
islation is needed, to bring peace and
cooperation between management and
labor and at the same time to protect
the rights of the public, then let us get
busy and pass such legislation.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New Jersey
[Mr. HoweLL].

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. Chairman, I do
not believe that anything we do here by
way of the Smith amendment or the
Brown amendment will necessarily com-
pel the President to seek a Taft-Hartley
injunction. I think the most helpful
thing that could happen now would be
for all Government auspices to be with-
drawn. Let them try to settle the steel
strike by free collective bargaining. If
that does not happen, the President
may, of course, have to use the Taft-
Hartley injunction, although he has
given reasons why he believes some other
approach would be more fair at the pres-
ent time. I hope if he does use it the
workers will respect the injunction.

I want to say a word about another
matter that was up for debate during the
consideration of the Lucas amendment.
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. VaiLl
placed in the Recorp some statements
from the files of the Un-American Ac-
tivities Committee dealing with certain
public and labor members of the Wage
Stabilization Board. I think it is only
fair that replies of three of those mem-
bers, Mr. Brophy, Mr. Childs, and Mr.
Sigal, be presented to you for your con-
sideration. I have here the statements
of these gentlemen, and I am going to
present them to you at this time. They
are as follows:

STATEMENT oF JOHN BROPHY BEFORE House
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR IN AN-
SWER TO CoONGRESSMAN Vair, May 21, 1952
My name is John Brophy. I am an alter-

nate member of the Wage Btabilization

Board. Prior to this position I was con-

sultant of the International Confederation

of Free Trade Unions to the United Nations
for 1 year.

I was one of those who helped to found CIO
in 1935 and for 4 years I was its national
director under the chairmanship of John L.
Lewis. Following this for 10 years under
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the presidency of Philip Mwrray I was na-
tional director of Industrial Union Coun-
cils, CIO's State and community central
labor bodies.

It is not my purpose to cover the ground
already covered in the testimony of the labor
members of the WSB, Messrs. Walker and
Childs. That field has been adequately
covered by them as to the position of the
AFL and the CIO on the subject of wage
stabilization.

Rather it 18 my purpose to deal with a
phase of the record made on May 9, when
Congressman VamL propounded a series of
questions as to the qualifications of certain
unnamed individuals to sit as members of
the WSB. These questions are based upon
testimony of one Benjamin Gitlow submitted
before the House Un-American Activities
Committee.

Even though I am unnamed, it is evident,
that I am one of those the Congressman
tried to smear since there is sufficient infor-
mation for identification purposes.

I became a member of the United Mine
Workers of America in 1898. I was elected
president of District 2, United Mine Workers
of America, in 1916 and served in that ca-
pacity for 10 years. In 1927 I ran against
John L. Lewis for the national presidency
of the United Mine Workers of America, and
according to the published official count was
defeated. Shortly thereafter I was expelled
for protesting what I considered the officers’
violation of the union constitution and
sound trade union policy.
intraunion affair entirely, and no question
of loyalty to the country was involved in
any way.

The great body of my support in that elec~
tion in the miners union came from demo~
cratic trade-unionists. If Communists at
that time opposed Lewis and therefore sup-
ported me, they did so for their own reasons
which were not mine. I deny flatly that I
“consorted” with Communists.

If Lewis ever accused me of being a paid
agent of the Soviet Government he was only
indulging in florid campaign oratory. There
isn't a word of truth in it and he knows it.

All the expenses I incurred In my cam-
paign (several leaflets and one automobile
trip outside my own district) amcunted to
less than $250 and were paid out of my own
money. I received no contributions from the
Communist Party or from individual Com-
munists. I might add that I was reinstated
by Mr, Lewis in the UMW in 1933 and con-
tinued to be a member until after the UMW
withdrew from the CIO and expelled all
members who remained with the CIO.

As to what transpired in the inner circles
of the Communist Party as referred to in
the testimony, I would have no knowledge.
But since they claim to have been in on the
ground floor of everything since the inven-
tion of the wheel it would not surprise me
if they had laid claim to having a hand in
even my humble affairs. My trade union
policies before, during, and since my cam-
palgn against Lewis were determined only by
me, regardless of the claims of Communists
or ex-Communists.

I was a member of a trade union delega-
tion to Europe and the Soviet Union in 1927,
It was sponsored, not by the Communists as
claimed in the testimony, but by various
American trade unionists and liberals, and
was led by James H. Maurer, president of
the American Federation of Labor’s Penn-
sylvania State body.

I presume the Portland conference men-
tioned was the Federation of the Pacific,
composed of west coast A. F. of L. and in-
dependent unions. On invitation of this
group In 1837, I was assigned by John L.
Lewis, then chalirman of the CIO, to address
gis conference on the alms and purposes of

0.

This was an

8031

I repeat the statement in my letter to the
House on Un-American Activities Committee
when these false charges were originally
made:

“I deny completely and emphatically that
I ever received one penny, directly or indi-
rectly, from the treasury of the Communist
Party in my campaign for the presidency of
the United Mine Workers of America. I enter
this denial whether that statement was made
by Ben Gitlow or anyone else, now or at any
other time. I am nota Communist. Neither
am I a Soviet agent, as claimed, and never
have been. I am and always have been op-
posed to the philosophy of communism. No
one knows this better than the Communists
themselves. If at any time they have ex-
pressed approval and apparently supported
views and policies for which I stood, they
have done so without approval or consulta-
tion with me."

Those who indulge in the dissemination
of baseless allegations and intimations
against fellow citizens, public officials, or a
great labor federation, such as the CIO and
its responsible representatives, do an injury
to social justice and truth. They weaken the
fabric of a decent American society and en-
danger America in the great struggle be-
tween totalitarianism and the free world.
Trade unions can be a powerful force in aid-
ing the common cause to which all freemen
are committed. Their full cooperation
should be welcomed rather than restricted.

Naturally I am concerned in maintaining
my good name, but even more I am interest-
ed in promoting the general welfare of Amer-
ica and its people. This I conceive to be pos-
sible only if democracy is strengthened.
Free trade unionism is an extension of de-
mocracy in the field of labor-management
relations.

I have had a long, active life in the trade-
union movement. My work during all of
these years has been in the open. I have
operated according to the American demo-
cratic pattern with complete loyalty to
and faith in the Constitution and its great
Bill of Rights.

I am proud to stand on this record, con-
fident In the knowledge that I have never
committed a disloyal act to my country, from
the day that I first went down into the
mines in Indiana County, Pa., at the age of
12 to the present.

This is my answer to the Insinuations
which have been introduced into the records
of this committee.

STATEMENT oOF Josern W. CHiLps BEFORE
House CoMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR
nﬂrswswn 10 CONGRESSMAN VamL, May 21,
1852

Before concluding, I should like to say a
few words with regard to certain charges
made by Congressman VaIL during Mr. Fein-
glnger's testimony before the committee on
May 9.

Perhaps Mr. VAIL'S remarks are better de-
scribed as insinuations than as charges.

What Congerssman VAL did was this: He
read to Mr. Feinsinger what he asserted to be
excerpts from testimony given at public
hearings of the House Un-American Activi-
ties Committee and newspaper reports. Mr.
Vam did not give the date of these Un-
American Activities Committee hearings, nor
did he give the names of the witnesses he
was quoting. Mr. Vam. did not name the in=-
dividuals thus back-handedly accused. In-
stead he asserted that they were members
of the present Wage Stabilization Board and
indicated that they were CIO members.

Never having appeared before a congres-
sional committee prior to this day, I cannot
claim to be familiar with the procedure fol-
lowed at committee hearings. Perhaps that
1s why I am shocked and surprised by Mr.
VarL's method of making these charges,
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He sald that he was quoting from public
hearings before the Un-American Activities
Committee (Tr. 639). Why then did he omit
to state when these hearings were held, or to
supply any information which would enable
those against whom he made his dirty in-
sinuations to locate the transcript?

I assume that the witnesses before the
Un-American Activities Committee whom
Mr. Vain quotes were identified when they
testified. So far as I know, it is not the
practice of congressional committees to per=
mit witnesses to wear masks or to refuse to
give their names., Why then did Mr. VAL
omit to identify these witnesses, and even
go to the length of striking out their names
where they appeared?

The witnesses before the Un-American
Activities Committee presumably gave that
committee the names of the people they
were making charges against. But Mr. VamL
also deleted those names, and leveled his in-
sinuations only against unidentified CIO
board members.

Now, since Mr. VAL is exempt from the
libel laws when he speaks here, it is difficult
to understand the reason for this grotesque
and unfair procedure. I can only conclude
that Mr. VaiL has a preference for unidenti=~
fled Informants over named witnesses, and
that he prefers vague insinuations to direct
charges.

Further, Mr. VAL chose to make his in-
sinuations when Mr. Feinsinger, who could
not possibly answer him, was on the stand,
rather than any of the individuals he ac-
cused. Evidently, Mr. Vam prefers to make
his insinuations behind peoples' backs,
rather than to their faces.

Mr. VaiL appears to be Interested in smear=
ing, not in getting at facts. This is a tech-
nique of the Communists and the Nazis, It
is not the technigque of Americans.

Some of Mr. Vamw's insinuations are so
vague that it is not possible to say against
whom they were directed. However, one of
them is identifiable as being directed against
me. On pages 648649 of the transcript of
May 9, 1852 the following statement by Mr.
VAL appears:

“Let us deal with another individual, also
a member of the labor group.

“A statement of the Clvil Rights Congress
opposing Red-baiting and attacks on Com-
munists was signed by this individual, iden-
tified as president of a local of the United
Rubber Workers, from the Daily Worker of
May 25, 1947. The Civil Rights Congress has
been cited as an organization formed in
April of 1946 as a merger of two other Com-
munist-front organizations, International
Labor Defense and the National Federation
for Constitutional Liberties. It was dedi-
cated, not to the broader issues of civil
liberties, but specifically to the defense of
individual Communists and the Communist
Party, and controlled by individuals who are
either members of the Communist Party
or openly loyal to it. This is Report No. 1115
of the Commrittee on Un-American Activities,
dated September 2, 1947.

“Attorney General Clark cited the Civil
Rights Congress as subversive and Commu-
nist, press releases of December 4, 1947, and
September 21, 1948.”

Since I am the only member of the United
Rubber Workers serving on the Wage Stabi-
lization Board, it was quite evident to me
when I read Mr, Vam’s statement that I was
the individual to whom he referred.

I have secured a copy of the Dally Worker
of May 25, 1947, and the Daily Worker does
list Joe Childs, president of Local 9, United
Rubber Workers, Akron, Ohio, as a signer of
a petitlon opposing Red-balting by the
House Un-American Activities Committee.

I have searched my memory and I do not
remember signing such a petition. I also
cannot remember having any familiarity with
or knowing anything about the Civil Rights
Congress 5 years ago, in May 1947,
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It is not and has never been my practice
to assoclate or collaborate with Communist
groups or organizations. To the contrary,
I have always opposed and actively fought
against Communist attempts to infiltrate the
Rubber Workers Union and the CIO. If I
signed this Civil Rights Congress petition,
and I suppose that it is possible that I did,
even though I do not remember it, I cer-
tainly did so without knowing that the or-
ganization had any tie-up with the Commu-
nists. The name “Clvil Rights Congress"
certainly sounds innocuous enough, and in
1947 I was opposed, as I am today, to the
type of Red-baiting in which Mr. Vam, for
example, engages. I notice that, according
to Mr. Vamw's statement, it was mot until
some time after May 1947 that Attorney Gen-
eral Clark cited the Civil Rights Congress
as subversive. It seems to me a little un-
reasonable for even Mr. VaIL to expect a local
union officer to be more forehanded in these
matters than the Attorney General,

I have never been & member of the Com-
munist Party and never expect to be. I have
never been sympathetic with communism
and never expect to be.

I consider myself as good an American as
anyone else, and a better American than
anyone who uses a congressional committee
and congressional immunity to smear other
people through unproven insinuations.

At the conclusion of my testimony Mr.
John Brophy, another CIO labor member,
wishes to reply to thinly velled references
directed at him. CIO member Benjamin
Sigal will also have a statement on this same
subject. He was present on Friday, May 16,
when CIO labor members were originally
scheduled to appear. He is unable to be
here today and requests an opportunity to
be heard on Monday or Tuesday, May 26
or 27, or some other date in the immediate
future.

STATEMENT OF BENJAMIN C. SteAL, CIO MemM-
BER, WAGE STABILIZATION BoArRD, BEFORE
COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR, May
27, 1852
My name is Benjamin C. Sigal. I am a

CIO member of the Wage Stabilization Board.

I am here to respond to certain vague in-

sinuations which were introduced into the

record of this committee’s hearings on May

9, 1852, as well as to answer any questions

which the committee may have In regard

to the Wage Stabilization Board and its
policies.

According to the transecript of May 9, 1952,
Mr. VamL made the following statement:

“The New York Times of Ssptember 21,
1847, reported that this individual was at-
torney for the United Shoe Workers, cited
as one of the unions in which the Commu-
nist leadership was strongly entrenched at
that time. He appeared In behalf of the
Washington Chapter, Americans for Demo-
cratic Action, to protest against passage of
H. R. 7585, hearings on legislation to outlaw
certain un-American and subversive activi-
ties. What would you say about him?"

