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protesting against the passage of any pro-
hibition legislation by the Congress; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

956. Also, petition of William N, Sayer and
32 other citizens of St. Louls, Mo., protesting
against the passage of any prohibition legis-
lation by the Congress; to the Committee on
the Judieclary,

957. Also, petition of Fred Supper and 32
other citizens of St. Louis, Mo., protesting
against the passage of any prohibition leg-
islation by the Congress; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

958. Also, petition of August Meyer and 29
other citizens of St. Louis, Mo., protesting
against the passage of any prohibition leg-
islation by the Congress; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

959. Also, petition of Frank Schuckman

.and 26 other citizens of 8t, Louis, Mo., pro=
testing against the passage of any prohibiticn
legislation by the Congress; to the Committee
on the Judiciary. /

860. By Mr, SMITH of Wisconsin: Petition
of the Wiscensin Legislature; to the Commit-
tee on Banking and Currency.

SENATE

Fripay, June 15, 1945
(Legislative day of Monday, June 4, 1945)

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:

Almighty God, from whom all
thoughts of truth and peace proceed,
kindle, we pray Thee, in the hearts of
all men the true love of concord, and
guide with Thy pure and peaceable wis-
dom all those who at this time are tak-
ing counsel for the nations of this war-
shattered globe, that in tranquillity Thy
kingdom of justice and righteousness
may stretch forth its frontiers until
the mantle of Thy love shall cover a
redeemed earth.

Where our deeds can help to make this

a better world, where our words can keep

despondent men on their feet, where our
prayers can hasten the coming of a so-
cial order in which Thy will shall be
done among men, there let us act and
speak and pray.
name. Amen.
THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the cal-
endar day Thursday, June 14, 1945, was
dispensed with, and the Journal was
approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States submitting
nominations was communicated to the
Senate by Mr, Miller, one of his secre-
taries.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Swanson, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had passed the following bills and
joint resolution, in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate:

H.R.3287. An act to authorize the attend-
ance of the Marine Band at the national

In the Redeemer’s’
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encampment of the Grand Army of the Re-
public to be held at Columbus, Chio, Sep=
tember 9 to 14, inclusive, 1845;

H.R.3:205. An act to extend through De-
cember 31, 1945, the termination date under
the Renegotiation Act; and

H.J.Hes, 202, Joint resolution reduecing
certain appropriations available in the fiscal
year ending June g0, 1945.

The message also announced that the
House had agreed to a concurrent resolu-
tion (H. Con. Res. 63) authorizing the
Special Committee of the House of Rep-
resentatives Designated to -Investigate

-Food Shortages to have printed for its

use additional copies of parts 1 and 2
of the hearings held before said com-
mittee during the current session, in
which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The message further announced that
the Speaker had affixed his signature to
the enroled bill (S. 502) to permit the
continuation of certain subsidy pay-
ments and certain purchase and sale
operations by corporations created pur-
suant to section 5d (3) of the Recon-
struction Finance Corporation Act, as
amended, and for other purposes, and
it was signed by the President pro
tempore.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Scnate the following letters,
which were referred as indicated:
PrROFOSED FROVISIONS FERTAINING TO AN AP-

PZOPRIATION FOX THS WAR SHIPPING ADMIN=

ISTRATION (8. Doc. No. §5)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting proposed pro-
visions pertaining to an appropriation for
the War Shipping Administration, fiscal year
1946, in the form of an amendment to the
Budget for that agency (H. Doc. 120, 79th
Cong.) (with an accompanying paper); to
the Committee on Appropriations and ordered
to be printed.

RerorT oF War Prooucrion Eoarp

A letter from the Chairman of the War
Production Board, transmitting, pursuant to
law, the eighteenth report on the operations
of the Chairman of that Board, transmitted
to him by the chairman and general man-
ager of the board of directors cf the Smaller
War Flants Corporation, for the period from
April 1 through May 31, 19456 (with an
accompanying report); to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.

INVESTIGATION OF VETERANS'
ADMINISTRATION

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent to present and to have
printed in the REcorp, as a part of my
remarks, a resolution adopted by Cap-
tain Edgar Dale Post, No. 81, of the
American Legion, Department of Kansas,
at El Dorado, Kans., in regard to the
investigation of the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration. I request that the resolution be
appropriately referred.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion presented by Mr. REED was received,
referred to the Committee on Finance,
and ordered to be printed in the REcogrb,
as follows:

Whereas it has come to our attention

through newspaper and magazine reports
and from reports of patients in the veterans'
hospitals that the Veterans’ Administration,

* insofar as hospitalization is concerned, has

become 50 bound up In red tape and handled
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£0 inefliciently that it has almost become a
national scandal: Therefore be it
Resolved, That the Captain Edgar Dale
Post, No, 81, of the American Leglon of the
Dzpartment of Kansas, at El Dorado, Kans.,
in regular meeting assembled this 5th day
of June 19245, recommend and urge that our
Eenators and Representatives from the State
of Eansas use t¥Rir influence and efforts to
the end that a comglete, thorough, and im-
partial investigation be made cf the Vet
erans' Administration.
CarraiNn Epcar Dare Fost, No. 81,
oF THE DEFARTMENT oF KANSAS,
Eu Dozaro, EANs.,
By H. O. DEnTON, Commander.
Attest:
DoNALD J. RAYBURN,
Adjutant.

ILEPORTS OF COCMMITTEES

The following reports of committees
were submitted:

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on
FPublic Lands and Surveys:

8.100. A bill to authorize an exchange of
coertain lands with William W. Kiskadden in
connection with the Rocky Mountain Na-
tional Park, Colo.; without amendment
(Rept. No. 371);

5.1€0. A bill to authorize the conveyance
of certain public lands in the State of Min-
nesota to such State for use for park, rec-
reational, or wildlife-refuge purposes; with
an amendment (Rept. No. 374);

B.708. A bill authorizing the State of Ala-
bama to lease or sell and convey all or any
part of the Salt £prings land granted to said
State by the act of March 2, 1819; without
amendment (Rept. No. 372); and

H.R.2416. A bill authorizing the State of
Alabama to lease or sell and canvey all or
any part of the Balt Springs land granted to
eald State by the act of March 2, 1819; with=-
out amendment (Rept. No. 373).

By Mr. O'MAHONEY, from the Committee
on Pubic Lands and Surveys:

S.911. A bill authorizing the conveyance
of certain lands to the city of Cheyenne,
Wyo.; without amendment (Rept. No. §77).

By Mir. WHEELER, from the Committee on
Indian Affairs:

5. 480. A bill to authorize the sale of allot-
ment of Henry Eeiser on the Crow Indian
Reservation, Mont.,; without amendment
(Rept. No. 375); and

5.486. A bill for the acquisition of Indian
lands required in connection with the con-
struction, opsration, and maintenance of
electric transmission lines and other works,
Fort Peck project, Mont.; with an amend-
ment (Rept. No. 376).

ENROLLED EILL PRESENTED

The Secretary of the Senate reported
that on today, June 15, 1945, he pre-
sented to the President of the United
States the enrolled bhill (S. 502) to per-
mit the continuation of certain subsidy
payments and certain purchase and sale

- operations by corporation created pur-

suant to section 5d (3) of the Recon-
struction Finance Corporation Act, as
amended, and for other purposes.

BILLS INTRODUCED

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

By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma:

B.1150. A bhill for the rellef of John Le-
berman (with accompanying papers); to the
Committee on Claims.

(Mr. ATIKEN (for himself and Mr. LA FoL-
LETTE) introduced Senate bill 1151, which
was referred to the Committee on Agricul-

' ture and Forestry, and appears-under a sepa=

rate heading.)

AUTHENTICATED
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By Mr. McCARRAN:

S.1152. A bill to effectuate the purposes
of the -Bervicemen's Readjustment Act of
1944 in the District of Columbia, and for
other purposes; and

S.1163. A bill to provide for an adjustment
of salaries of the teachers, officers, and other
employees of the Board of Education of the
District of Columbia, to Conform with the
increased cost of living in the District of
Columbia; to the Committée on the District
of Columbia.

By Mr. KILGORE;

S.1154. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Myrtle
Sanson Smith; to the Committee on Pen-
slons.

By Mr. WHEELER:

8.1155. A bill authorizing the Secretary of
the Interior to convey certain lands in the
State of Montana to Cassie E. Howard; to the
Committee on Indian Affairs.

{Mr. HATCH (for himself and Mr. CHAVEZ)
introduced Senate bill 1156, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands and
Eurveys.)

PROMOTION OF AGRICULTURE

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, on behalf
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La
ForrerTE] and myself, I ask unanimous
consent to introduce for appropriate
reference a bill to safeguard the health,
efiiciency, and morale of the American
people; to provide for improved nutrition
through a more effective distribution of
food supplies through a food-allotment
program; to assist in maintaining fair
prices and incomes to farmers by provid-
ing adequate outlets for agricultural
products; to prevent burdening and ob-
structing’ channels of interstate com-
merce; to promote the full use of agri-
cultural resources; and for other pur-
poses, We have prepared an analysis of
this hill, and I ask unanimous consent
that it be printed in the Recorp at this
point.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the bill will be received
and appropriately referred, and the
analysis presenfed by the Senator from
Vermont will be printed in the REcorp.

The bill (8. 1151) to safeguard the
health, efficiency, and morale of the
American people; to provide for improved
nutrition through a more effective distri-
bution of food supplies through a food-
allotment program; to assist in main-
taining fair prices and incomes to farm-
ers by providing adequate outlets for ag-
ricultural products; to prevent burden-
ing and obstructing channels of inter-
state commerce; to promote the full use
of agricultural resources; and for other
purposes, introduced by Mr. Amken (for
himself and Mr. LA FOLLETTE) was read
twice by its title and referred to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry.

The analysis presented by Mr. AIKEN
is as follows:

BerTerR NUTRITION, BETTER FARM MARKETS—
How THE NATIONAL FOOD-ALLOTMENT BILL
Wouvip HELP BRING ABOUT BOTH
Ir. the years ahead, the greatest single

problem of the Nation’s farmers will be to

find markets for all they can produce. Food
production last year was more than a third

Jugher than the average for the 5 years be-

fcre the war. This level of output is more

likely to go up than go down in the future,
even after emergency war and foreign relief
needs have ceased.

Also it is likely that millions of the Na=-
tion's families will not be earning enough
money to buy as much as they need of the
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right kind of food. To some extent this is
true even now, in the middle of record war-

time employment and prosperity.
°  TUnless active measures are taken, we can .

expect that, even with full employment,
American families will be going hungry while
American farmers are looking for places to
sell their products. With less than full em-
ployment, the outlook for want in the midst
of plenty would be far more serious.

The national food-allotment bill is de-
signed to head off such an unfortunate sit-
uation. It is not, in the ordinary sense,
either a “welfare” or a “farm relief” measure.
It is an effort to put a floor under levels of
nutrition for the Nation's families and to in-
gure a large and stable market for food. It
would say, in effect: “In this rich country
with suct great agricultural resources, every
family. no matter how low its income may be,
must have a chance to obtain at least a
minimum adequate diet.” In carrying out
this guaranty, the market for farm products
wlll be greatly broadened, thus strengthening
farm prices and Increasing farm incomes.

The food-allotment bill is based on the
conviction that adequate diets for all fam-
illes and better markets for farmers are in
the national interest, and that it is a national
responsibility to assist consumers and farm-
ers in achieving those ends.

The food-allotment bill would enable low-
er-income families to Increase their food pur-
chases, and thus' improve thelir diets.

It lays equal emphasis on consumers’ need
for better nutrition a1d farmers’ need for
broader markets, in the belief that efforts to
help either consumers or producers of food,
independesnt of the needs of the other group,
would in the long run be self-defecting.

The basic principles of the food-allotment
program are simple.

The first stey is to determine scientifically
the level of nutrition needed to keep an
average person strong and healthy, and to
translate that nutrition level into actual
amounts of lower-cost foods.

The second step is to determine the value
of the low-cost adequate diet pericdically &t
current retail food prices, This cost, on a
yearly basis, would be known as the food
allotment. :

The third step is to supplement the buying
power of families that are not able to afford
low-cost adequate diets.

In carrying out the third step, needless
red tape that would limit the effectiveness of
the program must be avoided. At the same
time, Federal funds must be used in the most
effective way to raise levels of nutrition and
improve farm markets. To meet these dif-
ficulties the food-allotment program utilizes
the fact that on the average, lower-income
families spend about 40 percent of their in-
comes on food. Under the proposed pro-
gram, participating families would continue
their normal spending for food. The amount
contributed by the Government would be
used to buy acditional food.

This would be accomplished by offering
any family an opportunity to buy for about
40 percent of its income food coupons with
a face value equal to the food allotments
for all members of the family. Thus, while
the value of the food coupons remained fixed,
the amount that a family would pay for
them would be determined by its money in-
come. The Government would be bearing
the difference between the family’'s contribu-
tion and the face value of the food coupons.

For example, suppose the food allotment
per person was $15 a month. In that case,
a family of four could buy food coupons
worth $60. If the family had an income of
£100 a month, it could get the coupons by
paying 40 percent of its income, or $40. If
the family income were $125, it could buy the
same number of coupons for §50. But if its
income were $150, the family wold have to
pay $60 for $60 worth of coupons, and there-
fore would find no advantage in participat-

" Ing. A family of five with an income of $150,
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~however, would again benefit by buying $75

worth of coupons for $60.

Thus, the Government's contribution would
largely represent a net increase in family
food consumption. An average family of
four with an income of $100 a month now
spends about $40 a month for food. Under
the allotment program the Government
would sell this family $60 worth of food cou-
pons for §40. The net cost to the Govern-
ment—8§20 & month—would in this case just
equal the increased value of food consumed.
Of course, it would not work exasetly this way
in all instances. Sometimes the inereased
food consumption might be a little less than
the Government contribution, but, in gen-
eral, the Government money would be used
for food; that is, for better dlets and larger
markets for farm products.

Operation of the program could be rela-
tively simple. It would not In any sense be
a rellef program; no “means test” or long in-
vestigations by welfare agencles would be
necessary. A simple declaration of income,
similar to that required in connection with
the Federal income tax, would be sufficient.
Any family would be eligible to buy coupons
by paying the required percentage of its in-
come. This would be in marked contrast to
the food-stamp plan, which in almost every
area was limited to families receiving public
assistance.

Participation would not be limited to peo-
ple in cities and towns. Many farm.families
are poorly nourished, too, Some of them, of
course, could best help themselves by raising
more family food. The food allotment bill
has special provisions for taking home-grown
food into acccunt.

What of the possibility that the program
might provide Government food hand-outs
to people who won't work? The number of
such families is undoubtedly small, and the
question of whether lack of enough food is
not a prime cause of shiftlessness is fitse’f
debatable; but a special provision of the hill
is a safeguard against such a misuse of funds.
A minimum charge is provided for the food
coupons. No matter how small its income,
no family may obtain coupons for less than
a fourth of their face value. As an additional
safeguard, employable male participants may
be required to tegister with an employment
agency.

Another special provision would make it
possible to earmark up to one-third of the
coupons for special foods or groups of foods.
This action could be taken either in the in-
terest of farmers at times when particular
products of nutritive value were in surplus,
or of the health of consumers in areas where
increased consumption of certain foods were
especially desireble, As an alternative to
earmarking coupons, special free stamps gocd
for particular foods could be issued along
with the regular coupons. The bill provides
for the appointment of a council on nutri-
tion. This council should be made up of
distinguished scientists, within the Govern-
ment and outside. This council will advise
on any nutritional aspects of the program,
including the effects of earmarking coupons.
This earmarking must be done in a way that
is consistent with good nutrition.

Except for the possible earmarking of a
limited number of coupons, families would
be free to exchange them for any foods they
wished. This latitude is in keeping with
the democratic character of the food allot-
ment program. Participation would be en-
tirely voluntary, and persons buying the
coupons could use them at the store of any
food dealer who had registered his desire to
accept coupons.

So much for the details of the food allot-
ment bill. Its adoption would provide a
new market for farmers, and the greatest
single stimulus to better nutrition than-any
Government action has as yet supplied.
Although great advances still are needed in
methods of processing food and getting it
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to market, and much educational work still
must be done In selection and preparation
of food in the interest of better nutrition,
lack of purchasing power remains the chief
cause of improper diets among millions of
families. For most of thém, more purchas-
ing power means better nutrition,

How much would the program cost? Of
‘course, that would depend on the Natlon's
level of prosperity and the number of eligi-
ble families who chose to participate. How-
.ever, studies of what probably would have
happened in past years with such a pro-
gram in effect indicate that the cost of the
food allotment program might range be-
tween $750,000,000 in times of prosperity to
possibly two and one-half billion in times of
depression. One of the great merits of the
program would be its tendency to level off
the ups and downs of the business cycle. In
good times, Government spending under the
program would contract; in bad times, it
would expand and counteract the tendency
toward shrinking markets.

How would the food allotment program
affect the Nation's levels of diet? Again the
best way to find out is to go back to what
would have happened in the past. Had the
program been in effect in 1942, for example,
participating famifles probably would have
bought 60 percent more tomatoes and citrus
fruit, 30 percent more milk, meat, pouliry,
and fish, and substantially larger amounts
of vegetables and other fruits, eggs, and po=-
tatoes and sweetpotatoes. Purchases of
other foods, such as grains, fats and oils,
and sugar, would have remained about the
same,

It is clear that such a pattern of increased
purchases would result automatically in bet-
ter nutrition. It is equally clear that a
broad program of education would enable
consumers to make selections that would
raise the nutritional level of their diets con-
siderably higher,

What could farmers expect in the way of

better prices and incomes? The food allot= -

ment program not only would increase con=
sumer food expenditures by about the
amount of the direct Government contribu-
tion, it also would tend in many instances to
strengthen food prices throughout the
market. It has been estimated that a Gov-
ernment contribution of £1,000,000,000 to a
food allotment program in 1942 would have
increased farm income from food products
by about $1,500,000,000.

The focd allotment program is especially
important as a means of carrying out the
Government's commitment to support farm
prices and farm income after the war. The
soundest way of doing this is by insuring a
large and stable market for agricultural
products, We cannot long avoid a balance
between supply and demand. BShall we
reach this balance by a compulsory crop re-
duction program to reduce supply or by a
voluntary food consumption program to raise
demand? The second way—and the way
provided in this bill—Is certainly better both
for farmers and for consumers, and it would
lighten the burden of price support opera=
tions.

Additional measures to support prices of
some farm products wculd, of course, be
necessary, but if the food purchases of low-
income families were maintained at a reason-
able level, the problems of price support
would be manageable.

Obviously, in either depression or prosper-
ity, the food allotment program would be no
cure-all for farmers. Markets for cotton,
tobacco, and other nonfoed products would
not be affected. Demand for whetc¢ and
some other commodities would be stimu-
lated only a litile, if at all. Price support
programs for certaln commodities in weak
demand, and other mechanisms for guiding
-production in the best direction, encourag-
ing soil conservation, and for other purposes,
still would be needed.
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On the other hand, for the products that
would be most affected—meat, milk, eggs and
poultry, fruits and vegetables—farm prices
would be strengthened substantially. Farm
incomes would be strengthened even more,
by the increase in marketings. Many of the
producers of commodities not directly af-
fected by the food allotment program would
benefit through increased opportunity to
shift to production of foods whose demand
was stimulated by the food allotment pro-
gram. This would be of special importance
in reorienting the agriculture of the cotton
South and of other areas where new markets
must be developed for food products.

Granting the need for the food allotment
program over the long pull, why be in a
hurry to start one now, when the demand
for so many foods is greater than the sup-
ply? There are two reasons why delay would

‘be costly.

First, the need of better nutrition is con-

‘siderable, right now in the midst of war pros-

perity. An estimated 2,500,000 to 3,000,000
families this year would gain by participating
in the food allotment program, because 40
percent of their incomes is not enough to buy
proper food for the household. Many fami-
lies living on pensions or small wages, like
retired couples, unskilled workers, families

-with many small children unable to migrate

to war production centers, have not bene=-
fitted from the general rise in wages under
the war effort. In some neighborhoods ration
points are not being used up because people
can’t afford as much food as they are en-
tifled to buy. These families need as-
sistance mow for the sake of their own
health and of the morale of sons, fathers, and
brothers in the armed forces.

Second, a start must be made now so that
the program will be able to assist the much
larger number of families that will need
help later. Whether we achieve national full
employment after the war or not, the process
of industrial conversion iz going to bring
unemployment problems in many areas.
Perhaps these difficulties will be localized and
temporary; they will be nonetheless acute,
They are beginning to show up in a few
places already and will spread widely during
the next few months. Running a suecessful
food allotment program will be a large ad-
ministrative job—one that cannot be coped
with overnight. If it is to accomplish its
purpcse 6 months or a year from now, the
groundwork must be laid as soon as possible,

This is a new kind of program. It is sub-
stantially different from the prewar food
stamp plan. It should be started soon, in
order to develop and perfect the necessary
administrative details and to acquaint con-
sumers and farmers with its opportunities
before the problems of nutrition, farm sur=
pluses, and price support become acute.

PUBLIC LANDS IN NEW MEXICO

Mr. EATCH. Mr. President, on behalf
of my colleague [Mr. CHAVEZ] and my-
self, I ask unanimous consent to intro-
duce for appropriate reference a bill
granting to the State of New Mexico cer-
tain public lands in that State for the
use and benefit of public institutions of
the State. I also ask consent to present
a joint resolution of the Legislature of
the State of New Mexico relating to the
bill and ask that it be appropriately re-
ferred and printed in the REcorb.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, the bill and resolution will
be received and appropriately referred,
and the resolution will be printed in the
RECORD.

The bill (8. 1156) granting to the State
of New Mexico certain public lands in
such State for the use and benefit of
public institutions of the State, intro-
duced by Mr. Harcr (for himself and
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Mr. CHAVEZ), was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Public
Lands and Surveys,

The joint resolution of the Legislature
of the State of New Mexico is as follows:

House Joint Memorial 1

Joint memorial memorializing and request-
ing the Congress of the United States of
America to enact a law granting 10,000,000
acres of land from the public lands of the
United States of America, situated in the
State of New Mexico, in trust to the said
State of New Mexico, under the same re-
strictions and limitations as previous
grants under provisions of the act of June
20, 1910 (36 Stat. 557), and for the benefit
of the Home and Training School for Men-
tal Defectives, Girls’ Welfare Home, Carrie
Tingley Crippled Children’s Hospital, the
Museum of New Mexico, Boys' Reform
School at Springer, public buildings at the
capital, water reservoirs for New Mezico
irrigation purposes, for the establishment
of a school of medicine, New Mexico Tuber-
culosis Sanatorium, and the common
schools of New Mexico
Be it resolved by the Legislature of the

State of New M :

Whereas the New Mexico Home and Train-
ing School for Mental Defectives, Los Lunas,
N. Mex., a State institution of which the
facilities are generally known to be definitely
inadequate for the purpose for which such
hordne and training school was established;
an 3

Whereas the Girls’ Welfare Home, Albu-
querque, N. Mex., a State institution for de-
linquent girls, has Inadequate facilities and
funds for a progressive program worthy of
its purpose; and

Whereas the Carrie Tingley Hospital for

. Crippled Children, a State institution for the

care and treatment of crippled children, with
emphasis on the treatment of those afflicted
with infantile paralysis, while splendidly
equipped for the work, is deserving of main-
tenance revenues; and

Whereas the three foregoing institutions
are almost entirely flnanced by legislative
appropriations and the service and needs are
such that each is worthy of invariable basic
income; and

Whereas the Museum of New Mexico, an
important institution which was inadver-
tantly omitted from the original group of
State institutions receiving land grants, con-
serves and houses invaluable collections of
the greatest cultural importance in the fields
of art, archaeology, ethnology, and history;
repairs and maintains various historic sites
and State monuments; maintains an exten-
sive research library in the fields of its in-
terests; and operates 10 branch museums
in various communities of the State; and

Whereas the Boys' Reform School, Springer,
N. Mex., a State industrial school for delin-
quent boys, although the beneficiary of a
previous grant of land, is greatly in need of
additional facilities, equipment, and funds
to accomplish the service for which the same
was established; and

Whereas the public buildings at the capi-
tal, a program for which previous grants
have been insufficient and many futile at-
tempts have been made to finance the re-
modeling of present structures, and the
construction of new buildings to provide
greatly meeded governmental office space;
and

Whereas previous grants of lands to New
Mezxico for the benefit of its water reservoirs
for Irrigation purposes have proved insuffi-
cient to provide reasonable revenues for
proper study, determination, and develop-
ment of the water resources of this arid
State; and

Whereas the State Tuberculosis Sanato-
rium, Socorro, N. Mex., the only free-bed

-tuberculosis institution in New Mexico, is

supervised and maintained by a limited
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allotment from the funds appropriated to
the department of public welfare, said insti-
tution's capacity being therefore inadegquate
to meet the needs of the needy tubercular
people of the State, and since the greatest
need exists because of the increasing mneed
and for the orderly development of the
health program of New Mexico; and

Whereas a school of medicine and nursing,
to be established at some future time and
in connection with some established edu-
cation institution, as the legislature may
direet, is imperative to the future; and

Whereas the common schools, by reason of
continuous growth and anticipated postwar
expansion, will unguestionably require ad-
ditional financial resources in order to meet
these increased obligations to the children
of New Mexico; and

Whereas the foregoing represent certain
definite social and economic needs and serv-
ices essential to the welfare and well-being
of the people of New Mexico; and

Whereas the tax resources of New Mexico
are both variable and limited and grants of
public lands would give relief to taxpayers
and Insure correspondingly greater benefits
to the people; and

Whereas there exists fpr administration of
such lands as sought the New Mexico State
Land Ofiice, which has, under the several
commissioners of public lands since state-
hood, administered previously granted lands
at minimum cost in a manner worthy of the
trust imposed, and unequaled in any other
Btate of the Union: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives
and the Senate of the State of New Mezico:

Sectron 1. That the Seventy-ninth Con-
gress of the United Btates of America, now in
regular sesslon assembled in Washington,
D. C., be, and the same hereby is, memorlal-
ized and requested to enact a law during the
present sesslon of Congress, as soon as may
be done, granting 10,000,000 acres of public
lands of the United States of America sit-
uated In New Mexico, notwithstanding said
lands are now or may hereafter be embraced
within any Executive order of withdrawal, or
grazing district authorized under the act of
June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269), to the State of
New Mexico, in trust for the use and benefit
of the following-named New Mexico institu-
tions or purposes in the following amounts
or acreage, respectively: For Home and
Training School for Mental Defectives, 1,000,-
000 acres; for Girls’ Weifare Home, 500,000
acres; for Carrie Tingley Crippled Children's
Hospital, 500,000 acres; for the Museum of
New Mexico, 1,000,000 acres; for the Boys' Re-
form Bchool, 500,000 acres; for public build-
ings at the capital, 2,000,000 acres; for water
reservoirs for irrigation purposes, 1,500,000
acres; for establishment in the future of a
school of medicine, surgery, and nursing at
such educational institution as the legisla-
ture shall determine, 1,000,000 acres; for the
New Mexico Tuberculosis Sanatorium, to re-
main under direction and management of
the New Mexico Department of Public Wel-
fare, 500,000 acres; and for the common
schools of the State of New Mexico, 1,500,000
acres, making a total grant of 10,000,000 acres
of land.

Sec. 2. That the lands requested to be
granted shall be under the same restrictions
and limitations as those of the enabling act,
being the act of June 20, 1910 (36 Stat. 557) :
Provided, however, That the selections of
same shall in no way be hindered by the
reservations and established grazing distriets
authorized under the provisions of said act
of Congress of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1260):
And provided further, That the Congress may
make provision for protection of existing
preference rights of permittees and lessees
apd further providing for lease after appraise-
ment and classification of such lands, and
suthorizing the New Mexico Commissioner of
FPublic Lands and agents of the United States
to enter into cooperative undertakings with
respect thereto,
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Sec. 8. Be it jurther resolved, That en-
grossed copies of this house joint memorial be
placed upon the permanent records of the
office of the secretary of state of New Mexico.

Sec. 4. Be it further resolved, That coples
of this resolution be forthwith sent respec-
tively to the President of the United States of
America, to the President of the United States
Senate, to the Bpeaker of the House of Repre-
sentatives of the United States of America,
and to the Senators and Representatives of
New Mexico in Congress.

Approved by me this Tth day of April 1945,

JouN J. DEMPSEY,
Governor, State of New Mezxico,

EXTENSION OF TRADE-AGREEMENTS
ACT—AMENDMENTS

Mr. OMAHONEY. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to submit two
amendments to the bill (H. R. 3240) to
extend the authority of the President un-
der section 350 of the Tariff Act of 1930,
as amended, and for other purposes, and
ask that they lie on the table, be printed,
and printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the amend-
ments were received, ordered to lie on
the table, to be printed, and to be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

At the proper place insert the following
new section:

“S8pc. —. No negotiations shall be under-
taken under the authority delegated to the
President by such section 350, as amended,
with a view to decreasing the rate of duty on
any article which, in the judgment of the
Fresident is essential to the national defense
if, in the judgment of the President, such
decrease might result in reducing the quan-
tity of production of such article in the
United States to such extent as to endanger,

in the opinion of the President, the national
defense.”

At the proper place insert the following new -

section:

“SEc. —. No proclamation shall be made
under the authority delegated to the Presi-
dent by such section 350, as amended, de-
creasing the rate of duty on any article es-
sentlal to the national defense, as determined
by the President, if, in the judgment of the
President, wages are paid at a lower rate in
the manufacture or production of such ar-
ticle in the principal competing country than
in the manufacture or production of such
article in the United States, and if the in-
creased importation of such article into the
United States, in the judgment of the Presi-
dent might result in the elimination or sub-
stantial curtajlment of an industry essential
to the national defense.”

HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION
REFERRED

The following bills and joint resolu-
tion were severally read twice by their
titles and referred, as indicated:

H.R.3287. An act to authorize the at-
tendance of the Marine Band at the national
encampment of the Grand Army of the Re-
public to be held at Columbus, Ohio, Septem-
ber 9 to 14, Inclusive, 1945; to the Commit-
tee on Naval Affairs,

H.R.3395. An act to extend through De-
cember 31, 1945, the termination date under
the Renegotiation Act; to the Committee on
Finance.

H.J.Res. 202. Joint resolution reducing
certain appropriations available in the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1945; to the Committee
on Appropriations,

THE VEHEMENT VOLUNTEER—ARTICLE
IN TRIBUTE TO SENATOR McKELLAR
[Mr. STEWART asked and obtalned leave

to have printed in the REcorRD an article en-
titled “The Vehement Volunteer,” by John
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Taylor and Lynn Brannen, from ‘he June 23,
1945, issue of Liberty, paying tribute to Sen-
ator McKreLrar, which appears in the Ap-
pendix.]

EDITORIAL ON. BOOK WRITTEN BY
SENATOR THOMAS OF UTAH, ENTITLED
“THE FOUR FEARS"

[Mr., STEWART asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the RecorD an editorial
published in the St. Louis Post-Dispatch of
February 25, 1945, concerning The Four Fears,
a book written by Senator THoMmas of Utah,
which appears in the Appendix.]

JAMES A. FARLEY'S PROPOSALS FOR
LIMITING SUCCESSION TO THE PRESI-
DENCY—EDITORIAL COMMENT

[Mr. McMAHON asked and obtained leave
to have printed in the Recorp an editorial
entitled "Limiting the Presidency,” published
in the Bridgeport, Conn., Post of May 13,
1945; and an editorial entitled "Presidential
SBuccession,” published in the Hartford Daily
Courant of May 18, 1946, which appear in the
Appendix, ]

ONE HUNDRED AND SEVENTIETH ANNI-
VERSARY OF THE QUARTERMASTER
CORPS

Mr. BROOEKS. Mr. President, June 186,
1945, is the one hundred and seventieth
anniversary of the Quartermasier Corps.
The performance of the Quartermaster
Corps and the Quartermaster General,
Lt. Gen. Edmund B. Gregory, in this war
will go down in history as one of the
great contributions to the success of our
armed forces. The multitudinous details
of supply made a stupendous total job on
a world-wide scale. Only an outstand-
ing organizer and executive could have
undertaken such a task in 1940 and from
a small start developed a great team of
500,000 men to work so smoothly and
efficiently.

I have a copy of General Gregory’s
message to his team on this one hundred
and seventieth anniversary. His per-
sonal message to the men and women of
the Quartermaster Corps is most inspir-
ing. He also gives a very brief history
of the corps for all to read and take pride
in.

This most informative and inspiring
message should be preserved for all our
future generations to read. I therefore
ask that it and the story of the Quarter-
master Corps, entitled “On Being 170
Years Young,” be printed in the REcorD
as a part of my remarks.

There being no objection, the message
was ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

ArmY SERVICE FORCES,
OFFICE OF THE QUARTERMASTER GENERAL,
Washington, June 16, 1945.
Subject: One hundred and seventieth anni-
versary of the Quartermaster Corps.
To: All Quartermaster personnel.

1. This is addressed to you, whoever and
wherever you may be. Whether you are
truck driver on the Stilwell Road, combat
quartermaster in the Philippines, instructor
in a cooks and bakers school, fumigation and
bath operator in an Army rest area, Govern-
ment girl, clvilian or officer at any of the
vast Quartermaster installations throughout
the world, I want you to feel that this is a
personal greeting on this one hundred and
seventieth birthday of the corps.

2, Pride in one’s self and one's organiza-

tion is indispensable to achlevement. There-
fore I call to your attention the accompany-

ing brief story of quartermaster accomplish-
ments through the years, most noteworthy



1945

of which are the accomplishments you your=
self are responsible for in this war.

3. This anniversary comes at a time of
triumph. We have only recently concluded
a war against a powerful military machine,
That war was, by the admissions of the chiefs
of staff of hoth sides, largely a war of sup-
ply. Therefore you, who are at the very hub
of the Army’'s supply system, are to be con-
gratulated. For each of you, in your own
way, helped make this victory possible.
Without your willing sacrifices, the world
would not now see the sure, if still hazy, dawn
of peace over the horizcn.

4. You have had many requests during the
past years of war—requests to work harder,
to produce more, to speed up the pace. 1
have but one more request, and that will be
my last. Comply with this and the time for
taking orders will have passed. My request
is now that Germany is defeated, stay on the
job. Not just physically but spiritually.
Give it all you have. In the Pacific we will
soon have a much larger Army to supply
than we had in Europe—over supply lines
more than twice as long. For the sake of the
boys who long to come home, for peace’s sake,
finish the fight by fighting to the finish,

E. B. GREGORY,
Lieutenant General, United States
Army, the Quartermaster General.

ON BEInG 170 YEARS YOUNG—THE STORY OF THE
QUARTERMASTER CORPS

Look back 170 years from this very day.
On an ocak-shaded Boston sireei, a canvasser
goes from door to door to collect clothing,
pots and pans for the Continental Army.
In those days an American soldier's uniform
consisted of whatever he happened to have
on (if it were a British uniform, a sprig of
hemlock jauntily stuck in his hat would
identify him as a rebel)., - There was no ra-
tion as we know it today—the army lived on
rum, spruce beer, and such cattle as could
be requisitioned on the spot. There was no

time for planning and little experience upon

which plans could be based anyway. The
quartermasters, then as now responsible for
gathering supplies and moving them up, had
to meet problems as they arose.

Is it so different today? True, the vast
complexity of modern war has forced stan-
dardization of clothing, equinment and ways
of doing things. But fundamentally the
success of our war effort has hinged on the
ability of the quariermasters to meet success~
fully new conditions without recourse to
previous experience. In 1941, facing enemies
on opposite sides of the globe and a war under
climatic and terrain conditions never before
experienced, we were—from a supply stand-
point—facing conditions as difficult for us as
the condifions of yesteryear were to the
revolutionaries of colonial days. .

We had never fought major campaigns in
jungles, deserts, on glacier peaks or coral
atolls. We had given little thought to the
kind of equipment that would stand up in
those strange, distant places. We didn't have
the housing or che clothing or the equipment
for & large army at home, much less one
spread over the earth. But we researched
and developed and got what we needed where
we needed it—fast. Li%e the quertermasters
of the Continental Army in that fateful
long-ago Summer, we used our heads and by
using them-—saved them.

This is the one hundred and seventieth
anniversary of the Quartermaster Corps. It
is also the hour of its greatest triumph. You,
who have written this most splendid chapter
of its history should know the other chapters.
That is the purpese of this becklet. It will
give you the necessary inspiration to write
the next and, we trust, final chapter—the
defeat of Japan.

YANKEE DOODLE DAYS

Yours is one of the oldest military organiza-
tlons in the United States. The Continental
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Congress established the Quartermaster Corps
on June 16, 1775. The Quartermaster Gen-
eral received $80 a month (about the same as
a sergeant gets today) and the Deputy
Quartermaster General was paid $40 a month
(less than a present-day private).

The Act of February 5, 1778, provided for
“carrying into immediate execution the im-=-
portant business of the Quartermaster Gen=-
eral,” That business, like the quartermaster
business of today, included the supply of
various articles, stores and services to the
Army—among them, food, clothing, tentage,
and shelter, forage, animals and transporta-
tion. But the manner in which supplies were
procured was unlike anything imaginable to=-
day. House to house canvassing was as im-
portant as formal contracting. Lead was
obtained from window and clock weights.

Salt, lead, gunpowder, and saltpeter pro-
vided the quartermasters with the most
headaches. They had to be imported. The
scarcity of salt produced in turn a scarcity
of meat (inasmuch as salt was the chief
preservative of meat). Complicating every-
thing was a general lack of public falth in
the Government's ability to pay off its con-
tracts. This was not without some justi-
fication. The Continental Congress could
not raise funds or make levies. It could only
recommend such action on the part of the
colonies, or States. Apparently the colonies
did not respond promptly to the recommenda-
tions of the Congress. According to Maj.
Gen. Nathaniel Greene, the second Quarter-
master General: “* * * the farmers of
New Jersey and Pennsylvania in 1780 would
rather chop up their wagons for kindling
and take a chance on hiding their horses in
the woods than allow the Army to hire them
or to purchase them with certificates, which
from all evidence of previous experience,
would never be redeemed.”

Even when arrangements to obtain neces-
sary funds were successful, other things went
amiss. In 1775, Congress authorized a de=~
duction against the soldier's pay for uni=-
forms. Cloth could not be obtained, how-
ever, By the fall of 1777, men were being
forced from the battlefields for lack of cloth-
ing. The men of General Green’s army in
the South were all but naked. The uniforms
that did exist were in the main brown.
Blue was the predominant color after 1778.
Actually, uniforms were a contradiction of
the term, for Army clothing was all but
uniform. Corps, divislons, and even regi-
ments all adopted separate uniforms. Only
after 1779, when the apparel-wise French be-
gan to help us, did the clothing situation
improve.

The food: situation was nearly as haphaz-
ard. The first ration for the Army was pre-
scribed by Congress in November of 1775. It
included one pint of milk, one pint of In-
dlan meal and one quart of spruce beer or
cider per man per day. While the Army re-
mained near Boston, the food supply was
good. But as it moved south, formidable
problems arose. First, foodstuffs were less
plentiful. Second, roads were =0 bad that
deliveries could not be assured. Moreover,
Congress set up such stiff penalties for loss
of supplies that nobody wanted to accept the
responsibilities of commissary cfficer.

Obviously, something had to be done to
remedy the entire situation. The remedy,
however, created more problems than it rem-
edied, Congress asked the States to furnish
guotas of supplies needed to carry on the
war. Due to transportation difficulties, food
never arrived at the specified places at the
right times. For days troops would be on
meager rations, Then would come such a
deluge of cattle as to make it impossible to
slaughter and consume all the meat. Mean-
while there would not be enough forage ta
feed the cattle that were not slaughtered.
‘When it came time to slaughter more cattle,
the animals would be so thin as to make the
proposition not worth while, And sometimes
when the cattle could be slaughtered, there
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was not enough salt on hand to preserve the
meat. Aside from the difficulties with the
supplies that were furnished, often as not the
States would be reluctant to furnish any
supplies. The whole system of attempting
to supply an Army without money collapsed
by mid-1781,

PRIMITIVE PROCUREMENT

There was only one worse system left and
that one was soon tried. Oddly, it was a
predecessor of the present system of letting
contracis. But there was so little faith be-
tween contractor and Government and so
little determination on the part of either
to abide by the contract that the system was
worse than no system at all, Contracting
began on July 10, 1781, when Congress re=
eolved “that the superintendent of finance be,
and he is hereby authorized, either by him-
gelf or such person or persons as he shall from
time to time appoint for the purpose to pro-
cure on contract all necessary supplies for
the use of the Army or armies of the United

tates * * * and also the transporta-
tion thereof.” The fatal fallacy of the sys-
tem was that contractors were not required
to maintain any reserve stocks, Worse than
that, they did not, according to the ever-
truthful General Washington, seem to feel
any legal obligation to fulfill their contracts.

Through the Revolutionary War, the Army
served without a War Department or ad-
ministrative head. General Washington, as
commander in chief, had no higher author-
ity to which he could appeal for support.
‘Withal, the Army triumphed over a powerful
military adversary. Credit for the victory
belongs largely to those early quartermasters
who prevalled over impossible odds. Out of
incredible chaos they somehow managed to
supply an army. It is not too much to say
that the independence of the United States
is due in large part to their ingenuity and
enterprise. .

Soon after the Revolutionary War, the
business of the Quartermaster General di-
minished to the vanishing point. On July 25,
1785, Congress sabolished the Office of the
Quartermaster General. For the next 15
years the Nation had no Quartermaster Gen-
eral. Actually, there was little or no quar-
termaster business on hand. The Army in
1780 numbered about 1,200 men. Its supply
was handled directly by the Secretary of
War, whose job in this respect was litile
bigger than that of a regimental supply of-
ficer, Notuntil 1795 was th4 Quartermaster’'s
Department reestablished by Congress. In
1802 it vanished once more. On March 28,
1812, Congress again created a Quartermas-
ters Department headed by a Quartermaster
General and four deputies.

This act provided “that in addition to other
duties in tne field, it shall be the duty of the
Quartermaster General, his deputies and as-
sistant deputies, when there to directed by
the Secretary of War, to purchase military
stores, camp equipage, and other articles
requisite for the troops, and generally to
procure and provide means of transport for
the army, its stores, artillery, and camp
equipage.” The act was highly significant
insofar 2= it divided the Quartermaster’'s De=
partment into three distinct services: Trans-
portation, clothing and munitions, and sub=-
sistence. An act of May 14, 1812, relieved the
Ouartermaster’s Department of its ammuni-
tion and artillery functions by establishing
an Ordnance Department.

QUARTERMASTER ODDITIES

The reorganization of the department was
very timely. On June 18, 1812, war was de-
clared against Great Britain. We had about
10,000 men under arms, half of them re-
cruits. Our supply system was still inef«
ficient. General Hull surrendered Detroit to
a British Army one-third the size of his
forces. If we learned anything from the final
marginal victory wrested from the Brifish,
it was that supply was the decisive factor In
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any war. A poorly organized supply depart-
ment could lose a war. This realization was
to win us future wars. Adversity in arma
had taught us the trutb.

One curious historical fact to emerge from
the War of 1812 was that a quartermaster
captain had built Perry's fleet. That was the
fleet that had won the Battle of Lake Erie
and had done much to discourage invasion
from Canada. A guartermaster proved that
Americans could build boats faster and better
than the enemy. Another curious thing
about the War of 1812 is that we won our
greatest victory after the treaty of peace with
England had been signed. That was the
Battle of New Orleans. News of the signing
of the treaty of peace at Ghent did not reach
this country until 2 weeks after the battle
was fought and won. y

Eighteen bhundred and twenty-eight
brought a new development in quartermas-
ter history. During that year Congress sub-
stituted sugar and coffee for the spirit com-
potent of the ration.

EIRTH OF THE DEPOTS

During the Civil War the Quartermaster
Department operated somewhat similarly to
the Quartermaster Corps of today. There
was Maj. Gen. Montgomery C, Meigs serving

. as the Quartermaster General. General Meigs
had 5 brigadier generals and quartermasters
serving under him, 30 colonels, 18 majors,
554 captains, and 9 military storekeepers.
There were in addition about fifteen hun-
dred regimental quartermasters serving with
troops. Commissary officers were with each
Army department, depot, corps, and division,
On July 4, 1864, an act of Congress systema-
tized duties of the Quartermaster's Depart-
ment. Under this act the Office of the Quar-
termaster General was divided into 10 divi-
sions—remount and draft animals; clothing,
equipage, and individual accouterments;
ocean transportation; rail and river transpor-
tation; forage and straw; construction;
wagons, ambulances, harness, and fuel; in-
spections and reports; money and property

accounts.

One of the most Important provisions of
the act was the setting up of field depots for
the stordge and distribution of supplies to
the Army. The fleld depots corresponded to
present-day Army or base depots. They in
turn were supplied by larger, permanent
depots which were located in or near the big
manufacturing cities. The s man-
ufacturing depots of today had their Civil
War counterpart in depots in New York,
Philadelphia, and St. Louis.

Another activity born to the Quartermaster
Corps—this one of everlasting importance—
was the establishment and maintenance of
national cemeteries, The establishment of
national cemeteries was authorized by act of
Congress of July 17, 1862. The same act pro-
vided a portion of Lee's farm as a national
cemetery—known today as Arlington. In
1867, the Quartermaster Corps was delegated
the sacred duty of establishing cemeteries
and the Interment therein of those who had
died in the war.

The Civil War was the first war in which
there was o reasonably well-organized Quar-
termaster Corps functioning with adequate
personnel. Its work won the praise of Sec-
retary of War Stanton, who declared: “Dur-
ing the war this branch of the service never
failed. It answers to the demand and is
ever ready to meet the national call.” For-
eign observers, too, were generous with praise,
The French general, Du Chanal, was im-
pressed with the equipment of our soldiers,
particularly the soldiers under General Sher-
man. The Civil War soldier earried 36 pounds
of equipment in summer and 40 pounds in
winter. He also was issued a rubber blanket
poncho and a 5-pound blanket for bivouac,

HIBERNATION AGAIN:

‘When the Civil War ended, the Quarter-
master Corps had under its control a great
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coastwise and river transport fleet, had per-
fected the handling of long wagon trains,
had set up a fairly efficient system of manu-
facturing depots, and was expert in rail
transport. It had demonstrated its ability
to handle the important supply and trans-
port functions of an army which, at the close
of the Civil War, numbered approximately
1,000,000 men.

But the close of that war was the cue for
a helter-skelter demobilization of the Mili-
tary Establishment. On April 28, 1865, the
Becretary of War ordered discontinuance of
purchases of all supplies and release of all
vessels and transports except those needed
in moving troops to demobilization points.
By 1866, the personnel of the Quartermaster
Department had been whittled down to 69
officers and 16 military storekeepers, During
the next year, the hine divisions of the
Quartermaster General's office were abol-
ished. Reduction followed reduction. By
the time the war with Bpain was about to
begin, the United States Army had little
more than 25,000 men, most of them en-
gaged in subduing the Indians along our
western frontiers.

Allowing the military to all but vanish dur-
ing the period between wars had conse-
quences which, agailnst a stronger enemy
than Spain, could have been fatal, Enowl-
edge of military water trunsport was all but
forgotten by the time of the Spanish-Amer-
ican War. We knew so little about the load-
ing of transports that we had to ask the
British for aid. Freight was backed up over
26 miles of rail lines behind Tampa. We
failed to realize that depots must be in the
interior to avoid crowding and confusion at
embarkation points, We had great dificulty
in loading and getting men off the boats.
They landed in Cuba without personal equip-
ment. Our mules, swimming ashore with
small-arms ammunition strapped to their
backs, saved the day.

QM'S IN TWO WARS

There were some entries on the credit side,
however. Taken as a whole, the Spanish-
American War taught us many valuable les-
sons in logistics. It afforded our Army its
first experience with invasions of distant
islands. The invasion of the Philippines
during this war was made in five expeditions.
Nineteen troop ships were used in all. None
was lost and all men reached their destina-
tion in good health. The invasions involved
the transportation of over 16,000 soldiers,
their equipment, and the recessary supplies,
Besides the important experience thus pro-
vided, extensive tropical service of American
troops brought forth notable experiments in
the development of khaki cloth.

Following this war, peace again brought
the inevitable reduction in the Military Es-
tablishment. Nothing significant in Quar-
termaster history occurred until August 24,
1912. Then came one of the most important
pleces of legislation in quartermaster an-
nals. An act of Congress created the estab-
lishment known as the Quartermaster Corps
by consolidating the Quartermaster, Sub-
sistence, and Pay Departments. As set up
under this act—except for. certain changes
made under the National Defense Act of
1916—the Quartermaster Corps approached
the momentous tasks that were to be im-~
posed by the World War.

Though the organization was not nearly
equal at first to the burdens put upon it,
we had the benefit of considerable supply ex-
perience. We knew how to load troops on
transports. We knew how tb load units for
overseas service. We knew enough to avoid
the British blunder at the Dardanelles of
loading field guns on top of small arms.

Biggest headache of the corps was lack of
adequate sources of supply. The corps was
forced to buy commercial articles on the
open market pending the time articles could
be manufactured according to Army specifi-
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cations. More than 200 different makes of
motor vehicles were used by the American
Expeditionary Forces in France, The spare-
parts esituation can be easily Imagined.
Transport and construction activities of the
corps grew to such magnitude as to become
activities of virtually separate organizations.
The operations of the corps reached astro-
nomical proportions. Eight hundred million
pounds of beef were purchased during the
war; a billion pounds of sugar. The corps
acquired nearly a half million mules by the
end of 1918. More than a billion dollars’
worth of clothing was bought. More than
200,000 civilians were employed by the corps
on construction activities alone.

At the close of the war the Quartermaster
Corps inventoried its vast stocks, prepared
them for sale, and again gradually resumed
its peacetime activities. The corps was all
but abolished in 1919, then resurrected by
the act of June 4, 1920. Under this act, the
chief of the corps, Maj. Gen, Harry L. Rogers,
renewed his title as quartermaster general.
The corps reacquired eontrol of the Motor
Transport Corps, the Transportation Service,
the Construction Division, and the Real-

' Estate Service. Only the Finance Depart-

ment remained a separate organization. In
this form, the corps continued unchanged*
during the remaining period of peace.

THE GEEAT EXPANSION

‘With the declaration of a national emer-
geney in 1940, an era ended. Nothing that
had occurred heretofore would match, either
in seale or in scope, what was about to hap-
pen. Overnight, the United States was trans-
formed from a peace to a war economy. No
branch of the armed forces bore the brunt
of the transformation as much as the Quar-
termaster Corps. Vast program followed vast
program, each outdistancing the other with
seven-league boots. In the fiscal year end-
ing June 30, 1941, over a billion and a half
dollars was spent by the corps for construc-
tion. Yet this was small compared with what
was to follow.

On May 1, 1941, most of the Army went
from a garrison ration (which allowed or=
ganizations to buy their own food and pre-
pare their own menus) to a field ration
(which provided rations in kind to all or-
ganizations on the basis of a master menu
prepared by experts in Washington). Re-
search and development of rations, clothing,
and various articles of equipment began on
a vast scale. Famous explorers, geographers,
and cartographers were called into the office
of the Quartermaster General as consultants.
Climatic experts began studies designed to
provide clothing and equipment that would
stand up in places ranging from the Arctic
fjords of Norway to the hot, humid atolls of
Oceania.

Although we were training a national de-
fense army at the time, it had already become
evident that embroilment in any future war
would mean it must be waged on a global
basis. Experts interpreted climatic data in
terms of how far up on a soldier's shoes tha
mud would go when a division landed on
some island beach; how wet clothing would
become in rain and snow; how all wool and
cotton clothing and equipage items would
withstand varied climatic conditions.

WORLD WAR II. EUROFE AND THE DAYS PAST

None of us In our lifetime will forget the
shock on the afternoon of December 7, 1041,
when radio flashed the news to the world
that Pearl Harbor had been bombed by the
Japanese. Teletype operators of Quarter-
master Corps headquarters in Washington
and field depots left their Sunday dinners to
g9 on 24-hour duty; soon fighting men began
moving toward ports of embarkation and
with them moved supplies—supplies not only
for immediate needs but to build up reserves
for the heavy offensive operations that were
inevitable before defeat of the enemy.
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As great as the problem of clothing and
equipping the growing Army was—expanding
from & defense to a wartime army of 8,000,-
000—on the food front the momentous task
staggered the imagination, The Quarter-
master Corps became the largest mass feeding
organization in world history, at one time
supplying 24,000,000 meals a day to the Army
alone, each meal scientifically planned to
sustain men in the toughest kind of work,
Meals in mess halls, fox holes, tents, former
luxury hotels, transport planes, ships. Our
Army had to race where Napoleon's army
could not even have crawled—across deserts,
arctic wastes, jungle fastnesses, Rations for
mobile armies had to be designed and proc-
essed to withstand heat, damp climates,
subzero temperatures—and yet be fit to eat,
with the nutritive content of a steak dinner
and yet compact enough to fit a soldier's
pack.

_ Faced with war on opposite sides of the
world, obviously strategy demanded defeat of
the Axis Forces in Europe first; even then
the enemy had penetrated deeply into
Russia apparently in an attempted sweep to
join the Japanese via Asia. Supplies and
men were moved swiftly across the Atlantic
to England in preparation for massive land-
ing operations. The Quartermaster Corps
played an important role in those operations,

The Allies struck on November 8, 1842, by
landing on the coast of north Africa. For
this operation the Quartermaster Corps pro-
vided 88,000,000 pounds of clothing and
equipage, 22,000,000 pounds of rations, and
10,000,000 gallons of gasoline to go ashore
with the troops. These were supplemented
by more and still more until it was necessary
for the Quartermaster Corps to acquire maore
than 25,000,000 square feet of storage space
for current and reserve supplies. For open
storage, thousands of yards of canvas had
to be supplied.

By the following September the Nazis had
been driven from Africa and Sicily and a
landing was made on the Italian mainland.
Violent weather set in immediately, necessi-
tating shipment by -plane and ship from
Sicily and Africa more than a half-million
items of clothing, blankets, and overshoes
and hundreds of thousands of other items
to supplement supplies landed with the in-
vasion forces.

In June 1944 the Allies struck at the Con-
tinent itself; quartermaster trucks loaded
with clothing, rations, and gasoline rolled
from the landing barges behind the hard-
hitting troops. Illustrative of the huge
amounts is a report of one armored division
which alone required its guartermasters to
furnish it with more than 2,300,000 gallons
of gasoline, 76,000 gallons of engine oils and

nearly 1,100 tons of small arms ammunition

to carry it from Normandy to the Siegfried
line.

A tabulation of quartermaster supplies
discloses the following general totals for a
few major items supplied the American
forces in the Mediterranean and European
theaters for the 2 years immediately preced-
ing VE-day:

More than 15,000,000 pair of trousers, 11,-
000,000 field jackets, 81,000,000 pairs of sccks
(of all kinds), 10,000,000 blankets, 1,500,000,-
000 gallons of gasoline (exclusive of avia-
tion gas), and more than 10,000,000 tons of
coal, While the Russian Army was engaged
in driving the Germans from the interior of
Russla, Quartermaster trucks rolled contin-
uously over 700 miles of Persian deserts and
mountains with more than 1,000,000 tons of
supplies.