I assume that this statement refers to
me inasmuch as I am the only labor mem-
ber of the Wage Stabllization Board who is
an attorney. I also assume that the conclu-
sion which Mr. Vam sought to infer from
this statement is that the conduct attributed
to me was in some respect derogatory, al-
though he made no statement to that effect.
It is for this reason that I have characterized
the statement as one of vague Insinuation.

It is true that in September 1947 I was
an attorney for the United Shoe Workers.
This is an international which was then, and
1= now, affiliated with the CIO. I first be-
gan to represent that organization in June
1946 and terminated my relationship with
them in the fall of 1947, I had no previous
relationship with that union in any capacity
whatever, and so cannot testify as to the
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exlstence of Communist leadership in its
ranks prior to 1946, However, I can assert,
as my conviction, that at the time I was
representing that organization its leadership
was not communistic and that Communists
were not strongly entrenched in the organi-
gation. It is possible that there were some
Communists in the lower ranks of its lead-
ership. I am confident, however, that the
national officers of the organization were not
influenced in their policies by any Commu-
nists or Communist sympathizers in their
ranks.

Mr. VamL's statement is presumably based
on the pamphlet issued by the Un-American
Activities Committee in 1944, in which it is
stated that the United Shoe Workers is one
of the unions in which Communist leader-
ship was strongly entrenched. Since I had
no connection with the organization at that
time I cannot make any statement about
Communist influence in 1944, I think it
only fair to note, however, that even if that
statement were true in 1944—and I am not
prepared to admit the truth of that state-
ment merely on the authority of that pam-
phlet—there is no reason to assume or assert
that such was the case Iin 1947 when I was
representing the union. To assume that I
was a Communist sympathizer because I
represented a union which may have har-
bored some Communists, is a conclusion ut-
terly unjustified by logic or reason. I am
not now, and have never been, a Communist
or sympathetic with Communist ideology.

Mr. VaL'’s statement then goes on to point
out that I protested against the passage of
H. R. 7595, which later became the McCar-
ran Act., Our demccratic processes have in-
deed sadly deteriorated If it can now be
sald that one is tainted with subversion
rerely because he testifies against a pro-
posed law which deals with subversive activi-
ties. What I said about the McCarran Act
is spread on the records of the committee
which handled the law, I do not propose
now to reiterate my statements concerning
it. It should suffice to say that the argu-
ments I used were substantially similar to
the ones President Truman used in vetoing
the bill. The arguments I used were sub-
stantially similar to the arguments used by
such Senators as KILGORE, LANGER, LEHMAN,
and others when they opposed it. The argu-
ments I used are similar to those used by
the Members of this House who opposed it.
It should be noted furthermore that four
present members of this committee voted
agalnst the bill. Is Mr. Vam prepared to
assert that President Truman, as well as
the distingulshed Members of Congress who
opposed the bill, are also tainted somehow
with Communist sympathy? If not, I sub-
mit it was highly unfair even to suggest that
my conduct was in any degree questionable
because I testified against that bill.

The CHATRMAN. Without objection,
all Members on the list in the possession
of the Chair may revise and extend their
remarks.

There was no objection.

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, a parlia-
mentary inquiry.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
will state it.

Mr. VORYS. Is it not possible by
unanimous consent to secure the same
permission for other Members who may
want to speak but are not on the list?

The CHAIRMAN. Waithout objection,
all other Members may extend their re-
marks on the pending amendment at
this point.

There was no objection.

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, I am
voting for the Smith amendment. I
think the President should use Taft-
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Hartley procedure in the steel strike. I
think he should have used it long ago.
We have got to make it clear that
neither the unions nor management nor
the President are above the law or be-
yond the law in labor-management dis-
putes, and Taft-Hartley is the law, and
will continue to be until it is changed
by Congress. I voted for it. I voted in
1949 for amendments that time and ex-
perience had demonstrated would im-
prove the law, but these amendments
- were defeated by the Fair Deal. If the
President will use the law now, instead of
abusing it, instead of evading and avoid-
ing it, I think this strike will be settled.
In any event, by using the law we can
find out whether further legislation is
necessary. At present I am against any
kind of seizure law. I believe in the col-
lective-bargaining procedure, the demo-
cratic last offer and last chance to ac-
cept, provided by the Taft-Hartley Act.
We need steel production, but we need
also to protect the fundamental free-
doms of workers and employers.

The President has requested the ad-
vice of Congress on this subject. Of
course his request was political, to get
him off the spot between the Supreme
Court and Phil Murray. I do not be-
lieve, however, that we should play poli-
tics with his request, but should answer
it in good faith. This is what Congress
has done. We have denied seizure pow-
ers, and by this vote are advising the
President to execute existing law.

It is argued that for Congress to ask
the President to obey the law he is sworn
to uphold creates a bad precedent. I
suggest this precedent will apply only
when we have a bad President, and I
hope that condition will continue for
only a few months more.

It is argued that the voluntary delay
in striking in the steel case takes the
place of the involuntary delay that may
be required under a Taft-Hartley in-
junetion. If this is true, then every de-
lay in work stoppage during a labor
dispute becomes an excuse to evade the
law. The Taft-Hartley Act permits a
court to enforce an involuntary delay in
concerted action, while leaving every
workman free to work or quit, as he
desires,

In a time like this, when our men are
fighting in Korea, we must protect the
rights of individual workers here at
home, but in disputes between unions
and management organizations, the pub-
lic interest, the safety of our Republic,
must come first,

Mr. McGRATH., Mr. Chairman, the
proposed amendment which, in effect,
directs the President of the United States
to invoke the Taft-Hartley law is just
in keeping with the many amendments
that have been offered to destroy this
bill. A continuation of price control is
necessary to stop inflation. The passage
of this measure without the amendment
is the only sensible and logical way in
which we can have real price control.

I am in receipt of the following three
letters: One from Martin T. Lacey,
president of the Central Trades and
Labor Council of Greater New York and
Vicinity, A. F. of L., and a man who has
done a great deal for organized labor
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and who understands the needs of the
people of our country. It is as follows:
CENTRAL TRADES AND,
Lasor CoUNCIL OF
GreaTEr New YOrK AND VICINITY,
New York, N. ¥., June 24, 1952.
My Dear CoNGRESSMAN: We strongly urge
the continuation of price controls where it
affects food, fuel, everything relating to the
farmer's needs and to the housewives’ budget.
Do all you can to defeat the Talle amends
ment as it will place heavy burdens on the
housewife’s budget if controls are ended,
causing living costs to zoom. Run-away in-
flation will follow placing in jeopardy the
stabilization of the American economy.
Respectfully yours,
MarTiN T. LACEY,
President.

The following letter was received from
Mr. Thomas A. Murray, the distin-
guished president of the New York State
Federation of Labor, A. F. of L., repre-
senting hundreds of thousands of people
in the Empire State which also urges the
adoption of strong price control:

New YoORE STATE
FEDERATION OF LABOR,
New York, N. Y., June 24, 1952,

My Dear CoNGReEssMmaN: Inflation can de-
stroy American security just as readily as
enemy bombs.

Vote and urge your brother Congressmen
to support price controls where it affects the
housewives' budgetary household needs and
thus support the American economy and
help continue the American way of life.

Respectfully yours,
THoMAS A. MURRAY,
President.

The International Brotherhood of
Teamsters, Chauffeurs, Warehousemen
and Helpers of America, A. F. of L., has
added its strong voice in a plea to Con-
gress to pass the proposed bill without
the amendments which would in effect
destroy it. That letter is as follows:

JoinT CouNcIL No. 16,
INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF
TEAMSTERS, CHAUFFEURS, WAREHOUSE-
MEN AND HELPERS OF AMERICA,
June 24, 1952.

My DEaR CONGRESSMAN: Vote in favor of
retaining price controls because the Ameri-
can economy can be most readily destroyed
by a run-away inflation.

The backbone of our American way of
life is the family, the home, the children.
Do not destroy the budget upon which the
American housewife depends to provide the
daily needs of her family group.

Vote the continuation of controls.

Respectfully yours,
LEoNARD GEIGER,
Recording Secretary.

Mr. Chairman, I therefore will cast my
vote against the Brown amendment, the
Smith amendment, the Talle amend-
ment, the Lucas amendment, and the
Harrison amendment, and I urge the
House to pass the committee bill without
these erippling amendments.

Mr. RADWAN. Mr. Chairman, the
present amendment would not be before
us had it not been for the fact that on
June 10 the President addressed a joint
session of Congress, asking the Congress
for aid or direction in the steel crisis.
A strong and courageous President would
never have done this. For that matter,
a strong and courageous President would
have acted with greater propriety in the
first instance by preventing a muddle
instead of encouraging it.
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Frankly, I am not sure that the present
request, if passed by this House, will
mean anything to a President who has
already by improper remarks, openly
issued an invitation to the steel workers
to continue the strike in the event the
Taft-Hartley law is invoked. This the
President did on two occasions: First, on
June 10 when he addressed the Con-
gress; and, second, at a recent press con-
ference on June 19, or thereabouts. For
the President to doubt in advance that
the law would be disobeyed if invcked
by the Chief Executive, amounts to bad
faith, not only to all of the American
people generally, but it is bad faith to the
very steelworkers whom the President
pretends to befriend.

The American people, including the
steelworkers, all expect the President of
the United States to keep faith with his
oath of office, and give due respect to the
laws of the land.

Since the President has stultified him-
self in coming before the Congress on
June 10, I feel that I have no aliernative
but to give him the courtesy of an honest
reply by voting in favor of this amend-
ment. But, I do so in good faith, not
only for myself, but for those whom I
represent. Those I represent expect
similar good faith from the Chief Execu-
tive. We do not expect a statement from
the President with an attitude—*“I did
not want to use the Taft-Hartley law, but
Congress asked me to.” Such an atti-
tude on his part would be a full invitation
seexzing disrespect for the Taft-Hartley
law, if he decides to use it. Of course, if
we do not pass this legislation, we cculd
expect to have the President say that
Congress did not want me to use the
Taft-Hartley law. This is all the more
reason why we must, today, reply af=-
firmatively and disregard any other con-
siderations of impropriety, whether it be
his. or ours.

Certainly, if the President admits his
weakness and his inability to deal with
this erisis, the least we must do is to com-
ply with his request. Common courtesy
requires this. Our need for steel com=-
mands it.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. WIEr].

Mr. WIER. Mr. Chairman, there is
one aspect of this entire attack on labor
with which I am concerned. And that
is that for the past 2 or 3 months I have
been trying to determine leading issues
for campaigning in my district for re-
election in November. I have been
somewhat concerned because I have
found a satisfied, full-time working pro-
gram with a lot of our workers so it has
been rather difficult to arouse them to
any aggressive political activity. But,
I am sure as a result of the wires and
Jetters I have received from workers in
the city of Minneapolis, that they are
considerably alarmed at the position of
this Congress in its attitude and its ap-
proach to the question of this steel dis-
pute. I feel satisfied now that I will
have the same issues again in 1952, the
issue which brought me here in 1948
with a 17,000 majority as a result of my
opposition to the Taft-Hartley Act.

Mr. Chairman, this amendment is a
vindictive attack against the Presidsnt
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of the United States and the workers in
the steel industry.

That is all it is. It certainly provides
no means whatsoever for settling the
steel dispute, much less for bringing it to
a conclusion in a manner that would be
fair to all parties concerned—the steel
companies, the steel workers, and the
American people.

What is the real situation with which
we are confronted? In the first place,
and I stress this point, the demands of
the steel workers are thoroughly reason-
able. The representatives of the Ameri-
can Federation of Labor on the Wage
Stabilization Board have prepared a de-
tailed analysis of the Board's recom-
mendation in the steel case. The con-
clusion of the A. F. of L. members is that
not only do these recommendations fail
to give the steel workers benefits which
other workers have received, but on the
contrary, even if the recommendations
of the Board were put into effect the
steel workers would still be far behind
most of A. F. of L. unions. This analysis
further emphasizes that the recommen-
dations of the Wage Stabilization Board
in the steel case were conservatively
within the limits of its well-established
policies. As a matter of fact, the steel
case is simply the most publicized
“catch-up” case the Wage Stabilization
Board has processed.

Despite the fact that their demands
were not at all excessive, the steel work-
ers have already waited 120 days with-
out taking any action to gain their de-
mands. It was only after waiting all of
that time and after there seemed to bhe
no other avenue open to them, that they
finally did cease work.

What is now proposed in the Smith
amendment? In the first place there is
no assurance that anything at all will
result in the passage of this amendment.
There is nothing in the amendment
which requires the President to do any-
thing. It simply asks the President to
invoke the emergency provisions of the
Taft-Hartley Act. The President has al-
ready made it clear that nothing is to
be gained by his taking such action, and
it is very unlikely that he will do so
simply on the basis of such a request.

Secondly, even if the President should
invoke the emergency dispute provisions
of the Taft-Hartley Act, all that can be
done under that act of any significance
has already been done, The Taft-Hart-
ley Act provides that the President shall
say that there is a national emergency.
Certainly no constructive purpose can be
served by such a finding in the light of
the accepted fact that if the steel dispute
should continue for a prolonged period
the Nation would undoubtedly be con-
fronted with such an emergency.

The act then provides for a cooling-
off period of 80 days, but the steelwork-
ers have already gone through a cooling-
off period of 120 days. What purpose can
be served by attempting to force them to
wait for another 80 days?

The third step is the appointment of a
fact-finding board to make recom-
mendations. The Wage Stabilization
Board was just such a fact-finding board,
and it has made recommendations which
were thoroughly in harmony with ac-
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cepted stabilization principles. What
possible purpose can be served by the ap=
pointment of still another fact-finding
board to plow over the same old ground
and undoubtedly arrive at the same con=
clusions?

The only other step called for by the
Taft-Hartley Act—and the only one
which has not bkeen utilized to date—
is the holding of an election among the
employees to vote on the last offer of
management. The experience with such
elections has shown that union members
do not readily forsake their just de-
mands when they vote in such elections.
Moreover, in this case it would be very
difficult to determine precisely what the
last offer of management was, since it
is quite clear that the companies involved
in the Steel case are split among them-
selves and have not agreed on any offer
to the steel workers.

Even if all of these apparently mean-
ingless steps should be followed, the 80-
day cooling-off period would elapse in
September or October 2t a time when
Congress would probably not be in ses-
sion. The Nation would then be faced
with exactly the same problem it faces
today to which the Congress would have
provided no solution whatsoever,

The proposed amendment can achieve
no solution of the serious problem we
face of securing resumption of steel pro-
duction. If the Taft-Hartley Act is ap-
plied in this situation, it will simply de-
prive the workers in the steel industry
of the wages and working conditions to
which they are entitled, while the com-
panies will be assured of continued high-
level profits. Certainly this is the very
opposite of the even-handed justice
which all groups in this Nation have a
right to expect from their Congress.

Mr. Chairman, the Smith amendment
can achieve no constructive result. It
will either be completely ineffective or
it will do positive injustice to the steel-
workers who have already been deprived
of a fair disposition of their just de-
mands.

I therefore urge my colleagues to vote
down the Smith amendment.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from West Virginia
[Mr. BAILEY],

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, the
Taft-Hartley law, which the gentleman
by his amendment would invoke, was,
at the time of its passage by the Con-
gress, regarded as punitive legislation
aimed at putting all organized labor in
a strait-jacket.

It is clearly evident that the gentle=
man from Virginia and a group of labor
haters still regard it as a club at their
convenience with which they seek not
cocial, economie, and political equality,
but a means to gain their major objec=
tive—the destruction of all unions.

The sponsor of this amendment has
been the author or supporter of most
of the antilabor legislation offered in the
Congress in the past decade. I refer to
the Smith-Connally Act, the Taft-Hart-
ley Act, and his more recent attempt to
put the entire Nation into receivership.

President Truman appears to be the
gentleman’s pet peeve. If he feels that
the President is not abiding by the Con-
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stitution and the laws he has taken an
oath to enforce, then he should consider
impeachment of the offender.

I object to his venting his wrath on
all organized labor, and particularly on
650,000 steelworkers, in order to get at
one individual. I recall the great sagze
of Monticello and his ideas of the equal-
ity of man. I wonder how hymn of hate
fits into his theory.

I also protest the amendment on the
ground that it is not germane to any
section of the pending legislation. The
proposal is only a gesture. The Taft-
Hartley law says the President may,
after certain preliminaries are taken
care of, seek a court order. It appears
to me that the gentleman could better
direct his energy in a move to amend
the Taft-Hartley law making action
mandatory.

I ask, Mr. Chairman, will the gentle=-
man's proposal produce steel? Is it
not a subterfuge for action the Congress
should take now to meet the emergency?
Even though I stand as one “crying in
the wilderness,” I want to register my
objection to the recess or adjournment
of the Eighty-second Congress until such
time as the Congress has met this issue
by concrete legislation that will insure
equality under the law to all segments
of our economy.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from California
[Mr. HinsHAW].

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, the
Congress enacted the Taft-Hartley
Act some years ago. It is on the books.
The President has declined to use the
emergency procedures contained in it,
although he has used those procedures
in nine other cases, and has asked for
other legislation which would shorten
the 80-day period and abolish the Board.
He prior to that, had seized the mills,
an action which was declared unconsti-
tutional by the Supreme Court of the
United States. Now he wants to pass
the political buck to the Congress by
having us tell him all over again what
to do. It seems to me it is rather like
“painting the lily” for the Congress of
the United States to take any such ac-
tion as is here proposed. Furthermore,
at this season of the year, it looks like
a political buck-passing game, and I
am against helping anybody pass a po-
litical buck. Congress has taken its
share of the responsibility by passing
the law. The President has not yet
taken his by carying out the provisions
of the law. When he has done that,
then the buck passing can begin. Mr.
Chairman, I am against both amend-
ments, as it is entirely unnecessary for
the Congress to tell the President what
to do when he already has law upon the
statute books—and has taken an oath
to administer the laws of the United
States. This amendment requesting
the President to invoke the law has all
the earmarks of a political booby trap.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from California
[Mr. McDoNOQUGH].

Mr. McDONOUGH. Mr. Chairman,
this is a very serious period in the his-
tory of the United States, when the
Congress finds it necessary to direet,
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implore, or request the President to exe-
cute the laws which the Congress has
passed and thereby uphold the Consti-
tution. It raises the question as to
whether the present occupant of the
White House is President of the United
States or a dictator.

It raises the question as to whether he
is beyond the law because of what he
thinks are his inherent powers, which
the Supreme Court says he does not
have, in defiance of the opinion of the
public and the will of the Congress. It
certainly raises the question as to
whether this Congress should not give
serious consideration to Mr. SHAFER’S dis-
charge petition, which is on the Clerk’s
desk, which would allow the House to
proceed with impeachment of the
FPresident.

We have no assurance, we have no
means of knowing whether the rank and
file of labor is willing to accept the last
best cffer in the steel strike which the
Taft—Hartley act would reveal by a vote
of the strikers as provided in that act.
We know that there is at least an un-
derstanding between the head of the
Steel Workers’ Union and the President
of the United States not to use the Taft-
Hartley law in this instance. But we
know he found it necessary to use the
Taft-Hartley law in several other in-
stances, but not in this case. The ques=
tion is why? I think that is one of the
responsibilities and obligations of the
Congress to find out in the best interests

of the health and welfare, the national '

defense, and economy of this Nation.
Perhaps the following news story from
the June 23 edition of the Chicago Trib-
une reveals the reason why President
Truman will not invoke the Taft-Hartley
law in the steel strike:

CIO Heap Teurs PLEpce Nor To USe TarT
Law—EIGHT THOUSAND IN GARY HEAR BLAST
AT IKE
Philip Murray, president of the CIO and

its steelworkers, said yesterday in Gary that

President Truman had given him a pledge

not to use the Taft-Hartley law to end the

steel strike.

He asserted he received the pledge last
December 24, when Mr. Truman called him
and asked that a strike then scheduled for
January 1 be deferred.

Murray quoted the President as telling him,
*If you will voluntarily agree to suspension
of the strike, you need have no fear of the
courts imposing the Taft-Hartley injunction
on your union.”

Bince the courts could issue the injunce-
tion only on application of the Government,
this assurance was equivalent to a pledge not
to invoke the law.

CALLS RANDALL A “LIAR”

Murray spoke before 8,000 strikers who
filled Memorial Auditorium and stood in the
street outside, where his remarks were audi-
ble over loudspeakers. An estimated 80,000
strikers live in the Chicago area; 75,000 are
members of the Gary local 1014, and 10,000
of the neighboring East Chicago local 1010.

Despite his reference to the Truman pledge,
Murray criticlzed Clarence Randall, presi=
dent of the Inland Steel Co., for saying that
Murray and Mr. Truman had “made a deal.”
Murray said he had '‘more respect for the
office of Presldent than to try to do such a
thing.”

He accused Randall of “deliberately lying™
and eald the steel executive denied later
in Washington that he had made the state-
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ment.
said.

Murray charged the steel companies with
conspiring to prevent a strike settlement.

CHARGES MISREPRESENTATION

He accused the companies of carrying on a
campaign of misrepresentation of the issues
and charged that the companies are con-
trolled by the banks.

“I am prepared to carry on this fight,
struggling and sweating just llke you are,
right down to the bitter end until a whole-
some and satisiactory solution of our differ=-
ences has been reached,” he said.

Murray also assailed General Eisenhower
for returning to the United States from
Europe “without even trying to comb the
salt out of his hair, putting on ecivilian
clothing, and, with complete ignorance of
the facts, saying, ‘I don’t see why they don't
use the Taft-Hartley law.’"

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from California has ex-
pired.

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Georgia [Mr. LaNHAM].

Mr. Mr. Chairman, there
has been more hooey, more baloney,
more pure political poppycock purveyed
in the debate on this question than any
since I have been in Congress. The
charge has been made that the Presi-
dent has violated his oath of office and
has failed to enforce some provisions of
the Taft-Hartley law that it was his
duty to enforce. As a matter of fact,
this is not true at all. It is true that the

“I called him a Har again,” Murray

President has failed to use the power

that was given him in the Taft-Hartley
law to try to stop the steel strike. But
this was a matter of discretion with
him. Frankly, I think he should have
used the provisions of the Taft-Hartley
law before he ever seized the steel mills
but I can quite well understand his hesi-
tation to do so for he had by agreement
gotten the workers to postpone their
strike for more than the 80 days as pro-
vided by the Taft-Hartley law. More-
over, it seems to me that the President
should not have been criticized for ask-
ing both the steel mills and the em-
ployees to submit their differences to the
Wage Stabilization Board for investiga-
tion and a report and in the meantime,
to continue the production of steel,
Many of you are lawyers and what one
of you has not, as a matter of policy, ad-
vised his clients to submit their differ-
ences to arbitration or to arrive at a
settlement without recourse to the
courts? Certainly that has been my pol-
icy in the years I have been engaged in
the active practice.

Be that as it may, I am sure the Presi=
dent should have used the injunctive
provisions of the Taft-Hartley law be-
fore attempting the drastic method of
seizure of the steel mills. He would have
been in a much stronger position before
the court and in all probability had he
exhausted his remedies under the Taft-
Hartley Act without a successful settle=-
ment of the strike, might have been up=-
held by the Supreme Court in the seizure
of the mills.

But we seem to have forgotten
throughout the whole controversy that
the thing most necessary for the public
welfare is to get steel production. Many
of the Members of this body have been
more interested apparently in rebuking
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the President and in making political
capital out of the present steel strike
than they have in the main purpose of
getting steel, not only for the rearma-
ment effort, but for the stabilization of
our civilian economy as well.

One of my law professors used to tell
this story to his classes. He was trying
to emphasize the fact that a lawyer
ought always to come to the very heart
of his case when questioning witnesses,
He said as a youth he found an old gun
in his home—one of those old muzzle-
loaders. He rammed it full of powder,
then full of shot or slugs and took
steady aim at a bird sitting in a nearby
tree. He pulled the trigger. There was
a tremendous flasb and explosion. The
boy was knocked down and temporarily
out. As soon as he came to himself, he
ran back to the house scared half to
death. His dad met him and seeing that
he was not too badly hurt, did not ask
him about how badly he was hurt or
show any solicitude for his welfare. He
did put this question to the boy: “Son,
did you hit the bird you aimed at?” We
have lost sight of the bird in this case.

Because I am determined to keep my
eye on the bird and to do everything
possible to see that production of steel is
resumed, and the present controversy
settled between the operators of the mills
and their employees, I am going to vote
for the Smith amendment after voting
against the proposal of the gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. Brown] to direct the
President to use the powers given him
under the Taft-Hartley Act to enjoin a
continuation of the strike. I do not be-
lieve we have the power to direct the
President; but I am voting to suggest or
request the President to use this power.
I am doing this not because I think it is
the best remedy or the best solution of
the problem that faces us, but because
I think it will get us back into the pro-
duction of steel; for I am sure the mem-
bers of the union are good Americans
and will abide by the order of the Court.

I am voting for this amendment be-
cause it is perfectly apparent that nei-
ther the House nor the Senate is willing
to face the issue and give the President
the power that he should have in an
emergency of this sort. It is possible
that a vote on the last offer of the em-
ployers by the members of the union as
provided for in the Taft-Hartley proce-
dure may get a settlement of this strike.
I am afraid, however, that it will not.
But it is clear that until the President
has exhausted this remedy, the Congress
is not going to face the real issues in this
case and enact legislation that will give
the President more power than he has
under the Taft-Hartley Act. At the
end of the 80-day waiting period, he
will have exhausted every power that
he now has to control such crippling
Nation-wide strikes. Then perhaps the
Congress will face up to its duty and ob-
ligation and enact the necessary legis-
lation. Personally, I am willing now to
give the President the right to seize the
mills temporarily and operate them un-
til the employers and employees arrive
at a settlement of their differences. So
long as men may be drafted and sent to
the battlefront and maybe to their



8036

death, T am certainly willing to do what
is necessary in the way of seizure of
private property to provide them with
the arms and equipment they must have.
And yet I know that seizure is not the
best and final solution of this problem
of Nation-wide strikes. Many remedies
have been suggested, among them the
following:

First, Bar strikes in any industry af-
fecting defense whenever an emergency
is declared. This obviously would be
unfair to the workers unless some
means was at the same time provided
for a decision on their complaints.

Szcond. To apply the antitrust laws
to the monopoly power of unions. Even
Senator Tarr agrees that the anti-
monopoly laws cannot well be applied
to the labor unions.