More than 100 fixed laundries, 60 of which
were shipped from this country, provided
service for troops and hospitals in the com-
munications zones; hundreds of mobile units,
laundry and repair, serviced the troops in the
combat zones.
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WORLD WAR II. JAPAN AND THE DAYS AHEAD

Meanwhile, the story was being repeated
in the Pacific although necessarily on a
smaller scale, and under most difficult of con-
ditions. On Guadalcanal, rations and sup=-
plies were passed across gullies on impro-
vised rope tramways; on New Guinea, they
were toted over the Owen-Stanley mountains
and up the Buna coast on brawny shoulders;
in Burma, tons daily were parachuted to
troops from cargo planes.

Days just as stern still lie ahead. In Eu-
rope, we supplied a large Army some 3,000
miles from home; in the Pacific and Aslatic
theaters we will have to supply a large force—
seven to ten thousand miles away. Large
groups of men more than twice as far from
the main source of supply.

The prospect is sobering but not frighten-
ing as long as we continue to do the excel-
lent job we have done so far. We must all
pull together in order to win more quickly.
And out of all the suffering and sacrifice,
aside from the deliverance of our Nation from
destruction, much tangible good will result.

This war has been the greatest proving
ground ever known for new foods, textiles,
and many kinds of materials and appliances.,
Here are working materials which but for the
war might never have become available—
honest tests of new products, materials, and
methods, honest because it was a matter of
life or death to millions of American soldiers
that we know the truth; new wrinkles in
manufacturing and handling that will, if
properly applied, reduce the peacetime cost
of living for millions; developments in pack-
aging and food processing that may change
the concept and scope of perishable goods;
diet discoverles and food preparation that
may immeasurably improve the Nation's
healtn; and countless other things to make
living better and easier in the years to come,

And if we learn well from history, we will
preserve the knowledge and exparience of this
war, particularly the logistical knowledge, as
insurance against other national catastro-
phes, We will also retain a nucleus of a
trained supply organization, able to expand
overnight to meet such a national emergency.

Preparedness is not merely the mainte-
nance of a sufficient number of trained com-
bat troops; 1t is also industrial preparedness,
supply preparedness, and research prepared-
ness. It is a matter of constant vigilance in
peace as well as in war. Let us not junk the
knowledge born to us of our blood, and sweat,
and tears,

That is the lesson and moral to be learned
from the history of our organization—yours
and mine—the Quartermaster Corps, tcday
170 years young.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, as
the Sznator from Illinois [Mr. Brooxs]
has said, today is a notable anniversary
in the history of the American military
service, to which I think at least brief
attention should be called in an open
session of the Senate.

The Quartermaster Corps of the Army
is 170 years old today. It isa corps which
antedates the Constitution of the United
States. It was established before the
Declaration of Independence was writ-
ten. It was established, indeed, at the
very outset of the Revolutionary War
by an act of the Continental Congress on
June 16, 1775. It was created to supply
food, ammunition, clothing, and equip-
ment for the militia units which the Con-
tinental Congress hoped to recruit in the
various colonies and build eventually into
a unified striking force in defense of co-
lonial liberty.

In the war for independence and in
every other military conflict in which
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this country has heen engaged, the
Quartermaster Corps has rendered no-
tably efficient service. Throughout the
country today, in all the stations in
which members of this organization are
serving, notice is being taken of this
anniversary. With pardonable pride in
the achievements of this branch of our
military forces, a branch that supplied
the Continental Army to its final victory,
and which has similarly supplied every
American Army since.

I have had personal opportunities to
witness what the Quartermaster Corps
has done, and I .feel that it would be an
oversight if recognition were not given
here on the floor of the Senate to the ef-
ficiency which has been demonstrated by
this branch of the service through its 170
vears of activity and particularly during
this war. Although we know that the
war is being carried on on a global scale,
I think very few of us—even those of us
who have sat on the Committee of Mili-
tary Affairs and on the Appropriations
Committee, and have made available the
funds which have been expended—actu-
ally realize the scope of the transactions
which have been carried on by the
Quartermaster Corps. Senators who
have had an opportunity to go abroad
have, of course, seen visual evidence of
what has been done.

We know that no American soldier
anywhere in this whole far-flung war
has been beyond the ken of the Quar-
termaster Corps. This organization has
furnished the clothing, ammunition, and
food which have made our Army the
best fed, the best clothed, and the best
equipped in all the history of mankind.
Mr. President, I arise to give my per-
sonal tribute to the accomplishments of
the 500,000 officers and enlisted men who,
under the leadership of Lt. Gen. Ed-
mund B. Gregory, with the cooperation
of 75,000 civilian employees in depots and
in domestic installations have establish-
ed a record for which no parallel exists
in all the history of military operations.
It has been because of the efiiciency of
the Quartermaster Corps that our forces
in Europe, in the Mediterranean theater,
in the South Pacific, and in the China-
India-Burma theater have been equip-
ped with the supplies that were neces-
sary to achieve victory. The gigantic
industrial production of America would
have been all in vain if the commodi-
ties of warfare had not been placed in
the hands of the fighting soldiers all over
the world. That was the task of the
Quartermaster Corps. It was a task per-
formed with efficiency and skill,

Each succeeding war through the 17
decades of the existence of the Quarter-
master Corps has brought greater prob-
lems for the Quartermaster Corps, but
the problems of this war were greater
than were even imagined when we were
first catapulted into the conflict in De-
cember 1941, No natural obstacle, no
ocean, no mountain range, no difficulties
of weather and wind, no other obstacle
was great enough to prevent the Corps
from performing its task. Time and dis-
tance itself were conquered, and where-
ever our soldiers fought, the fighting
Quartermasters were there also.
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In the 2 years preceding VE-day for
the operations in the Mediterranean and
in Europe the Quartermaster Corps han-
dled more than 1,500,000,000 gallons of
gasoline, not including the quantities
used for aircraft. It handled more than
10,000,000 tons of coal, and as for cloth-
ing, more than 15,000,000 pairs of trou-
sers, 11,000,000 jackets, 10,000,000 over-
coats, raincoats, and ponchos, 10,000,000
sleeping bags were made available to our
men., It would be impossible in the few
moments available to me this afternoon
to begin to catalog all of the articles
which the Quartermaster Corps has han-
dled. This 170-year-old organization in
this war has stored and distributed ap-
proximately 70,000 different items,

Let me emphasize that the task has
not been one of procurement alone, but
of distribution often under the fire of
enemy guns. Organizationally the
Quartermaster Corps is a technical serv-
ice rather than what is known as a com-
bat service. Nevertheless it has more
than earned the nickname bestowed upon
it at Bataan—the Fighting Quartermas-
ter Corps. It has carried on its work of
supply under fire, moving in with the as-
sault forces in every major landing op-
eration. Its men and officers proudly
wear nearly every type of military dec-
oration possible to earn, including thou-
sands of Purple Hearts, many of which
were awarded posthumously. For more
than a year and a half now the supply of
not only food and clothing but medical
items, guns, and ammunition to thou-
sands of Allied troops—American, Brit-
ish, Chinese, and others—in the {far
reaches of Burma have depended to a
large extent upon well-organized air
dropping by quartermaster soldiers. On
this dangerous run every cargo plane
brought down by Japanese fire carried
with it an Air Force pilot and three
quartermasters. Two score of these in-
trepid supply men have flown more than
500 of these missions. Other hundreds
have from 100 to 500 to their credit.

To make it possible to furnish this
service, the Quartermaster Corps was
compelled to undertake a gigantic task
of training and organization. Most of
the 500,000 men who did this job were
engaged in utterly different occupations
or had no occupation at all when they
entered the service. The Quartermaster
Corps trains the Army’s cooks and does
its baking. It operates laundries, many
of them in combat zones, so that the men
on the fighting front might have changes
of clothing at every opportunity. It has
conducted operations for the salvage and
repair of all kinds of commodities, re-
ducing the waste which is inevitable in
war to a minimum. Men of the Quar-
termaster Corps move with the fighting
troops, and gather up all items of issue
damaged in combat or abandoned in the
heat of battle or lost or overlooked by
reason of sudden troop movements. Re-
covered items are repaired and refurned
to stock wherever repairable, and it can
be said without exaggeration that liter-
ally hundreds of millions of tons in new
procurement have been saved by the
work of the Quartermaster Corps.

I have seen the training operations of
the Quartermaster Corps in my own
State at Fort Francis E. Warren. Iknow
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the care and the skill and the great abil-
ity which have gone into the training of
these youths. The boys who have been
assigned to the Quartermaster Corps and
who have received military training as
well as the specialized training necessary
for this service have received instruction
which will be of permanent value to them
throughout their lives.

Behind the training and the actual
operations is the work of planning so
that the long supply lines stretching from
continental United States to every com-
bat theater were kept constantly filled
and constantly functioning. All of this
activity stems from headquarters out
through the Quartermasfer and Army
Service Forces depots and the 35 market
centers throughout the United States,
withh similar depots overseas. Fre-
quently these branches are formulated
as much as a year ahead, but they must
be kept under constant observation he-
cause they must be constantly revised
as the war changes. It would be im-
possible to exaggerate the tremendous
difficulties of the task. No Quartermas-
ter Corps in history was ever confronted
with such a task. The General Staffs of
Germany and Japan did not believe that
any nation on earth could organize and
supply a two-front war. Wedidit. And
I think it's altogether fitting that on
this birthday we should pay our tribute
to General Gregory and all the officers
and men and women of the Quartermas-
ter Corps who have observed this one
hundred and seventieth anniversary of
ithe corps by hard work in their stations
throughout the world.

EXTENSION OF TRADE AGREEMENTS ACT
The Senate resumed the consideration

-of the bill (H. R. 3240) to extend the

authority of the President under section
350 of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amend-
ed, and for other purposes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
Senator from Delaware [Mr. TUNNELL]
is recognized in accordance with a pre-
vious request.

Mr, WALSH. Mr. President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does
the Senator from Delaware yield to the
Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield.

Mr, WALSH, Mr, President, it is with
reluctance that I find myself differing
with a large number of my colleagues
on this side of the Chamber in regard
to the question now pending before
the Senate. However, I feel compelled
to follow my convictions, arrived at after
sericus and conscientious consideration
of this question, which has potential
possibilities of bringing serious,. if not
destructive, consequences to the indus-
tries and toilers of my State and, indeed,
I fear, to the economic stability of the
Nation.

Mr, President, I have voted repeatedly
against excessive high-tarifi duties. I
voted for the original reciprocal trade law
and its reenactment when it has been be-
fore the Senate every 2 years since 1934,
in an effort to remove some of the evil
results of laws made by the Congress in
fixing basic tariff rates, when the reduc-
tion of existing basic tariff rates was lim-
ited to 50 percent. Though it has not
been possible to determine whether the
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present law is a wise or unwise policy, for
the war has prevented the reciprocal
trade law from being operative, yet I in-
tend to vote to continue the existing law.
My opposition is to granting any addi-
tional power to increase tariff rate reduc-
tions at this time,

The full effect upon domestic produc-
tion of the agreements already made is
unknown. Without any normal period
in which the existing reciprocal trade
law could be tried out, it is now proposed
to grant authority to reduce basic rates
on a large number of commodities pro-
duced in this country up to a maximum
of 75 percent without fixing any stand-
ards -or yardsticks or other conditions,
such as the consideration of the cost of
production at home and abroad, to guide
the bureau in the Department of State
that negotiaties these treaties. In my
opinion, this is a move in the direction of
free trade, sincerely advocated by many
who believe that the opening up of the
trade markets of Europe to all nations is
one of the major factors in world peace.
In brief, it is a move to reduce agricultur-
al and industrial tariffs to what could be
the lowest level in the history of the
country.

Mr. President, no one can predict with
any degree of certainty what sort of a
world we will face when world hostilities
cease. Likewise, no human being knows
at this time what effect the power al-
ready granted and exercised in trade
agreements already made will have on
American industry and labor in the im-
mediate future. It is an exiraordinary
power. It is a power to destroy any in-
dustry which a bureau, set up in the
State Department, considers unable to
produce goods here as cheaply as they
can be produced in a foreign country.
If this policy had prevailed in the past,
many small and struggling infant indus-
tries which have grown to become strong
and powerful and prosperous would
never have come info existence.

It is futile to discuss postwar trade
problems without a realistic examina-
tion of the leading factors certain fo be
involved. England, our highest-cost
competitor, pays wages that are 50 per-
cent below those paid in America, and
they go from 50 percent down to per-
haps 80 percent below in some coun-
tries such as Czechosloyakia, Wages paid
in America today are higher than ever
in its history, and we desire to maintain
them. We are exerting all possible effort
to prevent large and widespread unem-
ployment during the postwar period, and
it is inopportune to lessen any existing
agency of production by competition
with imports from abroad. With the in-
creased cost of production that it is nec- .
essary to maintain if wages are to bz
kept at present levels, we are proceed-
ing, through this proposed legislation, to
increase imports from other countries,
in competition with our producers on a
more favorable hasis to importers than
ever before,

At the present time our foreign com-
petitors have full knowledge of our
patents and efficiency methods and are
capable of producing machine tools and
machinery of the highest quality and
efficiency. They have learned during
these war years the methods of mass
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production which we have taught them
directly or by example. The United
EKingdom has, according to evidence pre-
sented, greatly increased the efficiency
of its manufacturing plants and has
enough cotton-spindles production ca-
pacity to supply the entire world.

India, where the wages paid labor are
notoriously small, has become one of the
leading producing nations of secondary
rank. South America has rapidly ex-
panded not only its production capacity
for consumer goods but also the produc-
tion of minerals and other primary com=
modities. Russia and Czechoslovakia are
contemplating increasing their produc-
tion, agriculturally and industrially.

A press dispatch of May 30 from Lon-
don states that plans are in contempla-
tion for transferring thousands of India
workers from agriculture to industry;
that a large number of British companies
plan to start factories there, particularly
in the manufacture of textiles; that it is
expected efforts to prove India’s place
as a potential postwar market will bring
about industrial production to several
hundred million dollars annually.

Mr. President the cost of living is lower
in other countries than in this country.
The cost of cotten is lower. The cost of
wool is lower. This proposal is a pro-
posal to reduce all tariffs to all nations
whether they need it or not. Without
first having tried out a plan which has
resulted in leveling the tariffs on dutiable
products to an average of 31 percent, we
should hesitate to grant power now to
make it possible, without having knowl-
edge of the effect of what has already
been done, to reduce the tariff to 16 per-
cent on dutiable goods. It is said the
power will not be exercised; we hear that
again and again. But we are asked to
grant the power without any condition
attached, and, in my opinion, the tariff
would certainly wipe out a considerable
number of industries if the power were
used.

Frankly, much as I believe we ought
to help rehabilitate the war-stricken
countries of Europe by all practicable
means within our power, I am unable to
accept the additional proposal that we
now open our domestic markets to them
in a larger degree than ever before in
what may prove to be destructive com-
petition with our producers and workers.

Proponents of this measure, sincere

+ believers in free trade—and I do not now

refer tp the officers of the State Depart-
ment who are negotiating the treaties,
but many of the advecates—actually
argued before the Senate commitiee in
favor of the elimination of all industries
in this country except those that can
produce commodities cheaper than they
could be produced abroad. They said the
thing to consider was that the consumers
would get goods more cheaply if they
came from abroad than if produced in
tHis country.

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

Mr. WALSH. I should rather not. I
should prefer to have the Senator wait
until I conclude my prepared remarks,

I do not assert this policy would be
followed, but, if this theory even re-
motely prevails among those who will
have the power to negotiate trade agree=
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ments in secret, without approval by the
Congress, it could mean overnight the de=
pletion of the woolen fabric industry,
the cotton-textile industry, the watch
industry—which these treaties have al=-
ready almost completely destroyed—the
boot and shoe industry, the fish and
Jewelry, the paper and plastic industries,
the dairy industry—and, in fact, nearly
all our industries, except automobile and
like heavy industries.

The Tariff Commission, in response to
a resolution offered by the distinguished
Senator from Maine [Mr. BREWSTERI,
named approximately 40 importent com-
modities, the imports of which they
stated - would - be materially—note the
word “materially”—aflected by reduced
duties below the levels in the reciprocal
trade-agreements law. & _

Mr. President, I ask that the list be
printed in the REcorp at this point.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TromAs of Utah in the chair). Is there
objection?

There being no objection, the list was
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

Cattle and beef, cheese, barley malt, alfalfa
seed, tomatoes, brandy, wool-knit underwear,
machine-made carpets and rugs, raw wool,
woolens and worsteds, cotton yarns, countable
cotton cloth, cotton tapestries, cotton table
damask, cotton guilts and bedspreads, broad
silks, knit gloves, yarns and threads of flax,
rayon staple fiber, hats and hat materials,
jewelry, lace and lace articles, embroidered
household articles, handkerchiefs, leather
shoes, leather gloves, silver-fox furs, perfumes,
coarse linens and linem towels, dolls and toys,
watches, art and decorative pottery, pottery

tableware, glassware, hand-made, aluminum,

aluminum foil, zine, lead, copper.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, with the
knowledge that the countries of Europe
have obtained during the war of our
mass-production methods, and the pos-
session now of the tools, implements,
machines, and patents, such as we have
in this country, who will dare say that
even the automobile industry and like
industries may not soon fear the de-
structive effect of importations from
abroad, which are bound to be developed
in Europe following the war?

New England and the eastern seaboard
have special reason to fear this legisla-
tion. Already 1,226 rate cuts have been
made in commodities and many of these
are comparable to those produced in
domestic factories, including almost
every product they manufacture.

Much as I would be willing to sacrifice
in the hope and expectation of helping to
contribute to world peace, I cannot bring
myself to experiment at this time with
any law which could, and, in my opinion,
would, operate to create unemployment
and destroy some of our industries. It
seems to me the sensible thing—indeed,
the only thing—that we ought to do at
this time is to let the situation remain
as it is until we see what develops in
the postwar era. The bill, if enacted,
would permit the making of trade agree-
ments for a period of 3 years, with any
country at any time between July 1, 1945
and 1948—thus permitting the binding
of ourselves to international trade agree-
ments that, if made during the latter
one of these years, could extend and
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bind us until 1951. The postwar situa=-
tion is too unsettled to take the chance.
I have seen in my lifetime too many
smokeless chimneys of once prosperous
industries in cities like New Bedford, Fall
River, Lowell, Haverhill, Lynn, Lawrence,
and other manufacturing centers, not to
be fearful of the effects of competition
through low wages.

New England once had 80 percent of the
cotton spindles of the country. Today it
has only 20 percent. New England lost
that predominance to the South, which
now has 80 percent, and it was lost on
the basis of a 10-25 percent lower wage
standard than was paid in New England.
If New England could not compete with
the South at 25 percent lower wages,
how is the textile business of the United
States today, both North and South, go-
ing to compete with the world that may
be 50 to 75 percent less than the wages
paid here? Perhaps the textile industry
ought to be sacrificed, but we ought to
realize that we are delegating the power
to do this. Some think it should be per-
haps wiped out, but if another war comes,
where are we to get our woolens and cot-
ton products to clothe our people and
protect their health?

The textile business is the most vulner-
able of all, and in the most dangerous po-
sition of all, because it has live, active
competitior, particularly in Great Brit-
ain, in France, Switzerland, and now in
India, and of course before the war had
serious competition in Japan. It is vul-
nerable because it has the highest per-
centage of man-hours in its unit of pro-
duction and has already experienced
heavy cuts in its protective duties. Fifty
percent of the cost of production in the
textile mills goes to labor. The labor
item is exceedingly large. ‘One withess
has developed this point before the Fi-
nance Committee very effectively: -

You have got to make the tariff low enough
to let the material come in. Otherwise, re-
ciprocal trade business is no good. To make
the trade agreements effective you have got
to bring the tariff down so that goods can
come into this country, and when commodi-
ties do come into this country it is going
to displace man-hours in this country. y

The threat and fear of the cotton and
woolen textile industry extends also to
paper, toy, woodworking, boot and shoe,
and the recent plastic industries—in my
town alone five of these small industries
have been developed recently. Frankly,
I sincerely believe the woolen industry
cannot survive the tariff reductions al-
ready made in these trade agreements—-
certainly further reductions will be de-
struective,

It is alarming to think that at a time
when there has been such widespread
agitation over the country to protect and
save small businessmen and small in-
dustries, there should be proposed a
measure that has such injurious possi-
bilities to many small industries and
their workers. I was impressed in hear-
ing the evidence before the Finance
Committee and in reading the evidence
presented before the Ways and Means

~Committee of the House and the debate

in the House, at the more or less con-
temptuous manner in which reference
was made by some witnesses to small
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industries. For instance, when gques-
-tions were asked as to how many a given
industry employed, and in the case of the
hand-made-glass industry the number
was stated to be 6,000, there was displayed
an attitude of “Oh, that is inconsequen-
tial” When one considers that more
than 90 percent of all manufactur-
ing establishments employ less than 100
‘people, such an attitude is highly dan-
‘gerous and does not indicate much sym-
pathetic interest in preserving and pro-
tecting the small industries of the
country.

Mr. President, I have voted and sup-
ported all legislation that related to bet-
-ter working conditions, higher wages,
restricting the employment and hours
of labor of women and children and the
rights of workers to bargain collectively
with their employers. In fact, I have
reported from the Committee on Educa-
tion and Labor several bills dealing with
the subject, which later became law, and
defended them on the floor. These and
a large amount of social legislation have
undoubtedly, while improving the lot of
the workers, added to the cost of produc-
tion in this country. In my opinion,
now, when working conditions in the
world outside our own country are at
the lowest level and the cost of produc-
tion at the highest peak in our history
and when taxes are the highest we have
ever known, the reduction of tariffs
would inevitably tend to destroy the
benefits of all the above-mentioned leg-
islation and prove injurious to our pro-
ducers and workers.

The main purposes of the pending leg-
islation are to open our markets so that
other nations can sell us more competi-
tive goods—noncompetitive goods like
coffee, rubber, and other commodities not
produced here which are on the free list
constitute the major part of our im-
ports today—by reason of an additional
H0-percent reduction in tarifi. Other-
wise there would be no reason for the
measure, The reasons behind this pro-
posal can be nothing short of a direct
movement away from the protective tar-
iff policy that, with all its limitations and
evils—and it had many—has contributed
tremendously to the industrial growth of
this country and to higher wages and the
American standard of living, in the di-
rection of free trade.

In brief, the bill proposes to reduce
farm and industrial income further by
paving the way for the purchase abroad
of agricultural and industrial products
that must be produced at home if farm
and industrial income is to be main-
tained at its present level.

We should be prepared at all times and
under all circumstances to protect our
own market and strive to increase our
domestic production rather than lessen
it by seeking for import trade. So far as
lies within our power and influénce, we
must aid other nations and peoples to at-
tain higher standards of living and to
work, enlarge, and enrich the markets of
the world. In so doing, let us not be un-
mindful that the interests of America are
of foremost consideration, that the pro-
tection of our own markets and our own
people is primary. But regardless of
whatever policy of relationship is to gov-
ern, it should be arrived at, not in se-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

cret, but in open concert by a democratic
‘procedure and not by bureaucratic meth-
ods or means,

Let us hesitate to trade off our Ameri-
can standards of living for the hypo=
thetical good will of foreign producers.

Mr, President, I ask to have printed
‘at this point in the Recorp several letters
and telegrams which I have received
supporting the position and attitude I
have taken in this address.

There being no objection, the letters
and telegrams were ordered fo be printed
in the Recorp, as follows:

NAUSET WaAREHOUSE Co.,
New Bedjord, Mass., June 1, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WaLsH,
Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.

My DEAR SeNaTOR WaLsH: We address you
regarding- the pending extension of the re-
ciprocal trade-agreements bill now before
your Senate Finance Committee for hearing,

.and to pass along a suggestion that seems

to us to be constructive and worthy of
consideration,

‘We note that the power to cut the existing
tariffs by another 50 percent through nego-
tiation for reciprocal action with other coun-
tries appears to be the only figure used by
anyone any time. Why should we, at this
time, cut 50 percent more, leaving a net
tariff of 25 percent as the protective feature
for our great mass of New England labor,
their wage and living standards, as well as
the huge New England capital investment in
manufacturing enterprises?

Why not have the extreme limit of power
to cut reduced to 25 percent and see how that
works out? Then, in the future, as and if
we become adjusted to that figure, survey
the whole matter again—say, in 3 to 5 years—
and make another extension of the act if
found feasible and safe to do so.

The severity of the adjustment to another
b0-percent cut, in our opinion, will work
havoc upon our woolen, cotton, rayon tex-
tile, and other industries. The hundreds of
thousands of jobs dependent upon those in-
dustries and the allied and supporting sup-
plying trades, as well as our whole New
England and northeastern economy will re-
ceive another kiss of death, and we have had
several such during the last 25 years, as ycu
well know. We may not be able to stand up
and take it much more and remain vigorous.

New England and the Northeast, willing
to be liberal and helpful to others, see no
reason to participate and concur in indus-
trial suicide to please some other sections
of this country of ours which are publicly
out to “get us,” if they can, and, in addition,
give way to other countries which want all
they can get from us—always, all the time—
and pay us little or nothing in return, as
usual.

With assurance from the writer of his con-
tinuing geod will and esteem,

Respectfully yours,
C. A. W. BzzT,
Treasurer,
OVERSEERS' ASSCCIATION,
PacrFic Minrs, WORSTED DIVISION,
Lawrence, Mass., April 24, 1945,
Hon. Davip 1. WALsH,
Senaie Office Building,
Weshington, D. C,

Dear SBENaTOR WalsH: The Overseers As-
sociation of the Pacific Mills view with a
great deal of concern the propcsals em-
bodied in H. R. 26562. We are cognizant of the
fact that the greater portion of the woolen
and worsted textile industry in the country is
centered in and about Lawrence and are also
aware of the fact that in labor alone there
are nearly 90,000 textile employees who ob-
tain their livelihood from the textile induc-
try. We feel that it will be utterly impos-
sible for industry to continue to maintain
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the present employment and wage levels if
they are practically devoid of any protection
in the form of an equitable tarifl rate.
There has been an increasing tendency on
the part of various governmental bureaus and
labor organizations to attempt to standardize
and stabilize wages and competitive condi-
tions in- the texitle industry in the United
States. In addition, there has been an ever-
increasing tendency to raise wages until we
have reached a point where our wages are ap-
proximately two and a half times those paid
to British woolen and . worsted employees.
We are firm believers in high-wage levels if
our goods can be manufactured at a price
that will permit fair competition and a just
distribution of production. We know, how-
-ever, from our experience that without suit-
able tariff protection, Greater Lawrence will
.soon be reduced to the level of a forgotten
city. We can see nothing but ruin and disas-
ter to the textile industry just for the sake
of sacrificing those who would give away to
the rest of the world everything that we have
worked hard to build up. We are afraid that
this is just a part of the proposed schedule
and scheme whereby our system of free en-
terprise will be abolished and taken over by

-the Federal Government. The only groups of

persons who will be materially afiected will
be the importers and for the time being the
automotive trades which look forward to a
tremendous volume of export business of
equipment which cannot be made in suf-
ficlent quantities in the foreign countries and
which is sorely needed by them. The exports
of American machinery and heavy equipment
will then be paid for by textiles of foreign
manufacture with the ultimate result that
Massachusefts and New England especially
will cease to exist as economic and industrial
entities.

We urge you to exert your full power and
influence to defeat H. R. 2652,

Yours very truly,

ANDREW HALDANE,
President.
HARRY LAMEERT,
Vice President.
JAMES L. BaTTs,
Tromas R. BEE,
EArLE R. RUTTER,
Directors,
A. N, SILLOWAY,
Secretary.
LAwreNCE, Mass., June 5, 1945,
Sznator Davip I. \WarsH,
Senate Building, Washington, D. C.:
Ninety thousand Massachusetts textile em-
ployees and their employers dread the con-
sequences of H. R. 3240, They look to you
for opposition to this bill.