Third. Ban industry-wide collective
bargaining and industry-wide contracts
with unions. An effort was made to do
this when the Taft-Hartley law was
drafted. However, it was found almost
impossible to define geographical or in-
dustrial areas in which collective bar-
gaining could be conducted. Senator
Tarr, while he opposed the attempt to
define collective-bargaining areas in the
Taft-Hartley Act, now seems to favor
another effort in this direction.

Fourth. Keep the Taft-Hartley in-
junction as at present with the added
power to place companies and unions
in court receivership if a strike is threat-
ened after the 80 days. This is, in my
opinion, an entirely unjustified inter-
ference with both companies and unions.

Fifth. Compel arbitration of disputes
in basic industries with Government en-
forcing arbitration awards. I will later
discuss this proposal which, to me, makes
more sense than any of the others sug-
gested.

Sixtn. Refuse to both management
and labor the protection of the Taft-
Hartley Act and other labor relations
provisions of the law unless manage-
ment and labor write into their con-
tracts a provisicn for submitting their
differences to arbitration.

Seventh. Seize industry by Presi-
dential order under definite restrictions
laid down by the Congress.

As I have suggested above, it seems to
me that either plan 5 or plan 6 is to
be preferred to any others. In the first
place, the people have confidence in our
courts and if labor courts were set up for
determining issues submitted by the con-
tending parties or if an appeal to the
courts from the decision of boards of ar-
bitration were provided, it seems to me
that the rights of both parties would be
amply protected and above all that the
public would be protected from the dis-
astrous results of the open warfare
which a Nation-wide strike amounts to.
Neither management nor labor is en-
thusiastic about this remedy which may
indicate that it is the best and wisest
after all. I know that there are objec-
tions to compulsory arbitration but it is
my firm conviction that industrial dis-
putes and eventually international dis-
putes will be settled by courts set up for
the purpose. I am convinced too that
to dat. no better way has ever been de-
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vised for settling disputes and maintain-
ing order than our courts.

In this connection, Mr. Marquis
Childs in his syndicated column for May
8 has this to say:

Compulsory arbitration of labor disputes
in this country is coming as surely as night
follows day if the present trend continues,
It will come not because any group or an
individual wants it. But the plain fact is
that Nation-wide strikes in vital industries
can no longer be tolerated.

Mr. Childs then goes on to say that
in the Scandinavian countries, labor
courts have functioned satisfactorily.

If the Congress does not establish la-
bor courts or provide for compulsory ar-
bitration in some other form, then it
seems to me that plan 7, the seizure by
Presidential order under strict regula-
tion of such seizure by some such pro-
visions as are suggested by Senator
Morsg, should be adopted by the Con-
Bress.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Georgia has expired.
The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. HOFFMAN].

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Chairman, in answer to the chairman of
the committee who opposed the Brown
amendment and also to my friend from
Georgia, Judge LANHAM, let me quote the
President.

On June 10, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,
6929, the President said to us:

I feel that I should put the facts before
the Congress, recommending the course of
action I deem best, and call upon the Con-

gress, which has the power to do so, to make
the choice.

Note that word “choice.” That shows
the President wanted us to act—to use
our judgment—which he hoped would be
the action he approved. Then he said:

A seizure law, If properly drafted, can
achieve the objective of assuring steel—

And so on. Then he condemned the
Taft-Hartley Act. He did not want any
of that.

Then he said this:

If however, the Judgment of the Congress.
contrary to mine, is that an injunction of
the Taft-Hartley type could be used, there
is a quicker way.

He did not want the Taft-Hartley Act
type of injunction. He wanted another
kind of injunction.

Then he went on:

That would be for the Congress to enact
legislation authorizing and directing the
President to seek such an injunction.

Note the situation. The President finds
a serious condition confronts the Nation.
He finds the course he tried to follow to
be illegal—he apparently will not use the
Taft-Hartley Act—he asks the Congress
to write a seizure or injunction law—
which it will not do—as he well knows—
and then leaves the issue to the Congress
to solve. We should, as he requests write
legislation authorizing and directing him
to do what the Congress thinks should
be done.

Inasmuch as the Congress appar-
ently differs, from his views there is no
reason at all why we should not comply
with his very courteous request and give
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him our advice authorizing and directing
him to use the Taft-Hartley Act.

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. BAKEWELL].

Mr. BAKEWELL. Mr. Chairman, I
cannot see what would be accomplished
by either of these amendments. I think
the procedure represents the most
unique, unprecedented, and possibly dan-
gerous action on the part of the Con-
gress. Under the separation-of-powers
theory, certainly the Congress cannot
tell the President what to do. On the
other hand, it appears as a meaningless,
idle, futile gesture for the Congress to
suggest to the President that he admin-
ister the law, It appears ludicrous al-
most for the legislative branch to sug-
gest that the Executive execute the law
of the land.

I am therefore opposed to both
amendments, and shall vote against
them.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Missouri [Mr. CurTis] is recog-
nized.

Mr. CURTIS of Missouri. Mr. Chair-
man, I am opposed to both of these
amendments on constitutional grounds.
I feel that they go beyond the province
of Congress, and I do not believe the fact
that the President himself requested this
Congress to act unconstitutionally is
sufficient ground for our doing so.

I think we ought to look at this from a
long-time viewpoint. It is a question of
the separation of powers.

I think that the President should use
the Taft-Hartley Act of course, and en-
force the laws of this land; but I do not
think the Congress should ever get itself
into the position of asking, demanding,
or instructing a President to enforce the
laws; the Constitution of the United
States requires that he do so.

Our only recourse, I submit, if the
President has not enforced the laws of
the land, is impeachment.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Michigan [Mr. MEeaDpeEr] is recog-
nized.

Mr. MEADER. Mr. Chairman, I am
sorry the majority leader is not on the
floor, because I should like to ask him
now a question I tried to get him to yield
for me to ask during his discourse when
he said that the President was able to
do more to solve the steel dispute than
the Taft-Hartley law could have done,

I think the question the people of
the country and the Members of Con-
gress want answered is: Did or did not
President Truman make a deal with Phil
Murray that if Murray would withhold
calling a strike the President would not
enforce the laws of this country? We
ought to have that information on the
table.

I see the chairman of the Committee
on Banking and Currency sitting at his
desk. I wonder if he has the informa-
tion, if he is close enough to the admin-
istration?

I see the majority leader has just en-
tered the Chamber. I call his attention
to the fact that I wanted to know
whether he was able to say that the Pres-
ident did more than the Taft-Hartley
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Act could do because the President had
made a deal with Phil Murray that if
Phil Murray would postpone the strike,
the President would not enforce the law?

I gladly yield to the gentleman to an-
swer the question.

Mr, McCORMACK, The gentleman
from Massachusetts can answer that
question very simply. The President of
the United States with his persuasive
powers, and Phil Murray and those
around him, great men that they are,
responded and did what was done. The
question of deals is something that was
not involved at all.

Mr. MEADER. I am glad the gentle-
man has explained that the President
did not give Mr. Murray any considera-
tion for this postponement; it was simply
his winning personality.

Mr. McCORMACEK, No considerations
or deals were n.ade, Now, do not mis-
quote me,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Ohio [Mr. Ayres] is recognized.

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, last night
I flew out to my distriet in Akron, Ohio,
to attend a meeting I had called for
labor, management, and the public to
discuss the Defense Production Act and
the various amendments thereto. Inthe
Fourteenth Congressional District of
Ohio there are 660,000 people, of whom
100,000 are union members—good, hon-
est, God-fearing union members who do
not always follow the dictates, right down
the line, of union leadership. The meet-
ing was most constructive. Mr. Leo Du-

“gan, executive secretary of the CIO
Council; Mr. G, L. Patterson, general
counsel for the United Rubber Workers
of America; Mr. Robert Shuff, of the
American Federation of Labor; and Mr,

William Fowler, of the United Auto
Workers, CIO, were in attendance to ex-
press their views on the Defense Produc-
tion Act, with particular emphasis being
placed on the discussion of the Lucas
amendment and the Smith amendment.

They also expressed concern over the
manner in which the investigation of the
Wage Stabilization Board was conduct-
ed. They also felt it grossly unfair that
Joseph W. Childs, vice president of the
United Rubber, Cork, Linoleum and
Plastic Workers of America, should have
been questioned as he was. For the sake
of the record, I would like to add at this
point that Mr. Childs enjoys an enviable
reputation in his home ¢community, and
is a past member of the Akron City Coun=
cil. According to his testimony before
the Education and Labor Committee he
apparently had been made an innocent
vietim of a Communist-front organiza-
tion, It is regrettable that the Civil
Rights Congress and the Daily Worker
used Mr, Childs. Congressman VAIL
used only information that was a matter
of public record in the files of the Un=
American Activities Committee. How=
ever, Mr. Childs was not the issue. Those
interested in Mr. Childs’ testimony can
find the verbatim comment in the hear=
ings now printed pursuant to House Res=
olution 532. This testimony is found on
pages 599 to 660.

There was some difference of opinion
between those representing the steel
workers and those representing the rub-
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ber workers. I was told by the steel
workers that the union-shop controversy
was not causing the steel strike. How-
ever, Mr. Patterson spent considerable
time in an effort to prove that the Wage
Stabilization Board should have the
power to rule on the union-shop question,
The gentleman speaking for the steel-
workers’ union stated that the union
leadership did not fear a secret vote as,
in his opinion, the workers would vote
not to accept the latest offer of the
steel companies. Contrary to this view
steelworkers have told me that if a se-
cret vote was taken they would vote over-
whelmingly to accept the latest wage
offer and forget about the union shop.
I was interested in the comment from
the steel people, “If it were not for in-
dustry-wide bargaining there would be
no steel strike in Lorain, Ohio.”

Fair play is the most important thing
in handling the legislation at hand.
Neither side should have an unfair ad-
vantage and both sides should be willing
to cooperate. I think it very commend-
able for the labor leadership to have
been willing to express their position. I
can agree that under the Lucas amend-
ment there would be a possibility of the
Wage Stabilization Board being lop-
sided. I can also remember that labor
walked out on the Board when a deci-
sion was made that did not meet with
their approval. I cannot agree, however,
that the President should not have used
the Taft-Hartley law nor that he should
not use its provisions in the steel strike
now.

The statement made to me after the
meeting that was of most interest was
that although the Taft-Hartley Act was

.objected to by union leaders, it is not

by the rank and file of the union mem-
bers. One gentleman of Hungarian de-
scent came up to me after the meeting
and said in a broken voice, “Bill, I am a
good American., I own my home and
am helping my son through college and
have been working here at Goodrich for
17 years. Do not be kidded by all the
arguments you have heard here this eve-
ning. We men in the shop are begin-
ning to realize that we were wrong in
1948—we did not understand the Taft-
Hartley law. Now we know that the
Taft-Hartley is a law that regulates the
union leader but not the union member.
Please vote your conscience, Bill.”
That is what Bill is going to do.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman
from Oregon [Mr. ELLSWORTH] is recog=
nized.

Mr. ELLSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I
desire to call to the attention of the
Committee the fact that the Brown
amendment to the Smith amendment is
in fact equivalent to an amendment to
section 206 of the Taft-Hartley law itself.
The Taft-Hartley Act has been criticized
mostly on one particular point and that
point is that it is a permissive law. The
law reads, “may appoint a board of in-
quiry,” and so forth. That fact has
been the greatest point of criticism by
those who are now objecting to the ap-
plication of the emergency sections of
the Taft-Hartley law.

The fact that the law is permissive
and not mandatory is not controlling.
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We say now, if we enact the Brown
amendment, that the President is “di-
rected” to do these things called for in
the emergency procedure sections of the
Taft-Hartley law. It seems to me there
is no possible conception here of a con-
stitutional point, there is nothing in-
volved in this discussion regarding the
separation of powers, inherent powers
or anything of that kind. The Congress
of the United States wrote the Taft-
Hartley law, it is the law of the land,
and we now say that we did not say it
quite right the first time, we now direct
the President to use this procedure. The
law could have been written in this way
at the time it was enacted. There is
therefore no reason why the suggested
change cannot be voted now.

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. GrREEN].

Mr. GREEN. Mr. Chairman, I am
opposed to both the Brown and the
Smith amendments and may I say here
that there is a lot of confusion on the
part of certain Members because some
people believe that it is mandatory upon
the President to use the Taft-Hartley
injunction procedure. Actually, the
Taft-Hartley Act, as far as the President
is concerned, is a permissive proposi-
tion. It says he may use it. As our ma-
jority leader [Mr, McCormack]l has
stated, the President did a lot more than
if he used the Taft-Hartley Act in con-
nection with the matter of the steel
strike.

It is also very interesting to hear
many Republican Members get up on
the floor and talk about a deal that the
President was supposed to have made
with Phil Murray. Certainly the steel
company operators and the Republicans
ought to know something about deals
because previous to the turn of this pres-
ent century there were plenty of deals
made by the steel companies and steel
management with Republican Presi-
dents of the United States, when they
used to be able to sell steel cheaper in
Europe than they sold it in the State of
Pennsylvania, when they used to bring
immigrants over in order to work them
at cheaper wages and keep the standard
of living of the working people in this
country down.

Mr. Chairman, I am sorry the Taft-
Hartley Act ever passed the Congress.
I was not here to vote against it, but I
voted for the repeal of the act and I will
vote for its repeal again.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. BrATNIK].