U. J. Lupien, Public Relations Con-
sultant for Pacific Mills, Lawrence,
and M. T, Stevens, Nozth Andover,
Mass.

PacrFic MnLLs, WorsTED DivisiaN,
Lawrence, Mass., May 7, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. WALSH,
Senator, Senate Office Building,
Washingion, D. C.
Dear SENATOR WaLsII: Under separate cover
we are sending you lithographed coples of
petitions which were signed by the employees
of the Pacific Mills in Lawrence. Attached
herewith you will find a copy of the letter
which was sent to Congressman LANE, to-
gether with the originals of these petitions.
Whereas you need no further information
as to the disastrous effects of H. K. 2652, we
nevertheless wish to reemphasiza that toe
passage of such an act will be detrimental
to the thousands of your constituents here
in Massachusetts. Let us urge you again to
do everything within your power to prevent
such a catastrophe,
With the kindest of personal regards, I re-
main,
Yours very truly,
U. J. LUPEN,
Director, Public Relations.
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PacrFic MILLS,
Boston, April 11, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WaLsH,

' Senate Office Building,

Washington, D. C.

DeAr SenATOR WaLsH: We realize we are
entering a new era and reciprocal trade agree-
ments are designed to help in making a last-
ing peace in the world.

As a woolen and worsted manufacturer
we think we can maintain employment and
make both ends meet if there is no change
in the present tariff schedule. It is our belief
that any further reduction on manufactured
goods would be disastrous to our industry
as well as to our employees.

Those responsible for the reduced tariff
argue that reduced tariff would affect only
the high-priced fabries, and reciprocal trade
agreements were designed to protect us on
medium-priced goods. However, this proved
not to be the case as in the first 5 months
of 1939 under reciprocal trade agreements
imports on worsteds increased 131 percent,
and on woolens 150 percent, and these tre-
mendous increases consisted largely of me=-
dium-priced goods.

The war has shown that our industry must
remain intact for national safety. Most mills
are running 100 percent on military fabrics.
If it were not for our industry our armed
forces could not have been clothed.

England manufactures under about the

same conditions as we do, with the ezception

of labor costs. Average hourly earnings in
the United States are 49 cents and in Great
Britain 19 cents (Tariff Commission report,
May 1936). The same report reveals that
Japan's hourly earnings are 5.4 cents.

Foreign trade is the exchange of labor
values and tariff should protect labor values
in this country.

Therefore, it is imperative for national
safety, for protection of American labor, and
for protection of the worsted and woolen in-
dustry that no further reductions in tarifis
be allowed. We urge you to vole against
the Doughton bill (H. R. 2652) inasmuch as
section 2 of thet bill sllows a further &§0-
percent reduction.

1 expect to be in Washington in the near
future and it is my hope that I may have
an opportunity to discuss this matter with
you further.

Most sincerely,
Rurus F. HaLg,
Assistant Treasurer.
PaciFic MinLs, WORSTED DIVISION,
Lawrence, Mass., April 9, 1945,
Hon, Davip I. WaLsH,
United State Senale,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SENaTOR WALSH: The textile industry
of Lawrence, as well as New England, views
with great apprehension the provisions of
H. R. 2652 which has been introduced by the
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee.
Apparently section 1 of this act would extend
for 8 years more the powers of the President
and the Secretary of State to extend recip-
rocal trade agreements with foreign coun-
tries, Sections 2 and 3 would permit a
further reduction in existing tariff rates of
50 percent,

As you already know, the Trade Agree-
ments Act of 1934 permitted & reduction of
50 percent in the then-existing rates. Hence
if this act were to be passed In its present
proposed form, the result would be that the
new tarifis would be 75 percent less than
they were in 1934,

The average hourly earnings in the woolen
and worsted industry in Great Britain are
approximately 40 percent of the rates paid
in Lawrence and New England. Hence, it
can readily be seen that further reductions
in existing tariffs can only mean the com-
plete ruin of our textile industries upon
which so many thousands of persons in the
New England States depend for a livelihood.
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It is certain that Lawrence and New Eng-
land will not be able to afford to maintain

even its normal employment levels if this °

bill is enacted in its present form.

I would therefore strongly urge you to op-
pose the passage of this bill for the best
interests of your constituents.

Yours very truly,
E. D. WALEN,
Vice President.

BosTON, Mass., June 7, 1945,
Senator Davip I, WALsH,
Senate Office Building:

Appreciate your efforts to defeat section
2, Doughton bill. Hope you will continue
your good work in helping to protect Ameri-
can labor and industry.

Pacrric MinLs,
R. F. HALE,

MimpLESEX WoORSTED SPINNING Co.,
Lowell, Mass., April 11, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WaLsH, L
Uiited States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

DeAr Sir: There is before Congress and the
Senate a bill to extend the State Depart-
ment’s power to reduce tariffs. I feel it my
duty to write you and to ask you to vote
against the passage of this bill, namely,
H. R. 26562, Having been connected with the
textile industry for over 30 years, I am keenly
Interested in the welfare of this industry
and all who are connected with it.

You are, no doubt, aware that all the large
textile centers of the European Continent
have been untouched by bombs, this makes
them potential competitors when this war
is over, You also are familiar with the
lower wages that are pald to those textile
employees in Europe, and the lower standard
of living which they are accustomed to and
which they do not want America to change.
You also must be aware of the fact that
those same countries that are going to be
our most serious competitors at the present
time have no collateral'with which to do
business with, unless they are permitted to
export to America the textiles which they are
now making in large quantities; of the fact
that it is the only industry over there that
is, for the most part, intact.

This may seem a little mite selfish, but
if we do not do something now to protect
this second oldest industry in the world, we
may wake up one day and find that the con-
tinent of Europe has taken it away from us,
and that thousands of our returning soldiers,
sailors, marines, Wacs, and Waves will be
without jobs.

I therefore urge you to do all in your
power to prevent the passage of this bill,

I remain,

Yours truly,
NorMAN CHADWICK,
Superintendent and Manager.
ABBOTT WORSTED Co.,
Graniteville, Mass., April 20, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. WALSH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SIR: Bill H. R. 26562 is now before Con-
gress, to extend the State Department power
to further reduce tarifis under reciprocal
trade agreements.

We wish to register a very strong protest
against this bill, particularly against the
section giving permission to reduce tariffs on
textile products an additional 50 percent.
The United States tariff at the present time is
approximately sixth lowest of some forty-
odd principal countries, including Japan.

The textile industry has made an oute
standing showing in production to supply
yarns and fabrics to the armed forces dur-
ing the present war. If this tariff were to be
reduced to the point allowed under this bill,

‘1t would be impossible for us and other tex-

tile concerns to remain In business, paying
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as we do an average wage of three times and
more as much as‘'is pald by England and
other European countries.

‘Where would the United States have been
without the textile industries in this war?

‘We believe that the bill to permit addi-
tional reductions should be defeated, other=
wise Congress will throw very large numbers
of people out of employment,

Even under today's conditions, woolen tex-
tile materials and made-up clothes are being
imported into this country,

Very truly yours, .
ABpoTT WoRsTED CO.,
Epwarp M. ABBOTT,
Fresident.

Haywarp WooLEn Co.,
East Douglas, Mass., April 20, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. WALSH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: I am writing you this letter In
reference to the bill now before Congress—
H. R. 2662—to extend the State Department's
power to further reduce tariffs, which have
already been very drastically cut.

I am particularly interested because of the
effect it would have on our business. As you
most likely know, a textile worker, for the
first time, is now being paid substantially
more than ever in the history of the textile
business. The minimum wage in our indus-
try today is 55 cents, whereas if this bill is
passed, we will have to compete with the tex-
tile industry of Great Britain where the av-
erage textile wage is only 35 cents an hour,
Our citizens deserve better protection than
this, and it is not fair to have them compete,
with the import of forelgn goods made by
cheap labor.

I know you will do your utmost to see that
the American citizen is protected.

Very truly yours, y
Lo J. MURRAY, Treasurer.

Haywarp Wooren Co.,
East Douglas, Mass., April 20, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. WALSH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: I am writing you this letter in
reference to the bill now before Congress—
H. R. 2662—to extend the State Department’s
power to further reduce tariffs, which have
already been very drastically cut.

I am particularly interested because of the
effect it would have on our business. As you
most likely know, a textile worker for the
first time is now being paid substantially
more than ever in the history of the textile
business, The minimum wage in our indus-
try today is 55 cents, whereas if this bill is
passed, we will have to compete with the
textile industry of Great Britain, where the
average textile wage is only 35 cents an hour.
Our citizens deserve better protection than
this, and it is not fair to have them compete
with the import of foreign goods made by
cheap labor.

I know you will do your utmost to see that
the American citizen is protected.

Very truly yours,
Epwarp P. MoNE,
Assistant Treasurer.

PrrrsFiELD, MAss., April 24, 1945,
Senator Davip 1. WaLsH,
Senate Office Building:

We believe that the responsibility of writ-
ing tariffs should be the responsibility of the
Congress rather than having the responsibil-
ity delegated to any one man. We believe,
if the country desires any particular degree
of free trade, that degree should bz publicly
arrived at rather than to be fixed privately.
From a viewpoint of the worsted industry,
it 1s essential that not only no further
lessening of dutles occur but that the indus-
try be sure that none can occur. At least
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until a new tariff act is passed by the Con-
We, therefore, belleve H. R. 2652
should be defeated.
ELMvALE WoRSTED Co.

THAYER WooLEN Co.,
North Ozjord, Mass., April 19, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. WaLsH,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: We want to register our opposi-
tion to measure H. R. 2652 now in hearing.
This measure is to enlarge the State Depart-
ment's power to further reduce tariffs which
have already been drastically cut, not only
on wool textiles, in which we are vitally
interested, but on other production.

We fail to see how we can compete against
European labor on a practically nonprotec-
tive basis, We are very anxious to give full
time employment to our employees and be
able to take back on a desirable basis the
people from our organization now in the
service.

Competition from low-paid European labor
would be disastrous for us and we would be
very loath to have to compete on that basis.
There is no question but that low tariffs
would lower the living conditions, and as we
pride ourselves on the fact that we have
the best-paid and the best-equipped Army
in the world, we feel that we should also
have the best-paid workers in the world.

We feel that it would be much better to
aid devastated areas in the form of out-
right gifts rather than open markets.

Very truly yours,
WALTER 8. PoMEROY, President,

LAwWRENCE, Mass,, May 12, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WaLsH,
United States Senator,
Washington, D. C.:
Lawrence Central Labor Union represent-
ing 10,000 AFL workers in Lawrence vigor-
ously oppose -extension of reciprocal trade
agreements on grounds that such extension
would result in postwar unemployment for
thousands of textile workers. Urge your sup-
port in defeating extension.
JoEn J. HAvEY, President,
FRANELIN J. MURPHY,
Secretary,
LAWRENCE CENTRAL Lasor UNION,

STEVENS LINEN ASSOCIATES, INC.,
Webster, Mass., May 8, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. WALSH,
Senate Building, Washington, D. C.

Dear SENATOR WALSH: As you know, there
has been considerable agitation and discus-
slon for and against the enactment of the
extension of the Trade Agreements Act be-
fore the House Ways and Means Committee.
Both employers of labor and employees are
considerably disturbed over the possibility
of the enactment of this bill as outlined.
‘We feel sure that you are giving this matter
considerable thought and taking a great deal
of interest In it, as the communities which
you represent are probably more vitally in-
terested as a group than any other section
of the country.

We, being members of the Soft Fiber In-
stitute, will be represented at the hearing
by Mr. Maloney, chairman of the tariff com-
mittee of the Soft Fiber Institute. It is our
impression that he will mention, among other
things, that the accepted union wage in
Great Britain and Ireland for workers in
‘textile industry is #10 weekly against a wage
for like employment in this country of better
than $40 per week, or a difference of 400 per-
cent. Naturally if tariff protection is re-
duced it will be impossible for textiles, and
more especially the linen industry, to com-
pete with this sort of competition.

We have a very substantial investment in
machinery and equipment and have been
one of the main means of employment in
Webster and Dudley for many years. We
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have given a great deal of thought to postwar
planning and it is hoped that, all things
being equal, that we can give employment
after the war to more than 500 additional
people. It is also our intention to purchase
additional machinery and equipment and to
take other steps to increase and maintain a
high rate of employment. Naturally we hesi-
tate to make any plans if there is a possi-
bility of lowering protective tariffs.

Enowing your interest in the problems of
the manufacturers and your desire to see
labor employed, we feel sure that you will
make every eflort to see that their interests
are protected.

Thanking you for giving this matter con-
sideration, and appreciating your coopera-
tion, I am,

Very truly yours,
WiLriam A. CAsH,
Treasurer.

METHUEN, Mass., April 23, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. Warss,
United States Senate,
Washington, D, C.

DEeAr Bmr: We, the undersigned, while sub-
scribing to the prineciple of assisting foreign
nations to get back on their feet, do not
feel that tariffs should be lowered any more,
to do so.

The American way of life, the best in the
world, that our relatives and {riends are
fighting for in foreign lands, should in no
way be endangered by insufficient tariff pro-
tection.

We who derive our living from the textile
industry feel that if tariffs are lowered by
the passage of this measure, it will mean a
great set back to our way of living by un-
fair competition, lowered wages, and unem-
ployment. We, therefore, urge your help
in defeating H. R. 2652.

Sincerely yours,
Tromrs H. HoveHTON.
Eeatrice L. HOUGHTON.
AcNEs G. HOUGHTON.
CHarLES W. HOUGHTON.

UxeringE, Mass., May 31, 1945.
Hon. Davip 1. WALsH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.*
Regarding reciprocal trade agreement we
urge you to support amendment which will
be introduced making quota protection
mandatory in all cases where serious un-
employment and disruption would result
from uncontrolled flood of imports.
WAUCANTUCK MILLS,
J. T. BrapY, General Manager,

UXBRIDGE, Mass., June 14, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WaLsH:
Pleased at your stand regarding reciprocal-
trade treaty.
StaNiey H. WHEELOCK,
BTaNLEY WooLEN Co.,
MepwaAy Mriirs, INc,,
West Medway, Mass., June 1, 1845,
Hon, Davip 1. WaALsH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.
DEAR SENATOR: We are very much opposed
to the new reciprocal trade agreements
amendment to the tariff act, which has been
passed by the House. I hope you will exert
every effort possible to see that thls amend-
ment is not passed by the Senate.
Thanking you kindly for past favors, we
are,
Very truly yours,
R. G. BUCHOLD.

PacgArp Mrurs, INc
- Webster, Mass., April 12, 1945
Hon. Davip I. WaALsH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.
Dear Sewaror: Together with all other
woolen manufacturers, we are worrled about
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the possible passage of a bill before Congress
(H. R. 2652) which would give the State De-
partment power to further reduce tariffs.

In spite of all arguments to the contrary,
two and two still makes four. Every yard of
woolen cloth which is imported into this
country is one less yard for our workers to
make, We cannot compete against the tex-
tile wages of Europe.

You represent a great woolen manufactur-
ing State and we hope you can see your way
not only to vote against this bill but to take
an active part in its defeat.

Very truly yours,
Raura K. HUBBARD,
President.

Davip N. Tarr MANUFACTURING CoO.,
Ozford, Mass., April 12, 1945,
The Honorable Davio I. WaLsH,
United States Senate,
Washington D. C.

Dear Sm: There is before Congress H. R.
2652, a measure to enlarge the State Depart-
ment's power to further reduce tariffs which
have already been drastically cut by State
Department reciprocal treaties, not only on
wool textiles—in which we are interested—
but on other products.

This bill must be defeated, as we cannot
compete against the lower-paid foreign
worker,

We hope you will agree with us that this
bill must be defeated, and that we can count
on your negative vote,

Yours truly,
D.T;

DENVER, CoLo., April 10, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. WaLsH,
United States Senate,
Washington D. C.

Dear BSenNaTorR Warsa: The Reciprocal
Trade Agreements Act of 1034 expires on June
12, 1945. I note considerable activity looking
to an extension of this act.

I fall to understand how a reduction in
tariff rates, which will permit foreign manu-
facturers to undersell us in our own markets, «
fits in the picture with the avowed aim of
the present administration to create 60,000,-
000 postwar jobs in this country—a figure
which they estimate necessary to permit our
economy to function.

I am particularly concerned with the hand-
made glassware industry. It is a recognized
fact that our domestic glass manufacturers
had a very difficuit struggle competing with
imports from foreign countries—even with
the full tariff rates as provided in the Tarift
Act of 1930. This was obviously due fo the
great differences in American wage rates and
the low wages paid in European glass-pro-
ducing countries. That disparity in pay rates
will be still further aggravated after the end
of the present European war,

If the Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act Is
extended at this time, plus an additional re-
duction of 50 percent—just asked for by the
administration—we can look for a wiping out
of the American glassware industry. Pess-
ing of the extension of the act, with the fur-
ther 50-percent reduction, means that the
1930 tariif rates could be reduced as much as
76 percent. And I maintain that no matter
how efficient our domestic glass houses are,
we cannot meet such competition.

It is an open invitation to all foreign glass-
producing countries to help themselvaa to our
national market.

That, indeed, i1s the picture facing the
glassware and ceramic manufacturers of this
country, and in like measure every manufac-
turer with foreilgn competition.

I strongly appeal to you to vote against the
extension of the Reciprocal Trade Agreements
Act of 1934.

Cordially yours,
C. N. ABENHEIMER.
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Comins & Co., INC.,
Rochdale, Mass., April 13, 1945,
Senator Davip I. WaLsH,
Washington, D. C.

DEear SEnaTOR WaLsH: We oppose the pro=
posed reductions in import duties.

We call your attention to the records of the
United States Treasury Department which
show that the woolen industry as a whole
operated at a net loss for a period of 15 peace=-
time years.

We need legislation to help this Industry
rather than to contribute to its destruction.

We urge your opposition to this reduction,

Very truly yours,
Epwarp I. CoMiIns.

ArvincTON MILLs,
Lawrence, Mass., May 7, 1945.
The Honorable Davip I. WaLsH,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Str: In my opinion, this bill should
be defeated because, first, should it go
through as planned, when we get back to
a normal basis after this war is over and the
other countries get producing again, it just
means that the textile mills will not be able
to compete,

This will cause curtailment of operation of
the mills; also, a cut in wages.

Cannot see the justification of increasing
the output from the mills abroad and bring-
ing untold hardships on our local citizens.

I sincerely trust you will do all in your
power to kill this bill, H. R. 2652, when it
comes up.

Sincerely yours,
ERNEST A. JOHNSON.

ArLINGTON MILLS,
Boston, Mass., April 12, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WarsH,
United Siates Senate,
Washington, D. C.

My DEAR SENATOR WALsSH: I thank you for
your letter of April 9 and I appreciate very
much your position with reference to the
proposed changes in the reciprocal trade
agreements. I suppose it will be impossible
to prevent the adoption of some sort of an
extension but certainly there should be no
changes in the rates. I question very much
whether the textile industries of New England
can survive even under the present rates,

Very sincerely yours,
FrankLIN W. HoBes.

BosTtoN, Mass., May 31, 1945,
Hon Davip I. WaLsH,
United States Senate,
Senate Office Building:

If any tariff reductions made on wool or
wool fabrics we think the quota system will
have to be adopted. Otherwise the wool
textile industry with any reduction in tariff
will face extermination.

ArTHUR O, WELLMAN,
President, Nichols & Co., Inc.

NicuoLs 8z CompaNY, INC.,
Boston, Mass., April 16, 1945,
The Honorable Davip I. WALSH,
United States Senate, Senate Office
Building, Washington, D. C. 3
DeAR Sir: Nichols & Co., Inc., is the largest
worsted top manufacturer in this country,
employing a large number of workers as well
as indirectly furnishing employment to many
thousands of others through the various
stages of producing worsted tops and the re-
sujting finished products, woolen and worsted
materials.
Consequently, we are very much opposed to
the bill (H. R. 2652) which is before Congress,
as it would extend to the State Department

the power to further reduce tariffs on wool -

and its manufactured products.
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The State Department is advocating the
reduction of tariff which would result in the
importation of additional quantities of
woolen fabrics .produced abroad under a
cheaper labor structure than our economic
conditions will allow. The average textile
wage in foreign countries favorably affected
by a lowering of tariff would create competi=
tion in this country that could not be met
without undermining the standards of living
of all workers in our industry.

Also, we feel that it is very important that
this bill be opposed in the interests of the
men who are now in the armed services who
hope to return to the textile business for
which they were trained before their work was
interrupted by the war. Their future possi=
bilitles for making a good living should not
be risked.

If this bill is passed, it will seriously affect
all textile workers, and in the New England
States where the textile business is one of the
chief industries, the result would be disas-~
trous. We feel that if the tariff is lowered,
the very existence of the whole wool and
worsted textile industry in this country
would be jeopardized.

We believe that H. R. 2652 should be de-
feated and we hope you will do everything
in your power to help defeat it.

Respectfully yours,
ArTHUR O, WELLMAN,
President,

_——

MayrLowER WorsTED Co.
Kingston, Mass., April 11, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WaLsH,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mr. WaLsH: As president and
manager of the above-named concern, man-
ufacturing fine men's-wear fabrics in the
town of Kingston, Mass,, I have been re-
quested by the employees to write a letter
tu you protesting against any further re-
duction in the tariff on cloth being im-
ported into this country.

The names of the employees attached to
this letter are all trained textile workers who
have always worked in the textile industry,
who have homes and families here, and there
is no other opportunity for employment.
They realize that should the duty be fur-
ther lowered to allow cloth to be imported
from England and other countries where
wages are a great deal less than here that
it would be impossible for the textile mills
to continue to run, and they would be out
of employment.

On their behalf I trust you will give this
your personal and serious consideration.

Very truly yours,
Harorp J, WesTON, President.

LawrencE, Mass., May 28, 1945,
Davip I. WaLsH,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.:

I sincerely believe that the bill which has
just been passed by the House extending
reciprocal trade treaties and authorizing the
President to further reduce present tariffs
constitutes a serious threat to the greater
Lawrence and New England textile indus-
tries, People of this district like those of
every section of the country have cheerfully
made many sacrifices to help win this war and
I do not believe that they are willing or
should they be asked to sacrifice the oppor-
tunity for future employment and prosperity
on the flimsy altar of internationalism and
the idealistic theory that free trade will fur-
ther a lasting peace. Therefore, I urgently re-
quest you to work, fight, and vote against
this vicious legislation when it reaches the
Benate.

Jouw P. 8. MAHONEY, Jr.,
Publisher, Lawrence Sunday Sun.
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WASHINGTON Mirrs ABrASIVE Co,,
North Grajton, Mass., April 20, 1945.
Senator Davip I, WaLsH,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My DEAR SENATOR: One of our volume users
of abrasive refractory grain has contacted us
regarding possible effects of bill (H. R. 2652)
to extend the authority of the President un-
der section 350 of the Tariff Act of 1930.

We are informed by our customer, who is a
manufacturer of vitrified china ware, that
this bill carries a provision to allow further
cuts in tariff rates on bone china and earth-
enware items, inter alia, on which tariffs were
already greatly reduced in 1939. b

Our customer further informs us the wage
rate in his industry is 85 cents per hour in
the United States, against 25 eents in Great
Eritain and 7 cents in Japan,

‘We feel concerned in the matter, as lower=
ing a tariff on our good customers' foreign
competitors’ chinaware products, to a detri-
mental extent in view of the wage rates in
competing countries, will evidently injure our
customers’ business and ours equally. We
are all vitally concerned to maintain high
wage rates for our workers and financial
stability for our companies. We submit to
you that extreme caution be applied before
permitting reduction in a tariff rate such as
in this case. To transfer a foreign country’s
troubles to our own workers in our country-
side, by way of international cooperation, is
a measure which we do not think will com=-
mend iteslf to you. We, indeed, trust that
this and similar measures will have your
definite opposition whenever their effect is
to impinge on our own ability to pay high
wages and maintain our men at work.

Yours very truly,
Howarp D. WILLIAMS,
Treasurer.

‘W. H. Bagsaaw Co.,
y Lowell, Mass., May 31, 1945.
Hon. Davip 1. WaLsH,
United States Senator from Massachusetts,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR: As president of W. H. Bag-
shaw Co.,, a Massachusetts corporation, lo=-
cated in Lowell, Mass., I am writing this letter
to let you know how this company feels with
regard to the so-called foreign-trade-agree-
ments bill recently passed by the House of
Representatives and now pending before the
Benate.

This company is now, and has been for a _
great many years, engaged in the business of
manufacturing textile pins and other equip-
ment for the textile trade. We feel very
strongly that any reduction in the present
tariffs would result in substantial injury to
small business, so-called, in Massachusetts,
and especially to companies engaged in tex-
tile pursuits. Many of these companies have
already felt substantially the results of war
shortages in necessary materials and labor
and have also been adversely affected by
greatly increased corporate taxes.

The opening of this country, and especially
this Commonwealth, at the close of the war
to competing materials and merchandise
manufactured abroad by cheap labor would
have a very serious effect, in our cpinion, and
cause substantial loss to many concerns
which otherwise might at least break even;
in fact, some would have to face the neces-
sity of going out of business entirely or seck-
ing some other part of this country where
labor and other conditions might not be so
oppressive.

I have not the number or exact name of
this proposed bill before me, but I am sure
you will recognize it as a matter of great
importance to this country at large, as well as
to the Commonwealth of Massachusetts,
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We hope that you will find-it possible to
oppcse the proposed bill and the tariff re-
ductions called for.

Yours respectfully,
JoHN E. EATON,
J President.

P. 5—I am sending a similar letter to our
cother Senator from Massachusetts.

Jorn T. Lopce & Co.,
Watertown, Mass., April 9, 19435,
Hon. Davio I, WaLssH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.
Dear Sm: I wish to register with you my
.disapproval of bill, H. R. 2652.

The textile business, in my opinion, needs
more rather than less protection even as of
today.

The wool and worsted manufacturing in-
dustry ranks about seventh in the number of
workers employed and about fourteenth in
the dollar value of its products. From these
figures you can readily know the percentage
of labor cost to the value of the finished
product.

As I understand it, the average wool or
worsted textlle worker abroad averages about
356 cents per hour and in this country com-
parable work commands an average of 80
cents per hour.

I believe you will agree that the woolen and
worsted industry has done a remarkably effi-
cient job of producing fabrics for the various
branches of our armed forces, and in addition
have taken gocd care of the civilian trade.

If we are fo have full employment in this
country, which to the writer's mind is the
first and principal Nation in which we all
should have an interest, them how are we
going to maintain high hourly wage rates with
full-time employment for the 60,000,000 about
whom we read and hear so much and face the
ruinous competition of low-priced foreign
merchandise.

As you well know, Massachusetts is one of
the largest producers of woolen and worsted
fabrics in this country, and Boston is the
principal wool city in the Nation.

I trust you will do all possible toward the
defeat of this bill, H. R. 2652,

Very truly yours,
James T. DUGAN.

MerrIMAC HaT Corp.,
Amesbury, Mass., April 16, 1945.
Senator Davio I, WaLsH,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

DEar SeNaATOR WarsH: We know you are
very much interested in any legislation which
might materially act to the detriment of Mas-
sachusetts industries.

In the Tariff Act of 1922 Congress placed
what is known as the flexible tariff provision,
permitting the Tariff Commission to recom-
mend to the President, after prescribed in-
vestigation, the adjustment of an existing
tariff rate up or down 50 percent. This pro-
vision was reenacted in the Tariff Act of
1930 as section 336 and is still in the law.

In 1834 Congress passed what is known as
the Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act, sus-
pending section 336 of the Tarifl Act of 1930
as to all rates the subject of agreements en-
tered into under the act of 1934. The Re-
ciprocal Trade Agreements Act permits the
President through negotiation by the State
Department with a foreign country to enter
an agreement reducing tariff rates without
investigation or limitation other than the
50 percent in any agreement with a foreign
power. When promulgated, these rates be-
come effective to all countries of the world
regardless of whether we have an agreement
with tk2m or not, unless, under the terms of
the act, the President finds that a given
country is unduly discriminating against our
commerce, in which event he may except
from the operation of the generalization
clause that country. In all of the agree-
ments entered into but one country—Ger-
many—has been so excepted. -

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

Under the operation of this statute, over
1,200 rates have been reduced, the maljority
of which were reduced 50 percent. A recent
study by a well-known economist shows the
Tariffi Act of 1930, by reason of these reduc-
tions, to be on a level with the Free Trade
‘Tariff Act of 1913. Only the war has pre-
vented a demonstration of the great influx
of foreign merchandise that these reductions
will bring forth. When the war is over, sec~
tions of reconquered territory such as north-
ern Italy and most of France will be in a
position to immediately start production and
shipment of competitive merchandise to the
United States. This is particularly true of
our own industry, wool felt hat bodies. While
there has been no reduction in our rate
under the reciprocal trade agreement policy,
it Is obvious that Italy will require our credit
and will seek to place in this market as many
wool felt hat bodies as possible, There will
also be an incentive on her part through the
reciprocal trade policy to secure a lower rate
of duty.

Before the war, because of the effect on this
industry of foreign competition, it was nee-
essary to have Congress enact remedial legis-
lation, giving us our present protection. We
feel very strongly that we cannot, on an eco-
nomic basis, compete with the pauper labor
that we will face immediately after this war,

Since this remedial legislation, Congress
has enacted the wage and hour law. Its ad-
ministration has increased our wages and re-
duced the hours in a week, thus materially
adding to the cost of production of our
preduct in this country.

For the reasons which we have stated on
previous renewals of the Reciprocal Trade
Agreements Act and for the reason that we
feel that this act bestows upon the execu-
tive branch of the Government arbitrary
power to adjust tariff rates which were spe-
cifically reserved to Congress by the Consti-
tution of the United States, this act should
not be renewed as is proposed by H. R. 2652.

We are further opposed to the renewal un-
der H. R. 2652 for the reason that it is a
further grant of power to the Executive to re-
duce by an additional 50 percent any exist-
ing rate on January 1, 1845. The net result
of such an enactment would be that a rate
of 50 percent in the Tariff Act of 1930, if re-
duced 50 percent (to 25 percent) before Jan-
uary 1, 1945, could again be reduced 50 per-
cent (to 12)% percent). As stated above, all
of this would be without recourse to Con-
gress, without considering the economic fac-
tors and without a legislative yardstick.

The renewal of the Reciprocal Trade Agree-
ments Act by the enactment of H. R. 2652,
we feel, would be most unfortunate.

Very truly yours,
E. T. BROWN,
Ezecutive Vice President.

HuUNTINGTON, Mass., May 31, 1945,
Senator Davip I. WaALsH,
United States Senate Building:

Very much trust you may see your way
clear to oppose any bill which will permit
altering present tariff on wool and woolens
downward. Any such drastic act may seri-
ously affect best interests of woolen textile
industries as a whole and particularly in
Massachusetts, Both the general public and
textile labor particularly are bound to be
seriously affected.

Don V. MesseR,
President, Huntington Texztile Co., Inc.

NATIONAL ASSOCIATION oF WOOLEN
AND WoORSTED OVERSEERS,
Holyoke, Mass., June 3, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WaLsH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sewator Warswk: The National As-
sociation of Woolen and Worsted Overseers
representing at least 500 overseers in Massa-
chusetts alone, wish to express their opposi-
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tion agaimst H. R. 3240, We feel cerfain that
the illustrious record you have achieved in
looking after the intzrest of the people of our
State, will cause you to look with disfavor
upen any measure that would tend to lower
the standards of the textile workers of this
Commonwealth.

May we have the pleasure of hearing from
you.

Very truly yours,
JoserH D. SCANLON,
Chairman.

TaLEoT MILLs, INC.,
North_Billerica, Mass., April 18, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WaLsH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SENATOR WALsH: H. R. 2652, providing
for the extension of reciprocal trade treatles
and authorizing the President to reduce
tarifis by 50 percent or to 25 percent of the
original rates, will be fatal to the wool manu-
facturing industry.

It is inconceivable that competition with
British labor, averaging 35 cents per hour, is
at all possible.

I appreciate that the reciprocal treaties are
part of the general peace program, but there
will be no domestic tranquillity if the workers
of the seventh largest employing industry in
the United States are on the street.

Where would our armed forces now be if
we had not had a healthy textile industry
and had been obliged to rely on our allies to
clothe them? From an unbiased standpoint,
I believe that the textile industry is vital to
the best interest of the Unlted States in both
war and peace.

The reciprocal treaties are no doubt in=-
volved in the plan to receive repayment on
our foreign debts in kind, the only way they
can be repaid in any substantial amount,
‘This plan is only sound as far as‘the imports
are of raw materials or manufactured prod-
ucts not found nor produced in the United
States. If the repayment of the principal of
these debts invelves displacement of manu-
facturing operations in the United States, it
would be far better to forego the repayment
of the principal and demand only interest
payments, which in itself will undoubtedly
present sufficient of a problem.

I sincerely believe that H. R. 2652 ehould
be defeated and I hope that you can cons
scientiously assist to that end.

Yours very truly,
THOMAS T. CLARK,
Treasurer.

WooLEN AND WORSTED

DistrICT COUNCIL,
DEPARTMENT OF WOOLEN
AND WORSTED WORKERS,
Lawrence, Mass., May 2, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. WALsH,
Senate Office Building,

Washington, D. C.

Dearn SENATOR WarsH: At the regular
meeting of the Greater Lawrence Textile
Council, UTWA-AFL, representing 15,000
textile workers in Lawrence and Lowell,
Mass., this communication was unanimously

- endorsed by the large number of delegates in

attendance. The delegates representing the
textile workers of our community strongly
urge you, as their Senator, to exert your
power to the end that the extension of the
reciprocal trade agreement as it applies to
textiles is defeated.

Senator WaLsH, it has taken the workers
in the textile industry a long, long time to
achieve the gains they have made through

* collective bargaining in the past few years.

These gains, we are confident, would indeed
bz jeopardized if the protection normally
exercised through the protective tariff placed
upon textile imports is now ellminated. We
cannot too strongly place the case of the
textile workers of our community before you
and the danger confronting our workers in
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their efforts to achieve a real standard of
living. We feel we owe this protection to
the thousands who have labored through long
tedious hours to the end that our fighting
forces may be the best clothed army that
the world has ever known and to the thou-
sands of boys and girls from our industry
who are on the fighting fronts of the entire
globe. -

Thanking you for any cooperation you may
give in this matter, I am,

‘Sincerely yours,

GeorGe F. DrIsCOLL,
Recording Secretary, Greater
Lawrence Textile Council, UTWA-AFL,

LAwRENCE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE,
) Lawrence, Mass., April 18, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. WaLsH,

Senate Office Building,

Washington, D. C.
DeEAR  SENATOR WaALsH: The Lawrence

Chamber of Commerce requests your earnest
consideration to H. R. 2652 and to the pos-

sible great threat to the woolen industry of

greater Lawrence should the tariff rates and
duties on foreign manufactured woolens be
further reduced to a 25 percent tariff made
possible by the enactment of 2652,

In the Lawrence area, approximately 20,000
workers are employed in the woolen industry
and its accessory manufactures. The policy
of our Government is to protect our high
standard of living from the lower lving con-

ditions prevailing in foreign countries and

their cheaper labor.

A possible lowered tariff authorized by the
administration is not in harmony with the
Government policy of sustaining high em-
ployment at good wages,

. The practical action which should be en-
couraged by our en is to protect
our industries and our labor from the foreign
competition of cheaper labor costs.
Respectiully yours,
JoHN J. O'ROURKE,
Secretary.

Strowe, HEwaT & Co., INc.,
North Adams, Mass., April 17, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WaALsH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

DeAr SENaTOR: We understand that hear-

ings will start shortly on H. R. 2652 involving
reciprocal trade agreements, which bill, if
passed, will undoubtedly strike a death blow
to many members of the woolen and worsted
Industries in this country. We, as manufac-
turers of fine woolen fabries, strongly urge
that you vote against its passage,

This bill not only extends the present re-
ciprocal trade agreements, but provides for a
50-percent reduction in tariff rates. We be-
lieve that domestic industries must have the
necessary tariff protection if we are to main-
tain the American standard of living and
provide the jobs so essential in the rehabilita-
tion program being outlined for our return-
ing servicemen. Without tariff protection,
our company could not possibly compete with
British mills, whose wage scales before the
war, were three times less than ours.

May we ask that you give this matter your
serious consideration and do all within your
power to assure the defeat of H. R. 2652,

Yours very truly,
Dovucras HEWAT,
Vice President.

Munro, Kincaip, EpGEHILL, INC.,
Boston, April 16, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WarsH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear. SENATOR: As you well know, anyone
connected with the manufacture of wool has
always been favorable to a protective tarlff
on wool.

XCI1——389
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' If the wages paid by textile manufacturers
are to be maintained, cloth must bring a
higher price than would obtain on cloth im-
ported from foreign countries where labor is
s0 much below .the American standard.

. I understand that there is before Congress
now a bill, H. R. 2652, regarding a further
reduction in tariffis. I hope that you will
have the textile Industry in mind when this
bill is voted on, and that you will not be in
favor of it.

Respectfully,
F. L. EENNEDY.

EmEerY & ConanT Co., INC.,
Boston, Mass., April 13, 1945,
Hon. DaviD 1. WALSH,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

‘- DEAR SENATOR WALSH: While we are not
directly concerned with the lowering and
altering of the tariff in regard to woolen and
worsted goods, we are definitely very much
concerned in the effect any change in the
present tariff might have on manufacturers
of wool, Also, we are interested if the duty
on wool is to be reduced.

We understand the Ways and Means Com~
mittee of the House starts hearings on the
Doughton bill (H. R. 2652) on Monday, April
16, and the matter of reciprocal trade agree-
ments is therefore a matter of current busi-
ness.

The writer is satisfied that the reciprocal
trade agreements, so-called, are not in actual
practice “reciprocal” trade agreements, but
have to date worked out to be lowering of
the tariffs. Some manufacturing goods and
commodities may be able to stand less pro-
tection than at present, but from our close
contact with the woolen manufacturing in-
dustry (who are our customers), We belleve
that present rates (which have already been
lowered under present reciprocal trade trea-

ties) are not adequate to protect the woolen’

and worsted manufacturing industries at
present. You must also have in mind that
these present rates have not been tested, due
to the Becond World War,

We therefore urgently request that you
see to It that the present rates are not low-
ered in the manufacturing of wool, for the
industry cannot stand it.

Yours respectiully,
RarpH W. CoNANT,
President.

CHARLTON WooLEn Co.,
Charlton City, Mass., April 16, 1945,
Hon. Davip I, WarsH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: Hearings will start shortly on
H. R. 2652, a bill to extend the State Depart-
ment's power to reduce tariff rates. The tex-
tile industry is very much disturbed by this
bill and believes it should be defeated.

Under the present Reciprocal Trade Agree-
ment Act, tariff rates on woolen goods have
been substantially reduced. An increase in
imports of woolen goods under the new rates
began immediately, but was soon stopped by
the war or the preparation for war by the
exporting countries. We contend that no
further reductions should be made until we
have had a chance to determine the effect
of the present rates under peacetime condi-
tlons. We belleve that imports under the
present rates will show a large increase and
that any further reduction of tariff would
be disastrous.

It has been said by the supporters of the
bill that any loss of business by a particular
industry would be more than offset by the
increase in business by other types of in-
dustry, due to increased export. This is
small consolation to the mill operators who
face the loss of their investment, and to the
workers who face the loss of thelr jobs.
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Moreover, the textile industry is such a large
industry that a substantial reduction in em-
ployment in this industry would throw more
people out of work than could be absorbed
by the rest of the country.

A strong woolen textile industry is essen-
tial to the country from a defense standpoint.
This is now being demonstrated by the fact
that the tremendous demands of war are
being met with a minimum of Government
financial assistance. -A strong woolen textile
industry is also needed to consume our do-
mestic wool and to avoid the necessity of
an expensive subsidy to the wool grower.

Most of the arguments for the protection
of the textile industry apply with equal force
to other industries, We cannot maintain our
high wages and high standards of living and
compete with low pay and low standards of
living in foreign countries. Until the stand-
ards of the rest of the world are raised to
our level, we will need adequate tariff pro-
tection. Let us give the present reduced
rates a falr trial under peacetime conditions
before we reduce them again.

Yours truly,
Roges M. GRIMWADE,
Treasurer,

WusgaNuT WoRsTED CoORP.,
New York City, May 1, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WaLsmH,
Senate Office Building,
Washingion, D. C.

DeAr Sir: I am opposed to any reduction
in tariff on wool goods because—

1. It is no time to try to adjust tariffs
when the world is so upset that there is no
accurate way to determine what either for-
eign or domestic wages will be after this war,
Without this information, there is no basis
for. comparative costs.

2. I do not believe that the State Depart-
ment is now, or ever has been, equipped to

ble the 1 ry data upon which to
base a sound tariff policy.
. 3, The splendid job done by the woolen
industry during this war was possible only
because of the pollcy of protection in for-
mer years, which permitted this great indus-
try to become strong enough to meet these
unusual wartime demands.

4, I do not know of any other country
which buys from us in normal times that
which it already has in abundance. Cer-
tainly this eountry in normal times has more
than it ean consume of all kinds and varle-
ties of wool textiles.

5. We are blessed with a good quality of
labor, which is entitled to steady employ-
ment and good wages. This can be assured
only under adequate protection. After this
war is over, some of the distressed countries
will be so eager for export business that their
already cheap labor, subsidized by the state,
will make competition that no American mill
can stand up against.

Very truly yours,
Howarp R. MERRILL,
Vice President.

Donarpson & Duorie, INC.,
New York, N, Y., April 17, 1945,
Hon, Davip I. WaLsH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.
Sm: As representatives of several textile
mills, we are writing to respectfully request
you to cast your vote against H. R. 2652.
The further reduction of tariff on fabrics
would, we are convinced, place countless do-
mestic mills in an impossible competitive
position. This, in turn, would adversely
affect other segments of our national econ-
omy, such as the chemical and dyestuff pro-
ducers and the raw wool growers, The ulti=
mate result could not help but greatly in-
crease postwar unemployment.
We sincerely believe manufacturers of
materials vital to national defense, which the
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textile and allied industries have proved to
be, should not be jeopardized,

The above considered opinion is based not
alone on our experience in representing do-
mestic manufacturers but also through pre=
vious connections in the importing trade.

Therefore, we again ask you to use your
Influence to defeat H, R. 2562.

Respectiully yours,
D. C. DurIE,

AmErICAN WooLEn Co.,
Lawrence, Mass., April 24, 1945, .~
Hon. Davip I. WALSH,
United States Senaie,
Washington, D. C.

DEeAr Davip I, WaLsH: The writer is very
much concerned about the bill H. R, 2652 and
to the possible threat to the woolen and
worsted industries of Lawrenee and vicinity
and I trust that you will give it the most
serious consideration to protect the interests
of this community.

In the Lawrence area there are over 25,000
employees in the worsted industries and a
further reduction in tariff would most cer-
tainly penalize the necessary after-the-war
prosperity of our industries and people., I
cannot see how a lower tariff, which will
slow our industries down, can in any way
be consistent with the high wages and high
standard of living that is so much promised
after the war.

Your favorable consideration I know, will
be very much appreciated by the entire com-
munity.

Very truly yours,
E. J. ScHULZE,
Resident Manager.

; New Yorx, N. Y., May 22, 1945.
Hon, HAroLD ENUTSON,
Member of Congress, House Office
Building, Washington, D. C.:
As general president of 450,000 members of
the Textile Workers Union of Ameriea, CIO,
I wish to make my position clear in regard
to my testimony before the Ways and Means
Committee. The majority report failed to
refer to my position in favor of a mandatory
quota control. I wish to repeat emphatically
the position that I took, which is that we
firmly believe that the American textile in-

- dustry, because of its importance to our own

and world economy and for various histori-
cal reasons cannot be subjected to indis-
criminate international competition. It is
our opinion furthermore that the potentially
ruinous effect of indiscriminate foreign com-
petition should be barred by quota restric-
tion similar to the quota prineciple which has
been invoked in tariff negotiations with Mex-
ico. Mandatory quota controls, we believe,
are Imperative and just, and the bill should
be amended to provide such mandatory
quota controls.
EmIL RIEVE,
General President, Textile
Workers Union of America.

TEXTILE WORKERS UNION OF AMERICA,
New York, N. Y., May 17, 1945.
To All Manufacturers Under Contract With
the Textile Workers Union of America,
cio
Dzar 8ms: On Thursday, May 10, as spokes=
man for the Textile Workers Union of Amer-
lca, CIO, I testified before the House Ways
and Means Committee in favor of extension
of the Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act.,
Although the testimony was made avail-
able it is probable that the full import of

the Union's pesition was not conveyed to a
very large audience.

" Believing that it is Important that textile
manufacturers, especially those working un-
der acreements with our union, understand
fully the union’s position on the extension
of the Reciprocal Trade-Agreéements Act, I
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am enclosing a complete copy of my testi-
mony. .
_ By way of explanation, may I point out
eeveral salient angles of the testimony?

First, the legislation now being considered
by the Congress is merely enabling legislation
and does not in any way set up specific tariff
rates for specific products.

Second, we propose the establishment
of a National Foreign Trade Policy Commis-
sion to consider and set up appropriate and
specific guides and principles for the conduct
of negotiations under the Reciprocal Trade
Agreements Act, and we set forth suggested
criteria for the consideration of the Commis=
slon and the negotiators.

Again, we firmly believe that the American
textile industry, because of its importance
to our own and world economy, and for vari-
ous valid historical reasons, cannot be sub-
jected to indiscriminate international com-
petition.

It is our opinion, furthermore, that the
potentially ruinous effect of indiscriminate
foreign competition should be barred by
quota restriction similar to the quota prin-
ciple which has been invoked in tariff nego-
tiations with Mexico. Mandatory quota con-
trols, we believe, are imperative and just.

I hope you will read the enclosed testi-
mony carefully and I shall be glad to have
your comment.

Very truly yours,
EmiL RIEVE,
General President,

BosToN, Mass., April 18, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WALSH,
The Senate, Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: As an employee of the largest
worsted top manufacturer in this country,
I feel that H. R. 2652, a bill giving the State
Department power to reduce the tariff on wool
textiles, must be defeated.

The passage of this bill would seriously
affect thousands of textile workers, particu-
larly in New England, where it is one of our
main industries,

This bill not only extends the reciprocal
trade agreements amendment, but provides
that reductions as much as 50 percent may
be made, not only in the 1930 rates but also
in the rates which have been reduced by
agreements existing on January 1, 1945.

If this bill is allowed to pass, thousands of
textile workers will be out of jobs. Our boys
now overseas expecting to return to their
old jobs that have been held open for them,
will find the mills closed and they will have
to start anew. We cannot compete with
mills in England, where textile workers are
only paid 35 cents an hour.

Please do all in your power to see that
this bill is defeated.

Yours very truly,
2 ‘M. ALicE McGINNIS,

BROOKLINE, Mass,

WALTHAM, Mass., June 14, 1945,
United States Senator Davip I. WaLsH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

As usual you have proven that you are an
outstanding American. Your vote in the
Senate Finance Committee against authority
to further reduce existing tarif an addi-
tional 50 percent proves you are interested
in the American worker and his job oppor-
tunities. The employees of a century-old
Massachusetts firm, the Waltham Watch Co.,
are indeed indebted to you for your coura-
geous stand in their behalf to protect their
jobs against unfair foreign competition,
Your vote is in accord with your many previ=-
ous votes in favor of the Walsh-Healy Act,
the Wagner Act, soclal security, and the many
other pieces of social legislation that you
have always voted for during your tenure of
office. Reducing tariffs further would de-
stroy the benefits of all the aforementioned
legislation fo the American workingman.
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New England industry and American indus-
try and its workers truly have a champion
in you. Trust your co-Senator, LEVERETT SAL=-
TONSTALL, follows the wisdom of your years
of experience.
AMERICAN WATCH WorkERs UnIoN, No. 6,
WALTER W. CENERAZZO, '
National President.

WartTHAM WaTCH Co,,
Waltham, June 1, 1945,
The Honorable Davip I, WaLsH,
United States Senator,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D, C.

Dear SeENATOR: The Waltham Watch Co.,
located in your State, is one of four jeweled
watch manufacturers in the United States.
It has been entirely on production for the
military since 1942. It has made its usual
complement of timepieces for the Govern-
ment and in addition thereto other timing
mechanisms, fuzes, etc.

We know you, as one of our State Senators,
are interested in seeing this old industry of
ours, in its ninety-fifth year, continue to give
employment to skilled mechanics and be in a
position to supply critical timepieces should
we or our allies again have to go through
another war.

Attached i1s a copy of the brief of the
American watch manufacturing industry in
cpposition to the passage of the reciprocal
tariff bill in its present form. We believe it
will aid you in arriving at a formed opinion
on the position of the industry.

Despite the fact that foreign producers
already had the major share of the domestic
market, wateh tarifis were reduced in 1936
under the Swiss trade agreement by an aver-
age of 34 percent. As a consequence the
Swiss, by 1941, were able to capture 60 per-
cent of the domestic market for jeweled
watches. Since June 1942 they have enjoyed
the whole market inasmuch as the entire
domestic industry has been engaged exclu=
sively in the production of timing devices for
the war effort. The War and Navy Depart-
ments have made public recognition of our
contribution to the winning of the war and
our only regret is that our industry, due to
inadequate tariff protection, did not have
greater facilities for handling the very heavy
demands placed upon it. ¢

If the domestic watch manufacturing in-
dustry 1s to survive; if it is to be able to keep
its skilled workers employed at decent wages
in the postwar period; if it is to be available
as a vital cog in our national defense should
the need again arise—it must have adequate
tariff. protection. From 70 to 90 percent of
the cost of watch movements is represented
in the wages paid to labor, and we obviously
cannot continue to employ them and at
American wage levels if we are forced to
compete on virtually a free-trade basis with
the cheap labor of other countries,

With the future of the American watch
manufacturing industry already jeopardized
by drastically reduced tariff rates, a further
reduction of 50 percent might well prove dis-
astrous. We, therefore, strongly urge the
elimination of this feature of the pending
bill or some definite legislation to protect
this vital industry. Moreover, in view of the
present unsettled conditions, we feel it in-
advisable to extend the present act for as
long as 3 years.

Very truly yours,
I. E. BoUCHER, .
2l Vice President and Manager.

HoUsSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. C., June 5, 1945,
Hon. Davio . WaisH, 5
United Statles Senate.
Washington, D. C.

My Dear SENATCR: Enclosed herewith ycu
will find an article which I had inserted in
the October 6, 1944, CONGRESSIONAL RucCRD
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in reference to dumping Swiss watches and
movements in our American markets.

Any further reduction of tariff rates will
create additional hardships In this as well as
other industries in Massachusetts, and I hope
you will have this in mind when the Senate
takes action on this reciprocal trade agree-

ments legislation now pending in the Senate,

Very truly yours,
PrER G. HOLMES.

BosToN, MAss., April 21, 1945,
United States Senator Davip I. WALSH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

Can we count on your support to preserve
American jewel-watch industry? We are pre-
paring petitions with over 150,000 names to
present to the House Ways and Means Com-
mittee protesting House bill 2652, which
would reduce import duties an additional 50
percent. Our postwar markets have already
been raided by excessive Swiss imports. As
the United States Senator from our State,
we would like your signature on this petition.
May we have it?

WarLter W. CENERAZZO,
National President,
American Watch Workers Union, No. 6.

MintoN BrapLey Co.,
Springfield, Mass., March 13, 1945,
The Honorable Davip I. WaLsH, ?
The United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sir: The Milton Bradley Co. manu-
factures games and toys. In prewar days our
products were sold in competition with those
of forelgn producers. The postwar period
will no doubt bring a return of such com-
petition.

We are concerned about the reported de-
sire of the administration to take tarif mak-
ing out of the hands of Congress. In the
past we have looked to our representatives
when foreign competition seriously threat-
ened our continued existence. We fear that
similar appeals to the executive branch would
not recelve the same attention that we have
received from you, our representative.

Is it true that such a change is contem-
plated? What is your attitude in this mat-
ter?

It is rumored that the administration will
ask power to reduce duties more than the
E0 percent now allowed. We are concerned
about this as our company, and our industry
as a whole, cannot survive without adequate
tariff protection. Do you agree that wage
trends are upward and seem destined to be
even higher in the postwar period?

If our protection is bartered away through
trade agreements, American manufacturers
will be denied thelr right to judicial review.
In what way could you act in cur behalf
under such circumstances?

We fear that we eannot participate In the
proposed full-employment program if foreign
producers are encouraged to invade our mar-
kets. Our continued prosperity requires ade-
quate tariff protection.

What can you do about that in our in-
terest?

We would be pleased to have your com-
ment on this matter which is of such vital
concern to us.

Very truly yours,
James J. SHEA, President,

PrrrseurcH PLATE Guass Co.,
Pittsburgh, Pa., April 18, 1945.
Senator Davip I, WaLsH,
The United States Senate,
¥ Washington, D. C.

Drear Sir: 1 wish to protest against the bill
of Congressman DovucHTON, H. R. 2652, to
permit the President to further reduce tariff
duties. I understand such proposal would
give the President power to reduce by 50 per-
cent any tariff duty in effect on January 1,
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1945, which would mean 5 percent from the
1930 schedule.

I am sure that it 1s proper to extend the
emergency powers by 1 year, but not to give
power to reduce further., Our great need
today is for some form of stabilization. This
new tariff proposal means further uncer-
tainty and, I fear, a renewal of the con-
tinuous attacks which have been made upon
our tariff schedules since the rates of duty
therein were originally established by the
Congress in the Tariff Act of 1830.

Since the passage of the Tariff Act of 1930
we have had two downward changes in our
rates of duty—the first, a reduction of 25
percent by the President under the flexible
tariff provisions, and on top of that another
reduction of 30 percent of the trade agree-
ment with Czechoslovakia. I believe that Is
enough tariff tinkering until surveys ean be
made based on known facts.

Since the last reduction in duties our costs
of production have greatly increased. What
the costs of production may be in Belgium
or Cgzechoslovakia is, of course, unknown,
What the form of government may be,
whether the glass plants will be privately
operated, and whether the product of such
plants will be consumed Iimmediately in
European reconestruction or exported ‘to the
United States to obtain dollar exchange, are
also all unknown factors. This means, of
course, that no basis whatever exists for
determining any reasonahble tariff duties af-
fecting our products.

The domestic plants are equipped to sup-
ply all of the American needs of flat glass,
They haye not increased prices since 1938,
despite increased costs. They employ many
thousands of highly skilled workmen, re-
ceiving high wages, The plants are im-
portant economic units in the towns and
cities where located. On behalf of all of our
workmen, I ask that you actively oppose this
additional grant of tariff power.

In view of President Roosevelt's untimely
death, with changes in personnel un-
doubtedly to follow, I believe that provisions
of the bill which would reduce the tariff
further should be killed at once, and ask
you for your opinion.

Yours very truly,
W. R. HarPER, Manager.

GUNDERSEN Grass Worxks, Inc.,
New Bedford, Mass., April 4, 1945,
Senator Davio I. WaLsH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Desr SeEwaror: We are amazed and dis-
mayed to learn of the bill introduced by Rep-
resentative DoucnHTOoN .0of North Carolina
(House bill 2652) which provides for exten-
sion of Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act for
a period of 3 years from June 12, 1945, and
authorizes tariff reduction of 50 percent be-
low January 1, 1945, level. This means that
countries such as Czechoslovalkia, which has
received @ 650-percent reduction from the
60-percent tariff provided by the Tariff Act
of 1930 will receive another G0-percent re-
duction, which will bring their tariff rate
down to 15 percent.