Mr. BLATNIE. Mr. Chairman, I
speak in opposition to both the Brown
and Smith amendments and I want the
Recorp to show it is my belief that these
amendments are merely a flagrant at-
tempt by many in Congress to pass the
buck. Instead of Congress proposing a
constructive procedure in order to ar-
rive at a workable solution which would
keep steel production flowing, and be
fair to both management and labor, we
pass the buck to the President of the
United States, and tell him to do that
which we originally said was permis-
sive, if his own discretion and good
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judgment deemed it wise and effective
to use that law,

The President appeared before us and
explained why he could not use the
Taft-Hartley Act and why it would not
work. Now the House wants to take
away from the President his power of
diseretion by compelling him to use the
Taft-Hartley Act, and we refuse to give
him the necessary authority to work out
a solution to this grave issue by a sound,
constructive  procedure. If these
amendments are adopted, this House
will be alining itsslf on the side of
steel, and against the workers in the
steel industry, and there will not be free
and collective bargaining, as was re-
ferred to some moments ago by the lead-
ership on the other side. I say this will
be strike breaking by injunction, and
Congress, if it adopts the pending
amendments will be responsible.

If the House would take time to ex-
amine the facts of the matter, it would
find that all the equities are on the side
of the steelworkers. It is a fact that the
steelworkers have not had a wage in-
crease since December 1950, despite the
fact that the cost of living has sky-
rocketed since that date.

Since 1946 the record shows that the
net profits in steel have increased 140
percent; steel prices have increased by
80 percent, and steel dividends have
been upped by 148 percent.

Months ago, the steel workers at-
tempted to negotiate a new contract
with steel management—but manage-
ment refused to bargain collectively.
Finally, at the request of the President,
the whole controversy was referred to
the Wage Stabilization Board which
recommended about 17'% cents an hour
wage increase plus certain fringe bene-
fits, The steel management refused to
accept the recommendations of this
fact-finding agency.

These are facts which cannot be de-
nied and they point to one conclusion—
and that is that justice is on the side of
the steelworkers and that it is the steel
companies who are responsible for the
present breakdown in steel production.
Throughout this long-drawn-out affair,
the workers have conducted themselves
in a most exemplary manner—abiding
by the spirit and letter of the law, coop-
erating with the Government in every
way, refraining from any strikes while
they made every attempt possible to
bargain freely and collectively. Now
comes this open and brazen proposal to
drive the hard-working and patriotic
m=n who labor in our mines and steel
mills back to work by means of coercion
and arbitrary power. I am strongly and
absolutely opposed to these amendments
and I call on the House to vote them
down.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. FrLoobpl],

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, there is
one phase of this argument that might
be interesting to many lawyers in this
distinguished body. This is an action
in equity and in a proceeding in equity
you appeal to the conscience of the
chancelor, so we have been advised.
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You now come into a court of equity,
and one of the basic maxims of a court
of equity is that it should never be asked
to do a futile thing. If the gentleman
from Indiana knows about what he
speaks, and this strike is to be over in a
week, then by what reason can this
House ask or direct anybody to appeal
to a court of equity to do a futile thing?
Furthermore, when you go into a court
of equity, and the chancelor is consid-
ering the petition for an injunction, it
will be pointed out to him that the union
has already acceded to the requirements
of the act by many, many days. What
chancelor in eguity will not say to the
petitioner, “You have been complied
with now. Why should an injunction
be granted in a case where the purpose
has been met?” I certainly feel that if
this is looked at flatly and narrowly as
a proceeding in a court of equity, this
petition will fail. Why do a futile thing?
Both the Brown and the Smith amend=-
ments should be defeated.

Beware the Greeks bearing gifts—
look at the list of names speaking for
the Taft-Hartley Act today. Look at
whose hearts are bleeding for labor to-
day. Beware these false friends. These
men have fought and spoken and voted
against labor for many years. Are they
to be believed today?

The gentleman from Ohio tells us what
a rubber worker in Akron told him, that
the Taft-Hartley Act is good for the
worker—well, if there is any doubt in
anyone’s mind let me assure you that
the mine workers and the steelworkers
are united in their opposition to this
bad law—and will vote so if necessary in
open or secret ballot.

I do not intend to prolong this debate.
My most eloquent effort today will be
to vote against the Brown and Smith
amendments, and I say in conclusion
that my only regret is that I am not able
to cast this vote for repeal of the ne-
farious slave-labor Taft-Hartley Act.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
THOMPSON].

Mr. THOMPSON of Texas. Mr.
Chairman, just in order that the record
may be perfectly clear, I want to state
at the outset that I do not see how the
President has any other choice but to
invoke the Taft-Hartley Act, which is
the law of the land. Now, having said
that, and having made it publicly known
as to how I feel about it, I think I have
gone as far as duty requires any Mem-
ber of Congress to go in a case of this
kind. As to the remaining duty that
is incumbent on me and on you in the
present problem, if we adopt the amend-
ments that are now before us, we then
set a precedent that we will have to live
with for the balance of time. We will
by that action have invited every re-
luctant Executive from now on to come
before the Congress and ask what he
shall do, whether or not he shall obey
the law, whether or not he shall enforce
it. It seems to me that this sets an
extremely dangerous precedent and one
which will open the way to all manner
of dilatory tactics by reluctant Execu-
tives of the future.
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog=-
nizes the gentleman from Indiana [Mr,
MADDEN].

Mr. MADDEN, Mr. Chairman, when
this legislation was debated on the rule
last Wednesday and also in the Com-
mittee of the Whole last Friday I made
my position plain in opposition to the
Smith amendment. I want to repeat
one remark that I made at that time. I
said that the steel management made no
real, sincere effort to collective bargain
at any stage of the negotiations. A na-
tional magazine last week stated that
the day before negotiations were broken
off word was served to the steelworkers
that management could. not go along
with any part of the Wage Stabilization
Board recommendations. The men who
had been doing the collective bargaining
on both sides had practically agreed to
negotiate, but a few bankers in New York
closed the doors to any kind of collective
bargaining. They overruled their own
men who had been active collective bar-
gaining for 4 months previously. Phil
Murray, in his speech in Gary, Ind., last
Sunday stated that absentee ownership,
absentee collective bargainers, killed col-
lective bargaining as far as the steel dis-
pute was concerned. He said that the
collective bargainers, men who were in
close touch with the workers in the mills,
were ready to settle the steel strike until
word came from the absentee owners in
New York, the bankers, and they over-
ruled the men that spent 4 months trying
to collective bargain and settle the steel
trouble.

A Member stated that President Tru-
man and Phil Murray made a deal that
the Taft-Hartley law would not be used.
That is a flagrant misrepresentation.
The facts are President Truman told the
union that if they would defer their
strike last January it was almost certain
that the dispute could be settled by col-
lective bargaining. If the small group
of bankers in New York, the absentee
owners—yes; the absentee collective bar-
gainers—were in good faith during the
4 months’ negotiations, the dispute would
have been settled months ago.

Certain reactionary newspapers falsely
told their readers a deal was made. This
whole steel dispute could have been ad-
justed long ago if the steel bargainers
who sat in on the negotiations were given
power and authority to close the negotia-
tions. The absentee bankers overruled
the 5 months of negotiations and caused
the strike.

The CHATRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New Jersey
[Mr. SIEMINSKI].

Mr, SIEMINSKI. Mr. Chairman, we
have many blue laws in New Jersey.
They became blue because they were no
longer appropriate; they passed into dis-
use. I hope the President will not find it
necessary to use the Taft-Hartley law.
It is a blue law.

We went through World War II with-
out using the Taft-Hartley law. We
have gone through 2 years of the Korean
situation without using it. We can go
through the future without using it.

To save the self-respect of the boys in
Korea and that of their fathers who may
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be in the factories, I hope the President
does not find it necessary to use the Taft-
Hartley Act.

I oppose both the Brown and the
Smith amendments,

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from California
[Mr. WERDEL].

Mr. WERDEL., Mr. Chairman, we
have heard men from the other side of
the aisle say today that they are sorry
the Taft-Hartley law passed. We have
heard others say that it would be futile
for the great Government of the United
States to take action under law. I only
say to you that I have just returned from
the West, and there are many, many
people in this great America who are
also sorry. They regret there are so
many men representing people of the
United States in this House, coming from
industrial areas, who have not the cour-
age to tell the men in organized labor in
their districts that there is one thing
certain in life—that they are going to
have law and order in their picket lines.
They will either have it as free men un-
der law enforceable in local courts by
poor men or they will have it by Execu-
tive decree, with the Army enforcing it,
as planned by this administration.

However, I assume that it is again
futile to tell you, of the extreme left,
what the real voice of America is saying
on behalf of America.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Georgia [Mr.
Davis].

Mr., DAVIS of Georgia. Mr. Chair-
man, first, I cannot get the point of view
of a man who would call a strike to cut
off aviation gasoline for our boys who
are fighting for their lives and for our
security on the battle front in Korea.
I cannot zet the point of view of a man
who would call a strike and cut off the
production of steel for those boys. How-
ever, that has been done twice by the
same man who called the strike to cut
off the production of aviation gasoline.

On the 10th of June the President
called a joint session of the House and
Senate. He came before us of his own
volition and asked us at that time to
advise him whether in the opinion of the
Congress he should use the Taft-Hart-
ley law or, on the other hand, whether
Congress would enact a law which would
give him the authority to again seize
the steel plants.

On the 10th of June, the same day,
the other body gave him their answer.
The next day, on the 11th of June, I
offered an amendment in this body
which would have given him on that day,
2 weeks ago, the answer of the House of
Representatives which we are going to
g’ve to him today. The administration
leaders blocked a vote on that amend-
ment on that day by raising a point of
order against it. Today, finally, I am
thankful to see we will get a vote on it.
I rise to say I am in favor of the Smith
amendment.

I am sure the great majority of the
Members of this body want to appro-
priate every dollar which is necessary to
provide adequate equipment, armament,
and munitions for our forces in Korea,
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and not only for our forces in Eorea but
for all our Armed Forces, wherever they
may be.

I am sure that the Membership of this
House want to see all the steel produced
which is necessary to furnish planes,
guns, tanks, mortars, and other arma-
ment which may be needed to carry the
war in Korea to a victorious conclusion,
I want to see all these things provided.

However, our military program must
not be made a vehicle to carry radical
and socialistic doctrines into effect.
Congress must see to it that our military
program must be divorced entirely from
left-wing, radical, socialistic philoso-
phies which new deal rubber stamps have
been unable to enact into law through
normal means, and which they are now
trying to carry into effect through such
devious methods as Wage Stabilization
Board recommendations, followed by
Presidential seizures, followed by strikes
which paralyze essential war industries,
and which in turn will paralyze our
forces on the battlefront.

It is well known that the principal
point of dispute between the steel com-
panies and the heads of the steel workers
union is the proposal for a compulsory
union shop. The steel workers union
heads are holding out for a provision
in the contracts calling for a compulsory
union shop, which would mean that
every steelworker must join the union
or lose his job.

This Philip Murray who called the
strike and stopped production of avia-
tion gasoline for our aviators in Korea,
and who has twice called steel strikes and

. stopped production of steel, which is one

of our Armed Forces’ most vital needs,
knows that he can never, under normal
circumstances, force through such a pro-
vision in a contract. He is willing to
jeopardize the lives of our boys now des-
perately fighting in Korea in order to
satisfy his greed for power over the
working people of America. He is will-
ing to jeopardize the security of this
country by stopping the production of
steel at one of the most critical periods
in this country’s history in order to sat-
isfy his greed for power over the working
people of America. He is not only will-
ing to do these things. He has already
done them. Joseph Stalin, if he were
occupying Philip Murray's position,
could not have done more to help Russia
and Communist China and to hurt Amer-
ica and hinder our war effort than
Philip Murray himself has done,

It has been nauseating to me today
to hear the statement made on the floor
of this House that Philip Murray and
his henchmen, who have called this
strike and stopped steel production, have
shown qualities of statesmanship.

The people of America can read to-
day’s CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD giving the
debate on the Smith amendment and
can see from that debate the reasons
for the sorry plight our country is in
today and the influences which have
brought it to pass.

I sincerely hope that the Smith
amendment will be adopted by an over-
whelming vote, and by that action the
House of Representatives will inform the
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President of the United States that it
desires him promptly to use the Taft-
Hartley law which is now on the statute
books, and which affords a complete
remedy to bring an end to this unjusti-
fied steel strike and cause the production
of vital and much-needed steel to begin
at once.
THE BMITH AMENDMENT REQUESTING USE OF
TAFT-HARTLEY INJUNCTION—STEEL ETRIKE
BELFISHNESS

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from California
[Mr. YorTY].

Mr. YORTY. Mr. Chairman, I cannot
see anything wrong in the President of
the United States trying to use persua-
sion instead of compulsion. I think the
atmosphere for collective bargaining is
better if you can use persuasion.

If it is true that having the Taft-
Hartley coercive procedure available he
said to the unions, “If you will not strike,
if you will forego going on strike now, if
you will do that voluntarily, I will not
use the Taft-Hartley Act,” I think that
was a perfectly proper thing for the
President to do.

More time expired actually before the
strike than could have been gained by use
of the Taft-Harfley Act. I think it would
be wrong now to change the rules and go
back to the compulsion the Government
promised not to use.