This act would be ruinous to all glass con-
cerns in the United States, as they would find
it absolutely impossible paying American
wages to compete with countries paying 20
to 22 cents per hour, where they work under
sweatshop conditions and have a very low
standard of living.

We have been told time and again that we
must have 60,000,000 jobs after the war. How
are we to create these 60,000,000 jobs if we
open wide our doors to a flood of foreign-
made goods, and how are we to keep our
promises to our 11,000,000 boys that they
shall have. their jobs when they come back
from fighting and sacrificing to maintain our
American way of life, if we do not protect
their jobs against foreign countries’ starva-
tion wages and low living standards?
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What a disappointment to our brave boys
to come home, after all their suffering, to
find no jobs, nor any opening for them, but
to learn that we bhave handed this
bill our work to the European and South
American countries.

We earnestly urge you to do all you can to
defeat this Doughton bill and help to pre-
serve this high art of glass making for our
American workers by raising the tariff on
hand-made glassware instead of lowering it.

Yours very truly,
E. M. GUNDERSEN,
General Manager.
Bosrton, Mass., May 18, 1945,
Senator Davip I. WALSH,
United States Senate:

You are requested to oppose the provision
in H. R. 2652 which authorizes the President
to make additional reductions of 50 percent
in the tariff rates on commodities specified
in future reciprocal trade treaties. 'The
President, following cost studies by Tarifl
Commission in 1932, reduced tariff rates on
window glass and tariff rates on plate glass
were also reduced in the Belgian Reciprocal
Trade Treaty. Any further reduction in rates
on either commodity will be disastrous to
continued employment of American glass
wotkers, _
‘WALLACE R. HARPER.
HingaAM, Mass,

GREENFIELD, Mass., May 25, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. WALSH,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.:

We wish to register our protest and request
that you either vote against the proposed 50-
percent decrease in import duties contem-
plated in House bill 2652 and the proposed
time extension of a full 3 years, since any
shorter yet reasonable period would be more
desirable, or introduce or support an amend-
ment to have firearms and ammunition re-
ciprocally excluded from the application of
the proposed trade-extemsion agreement.

JUrRer BRos.

+BreeLow & Dowse Co.,
Boston, Mass., May 25, 1945.
Benator Davip I. WaisH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

DEear SeNATOR: The United States has come
to the rescue of civilization twice in the past
30 years, and the only reason we have been
strong enough to do so is our policy of pro-
tecting home economy through tariff regu-
lations. Tariff based on common sense, has
enabled industry to maintain the highest
standards of living, erect the finest manufac-
turing facilities, produce the best products
and create the most inventions of any nation
on earth, i

The arms and ammunition industries, vital

" in the time of war, should receive all the

protection we can give them so that they may
continue a healthy existence and expansion.
The normal home market is none foo large
to support this industry, therefore a reduc-
tion in tariff rates enabling cheaply made,
dangerous to use, foreign firearms and am-
munition competition is ridiculous.

We have all worked hard to obtain fair-
trade laws to protect our home markets from
cut-throat competition within; why then,
encourage a worse condition by reducing the
tariff on items which need the entire home
consumption in order to function in the
American way?

We have just had VE-day—we hope and
pray for VJ-day. When this happens, we
shall need a strong home economy to take
care of the jobs that will be needed by the
boys and girls discharged from the armed
services.

Unless we stop undermining the very foun-
dation of our economy by foolishly reducing
tariffs and engineering trade agreements that
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will wreck home Industry, there will be no
decent jobs for anyone.

It is time America began thinking about
Americans! Let us help ether nations in
every way we can to acquire a better standard
of living, without ruining our own country.

If we are ever going to reduce the national
debt, now over two hundred billion dollars,
we had better change our thinking about re-
ducing tariffs that so adversely affect home
interests.

Respectfully yours,
R. F. GRANT,
C. E. WaLker & Co.
Holyoke, Mass., June 9, 1945,
The Honorable Davip I, WALSH.,
Senator from Massachusetts,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sik: When the proposed new tariff
bill, H. R. 3240, comes before the Senate, we
ask you to oppose it for the best interests
of our country.

With regard to the sporting arms and
ammunition industry in particular we espe-
cially oppose it. While we earnestly hope
for a lasting peace we do believe, should
an emergency arise, there should be trained
men in our arms and ammunition plants
s0 that the industry can be expanded with
the least possible delay. The record of this
industry in this present emergency speaks
for itself and we believe that anything that
can be done to keep thiese manufacturers in
their present state or to increase their busi-
ness slightly without increasing the prices
of arms and ammunition will be for the best
interests of the country as a whole.

In the gun industry where the largest per-
centage of the cost s labor, it is apparent
that wage and living standards are an im-
portant factor of the cost. For some time it
is obvious that food, clothing, and shelter
will be far more important in Europe than
living standards.

Past experience has proven that importa-
tions of guns increase rapidly when duty is
reduced and is therefore detrimental to our
own industry.

A reduction in tariff will hamper all Amer-
ican industry as well as the gun industry.

Yours very truly,
Roy G. WALKER,

CHICcOPEE FALLS, Mass., May 25, 1945,
The Honorable Davip I. WaLsH,
United States Senator,
Senate Office Building,
: Washington, D, C.;
Our company is largest manufacturer of
bicycle tires and tubes in United States;
aboub one-third company's production is
made at this plant, which postwar is ex-
pected to provide jobs for about 200 persons
at total annual wage of about $520,000, and
annual gross value of about $2,500,000. We
contributed financially along with others in
bicycle industry to promote and create large
demand for bicycles in United States prior
to war. Foreign competition did not.
Bicycle tires are part of and follow the bicycle,
We cannot compete for cost with foreign
competition plus present tariff rates. We
wish to enter strongest objections to any
further reduction in tariff rates and to ex-
tending 50-percent reduction under recip-
rocal trade agreement on bicycles which in-
cludes tires and tubes.
L T. E. Q. CLARK,
Factory Manager, United States Rub-
ber Co., Fisk Tire plant, Chicopee
Falls, Mass.

Iver JoHNSON'S ARMS & CYCLE WORKS,
Fitchburg, Mass.,, May 31, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. WALsH,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

DEAR BENATOR WALSH: We enclose confirma=
tion of telegram sent you this morning. As
we understand it, H, R. 3240 is now before
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the Senate Finance Committee for considera-
tion, and we sincerely hope that this bill will
not be reported favorably by your committee.

If the Reciprocal Trade Agreement Act
which expires on June 12, 1945, is renewed for
a period of 3 years with authority to lower
the tariff on bicycles during that time it will
seriously affect the bicycle industry. It is a
fact that the tariff was previously reduced 50
percent, and this permitted a consideralile
number of foreign bicycles to enter this mar-
ket in competition with American manufac-
turers,

Our industry has spent large sums of money
to popularize the use of bicycles as an eco-
nomical means of transportation as well as
a health and recreation medium. Increased
demand which resulted from this advertising
increased employment in the industry begin-
ning back as far as the year 1936. Manufac-
turers from Great Britain, with the 50-per-
cent reduction in tariff, were able to enter
this market in competition with American
industry, and not only enjoyed the benefit
of the business available through the regular
demand, but were particularly favored be-
cause of the money spent by our own industry
to create an increased demand.

It is estimated that the bicycle industry in
this country provides employment in normal
times for approximately 50,000 people from
manufacturing to retailing. In some of the
smaller communities it is probably the major
industry. We think that it can be safely as-
sumed any further reduction in the tariff
will have an adverse effect on employment.

We hope that you will oppcse favorable
consideration of this bill.

Very truly yours, ’
R. H. MEYER,
Assistant Treasurer,

Hon. Davip I. WaLsH,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.:

Urge your opposition H. R. 3240. Present
tariff bicycles too low. Any further reduc-
tion disastrous; this industry employing
50,000 manufacturing for retailing.

Iver JOHNSON'S ARMS & Cvcre Worxks,
- -Fitchburg, Mass.

WESTFIELD, Mass., May 16, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. WaLsH,
The United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.:

I doubt if a layman can be fully conver-
sant with all the phases of the reciprocal
treaties. I do know, however, that our com-
pany here in Westfield, whose yearly pay roll
is a major factor in our town, cannot com-
pete with the importation of foreign bicycles,
even at the current tariff rates adopted just
prior to the war. I sincerely feel that, if the
Doughton bill just reported out by the House
Ways and Means Committee becomes effec-
tive at a further 50 percent reduction, it
will be ruinous to an industry which has
taken years of building up, and which pro-
vides employment in small communities
throughout the United States. :

Will you please consider this seriously
when this comes before your body, I under-
stand early next week?

N. R. CLARKE,
President, The Westfield Manufacturing Co.

GLOUCESTER, MAss,, May 31, 1945.

Benator Davip I. WALSH.

Dear Sir: The members of Gloucester Sza-
food Workers Union are most vigorously op-
posed to the Doughton bill empowering Pres-
ident Truman to lower tariff by 50 percent.
Any further reduction in rates on fresh or
frozen fish will automatically affect 68 per-
cent of workers of Gloucester., Would ap-
preciate your support in opposition to bill

Jos. A. WHITE,
Business Agent, Gloucester Seajood
Workers Union.
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THE ArrAnTIC CoAsT Fisueries Co.,
Boston, Mass., May 31, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. WALSH,
United States Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SENATOR WALsH: The fishing indus-
try of Massachusetts and, in fact, the do-
mestic North American industry, is faced
with most serious competition from New-
foundland, Canada, and Iceland.

These countries produce large quantities
of salt fish which they market in Spain, Por-
tugal, South America, and the West Indies,
During the war, however, their production
has turned to frozen fillets—England in 1944
having purchased 90,000,000 pounds of this
new product. England heretofore has re-
fused to use frozen fish. The 1945 quota for
England is eut to 75,000,000 pounds and no=
tice has been served on the fishing interests
of Canada, Newfoundland, and Iceland that
following the war England will rebuild her
own fleets salling from Grimsby and Hull, and
produce all of the fish she needs and will no
longer be in the market for the production
from these three foreign countries.

It is evident that this production will be
dumped into our domestic market in com-
petition with the New England fishing in-
dustry.

Under the proposed reciprocity tariff ar-
rangement a further cut in duty would be
allowed on these frozen fillets,

It is to be noted that while other products
had tariffs greatly increased in the 1930 Tar-
iff Act that the fishing industry did not have
its tariff rates raised at that time, but
changes were interpretive for the coverage of
new products. There was no Iincrease in
duty rates over the 1922 Tariff Act.

In the reciprocity agreement with Canada,
and applying to Newfoundland, the fillet
rate of 214, cents per pound was not dis-
turbed except that a quota was allowed at the
reduced rate of 0.0175 cents per pound, the
quota to be 15,000,000 pounds or 15 percent
of the domestic consumption, whichever was
larger. Before the war the imports from
Canada, Newfoundland, etc., never reached
the figure of 15,000,008 pounds. In 1944,
however, approximately 25,000,000 pounds
were imported from these countries,

It is most important to note that at the
present time skin-off cod fillets from New-
foundland are marketed in Cleveland, Buf-
falo, and other cities at approximately 20
cents per pound while it costs the domestio
producer of the similar produet in Boston
about 29 cents per pound. It is pertinent to
note further that the 20 cents per pound
charged to the wholesaler in Cleveland and
these other citles is over the current duty
rate of at least 0.0175 when within the quota,
and 2% cents on all amounts exceeding the
quota. Therefore, the duty rate to protect
the domestic industry would necessarily be
raised from 5 to 715 cents per pound above
the current rates as provided in the present
reciprocity agreement.

I strongly urge that a specific exemption
be made when the Senate considers this
reciprocity bill,

The fishing industry should be protected to
the point of maintaining satisfactory devel-
opment and promotion of the great North
Atlantic fishing banks which constitute a
natural resource—great wealth to our peo-
ple—if we are allowed to bring this wealth to
shore.

Canada and Newfoundland will strongly
urge the lowered duties, because the fishing
industry constitutes a major portion of their
industry. It seems ridiculous, however, that
our domestic market must absorb all of their
fishery production and be charged with the
duty of keeping those countries prosperous.
If we are to have world planning and world
government, why shouldn't England and
some of the other countries—sister nations,
in fact—assume part of the duty of keeping
the fishing industries of Canada and New-
foundland in operation?
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I urge your careful consideration of this
and should:appreciate wery much your reac-
tions::

Please note the.new letterhead and that I
am no longer with the Massachusetts: Fish-
eries Association:

Very truly yours,
E. H:-CooLEY, President.
THE AMERICAN ‘LEGION,
Gloucester, Mass:, June 4, 19457
Senator Davmn I. WaALsH,-
United States Senate Building,
Washington; D. C:

My Dear SznaTor: On Baturday, June 2,
1945, I Torwarded to your ofiice a telegram
requesting-opposition-by you to the Dough-
ton bill; which would authorize the Presi-
dent of the United States to reduce tariff on
fish by 59 percent:

I am following up the telegramr with thia
letter-in order that I tnay amplify the infor-
mation contained therein: A 'reduciion of
tariff‘by any percentage would seriously im-
pair the earning ability of all' persons along
the ‘Atlantic coast’ engaged In the catching
and processing cf the products of the sea. It
would have the immediate result of prevent-
ing the return-to gainful employment at.
their former voeation of ‘many of the men
now-in-the armed forces who are gradually
bein<; released to civilian life.

THere is no urgent necessity for such a re-
duction which might ordinarily come about
by reason of lack of production or lack of
ability for the sea-food workérs and the
fishermen to meet the needs of our armed
forces and ‘of ‘the civillan population as a
whole.: Fishermen sailing from - Gloucester
have brought into-port the largest catches
in-its history -and the sea-food workers; by
putting forth their energy, have ‘processed
these fish*in the least: possible time, and
there appears -to be no lack of fishv in the
public markets or on the tables of tlté armed
forces.-

I "am: sure «that if the- necessity. should
arise by reason of the inability of the-Arer-
ican sea-fottd warkers: to:meet: the demands
of our:Naticn, the sea-faod workers would be
the first to-endorse any plan:hy which the
nezsds canld be:met::

I trust: that you wiil extend every effart
to prevent the passage-of this piecs of leg-
islation by reason of its being at the present
time nonessential to the basie needs of cur
country.:

Yours:

GLOUCESTER, MASs., June 2, 1945.°
Senator Davio I. WALSH,.
United States Sénate Building:

The members of the Gloucester Seafood
Waorkers Union are maost vigorously opposed
ta. the Daughton. hill. in.empowering Presi-
dent Truman to lower tariff rates on fish by
50 percent.. Any further redugtions in rates
on.fresh.or frozen fish will automatically. af-
fect 68 pereent of the warkers: of .Gloucester,
Mnss., and seriously impair the fishing indus-
try in the entire commonwealth.. I person-
ally would appreciate everything sthat you
may. be able to da to prevent passage of this
bill ‘through: the: Bemh._

CHET GBANT, .
Past. Départment. Commander
of the American Légion.

BosTom;-Mass., June 7, 1945,
Senator -Davip 1. WaLSH,.
United. Stutes Senate Building:

Dear Sir: The members of the.Fishermen
and Sea-Food Workerss of the -Atlantie, con-
sisting . of : 5,000~ members; . ave: mast .vigor-
ously oppesed . ta the bill empowering Presi-
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dent Truman to lower tariff by 50 (percent,
We feel any further reduction “in rates on
fresh or frozen fish shall’ greatly affect the
fishing industry as a whale, therefore would
appreciate your support in oppaosition to bill,
JOHEN' CONBGAN,;

President, Fishermen and Sex Food:

Workers-Joint Council-of the At=

lantie.” 3

Warp Hn, Mass,, June 1, 1945,
Senator Divio I. WAtsH,
Uniled States Senate,
Senate Office Building
Washington, D. C.

DEr SENATOR® WALsm: It is our under-
standing that witliin the next few weeks the
United States Sanate will consider the re-
newal of the Reriprocal Trade Agresmemnts
Act for three more years to June ‘1948 It
is our understanding that this bill would
empower the President to authorize further
reductions up to S0-percent below existing
rates:

This letter is for the purpose of letting you
know that this firm. is seriously protesting
against the latter provision of this measure,
whereby ‘the President is authorized to fur-
then reduce - tariffis up ‘ta 50 percent below
existing rates.: Wa believe that if tariff rates
are allowed ‘ta be-lowered 50 percent mare,
that not;only the New:England Shoe-Indus-
iry but the employees in this industry will
find themselves in an extremely bad competi-
tive position. Stch 'a reduetion wouldmean
serious unemployment.in New England shoe
manufacturing centers as well as serious
losses far the ehoe manufacturing. industry
in New Efigland.

We .also belleva that ans changes in tariff
rates under trade agreements negotiated in
the future under this act should be mazde
subject to congressional approval:

We' sincerely hope that your opinion on
this matter is in line with the opinion ex-
presszd in this letter and that you will vote
accordingly.:

We are writing this letter in erder that you
may knowrwhat thmnpnnnn of your con=-
stituents: on this matter is.

Thanking you for givingsthis matter your
serious. consideration, we remain.

Very truly. yours::
EKxter Bros:; INe,
Frepemc R, ENteE;:
Géneral Manager.
EOSTON, hmss June 1.’:, 1945
Hene Daviood, WALss;- [
Senate Office Building,:.
Washington D. C.

DEArR. BENATOR WaALsH: Again referring to
the bill‘to expand the Reciprocal Trade Agree-
ments Act, we trust-yom will' support—this
bill as reported out by the Ssnate Pinance
Committee; which does net give the admin-
istration additional authority to make a fur-
ther reduction-in the present tarift‘rates of
50-pereent:”

Vety truly yours,
Howes Bros, Co.
BosTow, Mass., May 25, 1945,
Hon. Davip 1. WALsH,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C.

DEAR BENATOR WALSH @ If reduetions.in duty
in United.States tariffs of 50-percent. should
be authorized—which: would.be tha.case .if
the. proposed-bill to umnn Reciprocal Trade
Agreements.. Aet shoulds become a law-—we
balieva its effect on the-tanning and. leather
industries would. be« more- tham. serious,
m;thsvnm impartant reasons arve the

1 ;mmmnm:»m crippled. by
their devated.response-ta wariime demands,
They are suffering from drastic shortages re-
sulting from. output:to.our armed forces, for
which-they have beem compelled to rely. upon
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our domestic production in order to come
ply ‘with milltary specifications; and from
lend-lease commitments: to: our allies. Un=
der these conditions, restrictions upon civil-
ian consumption have been inevitable.

2. Competitively, our: pesition is pathetic
compared with that of foreign countries—
especlally Seuth America—where world con-
ditions have sharply stimulated the tanning
of “hides and preduetion of leather. Un-
handicapped by such regulations and respon-
sibilities as we fave, théy have outgrown their
own domestic requirements; and will be able
to seek successfully greater foreign markets
after the war,: while our situation is the
reverse. Prospectively, the span' we must
croes is further lengthéned by the vast dif-
ferences in wages which must be paid in the
United States and those: palkd in foreign
countries.

We are in sympathy with world trade and
the strengthening of sound international re-
lations. We -do- net, however, believe that
our industry should now be ealled upon to
bear the burden of furthér encouraging the
expansion of industry -in foreign countries
when doing so-chrecks our own healthy growth.

We trust you share our views, and will vote
against the proposed bill,

Very 'truly yours,
Howss Efios.-Co,
HAvERHTLD, Mass:, June 7, 1945,
The Honorable <Divip 1. WALsH:

Rz Reciprocal Trade Agreements Act:

A further reduction of 5@ percent in tarifl
duties would seriously affect the shoe and
leather trade. We cannot possibly compete
with leather imported from foreign coun-
tries .and preduced at low wages.: We trust
that. youw' will .. help .proteet tHe American
leather industry by keéeping the present
reciprocal trade agreement:

L. Hi Hamen LeatHER CO.,
Lovis H. HAMED,
Treusurer.’

P v

BosTow, Mxss., June 1, 12435..
Hom. Davio I Watss;
Uhited Stutes Sénates

In behalf of the thousands of §hoe workeérs
employed ~ thfoughout. the Uhited . States,
many of whom are memhers of the boot and
shoe workeérs union, an American Fédera-
tion of Labor affiliate,. we ask.ygu to- use
your goed ofiices to oppose the extensien of
the reciprocal trade treaties, W& urge that
& limitation be imposed providihg that.com-
petitive imports be denied entry in Ameri-
can markets when such imports are belaw
American costs.of: production. Czechoslo-
vakin will flood this . country with' cheap
shoes, resulting in. the. unemployment. of
thousands of shee. warkérs,, pavticularly in
New: Ebgland.. We belleve in. the good-
neighbor policy, but not. to the extent of
starving our own American wage earners.

JoEN J. MARa,
M. J. WHITTALL - ASspciaTes, - INc.,
Woreester,- Mass., Apﬂl 30, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WALEH,.
The United States. Senate,
Washingten, D.-C..

Dpar. Semaror-Warsis Wa are enclosing a
memorandum. wirich .has. been. signeds by
most of. the carpet and rug manufacturers
in. the. Ufited . States and.submitted: to, the
Hanorable Roperr- L. DogcHTON, chalrman.of
the Committee-on Ways and Means.

Wa would very much.appreciate it if you
would .read this.over so-that yow might be-
come. acquainted with our views and oppo=-
sition to-H R 2652

Veéry truly. yours, -
MartHEwW P. e
President,.
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Trae Cunpy-BerToNey Co., INC,
Boston, Mass., April 4, 1945,
Hon, Davip I. WALsSH,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

'Dxnn. Sir: This refers to the reciprocal
trade agreements with foreign countries,
which expire on June 12, 1945, and which
the President requests be renewed, with per-
mission to reduce tariffs still further—=50
percent.

The tariff on woodwind musical instru-
ments (which we manufacture) was reduced
by an agreement with France from 40 per-
cent to 30 percent in May 1936. Due to
the chaotic conditions in France at that
time and the outbreak of war since, we did
not suffer, as importations from France (our
chief competitor) ceased.

The situation in the future, however, is
fraught with great danger. It appears to be
the intent of the administration to reduce
tariffs, at the same time helping our com-
petitors by lend-lease and materials, to com=
pete with us as soon as this war is over—
probably soon after VE-day. At the same
time we are restricted from obtalning mate-
rials by OPA restrictions.

We greatly fear the future and protest,
first, the reduction which took place in May
1936, and the remewal of the trade agree-
ment, with its added danger of a further
reduction., We want to be able to employ
the veterans who have left us to fight and
who we hope will return.

Very truly yours,
HArrRY BETTONEY,
President.

GREAT AMERICAN Prastics Co.,
Leominster, Mass., April 11, 1945.
The Honorable Davip I. WALSH,
The Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

DeAr Sie: We understand there are some
discussions going on with a view to reducing
the tariffs on merchandise such as we make,

We manufacture plastic toys and employ
in the neighborhood of 700 people. We have
Just purchased the former Simonds Saw and
Steel North Street plant in Fitchburg, and
are fitting this up at present for war work.
It will be converted immedlately after cessa-
tlon of hostilities for the manufacture of
toys.

Before the war when we had foreign com-

petition, even with the tariffs as they were,
it was barely possible for the company to
exist.
‘We, however, feel that with the new im-
proved methods we have devised for manu-
facturing and economical production, we
could go on employing the same number of
people, or possibly more than we do now,
if the tariffs remain at the same level. If
they are reduced it may be impossible for us
to continue at all. :

We therefore sincerely hope that you will
take this into consideration, as it will not
only affect us but everyone in the plastic
industry as well.

; Very truly yours,
IswiN CoHN, President,

BosToN, Mass., May 28, 1945,

Hon. DAvip 1. WALSH,
United States Senate, Washingion, D. C.;
‘We belleve present reciprocal trade agree-
ment legislation should be continued for a
year or 18 months and oppose change per-
mitting a 60 percent reduction in duty
rates. Manufacturing methods, processes,
eize, and speed of machines equally available
to all manufacturers e here in world.
Result that only advantage in cost any coun=-
try can have over another country in pulp
and paper industry is in wages in pulp and
aper mills, in woods operations, and in pro=-
duction of other raw materials, The coun=
try with the lowest wages and lowest stande

-~
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ard of living is automatically the lowest-cost
producer of paper. Prewar imports of paper
and pulp far larger than imports any
other commodity. Question of further re-
duction paper tariffis should be determined
by considering if United States wishes
become further dependent on foreign coun-
tries for one of its prime necessities, and
whether it wishes directly to displace United
States workers engaged in paper and pulp
industry. This is a specific decision to be
made by Congress; not decision as part of
general determined policy to foster inter-
national trade. To mortgage future Amer-
ican industry in advance without knowledge
of what may transpire in that time imperils
entire finaneial structure of paper industry.
When both wars over known economic
developments can permit consideration of
tariff problems on realistic basis.
HorLLincsworRTH & WHITNEY Co.,
JamMEs L., MAppEN, President.

HorLyokEe, Mass., May 28, 1945.
Hon. Davip I, WaLsH,
Senate Office Building:

Because of the serious effect upon the
paper industry and the workers we urge you
to oppose the extension of the Reciprocal
Trade Act proposed under the Doughton bill.
However, we do not oppose the extension of
the reciprocal trade agreement and the tariff
adjustments in effect up to 1945.

W. J. NorTON,

Treasurer, American Writing Paper Corp.

_— ]

Bostow, Mass., June 11, 1945.
United States Senator Davip I, WALSH,
Washington, D, C.:

The Boston Allied Printing Trades Council
are opposed to any reduction in tariff rates
and ask your cooperation toward this end.

JoHN V. CoNNOLLY,
Ezecutive Secretary.

-—

EasT WALPOLE, Mass., May 24, 1945.
Hon. Davip I. WaLsH,
Senate Office Building:

Imports of paper and pulp into United
States already far larger than imports of any
other commodity. Believe domestic paper
industry would be seriously affected if Re-
ciprocal Trade Agreements Act is changed to
allow 50 percent reduction in present duty
rates. Could well result in less than full
employment particularly in small commu-
nities supported by paper industry.

HoLLmneswoRTH & Voce Co.,
A. K. NICHOLSON,

East PEPPERELL, Mass., May 25, 1945.
Senator Davip WALsH,
United States Senate:

Extension Reciprocal Trade Agreement Act
authorizing 60-percent reduction in tariffs
will seriously affect American paper indus-
try and we therefore urge and hope that
you will vote against it.

NasuUA RivEr PAPEr Co.

FITCHBURG, Mass., May 23, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WALsH,
United States Senate:

Ways and Means Committee House of
Representatives have reported out favorably
extension Reciprocal Trade Agreement Act
authorizing 50-percent reduction in tariffs.
Action if approved by House may seriously
affect production of many grades paper now
produced by domestic industry throughout
the country and particularly in Massachu-
setts. Urge opposition to extension this act
as further reduction of tarifis to level below
that of January 1945 would seriously affect
paper industry.

GEORGE R. WALLACE,
State. Chairman, Massachusetts Forest

Indusiries Information Committes,

JUNE 15

SMmrTH PAPER, INC.,
Lee, Mass., April 23, 1945.
To Each Member of the House of Represent=
atives Ways and Means Committee,
Washington, D. C.

Dear CoNGRESSMAN: Smith Paper, Inc., lo=-
cated in the towns of Lee and Lenox, Mass.,
is the manufacturer of a number of high-
grade tissues included among which are
cigarette, condenser, carbon, Bible printing,
pottery, and various specialty papers.

We have from 750 to 800 employees in our
several plants which are operated on a sched-
ule of 24 hours daily, 7 days per week.

The above number of employees together
with their families makes up the greater por-
tion of the population of the town of Lee
approximating some 4,500 persons, a con-
siderable number being also from Pittsfield,
Lenox, and other surrounding communities.

It is therefore with grave concern that we
view the propoesal to extend the reciprocal
trade-agreements program for 3 years to
which we understand consideration is now
being given at a hearing before the House
of Representatives Ways and Means Commit-
tee.