Mr. Chairman, my only point in com-
Ing to the well of the House is to com=~
ment on the statement made by the very
distinguished gentleman from Michigan
[Mr. Worcorrl. I am appalled, as I
know you are, at some of the selfishness
which goes on here at home while we
have young men out there in the hills of
Korea fighting in the slush and mud to
protect our liberties. I think we could
all do with less selfishness. All of us
need to search our consciences much
more here at home; to stop some of the
grumbling ; to realize how well off we are
compared with people in other parts of
the world, and particularly compared
with those boys who by authority of acts
passed by the Congress of the United
States have been ordered from their
homes and into the armed services with
or without their consent.

There is selfishness involved in the
steel strike. The gentleman from Mich-
igan [Mr. Worcorrl argued that the
Government was stubborn in refusing to
give the steel companies a price increase
of $5 or $5.50 per ton, which was what
they demanded in return for acceptance
by them of the wage increases recom-
mended by the Wage Stabilization
Board. The Government offered a price
increase of $4.50 per ton, and refused to
go higher. Yes, the Government was
stubborn, but were not the steel com-
panies also stubborn? The gentleman
did not mention them in this connec-
tion. Is it nof selfish to bring about a
shut-down of desperately needed steel
production rather than give up 50 cents
per ton out of a price of over $100 per
ton, that is yielding record profits, and
this while we are confronted with a
menace not just to profit but to our lib-
erties and our existence as a free nation.
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¥Yes, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman in
directing criticism at the administra-
tion let the cat out of the bag. The
steel crisis is not the result of a defense
of lofty prineciples by the steel companies.
It is a ficht for profits as usual while
American boys are dying on a foreign
battlefield. Would not it be more con-
sistent with patriotism to give up the
50 cents per ton in the interest of na-
tional defense? Are our precious lib-
erties to be sacrificed on the altar of
greed because we as a people refuse to
act in the responsible, mature manner
the times demand? The steel strike
must, of course, be finally settled in a
manner fair to all. But if one party in-
sists on being unfair now, it may be that
another will have to temporarily accept
the unfairness in order to produce steel
for defense of the free world. Such ac-
ceptance can he made honorably, not as
a sign of weakness, but rather as a sign
of strength, the strength that comes
from patriotism worth more than 50
cents per ton.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. SimpsoN].

Mr. SIMPSON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Chairman, I am for the Smith amend-
ment because it will give us steel. After
all, the point of all this discussion is to
determine how can we get our steel mills
into production again to take care of the
emergency which is confronting our
country. There is no hope, I regret to
say, if we go on as we are now without
governmental guidance or any sem-
blance of compliance with the law now
on the statute books. The President
asked our advice. We now have a chance
to give it to him. That advice is: Use
the Taft-Hartley law. Our workingmen
who are patriotic citizens want to go
back to work, and during the intervening
days immediately after the calling of the
Taft-Hartley law into effect, the strike
will be settled, because the men will
meet at the conference table in an at-
mosphere free of any constraint and will
have a chance to talk across the table
freely and fairly, and we will once again
have steel. Let us vote for the Smith
amendment which gives us the one
chance to get steel into production in
the immediate future.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. Juppl.

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Chairman, I do not
know when the Congress has ever been
in a more humiliating position than we
are in today. No person here likes to
~ vote for either of these amendments.
We stultify ourselves when we say to the
President of the United States, “Will
you please execute the law which the
Congress of the United States has en-
acted as the way to handle this sort
of labor dispute?” Yet the President has
left no other course. He stultified him-
self when he came before us and asked,
“Do you want me to enforce the law or
not to enforce the law?” For us to vote
against the Smith amendment that is
now before us would be to tell him that
we do not want him to execute the law
which we, ourselves, passed; and that
we are not concerned over his failure
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to use the law to get the strike settled
and steel made. So, under the present
circumstances, embarrassing and humil-
iating as they are and unjustifiable as
it is that we are in such a predicament,
it seems clear to me that we must vote
for the Smith amendment to tell the
President, in response to his own in-
quiry, that this is the law we have de-
vised for just such situations as this, and
his job is to enforce the law which the
Congress has enacted, whether he likes
it or not.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from California
[Mr. McEINNON].

Mr. McKINNON. Mr. Chairman, for
us to try to tell the President of the
United States what he shall do is not only
unconstitutional, but as the gentleman
from Missouri pointed out a moment ago,
it is setting a dangerous precedent on our
part. Personally, I do not think the
Taft-Hartley Act is a fair answer to the
problems that exist today, nor do I think
it is going to solve our present problem
of producing steel. The Taft-Hartley
Act would have provided an 80-day pe-
riod. But the President secured 155 days
of negotiation. At any time during that
period, 30 percent of the union members
of any single mill could have petitioned
the NLRB and secured a secret ballot on
the offer by management. The fact that
they did not do that indicates to me that
a secret ballot which can be called for
under the Taft-Hartley Act is not going
to satisfactorily solve this industrial dis-
pute and paralysis which we now find
ourselves in, I think our responsibility
is to pass a better piece of labor legisla-
tion to make sure that we have a means
at our disposal by which we can settle
these industrial disputes and produce
steel and other products needed in our
economic system. Our responsibility is
to get better legislation, legislation that
is up to date, instead of trying to tell the
President to use an outmoded piece of
legislation.

The CHAIRMAN. 'The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from New York
[Mr, MULTER].

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Chairman, the
Taft-Hartley law seeks to accomplish
four things. First. To determine the
facts. There is not anybody in the Con-
gress who does not know the facts, and
there is not anybody in the country who
does not know the facts.

Second. It provides delay for a cool-
ing-off period. We have had twice that
cooling-off period, as far as time is con-
cerned, without the Taft-Hartley law.

Third. It provides for an injunction.

Fourth. It provides for a secret ballot.

As the gentleman from California [Mr.
McEKinnoN] explained, a secret ballot
could have been had at any time.

If the amendment which I intend to
offer prevails, the President will be re-
quested to use Taft-Hartley, but not
those provisions thereof for an injunc-
tion. An injunction is not necessary in
this case and will accomplish nothing,

The only thing the Taft-Hartley law
provides for that has not yet been had
in the steel dispute is a secret ballot by
the employees. If the employees had
wanted such a ballot they could have
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had it a long time ago. Obviously they
do not want it. I doubt whether the
employers want it. No one in or out
of Congress has the right to seek to use
the Taft-Hartley law for any purpose
except to obtain such balloting upon the
acceptance or rejection of the best offer
of steel management. The fact is that
there are many small steel mills through-
out the country that long since would
have settled with the union on the basis
of the recommendations of the Wage
Stabilization Board. These small mills
have not done so because the big mill
owners have threatened that they would
cut off their source of supply if the small
mill owners did consummate such con-
tracts with the union.

The national-emergency provisions of
the Taft-Hartley Act provide for the ap-
pointment of a board of inquiry, an 80-
day injunction against a strike, a vote
by the employees on the employer’s final
offer, and a subsequent report to the
Congress if the labor dispute is not set-
tled during the 80-day period. The
board of inquiry cannot make any rec-
ommendations for a settlement.

Thus the Taft-Hartley Act merely
provides a delay in a strike and auto-
matically operates against the interest
of labor for the workers are compelled
to stay on the job at terms and condi-
tions which led them to strike, while
management’s position is not in any way
changed during the injunetion period.

There are two main objectives which
the Government must seek in the cur-
rent steel dispute—first, restoration of
full production, and second, a fair sef-
tlement which will assure continued pro-
duction of steel. Neither of these ob=
jectives can be assured by resort to the
Taft-Hartley Act at this time.

The Taft-Hartley Act is undesirable
under the present circumstances for the
following reasons:

First. The inequities involved: The
workers, who up to the time of the cur-
rent strike had voluntarily stayed on
their job some 150 days, would be forced
to return to work at the terms and con-
ditions which led to the strike. The
union has cooperated fully with the
stabilization rules but management has
not, and yet resort to Taft-Hartley would

operate against the workers auto-
matically.
Second. Impracticalities involved:

Foreing the workers to return to the job
for 80 days without any change in terms
and conditions would remove any in-
centive for management to settle during
this period. Management would be as-
sured that by the forces of law workers
for 80 days would be compelled to op-
erate the mills under the threat of an
injunction. But even if the men did re-
turn to their jobs it is questionable
whether the low morale that would pre-
vail would result in the peak-production
conditions that are required in the in-
terest of national defense. In addition,
Taft-Hartley procedure does not provide
for any additional set of recommenda-
tions for a settlement. There has been
a full hearing of the issues through the
Wage Stabilization Board procedure and
the fact-finding report of the Taft-Hart-
ley Act board of inquiry would only
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duplicate all that has taken place thus
far. Also, the time involved at the out-
set in establishing a board of inquiry
and obtaining its report to the Presi-
dent—a week or 10 days—would be an
unnecessary waste of days within which
the steel mills would, of course, stay
closed. The so-called vote on the final
offer provided in the Taft-Hartley pro-
cedure has proved meaningless in all of
the nine cases where the Taft-Hartley
emergency procedures have been in-
voked to date. In all of these cases the
workers voted overwhelmingly to stand
behind the bargaining position of their
union leaders. The procedure has
proved so meaningless that Senator Tarr
in 1949 recommended the provision be
deleted from the act.

Third. Questionable effectiveness:
The Taft-Hartley procedure provides for
an 80-day injunction granted by a dis-
frict court. However, an injunection is
always a matter of discretion for a court
of equity, and in view of the voluntary
postponement by the workers beyond
the 80-day period of postponement re-
quired by the act, the court should rule
that an injunction not be granted under
these circumstances—Hecht against
Bowles, a Supreme Court decision stem-
ming from World War II, reaffirms the
area of discretion given a court of equity
under similar circumstances. Further-
more, if the court does grant an injunc-
tion it is possible that the individual
workers may be so incensed at the in-
justice of this procedure that each one
refuses to return to his job. Unless it
can be shown that these refusals were
part of a concerted action, the Govern-
ment would not be able to force the men
back on the job by court action. This
was the situation in the mine workers’
case in 1950 when the court held that in
staying away from the mines the work-
ers acted upon individual decisions and
not a strike order.

Therefore, for reasons of fairness,
practicality, and effectiveness, the Taft-
Hartley Act does not provide the answer
to the present steel dispute. What is
needed is authority for the Government
to operate the steel mills until a settle-
ment is reached. An adequate seizure
statute would provide the necessary au-
thority. Under seizure the Government
could immediately take possession and
get the mills back into production.
Given authority to change working con-
ditions, the Government could make
certain adjustments in pay for the work-
ers in recognition of the merit of their
claims for higher wages—claims which
have been admitted by the steel com-
panies to be valid. With the Govern-
ment according such fair treatment to
the workers, thare is every likelihcod
that full production would be restored
and maintained. By the same token
pressures would be placed upon man-
agement to work out a fair settlement
with the union so that the industry could
be returned to the private owners and
the companies could resume their full
responsibility for the collective bargain-
ing contract. The companies would be
guaranteed just compensation but the
possibility that just compensation would
include something less than the full
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profits of operation would be an addi-
tional incentive for the companies to
reach a settlement. The seizure statute
might contain a prohibition against put-
ting into effect any changes in union
security arrangements. It is submitted
that this prohibition would still provide
sufficient latitude of action by the Gov-
ernment to permit effective operation
resulting in the conclusion of a fair set-
tlement of the dispute.

I urge that the Brown amendment
be defeated and I also urge that the
Smith amendment, with or without my
own amendment, be defeated.

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

The Chair recognizes the genfleman
from Virginia [Mr. SMITH].

Mr, SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Chair-
man, we have gotten rather far afield in
some of the discussion on these amend-
ments, I think we can bring it down to
a very simple thing. I regret that the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brown] of-
fered his amendment. I am sure that
what he wants is what we all want;
namely, the production of steel.

I am afraid that the Brown amend-
ment will interfere with the objective of
this amendment very seriously. First,
we have no constitutional right to order
the President to do anything. In the
second place, the Senate has already
passed an amendment to this same legis-
lation in almost identical language, so
that when this House acts, if it acts on
the Smith amendment at all, we will
have replied to the President; namely,
that “We are not going to pass any more
law. We think the law that has been
enacted, should be enforced.”

Now, that is all there is to it. Why
anybody should hesitate to say to the
President, in a very polite and courteous
manner, in response to his invitation,
“We suggest you use the law of the
land,” is beyond me to comprehend,

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

The Chair recognizes the gentleman
from Eentucky [Mr. SPENCE].

Mr. SPENCE. Mr, Chairman, I yield
back my time and ask for a vote.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from Ohio [Mr. BrownN] to the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. SmITH].

The amendment to the amendment
was rejected.

Mr. RHODES. Mr. Chairman, I am
opposed to the Smith amendment be-
cause it is not the answer to the prob-
lem in the steel crisis. But I am opposed
to it for a more important reason. Itis
because it does not belonz in this bill. It
will add to the confusion which sur-
rounds all the great controversial issues
that divide the Members of the Congress.

I know of nothing which threatens the
future strength and welfare of our coun=
try more than the growing confusion
which beclouds all the important issues
that come before us. Those who gain by
confusion are the forces of totalitarian-
ism of both extremes. Totalitarians-of
the right and left make their appeals to
emotion and prejudice. They dare not
face the real issue and debate questions
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on their merits. They resort to double
1k, scare words, and the use of false
labels in order to create confusion.

The Smith proposal should be entirely
separate from this bill. If this amend-
ment is accepted, Members who want to
continue any controls will be forced to
vote for the Smith proposal. If they
want to oppose the Smith measure they
have to vote against all controls.

Those who hope to profit by confusing
the issue are gambling with the future
welfare of our country and our democ-
racy. Let us have a clear-cut decision
on these issues so that the people can un-
derstand where each of us stands on
every issue. Let those who want to kill
all controls, except those on wages, stand
up and be counted. Let them accept the
responsibility for their acts.

The Smith proposal, no matter how
you look at it, contains no merit. It is
an effort to pass the buck for the irre-
sponsibility of the coalition major.ty
which dominates the House. It seeks to
blame the President and the administra-
tion for the action and inaction of the
coalition. The House has the power to
legislate on the steel erisis. But it ducks
its own responsibility. Instead of tak-
ing affirmative action it demands that
the President follow a course which he
believes wrong and dangerous.

President Truman lacks the power in
this Congress to get approval for the
major legislative proposals in his party’'s
platform. Despife the fact that the
people mandated Congress to enact that
liberal Democratic Party program, and
despite the President’s stubborn and
courageous fight for the people and for
that program, he did not succeed.

All of which makes it quite clear that
the Republican-Dixiecrat leaders in the
House are resorting to a lot of double
talk when they charge that the President
is usurping his power or evading his re-
sponsibility.

The real truth is that the coalition is
evading its responsibility as the majority
and is seeking to place the blame for its
shortcomings and ill-advised acts on the
President and the House minority which
supports the administration.

That may be good political strategy in
an election year. But it is extremely
dangerous to pass legislation that will
increase antagonisms and which will di-
vide our people when unity, understand-
ing, cooperation, and good will are so
essential to the defense effort and to the
success of the free world in its fight
against totalitarian tyranny.

If the Republican-Dixiecrat coalition
which controls this Congress wants to
destroy free labor unions, if it wants to
give a free hand to speeial interests in
exploit the consumers and to extend
their monopolistic power, they should do
it without faking the issue.

Mr. SAYLOR. Mr. Chairman, the
purpose of the sixth amendment to the
defense production act, despite all of
the arguments in favor of and against
such amendment, is best expressed by
its author, the gentleman from Virginia
[Mr. SmrrH], in the words of his amend-
ment:

It is the sense of the Congress that by rea-
son of the work stoppage now existing in
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the steel industry, the national safety is im-
periled and the Congress, therefore, requests
the President to invoke immediately the na-
tional emergency provisions of sections 206
to 210 inclusive, of the National Labor
Management Relations Act of 1947, for the
purpose of terminating such work stoppage.

An examination of sections 206 to 210
inclusive of the National Labor Manage-
ment Relations Act of 1947 reveal the
following :

When the labor management act of
1947 became law, the Congress of the
United States placed in the sole discre-
tion of the President of the United States
the option as to whether or not that law
should be used. Section 206 of the act
provides:

Whenever, in the opinion of the President
of the United States, a threatened or actual
strike or walkout affecting an entire indus-
try or a substantial part thereof * * * will,
i permitted to occur or continue, imperil the
national health or safety, he may appoint
a board of inquiry to inquire into the issues
involved in the dispute and make a written
report to him within such time as he shall
prescribe,

The act further provides that after the
report of the board of inquiry is filed, the
President may direct the Attorney Gen-
eral to petition any district court of the
United States, having jurisdiction of the
parties, for an injunction, whenever a
district court has taken jurisdiction and
issued an injunction, the President shall
reconvene the board of inquiry which
has previously reported with respect to
the dispute. At the end 'of a 60-day
period, unless the dispute has been set-
tled, the board shall report to the Presi-
dent the current position of the parties
and the efforts which have been made for
settlement and shall include a state-
ment by each part of its position and a
statement of the employers’ last offer of
settlement. This report shall be made
available to the public.

The National Labor Management Re-
lations Board, within the succeeding 15
days, shall take a secret ballot of the
members involved in the dispute on the
question of whether they wish to accept
the final offer of settlement made by
their employer and certify the results
thereof to the Attorney General within
b days. Upon certification of the results
of such ballot or upon settlement, which-
ever happens sooner, the Attorney Gen-
eral shall move the court to discharge
the injunction, which motion shall then
be granted and the injunction dis-
charged. When such motion is granted,
the President shall submit to the Con-
gress a full and comprehensive report of
the proceedings, together with such rec-
ommendations as he shall see fit to
make for consideration and appropriate
action.

The President, for reasons which have
not been disclosed, has failed to use the
National Labor Management Relations
Act of 1947. There is no doubt that his
failure to use this act has resulted in
the delay in the resumption of steel pro-
duction. This delay lies directly and un-
equivocally at the door of the President
of the United States, The blame cannot
be transferred elsewhere. He alone is
responsible for the present chaotic con-
dition,
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I oppose the Smith amendment be-
cause it is substituting the sense of
Congress for the “opinion of the Presi-
dent of the United States,” as specifically
set forth in the National Labor Manage=
ment Relations Act of 1947.

I have carefully examined the Consti-
tution of the United States, especially
article I, dealing with the legislative
powers vested in Congress and can find
no language in that article of the Con-
stitution which, in my opinion, either di-
rectly or indirectly authorizes the Mem-
bers of Congress to substitute their
“sense” for the “opinion” of the Presi-
dent.

I have also carefully examined article
II of the Constitution and can find abso-
lutely no justification or basis for the
President asking Congress for its advice
with regard to executing the laws of the
land.

Unfortunately, labor legislation or leg-
islation affecting labor and management
is brought to the floor of Congress for
debate only in times of stress between
management and labor. In my opinion,
this results in bad legislation, because
neither the representatives of manage-
ment or the representatives of labor
deal with the legislation in an impartial
manner. Each feels that this is the
opportunity for one to take advantage of
the other.

If the Smith amendment becomes law,
it will be a direct invasion by Congress
of the President’s rights and an attempt
by Congress to substitute its opinion for
the opinion of the President of the
United States. If such a change is the
will of Congress, it should not be made
by an amendment such as offered by the
gentlemran from Virginia [Mr. SmitH],
but it should be made by a change in
the National Labor-Management Rela-
tions Act.

I am opposed to the Smith amend-
ment because in my considered opinion
it is the establishment of a precedent
which will result, if carried out to its
ultimate coneclusion, in the destruction
of our Republic. If this amendment is
adopted and the precedent established,
if any President of the United States or
any representative of the executive
branch of our Government does not
like any present or future law which the
Congress passes calling upon said Pres-
ident or representative of the Executive
Department to use his discretion, all he
need do is to state to Congress that
he does not like the act or does not like
to use his own discretion and ask that
Congress substitute its discretion for his,

Much as been said that nothing could
be gained by the use of the National La-
bor-Management Relations Act of 1947
because more than 80 days has already
expired. When the President seized the
steel mills early in April, he gave as one
of the reasons for his action that time
would not permit the invoking of the
provisions of the Labor-Management Act
of 1947, When the President’s action
was before the United States Supreme
Court, the Government’s attorneys de-
fended the President’s action and stated
that seizure was safer and more effec-
tive. When the President addressed
Congress with regard to this matter, he
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compleined about the delays occasioned
in the use of the Labor-Management Act
of 1947. Yet throughout the entire steel
crisis the administration has, by every
means at its command, been stressing
the importance of steel to the defense
effort and the ill-effects that the steel
shutdown would bring, not only to our
own country, but also to the people of
the noncommunistic world.

We are now in the fourth week of a
disastrous steel strike. Steel is not be-
ing produced for defense of ourselves or
our allies of the noncommunistic world,
nor are we securing steel for vital do-
mestic needs. It should be all too evi-
dent that the President is playing poli-
tics, not only with the steel mills but
also with our national defense. He can-
not shirk his responsibility by his fail-
ure to use every available means to again
start steel production; to refrain in every
way bossible from having Federal in-
tervention in labor-management nego-
tiations, and to allow both management
and labor to settle their differences by
genuine collective bargaining.

Mr. D. B. Robertson, president of the
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and
Enginemen, one of the oldest labor un-
ions in existence in this country, said
a week ago in Dallas, Tex., that “When
we begin to run industry on a political
basis there is no end of it. That is what
we have been doing for the last 3 or 4
years.”

It has always been my personal opin-
ion that it is the duty of the Congress
in labor-management matters to pro-
vide the rules and regulations under
which collective bargaining shall pro-
ceed and that thereafter Government
shall meintain a hands-off policy and
allow the representatives of manage-
ment and labor to settle their differences
by true collective bargaining,

This is not the goal of the Smith
amendment,

Mr. COLE of New York. Mr. Chair-
man, I am voting against the extension
of all price and wage controls. I believe
that the need for these emergency con-
trols is rapidly passing, if it has not
already passed. Furthermore, the rec-
ord of the Truman administration in
the handling of controls makes it ex-
tremely unwise, if not actually danger-
ous, to give the administration the
power to continue to make a political
football out of the Nation’s economy.

The economic situation today demands
a swift return to free markets. In 1946,
price and wage controls were abruptly
removed at a time when great inflation-
ary pressure was present in the economy
and many goods were scarce. Today
there is little evidence of inflationary
tendencies in the ecohomy. The Na-
tion’s tremendous productive capacity
has adjusted quickly to meet changes in
our needs since the Korean war began.
Almost all civilian goods are now avail-
able and in plentiful supply. In many
cases capacity exceeds demand. In this
situation the unnecessary prolongation
of price and wage controls could do great
harm. A buyer’s market needs the flex-
ibility that is hampered by price and
wage controls.

In times of great national emergency,
such as all-out war, price and wage con-
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trols may be necessary to supplement in-
direct controls in the attempt to prevent
sudden increases in the general price
level and indicate to the public the Gov-
ernment’s determination to stop infla-
tion. But there is liftle, if any, need
for these drastic measures today. In the
case of materials urgently required for
defense production, allocations can
effectively limit civilian demand where
this is necessary, I believe that tax, ex-
penditure, monetary and credit policies,
aided by allocation controls, can pro-
vide an adequate defense against infla-
tion during the remainder of the rearm-
ament period as it is now planned.

No system has yet been found that is
as effective as the free market system
in providing the driving force for econ-
omic growth and in regulating the flow
of goods and services. Controls actually
can impede the production of goods in
short supply by preventing price adjust-
ments that might bring forth greater
output. The original controls estab-
lished in 1951 over the machine-tool in-
dustry, for example, were so restrictive
that the industry was severely handi-
capped in increasing production, By
the time the controls were relaxed, the
defense program had been seriously de-
layed. Another example is the recent
potato shortage which was directly
caused by the misuse of controls and the
:g;:iallstic policies of the present leader-

p.

The underlying reason for my belief
that price and wage controls should be
eliminated is a conviction that tax, ex-
penditure, monetary, and credit policies
are fundamental instruments of gov-
ernment for economic stabilization in a
dynamie, free economy, and that they
can deal effectively with the present
situation. If controls are maintained in
order to cope with situations such as we
now face, we may drift into accepting
them as permanent. France had rent
controls for nearly a quarter of a cen-
tury resulting in an extreme shortage
of housing., Except in times of great
danger such as might arise in wartime,
I believe that price and wage controls
should not be used. I do not believe we
are now in a situation that demands
these controls.

Mr. JENISON. Mr. Chairman, I rise
to support the Smith amendment, pro-
viding for Congress to request the Presi-
dent to invoke provisions of the National
Labor Relations Act in the current labor
dispute in the steel industry.

I must confess, however, that my sup-
port is given with some reluctance for it
seems to me the Congress is being forced
to take an unprecedented step that
should be unnecessary. We are, in ef-
fect, politely asking the President to ful-
fill his sworn duty to enforce the law of
the land as passed by the Congress and
affirmed by the judicial branch of Gov-
ernment.

That it should be necessary to take
such a step is a devastating indictment
of an Administration that seems deter-
mined to nullify the action of the people
as expressed and affirmed in both the
Eightieth and Eighty-first Congresses.
The expressed views of the President
in attempting to justify such a course
border dangerously close to an invitation
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to disobedience of established law and
order in the event compliance ultimately
is ordered.

Mr. Chairman, it should not be neces-
sary for the legislative branch of Gov-
ernment to order, direct or “invite” the
Administrative branch to enforce the
law of the land. That is the sworn duty
of the President. In the present in-
stance, the steel crisis could have been
averted and the dispute might now be
settled with satisfaction to the workers
themselves and with fairness to all
concerned. Under the -circumstances,
there is no alternative but to repeat
again, by way of approval of the Smith
amendment, the expressed legislative
demand that the President act im-
mediately, through legislation presently
in effect, to seek a solution of the dispute
that keeps thousands of men out of work
and denies the Nation the production
of steel so urgently needed for our mili-
tary defense and our domestic economy.

Mr. LYLE, Mr. Chairman, I favor the
amendment offered by the gentleman
from Virginia [Mr. SMITH].

I believe it to be consistent with our
responsibilities at this time to inform
the President, as he requested in his re-
cent address before this Congress, that
it is the best judgment of the House of
Representatives that he should imme-
diately invoke the provisions of the Taft-
Hartley Act in the present steel dis=
pute.