In view of all the foregoing, we are conse=-
quently somewhat alarmed at the possibil-
ity of curtailment in the domestic use of any
of our products which doubtless would be
brought about if H. R, 2652 is approved in
its present form, to wit: “To extend the au-
thority of the President under section 350
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, and for
other purposes.”

Therefore for all these reasons as set forth
we most respectfully petition the House of
Representatives Ways and Means Committee
in its consideration of H. R. 2652, as follows:

1. That extension of the act be limited to
& maximum of 1 year.

2. That provision 2 (b) of the act, allow-
ing an additional 50-percent reduction be
eliminated.

3. That any new treaties negotiated under
the aect be made subject to congressional
approval.

4, That the original rates established for
chinaware in the Tariff Act of 1930 be re-
stored at the earliest possible date, since
these latter rates do not nearly compensate
for the wage differential in this industry of
86 cents per hour in the United States com-
pared with 26 cents in Great Britain and 7
cents in Japan.

Trusting that we have presented the facts
in this case insofar as they concern our com-
pany’s and employees’' interests in such a
light as to make apparent to you the basis
for our concern over this proposed extension
of these agreements, as well as meriting your
favorable consideration of our appeal, we
are,

Yours very truly,
W. P. TaTtumM,
Viece President,

BosToN, Mass, June 11, 1945,
Senator Davip I, WALsH,
United States Senate:

I understand reciprocal tariff bill will be
considered by the Senate within next few
days. Strongly request your support of ac-
tion of Finance Committee in striking out
section 2 of House bill, H. R. 3240. 1If fairly
administered, bill as amended will offer least
threat to the stability of American labor and
industry throughout period of conversion
from war to domestic economy.

‘WALLACE R. HARPER,

BINGHAM, MAES,

HAYWARD-SCHUSTER WOOLEN MiLLs, INC.,
East Douglas, Mass., April 18, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WALSH,
Senate Building, Washington, D. C.
My Dear SenATOR: Bill H. R. 2652 now in
commlttee 1s a most dangerous plece of legis-
latlon for Massachusetts and New England,
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As you very well know, this bill extends the
present power of the State Department to
further reduce import duttes by as much as
50 percent of the present rates which ‘were
drastically reduced a few years ago.

We have never felt the results of the first
reduction in tariffis because of the outbreak
of the war, and it is a very serious question
from both the standpoint of management
and labor whether our textile factories would
not have been forced to curtail their opera-
tions due to the influx of foreign goods.

X recognize the fact that we are in a chang-
Ang world, and that we can no longer think
only in terms of ourselves. T recognize the
Reciprecal Trade Treaties Act passed a Tew
years ago may have many meritorious points,
but I beseech you to stop Turther reductions
in tariffs until we can determine the effect
of the present reductions. It is true that
our textile industry is more eficient than in
many other nations, but none of us are
capsable at this moment of determining the
.competitive position of forelgn countries at
the conclusion .of this war. T believe it 'is
a great deal better to let the present act
stand status guo than to take the chance of
rendering our own Ameriean industry, non-
‘competitive and nonoperative, due to the
ability of foreign countries to.send their prod-
1ets over here at such prices that would make
it ‘impossible for us to compete in our own
‘American market.

1 -earnestly solicit your careful considera-
tion

With kindest personal regards, T.am, .°-
‘Sincerely yourss, 1

C. A. CALLAHAN, -

Ezecutive Vice President,

—

[From ConcerssioNaL Recorp of May 25,
1945, p.. 5066

The American Federation of Labor sub-
mitted to the platform of resolutions com-
‘mittee of the Reputilican and Democratic
‘political conventions of 1940, .presented in
person to both commitbtees by President
‘William -Green, a set -of laboer planks for in-
sertion in ‘the -political platforms of both
parties several propesals.

One, which .concerns the legislation now
pending, reads as'follows:

“PROTECTION OF WAGE AND WORKING STANDARDS

“To protect and safeguard the employment
opportunities of America's ‘wage earners
against unfair competition of tlve products of
workers.of low wage and depressed standards
and conditions .of employment of foreign
countries and with which -we are dound to
be faced at the end of the present European
and Asiatic wars, and in order to hold secure
the advanced industrial relations and em-
ployment standards secured ‘by America’s
workers ‘through 'legislative enactments and
collective agreements against competition
from 'products of workers in countries of
lower standards, it is essential that atlequate
and proper legislation he had to:ohtain these
ends. ‘We urge the adoption of this ‘policy
and procedure.”

[From ConGrESSIONAL REcorp-of Mey 25,
1945, p. G065]

A survey of the reports of tariff hearings,
Committee wof ‘Reciprocity , and
American Federation of Labor proeeedings,
shows the following mnational -and interna-
tional unions afiliated with the American
Federation of Labor are dffectefi by the im-
portation of competitive products of workers
in foreign eountries:

Boot and:Shee 'Workers Union.

American Fitnt Glass Workers Union.

National Brotherhood of - ©@perative Potters.

- Glass ‘Bottle Blowers Asseciation.

Window Glass Cutters League.

Internationsl Typographical Unian.

International Printing ‘Pressmen and ‘As«
elstants’ "Union.
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International Photo-Bngravers Union.

International Brotherhood of Bookbinders,

Cigar Makers International Union.

‘Unifed Hatters, Cap, and Milinery Workers,

Painters, Decorators, and. Hangers.

United Brotherhood of Carpenters and
Joiners.

International Union of United Brewery
Workers.

Amalgamated Meat Cutters and Butcher
Workmen.

Garment ‘Workers,

United Brick and Clay Workers of America,

Bricklayers, Masons, and Plasterers.

International Association of Marble, Slate,
and Stane Polishers.

International Wood Carvers Association of
North America.

Coopers’ International Union of ‘North
America,

International Brotherhood of Paper Makers,

International Brotherhood of Fulp, Suls
phite, and Paper Mill Workers.

Matal Polishers, Buffers, Platers, and Help-
ers’ International Union.

United Leather Workers' International
Union.

Lithographers’ TInternational Protective
and Beneficlal ‘Assoctation. ,

Wall Paper Craftsmen and ‘Workers of
North America.

American Wire Weavers Protective Assocla-
tion.

The membership of these organizations,
1939, mare than 1,600,000,

Among unions directly affiliated with the
American Federation of Labor whose mem-
bershlp are also seriously affected are thase
employed in aluminum, cement, lace, distil-
lery, and other industries.

The metal trades department of the Ameri-
can Federation of Labor, through its presi-
dent, John Frey, appeared at the hearing on
the British trade treaty and.opposed any re-
ductions on items in ahich members .of
unions in the metal trades department were
employed.

M. G. WicHT & Co.,
Lowell, Mass., April 21, 1845,
Hon. Davip 1. WarsH,
Washington, D..C.r

It-seems needless to ask your protection of
textlle mills in Massachusetis and New Eng-
“land;hut I Tear our Lowell mills cannot com=
pete with goods made under foreign wage
seale, antl we do not want ‘to ‘see. our wages
‘reducet.

1 expect considerable reduction, and pos«
sibly we may have to (get along on lower

-scale of living, more in line with the rest of

the world.
Respectfully yours,
Wmriam H. G. WieHT,

TaE LINEN THREAD Co.,"INC.,
New York, N. ¥., January 24, 1945,
‘Senator 'Davip I, WALSH,
‘Senate Office Building,
‘Washington, D..C.

Dear SewaTor 'WaALsH: ‘Our company has a
plant in Gloucester which is engaged in ‘the
manufacture.of fish netting for the commer-
cial fisherjes. This plant, in sddition to cot-
ton eeine, pound, end ‘trap -netting, dl=o
manufactures gill' nets and heavy manila
trawls as used by the trawlers. Here also are
made hand laid tarred lines used for taking
. bottom. fish, such a8 cod-and halibut.

‘Now, as you'know, we are confronted with a
40-hour week, time and one-half Tor overtime,
minimum ‘pays, and the maintenance of
«differentials; and«a time will eome when this
endeavor cannot survive if our .domestic
market is thrown open to the 'world at large
ona free irade basis.

We are not ineflicient producess at Glou-
cester.or we would.not have heen in business
as long as'we have been. "But we are relatively
‘high-cost ‘produeers ‘insofar as the wage €le=
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ment of cost is reflected in our unit costs,
We must have recourse to some equalizing
protective device when the countries of the
world are reteoled and ggain set up in busi-
ness. I will concede that this is not an issue
at the moment; but the Congress, our duly
elected representatives, should take back into
their own hands the regulation of interna-
tional trade, Today, many of us who make
mousetraps and meet pay rolls find that our
fate is held firmly in the hands of those who
have no responsibility to the electorate.
This, fundamentally, is all wrong.

I do express the hope that, at the .appro-
priate time, you will vote against any con-
tinuance of the Trade Agreements Act. The
proponents of free trade are undoubtedly
high-minded, idealistic, sincere crusaders;
but it is to be regretted that, in the great
majority of instances, because of their voca-
tion, they have no right or competence to
speak for industry.

Before long, I hope to be in W
at which time I would like very much to- call
at your.office. I will promise to make but a
very brief trespass.on your time.

from the matters in hand, I would
very much like 10 meet one who was a con-
frere of my brother, the late Senator Warren
Barbour,
Very respectiully yours,
: F. K. Bansour,
President.
MERRIMAC MILLS,
Methuen, dMass.,, May 31, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WansH,
Senate Office Building,
‘Washington, D. C.

Dear Ma. WazsH: * =+ = At the Ways
and Means hearing the cr.hu' day, Ralph
Flanders,of Wermout, whowas testifying, was
asked from the 'bench, iif as a good ¥ermant
trader making a trade of a watch for.a piece
of land—would he then procced to give a
‘watch 1o every men in town?

He squirmed, but finally had to say “‘No."”
It was then pointed out to him that that is
exactly what 4s happening on this so-called
reciprocity. ‘Tariff favors, for instance pn
rubber, are given to alittle country like Peru
whogives something in exchange; but these
favors are then automatically applied to
‘Great Britain, andthe Netherlands, and-every
one else without them in return giving a
single solitary thing.

The set-up is-really dishonest and an infil-
tration of free trade-policy under false colors.

You may ‘be interested in copy of letter
whieh T ‘have just written to President
Truman.

With kind personal regards,

Yours truly,
Avrrep -C. GAUNT.

BosTow, Mass., June 7, 1945,
Senator Davip I. WaLsH,
Senaie Office Building,
Washingion, D. C.:

1 represent, as chalrman aof the board,
the United Statea ‘Bmelting Refining & Min-
ing Co., & large corporation which you mwill
2o doubt remember as having had for many
years its general office in Boston and as'hav-
ing .many Massachusetts stockbolders. In
behalf of this enterpriss, its stockholders, and
in the interests of its employees, I am re-
gpectfully calling your .attention to the pro-
posed changes in the Reciprocal Trade Agree-
ments. Act permitting further cutting of tar-
iffs on strategic minerals. We believe that
further cutting of these tariffs will not be in
“the “best ‘interests of the country. That it
may seriously affect production of certain
necessary minerals-in -this country at a time
when it 1s most tmportant to keep up such
production. Cutting of tariffs ‘may also-seri-
-ously curtall ‘opportuntties of ‘men now at
work and ‘men who ‘may be returning from
wervice -in war and seeking to renew thelr
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civillan jobs in connection with mining oper=
ations and mineral production. We know
that you will use your usual broadminded
and good judgment in this matter.

C. A. HigHT,

——

FrrcHBURG, Mass,, May 21, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WALSH,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

DEar SenAToR: I thought you might be in-
terested in seeing the enclosed, which is a
factual statement made by Mr. D. K. Brown,
president of the American Paper and Pulp
Assoclation, before the House Ways and
Means Committee in Washington on May 8,
with reference to H. R. 2652,

While I happen to be in favor of as low
tariff as possible, I am also in favor of wage
gcales which would not make it necessary to
subsidize exports, I am afraid there is a
tendency in this country to minimize the
prices of finished prcducts necessary on &c-
count of high wages, and perhaps to get war-
time profits confused with our ability to sell
our merchandise abroad, or withstand the
effects of another 50 percent permissible re-
duction on the basis of the present tariff,

I am not an expert on any of these things,
But I consider this a very well-prepared state-
ment on the condition of the paper industry
in this country as a whole,

Cordially,
NorMaN HARROWER,
DepHAM, Mass,, April 20, 1945.
The Honorable Davip I, WALSH,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Smr: The record of the woolen and
worsted industry in clothing our Army and
Navy, our civilian population, and in supply-
ing cloth to our allies has been unexcelled
by any other industry in the war effort. All
this has been accomplished without great
addition in manpower or machinery and none
in bricks and mortar,

Due to the war the effect of the 1939 tariff
cut on weool cloth has néver been felt. By
another cut, authority for which is now being
asked by the executive department, you
would further cripple an industry which has
played such a magnificent part in the war
effort, and on which you must depend to use
‘the wool produced by our sheep growers.

Very truly yours, 4
JAMES M, WALKER,

Drarer Corp., INC.,
Hopedale, Mass., May 3, 1945,
Hon. Davip I. WALSH,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SenaTorR WALsH: I am enclosing a
a copy of letter which I have just written to
the Honorable HaroLp EKNUTsoN and trust
you will take the time to peruse the ideas
I have expressed.

I feel very strongly that great harm can
be done by removing the responsibility from
Congress of determining proper tariffs in the
best interest of the country. I sincerely hope
that you will be interested in combating the
urge for free trade which apparently exists
in some degree, in order to protect your Mas-
sachusetts voters, both employer and em-
ployee.

With kindest regards, I am,
Sincerely yours,
B. H. BrisTow DRAPER, Jr.,
Treasurer.
MILTON, MAEsS,, April 20, 1945,
Hon, Davip I. WaLsH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Sm: As an employee of the largest worsted

top manufacturer in this country, I feel that

H. R. 2652, a bill giving the State Department .

power to reduce the tariff on wool textiles,
must be defeated.
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The passage of this bill would seriously
affect thousands of textile workers, particu-

. larly in New England, where it is one of our

main industries.

This bill not only extends the reciprocal
trade-agreements amendment, but provides
that reductions up to as much as 50 percent
may be made, but only in the 1930 rates, but
also in the rates which have been reduced by
agreements existing on January 1, 1945,

If this bill is allowed to pass, thousands
of textile workers will be out of jobs. Our
boys now overseas, expecting to return to
their old jobs which have been held open for
them, will find the mills closed and they will
have to start anew, We cannot compete
with mills in England, where textile workers
are paid only 35 cents per hour.

Please do all in your power to see that this
bill is defeated.

Respectiully, 3
JOHN J. RILEY,
BeERKSHIRE WooLEN Co.,
Pittsfield, Mass., May 3, 1945,
Hon. Davip 1. WaLsH,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.
My Dear SENaTOR: We call your attention to

. H. R. 2652, a bill to extend the State Decpart-

ment’s power to reduce tariff rates, on which
we understand hearings will shortly start.

We here in Massachusetts do not quite
grasp what this is all about. We are told
on one hand to prepare to create more jobs,
but this bill would call for a reduction in
the tariff rates on woolens, which would make
it impossible for us to compete with European
and other low-wage-paylng countries, which
have been producing and selling their product
in this country, coming under our manufac-
turing costs even before the duty was reduced
from 60 percent. :

‘We therefore beg of you, as our Senator, to
do something for the Massachusetfs and other
New England mills, as we believe this bill
should be defeated.

Very truly yours,
D. T, Noownan; President,

. Mr.O'DANIEL. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Delaware yield to me? -

Mr. TUNNELL., I yield.

Mr. O'DANIEL. Mr. President, I sub-
mit an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by me to the pending bill (S. 3240)
to extend the authority of the President
under section 350 of the Tariff Act of
1930, as amended, and for other pur-
poses, and ask that it be printed and lie
on the table., I will discuss the amend-
ment at a later date, It is short and
reads as follows:

At the end of the bill to 1nsert the
following new subsection:

No foreign trade agreement hereafter en-
tered into under this act shall take effect
until the Senate of the United States shall
have advised and consented to its ratifica-

tion, two-thirds of the Senators present con-
curring,

The FRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment submitted by the Senator
from Texas will be received, lie on the
table, and be printed.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Delaware yield to me so
that I may send to the desk and have
read a telegram which I have received?

Mr. TUNNELL. I am glad to yield for
that purpose.

Mr. GEORGE. . Mr. President, I send
to the desk a telegram, which I ask to
have read.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the clerk will read, as re-
quested.
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The legislative clerk read as follows:
Rio pE JANEIRO, June 14, 1945.
Senator WALTER GEORGE,
Chairman, Finance Commitiee,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.:

‘We look with alarm Finance Committee's
action declining extend scope reciprocal
trade legislation accordance President's
recommendations. After 10 years’ practical
application here our opinion reciprocal trade
treaty with EBrazil has been beneficial to
American laber, industry, commerce, and at
same time has been one of the principal
motives for increased mutual trade between
two countries. Viewing postwar conditions
we believe executive authority should be ex-
tended rather than maintained present
levels in order to meet contingencles requir-
ing new bargalning situations and changes
which have taken place during war period
in economy of this and other countries. Any
other course now would deprive United
States with dealing effectively with any ad-
verse foreign legislation this subject.
AMERICAN CHAMBER COMMERCE, BRAZIL,

GEORGE MARROX, President.

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President, I have
listened with a good deal of interest to
the admirable address which has just
been delivered by the Senator from Mas=-
sachusetts [Mr. WaLsal. My criticism
is that it is not at all germane to the
pending bill, The Senator from Massa-
chusetts, the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Tart]l, and the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. WiLEY] have made speeches on the
old tariff issue without reference to the
bill before the Senate. I think it would
be well to read the bill to see what it
provides. I read from House bill 3240;

That the period during which the Presi-
dent is authorized to enter into foreign trade
agreements under section 350 of the Tariff
Act of 1930, as amended and extended, is
hereby extended for a further period of 3
years from Juné 12, 1945.

In other words, the bill authorizes the
President to enter into foreign trade

-agreements. There is not one word in

the bill about there being a reduction of
the wages of American workingmen.

The second part of the bill, which
seems to be that around which the dis-
agreements arise, is section 2 which has
been stricken out by the Finance Com-
mittee by a vote of 10 to 9, we are told.
It is as follows:

Zec. 2. (a) The second senfence of sub-
section (a) (2) of such section, as amended
(U. 8. C, 1940 ed. Supp. IV, title 18,
sec. 1351 (a) (2)), is amended to read as
follows: “No proclamation shall be made in-
creasing or decreasing by more than 50 per-
cent any rate of duty, however established,
existing on January 1, 1945 (even though
temporarily suspended by act of Congress),
or transferring any article between the duti-
able and free lists.”

It appears that this is the matter about
which the main disagreement arises. I
call attention to the fact that that sec-
tion deals with increasing or decreasing
by more than 50 percent any rate of duty.
There is nothing in it which by itself,
as one would gather from the speeches
made, would result in a reduction of the
wages of United States workingmen,

I was also interested a couple of days
ago when the Senator from Wisconsin
[Mr. WiLex] speaking along the same
lines, and making a general high tariff
speech without regard fo this bill, called
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those who were interested in the bill
“cockeyed.” I do not know. I presume
that almost anyone who is “cockeyed”
sees ‘“‘cockeyed,” and believes that all
his neighhors are “cockeyed.” It seems
to be a defect of vision which causes him
to believe that everybody else is defec-
tive. Whether that is the position of our
friend from Wisconsin I do not know.

But let us see who it is who is “cock-
eyed.” The Senator from Wisconsin
said that he was afraid of those who
might fix the rates—that they might be
some of those “cockeyed” persons. The
only person who can either reduce or
raise rates is the President of the United
States. I did not know that he was
“cockeyed.” I had not heard abouf it.
He sat in this Chamber for many years.
He was considered fairly free in his ex-
pression, and pretty clear in his thinking.
But the Senator from Wisconsin is afraid
of “cockeyed” persons making the deci-
sions. As this bill provides for only a
3-year extension, barring death or resig-
nation, the President of the United States
is going to be President Truman. Of
course, I do not know what might hap-
pen after that; but certainly for the 3
years from June 12, 1945, to June 12,
1948, Senator Truman, as we knew him,
or President Truman, will be the Presi-
dent of the United States, barring death,
resignation, or impeachment. I do not
think it is fair to call him “cockeyed.”
I do not think he is. I do not think the
Senator from Wisconsin meant that.

The President, in his letter of recent
date, gives his position with reference to
these fariff rates. It will be found on
page T of part I of the hearings before
the Committee on Finance of the United
States Senate, as to House bill 3240. It
is as follows:

My Dear Mz. SPEAKER: Supplementing our
conversation yesterday, I wish to repeat that
I regard the pending measure for the renewal
and strengthening of the Trade Agreements
Act as of the first order of importance for
the success of my administration.

I assume there is no doubt that the aet will
be renewed. The real question is whether the
renewal is to be In such form as to make the
act effective. For that purpose the enlarge-
ment of authority provided by section 2 of
the pending bill is essential.

I have had drawn to my attention state-
ments to the effect that this increased au-
thority might be used in such a way as to en-
danger or “trade out” segments of American
industry, American agriculture, or American
labor. No such action was taken under Pres-
ident Roosevelt and Cordell Hull, and no such
action will take place under my Presidency.

Sincerely yours,
HARRY S. TRUMAN.

There seems to be some doubt as to Mr.
Clayton in the State Department. It
seems that he has been brought into the
situation. Day before yesterday Mr.
Clayton was the subject of discussion.
The junior Senator from Maine [Mr.
BrewsTER], on page 6035 of the RECORD,
spoke as follows:®

He—

Referring to Mr. Clayton—

sald it would be impossible for the United
States, under any development he could con-
template, and his knowledge of it, to be per=
manent participants in the world cotton
market, and he anticipated mlso that the
smaller cotton growers of the old South in
any event would be eliminated.
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We attempted to get this matter
cleared up at that time, but I was speak-
ing on the time of another Senator and,
therefore, did not complete my discus-
sion,

On the same page of the REcorp is
found my interruption of the Senafor
from Ohio [Mr. TarT], when I stated:

Mr. TuNNELL. I merely wanted to say, with
reference to the interrogation of Mr. Clayton,
that Mr. Clayton was very positive in his

. statement that the American people would

have to reduce the cost of production so as
to compete with the rest of the world. I was
on the committee and heard his testimony; I
think all his testimony, but that was his po-
sition; that we could not permanently con-
tinue to subsidize and compete with the
world.

On page 30 of the record before the
Finance Committee is the following
statement by Mr, Clayton:

Mr. CrayTON. That is true, Senator BAILEY,
I would just like to give as my considered
opinion that if the production of cotton were
permitted to seek the most efficient lands and
most efficient producers, and most efficient
means of production in the United States,
we can grow cotton in the United States in
competition with the rest of the world for
the world market.

Farther down on the same page occurs
the following:

Mr. CrayToN. 1 do not think I have made
myself clear. If in the United States the
production of cotton is permitted to seek the
most efficient land and most efficient pro-
ducers and most efficient means of produc-
tion, then I believe that we can grow cotton
in the United States in competition with the
rest of the world.

That was his statement before the
Finance Committee. But before the
Foreign Relations Commiftee, at the
time Mr. Clayton's nomination to the
State Department was being considered,
the following statement was made on
page 211 of the record of the testimony:

Senator TuwnEeLn, Mr. Clayton, I thought
perhaps there was an implied criticism in the
thought that you bad a different philosophy
with reference to the production of cotton
from some of the others. I understood your
position to be that America could not long
continue to produce cotton at a price higher
than that which its prospective customers
could or would pay, without some calamity.

Mr. CrayToN. That is correct, sir.

Senator TunNELL, Well, that is not your
philosophy; you are not trylng to bring this
about. That is what you believe to be an
economic law; is it not?

Mr. CrayToN. That 1s correct.

So, Mr. President, whether we take his
statements before the Foreign Relations
Committee or whether we take his state-
ments before the Finance Committee,
where he plainly said he thought we
could grow cotton in competition with
the world, there is nothing in the record
of Mr. Clayton’s testimony to indicate
that he does not believe that the cotton
industry in the United States should con~
tinue. I do not know any reason, as I
said, for the suggestion that he holds
other views, other than at this time
some might think that it might be well
to hit at the State Department which
is to be one of the advisers of the Presi-
dent with reference to tariff rates.

This much is stated by Mr. Clayton
on page 7 of the hearings before the
Finance Committee:
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Although the Trade Agreements fAct has
been in effect for 11 years, there are still hun-
dreds of imported commodities on which the
rates of duty are unduly restrictive—many
rates are in excess of 50 percent, and in this
group are many commodities with rates of
duty running over 75 percent, and even in
excess of 100 percent.

It is essential that the additional au-
thority asked for in section 2 be granted be-
cause the full reduction permitted under the
original act has already been made in respect
of certain commodities supplies by our
principal foreign customers. In respect of
the United Kingdom and Canada, cur two
best customers, we have already made Te-
ductions under the program on about 90 per-
cent of our total dutiable imports from these
countries, In respect of the other western
European countries and the principal Latin-
American countries, we have also used up
the major part of our bargaining power.

In other words, he argues that, having
used up a large part of our bargaining
power, there should be authority to make
further reductions or decreases in order
that the President may still have some
bargaining authority.

On page 37 of the hearings before the
Finance Committee, I find the follow-
ing:

Mr. CLayTON. Yes, sir; so far as I know I
think that no industry has been able to
show, either in its representations to the
State Department or in its testimony in
hearings on this bill, that it has been se-
riously injured as the result of anything that
has been done under this act.

He states that up to the present time
he has not known of any proof that any
industry has been injured under this
act

On page 44 of the same record he
states something about what they hope
to do under this program:

Mr. CrayroN. What we would hope to do
under this program would be to make trades,
and particularly if we do decide in the end,
as I think we will, that our national policy
should be that of assisting these countries
to get on thelr feet again—what we would
hope to do under this program is to make -
deals so we can export a lot more steel than
we ever exported bhefore, and take care of
some of this expanded productive capacity
that has resulted from the war. Certainly,
that is the very type of product where we
think there is a great opportunity to In-
crease our exports—heavy-industry equip-
ment, machinery, machine tools, and capital
and producers’ goods, generally, because they
will be needed in enormous quantities, sim-
ply enormous gquantities, after this war, in
order to reconstruct and develop. If ths
Congress does approve Bretton Woods and
does approve the trade-agreements program
in the form in which we ask, we believe ve
can handle the two instfuments together to
give us a very expanded export market in
things of that kind.

The claim that a man whose whole life
has been devoted to business—and suc-
cessful business—wishes to eliminate the
very source of supply for his business is,
to .my mind, one of the most absurd ar-
guments I have ever heard. I do nof
believe there is the slightest ground for
such a suggestion. Not only that, but
if there should be any such ground, the
man upon whom rests the responsibility
for the whole machinery for making the
decisions is the President of the United
States, and upon him must fall the re-
sponsibility or the blame, if blame there
be.
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The reciprocal trade-agreements bill
was passed, as we have been told, and
became a law on June 12, 1934, That
was just after the low-water mark of
business in the United States. The jun-
jor Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, WiLEY]
told us that only “cockeyed” people be-
lieve there was any connection between
the tariff bill under which we were trans-
acting business, or failing to transact it,
during that period and the depression,
Well, Mr. President, one thing is certain:
If the tariff law had nothing to do with
bringing on the depression, it certainly
did not stop it. I think I can call on
former President Hoover and prove by
him that there was a depression. I do
not know whether I could do so by means
of either the Senator from Ohio or the
Senator from Wisconsin, but I think I
could by ex-President Hoover. I think
he would have been delighted to have
had the Senator from Wisconsin or any-
one else say that the depression through
which the country passed at that time,
during his administration, was a world-
wide depression, and one with which we
in this country had nothing to do.