It would, of course, be foolish for any
Member of this body to assert or believe
that the provisions of the Taft-Hartley
Act are capable of settling the dispute
now existing between management and
labor in the steel industry. It is, how=
ever, the only means that you and I, as
Members of the Congress, or the Presi-
dent can use at this time to put steel
back into production. It is a temporary
and expedient method, yes, but it is a
means whereby the production of steel
can be resumed.

It can be argued with justification that
the House and Senate should have con-
sidered legislation before now which
would make it impossible, when our coun-
try is faced with war, as we are now, and
when American soldiers are committed to
battle, as they are now, for major indus-
tries producing or manufacturing vital
materials used in the war to close down
production.

That would be drastic action. Sois it
drastic, Mr. Chairman, when we take
young boys from their parents, husbands
from their wives and children, and send
them to far lands, some to be injured
and some to be killed.

During the past 20 years, Mr, Chair-
man, the Congress has voted many pow-
ers to the President of the United States.
Few, I am sure, are familiar with all of
the powers that have been granted.
Through the very superior work of Mrs.
Mollie Z, Margolin, of the American Law
Section, Legislative Reference Service,
Library of Congress, I have here a com-
pilation and résumé of these powers. I
shall insert it in the Recorp. I do so for
a very good reason, and that is to dra-
matically call to your attention what
might be called a modern trend of legis-
lating.
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It is seldom, if ever, that Congress
actually writes into the laws the de-
tails and regulations under which most
of our laws are administered. We have,
for a great number of years, been dele-
gating that power and responsibility to
the President of the United States. The
modern practice is for Congress to set
out the broad principles which we think
govern the problems confronting us and
then authorize and direct the President
to work out orders and regulations to
mat;:e possible the administration of our
acts.

This has brought the legislative and
executive branches closer together and
makes it more and more necessary that
Congress and the President work in close
harmony. We, the Congress and the
President, share a great responsibility
and therefore it should not be consid-
ered either rare, discourteous, or un-
parliamentary for either the President
or the Congress to give to the other the
benefit of his or our judgment on the
many joint problems confronting us.

It cannot rightfully be said that it is
discourteous or unusual, although it
might be said to be uncommon, for Con-
gress to request the President to use
either one or many of the vast powers
which we have granted to the office of
the Presidency during the past years.

On the other hand. Mr. Chairman, I
believe it would be a mistake for the
House of Representatives to refuse to
answer the question of the President as
to whether he should use the provisions
of the Taft-Hartley Act. At the pres-
ent time there is no other legislation
under which steel can be put into pro-
duction.

I am sure, Mr. Chairman, that the
Members of the House will find inter-
esting the fabulation of the powers
granted the President by the Congress,
which I insert in the Recorp at this
point:

Powers WHIcH HAVE BEeN VOTED TOo THE
PRESIDENT BY CONGRESS SINcCE 1933

In this compilation of the powers which
Congrecs has voted to the President in the
last 20 years, the powers have been placed
in various categories. In part I are the gen-
eral powers, which the President may exer-
cise at all times. Part II contains the
emergency powers, which become operative
only upon the occurrence of some specified
contingency. Of these, some have become
active upon the declaration by the President
of a national emergency on December 16,
1950 (proclamation No. 2014; 15 F. R. 9029).
Others are dormant, belng contingent upon
war, upon a national emergency declared by
Congress, or upon some other specified un-
usual occurrence. The digest of each law
in this category points out the event upon
which the power is contingent.

In several instances the law which origi-
nally granted the President a certaln power
was enacted more than 20 years ago, but
has been amended within the past 20 years
by an act which reaffirms this power. Such
acts have been listed separately in part III
of this report.

The act of April 14, 1952 (Public Law 313,
82d Cong.) as amended May 28, 1952 (Public
Law 368, 82d Cong.) is referred to frequently
in dealing with the emergency powers. This
act extends until June 15, 1852, certain pow-
ers of the President which would have ex-
pired or become dormant on April 28, 1952,
the date on which the .Tapanese Peace ‘I‘reaty
officially ended World War II, and on which
the President's Proclamation No, 2874 (17
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F. R. 3813) terminated the national emer-
gency proclaimed on September 5, 1939
(proclamation No. 2352), and the unlimited
national emergency proclaimed on May 27,
1941 (proclamation No, 2487). Since these
powers were previously dependent upon war
or specified emergencies, and have now been
extended “notwithstanding any limitation,
by reference to war or national emergency”
(Public Law 313 sec. 1 (a)), they were con-
sidered new powers and were included in this
compilation.

The laws dealing with the power to make
appointments or removals, to create new
commissions, to accept United States mem-
bership in international conferences, and to
make presentation of medals, have been
omitted since these are not new grants of
powers but merely new applications of
already existing powers.

A topical index has been attached refer=
ring to item numbers. Also attached is a
chronological table of statutes covered by
this compilation.

1. GENERAL POWERS
Abaca production

Item 1: The Abaca Production Act of 1950,
approved August 10, 1950 (64 Stat. 435-437)
provides for the continuation and expansion
of Western Hemisphere production by the
United States. The President is authorized
to issue such rules and regulations and make
such determinations as he may deem neces-
sary to carry out this program. Temporary,
expires April 1, 1960.

Agriculture

Item 2: Act of May 12, 1933 (48 Stat. 37
(c)) as amended June 3, 1937 (50 Stat. 246,
sec. 1 (h); 7 U, 8. C. 610 (c)) empowers the
President to approve the regulations made by
the Secretary of Agriculture under the Agri-
cultural Adjustment Act. This power does
not extend to approval of agricultural mar-
keting orders (61 Stat. 851, sec. 102).

Armed services

As Commander in Chief: From time to
time certain powers are voted to the Presi-
dent which are incldental to his status as
Commander in Chief of the Armed Forces.
These have been omitted from this compila-
tion. However, a few of these outstanding
powers have been listed below by way of
illustration:

Item 3: Act of June 15, 1933 (48 Stat. 155,
sec. 4) authorizes the President to order
officers of the National Guard, with their
consent, into active service during peace-
time.

Item 4: Act of December 13, 1941 (55 Stat.
800 c. 571, sec. 2) authorizes the President
to terminate periods of service of all mem-
bers of the Army of the United States earlier
than the time prescribed by Congress.

Item 5: Act of February 21, 1946 (60 Stat.
27, sec. 6) gives the President discretion as
to the retirement of Navy, Marine Corps, or
Coast Guard officers after 20 years of service,

Item 6: Act of October 12, 1949 (63 Stat.
825, sec. 414) provides that the President
may regulate disability retirement.

Delegation of Authority

Item T: The President may delegate his
authority under the Uniform Code of Mili-
tary Justice and may provide for subdelega-
tion of any such authority. Act of May 5,
1950 (64 Stat. 145, art. 140, sec. 1),

Detail of Men

Itemn 8: Philippine Commonwealth: The
President is authorized to include the Com-
monwealth of the Philippine Islands with
the Latin-American Republics in the matter
of assisting such Governments in military
and naval matters, and may detail members
of the Armed Forces for such purpose. Act
of May 14, 1935 (49 Stat. 218 ch. 109).

Item 9: United Nations: The President is
authorized to negotiate agreements with the
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Becurity Counecil, which ghall be subject to
approval by Congress, concerning Armed
Forces to be made available to the Security
Council upon its call for the purpose of main-
taining international peace and security in
accordance with article 43 of the United Na-
tions Charter. The President shall not re-
quire the authorization of Congress to make
available to the Security Council Armed
Forces under article 42 of the Charter (act
of December 20, 1845; 59 Stat. 621 ch. 584 sec.
6). The President may detail to the United
Nations, without the consent of Congress, up
to 1,000 members of the Armed Forces to
serve in non-combatant capacity (act of Oc-

tober 10, 1940; 63 Stat. 735 sec. 5).

Atomic energy

Ttem 10: Act of June 25, 1946 (60 Stat. 308
ch, 487, sec. 1) gives the President the power
to approve the use of naval vessels as targets
for testing atomic weapons.

Item 11: Act of August 1, 1946 (60 Stat.
755-775) : The “Atomic Energy Act of 1946"
gives the President the power:

1. To make a final decision in a disagree-
ment between the Military Liaison Commit-
tee and the Atomic Energy Commission (sec.
2 (c¢), as amended by act of October 11, 1949
(63 Stat. 762 ch. 763)).

2. To determine at least once each year the
quantities of fissionable material which the
Atomic Energy Commission shall produce in
its own facilities (sec. 4 (ch. 2)).

3. To approve what materials may be re-
garded as source material (sec. 5 (b, 1)).

4. To determine the extent to which fis-
sionable materials shall be utilized in the
production of atomic boribs or other mili-
tary weapons (sec. 8 (a, 2)).

5. To determine which property in control
of Government agencies, is to be transferred
to the Atomic Energy Commission (sec. 9 (a,
3)).
)i)i. To utllize the services of any Govern-
ment agency to the extent he may deem de-
sirable in order to protect against the un-
lawful dissemination of restricted data and
to safeguard facilities, equipment, materlals,
and other property of the Atomic Energy
Commission (gec. 10 (b) (5B, iv) ).

7. To exempt in advance, any specific ac-
tion of the Commission in a particular mat-
ter from the provisions of law relating to
contracts whenever he determines that such
action is essential in the interest of the
common defense and security (sec. 12 (b)).

Item 12: Act of October 30, 1851 (Public
Law 235, 82d Cong.) gives the President the
power to determine that an arrangement by
the Atomic Energy Commission to produce
fissionable material outside the United States
or which will involve the communication of
restricted data to another nation, would sub-
stantially promote and would not endanger
the common defense and security of the
United States.

Bankruptey

Item 13: Act of June 26, 1936 (49 Stat.
1970-1971) provides that the President repre-
sent the United States when the United
States or any agency thereof is a creditor
under section 77 of the Bankruptcy Act.

Item 14: Act of August 13, 1940 (54 Stat.
788, ch. 666) authorizes the President or any
officer whom he may designate to sell, ex-
change, etc., any bonds, notes, or other se-
curities acquired on behalf of the United
States under the provisions of the Transpor-
tation Act of 1920, including any securities
acquired as an incident to a bankruptey, re-
ceivership, ete.

Civil aeronautics

Item 15: The Civil Aeronautics Act of 1938,
approved June 23, 1938 (52 Stat. 1014, sec.
B801) mmkes all overseas or foreign air-trans-
portation certificates subject to the approval
of the President.

Item 16: The Federal Airport Act, approved
May 13, 1946 (60 Stat. 179, ch. 251, sec, 16
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(b)) requires the approval of the President
to the conveyance of Government-owned
lands for public airports.

Item 17: Act of September 9, 1950 (64 Stat.
825, ch. 938) authorizes the President to di-
rect the Secretary of Commerce and the Civil
Aeronautics Board to undertake security
measures relative to the regulation and con-
trol of air commerce.

Coast and Geodetic Survey

Item 18: Act of January 19, 1942 (56 Stat.
T, sec. 2) and act of June 3, 1948 (62 Stat.
299, sec. 10 (a)) empower the President to
make all promotions of officers, with the ad-
vice and consent of the Senate.

Coast Guard

Item 19: Act of August 4, 1949 (63 Stat.
507, sec. 149), authorizes the President to
detail officers and enlisted men to assist
foreign governments in matters concerning
which the Coast Guard may be of assistance.

Item 20: Act of August 4, 1940 (63 Stat.
514, sec. 229), provides that the Presldent
may revoke commissions during the first 3
years of commissioned service.

Commodity Credit Corporation

Item 21: Act of March 8, 1938 (52 Stat.
107, sec. 3), directs the President or such
officers as he shall designate to exercise all
rights of the United States arising out of
ownership of capital stock in the Commodity
Credit Corporation.

Control of consumer and real-estate credit

Item 22: Title VI of the Defense Produc-
tion Aect of 1950, approved September 8, 1950
(64 Stat. 812-815), as amended by act of
July 81, 1851 (Public Law 96, 82d Cong., sec.
106), and by act of September 1, 1951 (Public
Law 139, 82d Cong., sec. 602), authorizes the
President to prescribe regulations relative to
consumer real-estate construction credit con-
trols exercised by the Board of Governors of
the Federal Reserve System. Such regula-
tlons may, among other things, prescribe
maximum loan or credit values, minimum
down payments, maximum maturities, maxi-
mum amounts of credit, and so forth. The
President may utilize the services of the
Board of Governors of the Federal Reserve
System, the Federal Reserve banks, and any
other avallable Federal or State agencies.
Temporory; expires June 30, 1952 (Public
Law 06, 82d Cong., sec. 111).

Customs laws

Item 23: Act of August 5, 1935 (49 Stat.
517, ch. 438), authorizes the President to es-
tablish or discontinue customs-enforcement
areas,

Item 24: Act of August 24, 1935 (49 Stat.
T78-774), as last amended by act of June 28,
1950 (64 Stat. 261-262, ch. 381, sec. 3), au-
thorizes the President to restrict importa-
tions which tend to interfere with the opera-
tion of the Agricultural Adjustment Act.

Item 265: Act of April 30, 1948 (60 Stat.
151-155, secs. 401-501), authorizes the Pres-
ident to enter into executive agreements
with the President of the Philippines.

Item 26: Act of July 15, 1947 (61 Stat.
322, sec. 3 (b) E) as last extended by act of
July 81, 1851 (Public Law 96, 82d Cong. sec.
101 (c)) authorizes the President to control
imports of fats and oils, Temporary, expires
June 30, 1952