Until that time, from the days of the
Civil War down to the date of the enact-
ment of this particular tariff law, we had
been told constantly, whenever anything
went wrong, that all we had to do was to
raise the tariff. Finally, I think the peo-
ple who were working with President
Hoover believed that. So when the de-
pression came on, they raised the tariff.
The result was not an improvement, as
the Senator from Wisconsin has said, or
not a help; but, instead, 37 countries
took it upon themselves to try to prevent
the importation of American goods and
to a very great extent they succeeded
because there was no business left in this
country from 1929 to 1933 or 1934, when
conditions began to improve. They
reached their lowest ebb in 1933, as I re-
call. So the tariff act which was passed
in 1930 did not cure the situation.

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
Smira] has made a very statesmanlike
statement. He said, in effect, that this
issue was not a political one, and should
not be decided along political lines. That
is true. This bill should not be con-
sidered as a political measure. That it
is not a political measure I can prove by
the statement of the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. ToBeyl, who told us
only a few days ago that there were five
fat lobbyists and a political leader sitting
in the lobby outside of this Chamber,
and that they were checking up on how
Senators would vote. I donot know who
those fat lobbyists were. Apparently
they were not bothered by the things
about which we have heard so much on
this floor, because they were still fat.
That they were well connected, politi-
cally, was proven by the Senator’s state-
ment that they had with them a Republi-
can leader. I do not know who that
leader was. I have no way of knowing,
and I do not particularly care. The fact
is that the issue now before the Senate is
one which is being lobbied for by at least
five fat lobbyists who have been joined
by a Republican leader. That is what
the Senator from New Hampshire told
us, and I think he was correct.

Mr. President, what is the reason for
trying to make a political issue out of the
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power proposed to be given the Presi-
dent to make certain bargaining ar-
rangements with foreign countries?
Certainly the arrangements with foreign
countries should be made through the
Executive. They are now made through
the Executive.

I am not particularly disturbed about
the argument of the Senator from Wy-
oming [Mr. O'MasmoNEY]l. He is very
sincere, and I assume that he believes
that the pending measure is not consti-
tutional. From 1934 to the present time
efforts have been made to establish that
the present act is not constitutional., If
there were only two roads to New York,
one of them being passable and the cther
not, I believe I would take the one which
was passable. I can remember various
bills which became law with reference to
the tariff. I can remember how business

" was stagnant during a period when peo-

ple were trying to ascertain what Con-
gress was going to do. 1 have a recol-
lection of various kinds of charges with
reference to lobbyists, some of them fat
and some of them thin, but all looking
after the interests of special groups.
Perhaps this measure, if adopted, may
cut into the employment of certain of
those lobbyists. Perhaps it may be one
of the instruments used in urging them
to greater activity. But the fact of the
matter is that the enactment of the tariff
acts became such a paralytic influence
on the Nation, and a source of such scan-
dal, that everyone, except those who were
benefiting by that particular kind of
scandal, and that particular kind of ac-
tivity, felt that it was fortunate when
some other method of accomplishing the
same result was discovered and used. It
has been used fairly satisfactorily ever
since. 3

Mr. President, I heard the Senafor
from Wisconsin [Mr. WiLEY] state that
more than 1,200 changes had taken place
in the Tariff Act, If that be true, it is
a very large number of changes, and for
Mr. Clayton, in the position which he
ocecupies, to say that he has not heard or
learned of a single business which has
been seriously injured is a matter of
great satisfaction to the people of the
Nation.

On page 8 of the Finance Committee
hearings there appear the following
statements:

Section 2 of the bill gives us authority to
make agreement.s involving reductions in our
rates up to 50 percent of the tariff rates in
effect on January 1, 1845.

I am reading from the testimony of
Mr. Clayton, which has not been contra-
dicted.

I continue reading:

It should be pointed out that in respect of
37 percent of our dutiable imports by value,
no reduction whatever has been made so far
in import duties under the Reciprocal Trade
Agreements Act.

Hence, as to these imports, amounting to
37 percent of the total, the present bill gives
no additional authority whatsoever.

In respect of another 21 percent of dutiable
imports by value, reductions in duty have
been made in varying percentages under 50
percent. Therefore some additional author-
ity is provided in the pending bill in respect
of these imports.

As regards the remaining 42 percent of our
dutiable imports by value, agreements have
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been entered into providing for the full 50-
percent reduction in.duties authorized under
the original act. If Congress should grant
the authority provided for in section 2 of the
pending bill, the President would then have
authority to reduce the duties on the com-
modities constituting this 42 percent of our
imports by another 50 percent,

1 find on reading in the Recorp the
remarks of the Senator from Ohio that
while he omitted to state just how high
this tariff was, he did state that it had
been reduced practically the full 50 per-
cent, and that it was still slightly more
than 31 percent. If that is true, the last
tariff act was approximately a 62-percent
average tariff act. It has been admitted
that it was the highest tariff act in the
history of the country.

It has been further admitted that dur-
ing its period of existence there took
place one of the greatest panics the Na-
tion ever experienced. The question as
to whether the tariff act was the cause
of the panic has been disputed, but no
one can dispute that it did not cure the
panie.

It has been stated, in effect, by both
the Senator from Ohio and the Senator
from Wisconsin that our foreign com-
merce is comparatively unimportant.
There is some weight to be given to that
statement if we compare the figures 5
percent or 7 percent with 93 percent
or 95 percent. But I remember an illus-
tration which has been used by our po-
litical opponents in .eference to this
argument. Iremember that many years
ago a Member of the House of Repre-
sentatives from the State of Illinois, as
I recall, went to Europe and bought a
watch for less money than he could have
bought it for in the United States. It
was an American-made watch. We were
told that the reason for his ability to
buy the watch for less than he would
have had to pay for it in the United
States was—the situation was quite
widely publicized at the time—that the
watch was surplus, and that surplus had
to be disposed of. That is a matter
which I wish to bring to the attention of
the Senate and the country with refer-
ence to surplus, If it represents 5 per-
cent, T percent, 10 percent, or whatever
the figure may be, it nevertheless is
something that we cannot use in this
country; it is surplus, and, if we do not
dispose of it to foreign nations, it will
break the market of America. That is
what will throw people out of employ-
ment; that is the important aspect of
this bill, so far as foreign commerce is
concerned.

I know there are those who say that
foreign commerce amounts to just so
many dollars, I heard the Senator from
Qhio [Mr. Tarr] figure it out the other
day and tell us by how many dollars our
foreign commerce would be affected. In
other words, we might inerease it just so
many dollars. Well, M#® President, there
is no human being who can tell with
any certainty how many dollars of for-
eign commerce can be affected by this
or any other bill.

There are those who believe in what
is known as the static theory of govern-
ment, who believe that the world is
standing still, and there are others who
even believe it is going backward. - That
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seems to be the theory of some of our
friends with reference to this bill.

During the early part of this year the
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Burron] and
myself were in Europe, Asia, and Africa
within a short time. During the course
of that trip one thing that greatly im-
pressed me was the wonderful possibility
of future trade in the Eastern Hemi-
sphere, If we are not going to develop it,
if we are going backward, if we are not
going to try to increase our market in
those countries, I can see how a person
might say, “Yes, we will just continue to
be economic isolationists.” That is what
those people are who want to hold the
trade of the United States entirely to our
own market and who refuse to make the
slightest concession or to give to the
President of the United States the power
to make any concession.

All countries are not taking that static
view or that reactionary view as to world
trade. In the Mediterranean area there
are to be found the representatives of
some of our competitor nations; and they
have power {o make agreementis and pow-
er to place their countries in a position to
get that trade. Regardless of partisan
politics, regardless of fat lobbyists, re-
gardless of special interests that are tak-
ing this occcasion to talk tariff rather than
to talk business, I hope the United States
will not be prevented from taking its
proper position in world trade.

I say to you, Mr. President, that the
United States is under obligation to itself,
to its factories, toPits farmers, to its la-
borers, to see to it that we have a part
of the business of the world,. We will
never gef it all; neither should we try to
build our tariff wall so high that it can
not come into this country; neither
should we try to arouse the antagonism
of other nations of the world to such an
extent that they will not deal with us at
all. Let not Senators delude themselves
into believing that our competitors are
asleep. Our competitors are awake, and
they are after this business. They are
after it not only by radio connections but
by airplane connections; they are making
their connections. We have an oppor-
tunity to do so. We have an opportunity
to deal with those nations.

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr,
WarsH] said a while ago that the pro-
ponents of this bill are free traders.
Well, maybe so. I am not a free trader
when I consider the condition of the
United States and the fact that our busi-
ness has been built up artificially under a
tariff system. I think that to remove
suddenly or perhaps to remove at all
some of the tariff pillars would result in
unemployment. I think it would result
in a depression, but it could not equal
and would never equal the terrific de-
pression which was brought on by a high
tariff, I care not which high tariff may
be considered, whether it is the one
which was passed in 1930 or the one
which was passed before that time. It
became impossible for the world to
transact business with the United States.
Under the pretense of protecting busi-
ness, we drove business away until there
was no business except the business of
feeding our starving people.

Mr. President, this sort of thing had
better be looked at from the standpoint
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of the people of the United States. A
reading of the report of the Senator
from Ohio and myself when we returned
from the Middle East will disclose that
we both believe there is a wonderful
chance for an inecrease in business op-
portunities in the Eastern Hemisphere.
Somebody is going to sell these goods;
somebody is going to transact business.
Are we going to try to follow the plan of
making our prices so high that other na-
tions cannot buy from us? Are we going
to wall off our factories, our farmers, and
our producers so that nobody can buy
the products of America? 1Is that the
theory?

When the war is over a situation will
arise which many of our reactionary
friends, and our static friends, have not
contemplated. There is going to be a
demand for somebody to transact the
business of the world, and I am not sure
but that our competitors will even want
that business transacted.

Some time ago I made a speech to the
captains and vessel owners of the city of
Philadelphia. In the preparation of that
speech I made a study of the shipping
situation, and I shall read a short extract
from what I said that night:

It has been suggested that there will be
approximately 57,000,000 tons of shipping
belonging to the United States at the time
the war is conecluded.

We had approximately 11,000,000 tons
of shipping at the beginning of the war.
We will have 57,000,000 tons.

Those who have made a study of this situ-
ation belleve that not more than sixteen
miliions of tons will he required for the use
of the United Btates for civilian work. It is
estimated that the Navy will require 5,000,000
tons, and that at most we can sell to foreign
customers twelve millions of tons. This will
leave a surplus of 24,000,000 tons of shipping.

At the end of this war we are going to
have the ships, 57,000,000 tons of them.
We are going to have the money. There
is now on deposit in the banks of the
United States—I obtained this figure
from the office of the Comptroller of the
Currency this morning, though it was for
January 1—$142310,824,000 ready for
business.

It is not being used. We are going to
have the shipping, we are going to have
the money, we are going to have the
goods to ship. There is no doubt about
that. We are producing now more than
we can consume. We are producing for
ourselves, for our soldiers overseas, for
those we are helping to keep from star-
vation by selling them food. We are in
a position, and we are the only nation in
the world that is in a position, to take
charge of this business. What the Presi-
dent of the United States is asking is
that we let him have the bargaining
power to try to get this business, or a
part of it.

When the Senator from Ohio [Mr.
Burton] and I returned from our trip,
I spoke to the State Department and told
them that I thought there should be a
bargaining agent with the countries of
the world who would look out for our
interests. I found in Jerusalem a man
who was sent there by one of our great-
est competitors, and who was there look-
ing after the interests of his country. I
found no one who knew what the policy
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of the United States could be or would
be. We do not know what Congress will
approve, and, after all, it comes down
to that. If the President of the United
States, or the State Department, or some
responsible agent, is not given the power
to make some sort of contracts in as ef-
fort to increase the business of the United
States, we are not going to be able to dis-
pose of our surpluses.

Oh, it is said, those in foreign countries
have not anything with which to pay.
That has been something of a problem
for many years. I recall when the Gov-
ernment of the United States, between
1920 and 1930, loaned to foreign govern-
ments in our own hemisphere billions of
dollars. The Senator from Maryland
[Mr. TypinGs] told us yesterday that the
loans amounted to $14,000,000,000, that
much credit, and we took the bonds of
many couniries. There is no use in
naming the countries, giving the number
of them, or the particular amounts, I
received a letter from a man today ask-
ing if I could not help him to get money
for one of his South American bonds. He
said he had had it for 14 years, and
could not get anything on it. That was
the method used at that time in the
United States, and governmental agen-
cies aided in floating those bonds. I
know where the recommendations came
from, and the floating of those bonds did
result in the purchase of American goods,
and also resulted in Americans losing
what they paid for 'the bonds in this
country.

Of course, we have used the mefal
method of paying since that. We have
been taking the gold or the silver of var-
jous nations, and we have been selling
them goods under that method of credit.

Mr. President, I realize that we do not
want to flood our markets with foreign
goods, we do not want to throw our peo-
ple out of employment, nor do we want
worthless foreign bonds. If we refuse to
take gold or silver or something that is
known to have some value, what are we
going to take?

There are plans. We have now the
plan of Dumbarton Oaks and the plan
of Bretton Woods. We are trying to get
credits for the nations with which we
are dealing, the thought being that their
power of consumption and their stand-
ard of living will increase from time to
time,

Mr. President, I read a book just a few
days ago written by a man named Ziff.
He says there are 700,000,000 Chinese
and approximately 400,000,000 Hindus.
Take the list of the populations of Asia,
and we find that there are, as nearly as
one can figure, between half and two-
thirds of the population of the world
right there in Asia. The standard of
living of those people is low, their wealth
is meager, but right there, where the
Garden of Eden was supposed to have
been, in one pile, is the greatest amount
of wealth in the way of merchandise that
I know of.

The oil in that section is estimated at
200,000,000,000 barrels. Surely Asia was
a place of wealth, and it is a place of
wealth. The greatest oil pool is there,
and we are going to need some of that
oil, though at present our oil producers
believe they can meet the requirements
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of America, and so long as they can meet
them I do not believe in driving American
business from oil.

We have the ships, we have the money,
we have the brains to solve this problem.

There are those who propose a loan;
there are those who believe that the
standard of living can be raised and that
we can make customers out of this great
mass of humanity. Whether we obfain
this business or not, some country is go-
ing to obtain it, because after the war
conditions will be somewhat different
from what they were before the war.

I have prepared a short statement re-
specting conditions in Asia, and I read
from it briefly, as follows:

In -Asia the great problem of the future
will arise. There are those who underesti-
mate the Chinese Nation. We are told that
China and the countries surrounding it have
a Chinese population of almost 700,000,000,
India is supposed to have a population of
approximately 400,000,000. In other words,
much more than one-half of the population
of the globe is found in Asia. They are ac-
customed to the low standards of living, Wil
the future see an improvement in these
standards?

As a result of this war, we can now see
that there are four great nations. Each of
these nations is great and powerful. Our
own citizens number about 135,000,000. They
are accustomed to the highest standard of
living on earth. Great Britain has slightly
more than one-third as great a population as
ourselves. Great Britain is entering a new
and different commercial era. Can Great
Britain survive as one of the dominating
commercial nations? In 1870, 25 percent of
the international trade of the world was
British trade. In 1938, only 15 percent of
the International trade was British trade. In
1920, Great Britain's trade balance was £150,«
000,000. In 1938, Great Britain had an ad-
verse trade balance of £560,000,000. In 1938,
Great Britain's total exports were approxi-
mately one-half of her imports, This fur-
nishes a serious problem for any nation. .It
cannot permanently continue to purchase
more than it sells any more than can an indi-
vidual. In many respects Great Britain will
be In a worse position from a commercial
standpoint at the conclusion of the present
war than it was at the beginning. Its various
dominions and commonwealths are now free
to séek commercial connections with other
nations. Canada, India, Australia, and all
others of the British affiliates will be seek-
ing products of countries which can furnish
to them the things they need for the least
money. Again, we must consider the
changed position of the international com-
mercial situation in both Europe and Asia.
Two immense populations representing two
mighty government will have increased their
commercial opportunities at the end of this
war. If Japan is defeated, which it must be,
China must be reckoned with in Asiatic pro-
duction and Asiatic commerce. Russia with
its tremendous area which will cover a terri-
tory reaching from the Baltic Sea to the
Bering Strait, and from the Arctic Ocean
almost to the Indian Ocean, will be a com~
petitor for world commerce.

Mr. President, we cannot deny facts
which are so apparent, and we must
consider these three nations, together
with the United States, as possible
sources for supplying the world trade.
I think all the other nations will be glad
for the assistance—for the aid which
America can give at this crucial time in
the history of the world. I do not be-
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lieve the time will ever come when the
United States will again have the oppor-
tunity it now has to grasp a sizable por-
tion of that trade. If these people are
furnished, by purchase, any considerable
amount of goods, it will naturally result
in raising their standard of living.

There is more money in the world than
we are sometimes inclined to think.
The other day we learned that the Ger-
mans are paying for the food which they
are receiving. They are paying money
which they have saved up during the pre-
war period or perhaps during the early
war period, and they are paying in cash
for the food they are consuming at this
time. We were so told by the military
authorities in control.

Mr. President, it seems to me that if
at this time we should fail to participate,
and should show that we do not want the
United States to participate, in this
effort toward world trade, if we should
refuse to adopt either the Dumbarton
Oaks or the Bretton Woods proposals,
if we should refuse to furnish credits,
or if we should refuse to give the Presi-
dent the power which he has asked, we
would be saying to the rest of the world,
“We are really not very much interested
in this program for world betterment;
we are not very much interested in this
program for the benefit of the United
States”—if we want to put it on a na-
tional basis—for, after all, we cannot
have prosperity in the United States and
have all our industries producing to the
full extent unless we are selling the sur-
plus to people in other parts of the world.

‘What we should consider at this time
is the strategic importance of having the
world understand that we are going to
participate in the commercial era which
will follow—that we are going to be a
part of the world relations,

Mr. President, I wish to read briefly
from a book which I picked up last night
and which attracted my attention. The
title of the book is “The Gentlemen Talk
of Peace.” It is by Williamx B. Ziff, I
read:

After the war it will be possible for men
to live on mountain tops, favored islands, or
lake shores hundreds of miles away from
their work, running down to the great air-
line taxi centers in little helicopters or com-
bination airplane runabouts.

Wherever scenery is beautiful or life is
favored and invigorated, men will live.
Electric power will be cheap and more effi~
cient. Plastics will be abundant and will re-
place many common materials. Houses will
be air-cooled, cities laid out for beauty and
efficiency.

The living standards of present-day na-
tions reflect the continuous state of prep-
aration for belligerency in which their na-
tional economies are always involved, and
the wasteful expenditures consequent on a
hopelessly inefficient political organization of
the earth’s surface.

Not only is there a profligate squander-
ing of wealth on enterprises which bring no
return to society, but there results an ac-
tual nullification of man’s impulse to em-
ploy his achievements for the benefit of his
kind. The state thinks in terms of deadly
competitions and repressions. It considers
its environment as a primeval wilderness
containing infinite and everpresent menace,
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& psychology which is imparted te its prin-
cipal thinkers and most energetic men.

A small part of the effort put to the
business of war would wipe out many
plagues and pests which now are a recur-
rent feature of our existence, and would add
automatically to the bankable wealth of hu-
manity. Syphilis, crows, rats, and other
scourges of mankind could be eradicated.
In the United States alone, rats inflict a total
damage of over $200,000,000 a year. There
are supposed to be more than 800,000,000
cases of malaria in the world, a disease which
takes an annual tribute of over 10,000,000
lives. Its economic loss to the United States
is estimated at $500,000,000 a year. A frac-
tion of the money spent on war would give
the entire world a magnificently unified road
and airport system.,

The predatory instincts of aggressive men
could be sublimated in long-range projects
for the taming of nature, which could be at-
tempted only on a hemispheric basis. En-
gineering works of massive scope could be
undertaken, jungles cleared, deserts irri-
gated, swamps drained, and the forces of na-
tural energy harnessed, as man moved to
place his environment under control.

This is a dream and a vision which well
could engage the attention of men and turn
themr. from the petty hatreds and mean con-
ceptions to which they addict themselves
under the guise of patriotism, local inter-
ests, race, and even religion. In such a
world the rewards would be great, and from
its tranquillity and peace could develop, in
addition to animal comfort and security, a
true blossoming of the spirit and a creative
mind. This would be the first of the golden
eras of man, an age far transcending any
humankind has ever known.

So all people in thegvorld do not con-
fine themselves to the things which are
now in existence. They dream of a
future in which there shall be a better
life for those who today are poor, who
have never known what could be done.
They have never known how to live, The
opportunity is ours to help bring it about,

Not only that, but this entire debate
has shown that the opponents of this
measure are suspicious that someone is
going to injure the United States. They
are suspicious that the President will not
be diligent in aiding the United States
and its citizens. I believe that we should
take a different view. I believe that we
should take the view that neither the
President of the United States nor his
advisers are anxious to bring about the
dangerous, dastardly things that have
been predicted. Certainly every Ameri-
can citizen wants to see progress and
He wants to see brought
about the very things we are told are
necessary. We have different views as
to how this can be done. I, for one, have
no fear as to either the sincerity or the
ability of the President of the United
States in this or any other matter which
comes before him,

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres-
jdent, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Ta¥Lor in the chair). Does the Senator
from Delaware yield to the Senator from
Colorado?

Mr. TUNNELL. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I agree
with many of the sentiments expressed
by the Senator from Delaware. I have
listened to his very eloquent address, I
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agree with much of 'what he says. But
when he comes-to-the point: of isaying
that this is the responsibility of the Pres-
ident of the United States, I cannot fol-
low him, for this reason: When I fizst
came to: the Senate, very frequently: the
State Department would notify me that
it was about 'to. enter into an-agreement
with a fereign nation. At one time:it
was with respect to sugar. At another
time it was with respect to cattle and
other livestoclt, At another: time: it was
with respect:to beans. At other: times
various metals were involved. I was
notified that I'would be:given an oppor-
tunity to be heard with respect’ to.-the
agreement which the State Department
was about:to make with a foreign nation.

Of course; my State was tremendously
interested in such:preducts: Weproduce
such  commodities, and it is important
that we be permitted to continue to pro-

duce-them. So I'would go down to the”

State Department. I did not'appear be-
fore the President of the United States.
I did not-even appear hefore the ‘Secre-
tary of State: T appeared beforea board
of clerks. That is what'they were. I
pleaded with them, almost onvmy knees,
not to put the producers of Colorado out
of ‘business.

I 'could not help realizing that I was
asking - for- something which- the Con-
gress, without my assistance, had voted
out of its hands. In other words, I was
pleading - for - something which'- should
have been in-the hands of the Congress
of the United States:

The Senator from Delaware-knows, as
we 'all know, that the President's task is
tremendous: As fthe present:President
said ot many days ago; “I'have so much .
work’ to‘do that I'do-not‘know where to
begin.” That is' true of-his office: It.
is a - most arduous- office,” which makes,
exeeedingly great déemandsupon the'man .
who occupies it: The work it ‘entails is
far beyond'any-man. Iknow that the
Senator ‘fromr- Delaware does not- want-
the: country  or' the Senate, or anyone, .
to believe that these matters are going
to -have the- personal attention- of 'the .
Presidént 'of the United States:

I‘know that:the President’'communi-.
cated with' Congress'and urged that this
power be given to-him. I‘know that he
gave us-his assurance that he would: do.
the best he'could to'see that no-one was .
hurt! But Iknowfull well that he:.isnot’
going to be able to enter into fhese trades.
He is not 'going to use-his‘good Yankee
trading - ability in this matter- at all.
Othersaregoing to-doit; and-later Mém-
bers:of Congress will' have to appear be-
forea group of clerks.

My TUNNELL. Let me-ask the Sen-
‘ator from-Colorado-a question.: Doeshe-
believe - that  Harry. S¢ Truman meant.
what ‘he said 'when he:stated in-his let-
te‘ri
President Roosevelt and ! Cordell  Hull,
and 'no such action willi'be: taken under.
my-Presidency"?” Does/the Senator be-
lieve:that ‘he meant that?

Mz, JOHNSON of Colorado: Heoun--
dwbt.ed!m meant-it; He was:stating as«

his .opinion:that mothing: had been done-
under the former President to'harmany:

“No- such action was-taken under:
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industry: That was his opinion, and he
is -entitled to that:opinion. But thatis
only a statement of -an-opinion. That
isvnot a. statement of a fact, by ,any
means. He has. the right to .state. his
opinion; and Iirespect his-opinion.

Mr. TUNNELL. Ifis-the fact, as set
out by some-of those'who-are-membersof
the committee; that there was:. not
brought: before the committee any in-
stance of serious injury being inflicied on
any business in the: Umted States under
this plam.

Mr. JOHNSON-of Colorado. Of course,
there might be a  difference: of  opinion
ag to whether there was injuvy; Take
sugaras anexample. The:tariff on sugar
from- Cuba was reduced frem $2 to $0.75.
The Senator says that no one was in-
jured by-it. That is true: Why? Be-
cause the-Congress provided a  subsidy
plan and made supporting : price: pay-
ments to- producers of sugar to-compen-
sate.for the difference ‘between the.for-
mer rate-and the.new.rate. So no.one
was.injured.,

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President——

Mr, JOHNSON of Colorado. If we are
going to do the same thing—

TUNNELL.  Mr. President, I
shau refuae to:yield if the Senator does
notdet me talk-to-him at.all,

Mr. JOHNSON. of ‘Colorado. I.want
the Senator to talk, He has the.floon:

Mp. TUNNEEL: Let me- say to:the:
Senator: that I.refuse-to .go inte any
sehedule; becaused believe that is:a.mat-
ter which,. under the. law. at present, .
should be taken:before the particular -
person . who has the.duty.and responsibil-
ity of making the.decisions.. That is the )
President of the. United. States .or such '
persons as he shall designate.

Mz. JOHNSON .of Colorado.. That is .
what I am saying=—a board of clerks..

Muy. TUNNELL.. Would:the Senator
hesitate to .gp before .the. President. of
the - United States if he were confronted .
by a difficult question?

Mn. JOHNSON- of ' Colorado: No; I
would:not-hesitate to-go.before-the . Pres- .
ident of the United States. ButIam.sure
I would find: that he-had so-many tasks-
that he. could not.give: the subjeef his-
personal attention. At present.he:has.
a-multitude. .of tasks in conducting the:
war: Of course, the pending.bill is a:
postwar measure, so the war will be. out
of the way, He will not haye that job to)
da; but he will' have plenty of jobs to do,
and T know that he will not be able to give
the subject his personal attention:

There is another ppint on which I
should like-to have the Senator’s reac--
tion, if ‘he:will be kind enough-to-yield:
to ‘me. I do mot-wish to trespass too:
muchon his time: Irefer-to-the matter,
of ' Yankee- trading: We  think we are-

pretty: good'traders; and we-are; but.

here-is the-difficulty under the whole-
reciprocal trade -agreement: plan: We:
make-a: trade with Peruy let us say we
make a good trade with Peru, one-ad--
vantageous ‘tothe producers.. Then we
throwsthat trade-wide openito the-wholee
world. Everyonecomes:ininder it. So
the effect is, not a:unilateral trade with,
Peru, butia:trade withithe whole world...
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That is the reasen why  therauthority
which the .Congress very.generously gave
to the President a-few:years:ago, in. con-
neetionr with. the-reciprocal trade agree-
ments, to.make reductions up, to 50 per-
cent, has-been used up; sorthat no more
of it is left; in the-case of 43 percent of
dutiable products.

Mr. TUNMNELL: But-thet - is not true;
37 percent-of the:dutiable preducts have
not been: touchedi:

Mr. JOHNEON of Colorado:. That is
correct, and ‘we:do not need any addi-
tional legislation in order to give the
State Department alli the-power it needs
with respect tothem.

My, TUNNELL. Howabout the42 per-
cent?

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is
what Iam talking about.

Mr. TU Apparently the Ssn-
atorisnot willing: to trust the President
of the United States.. Apparently the
Senator from: Colorado would prefer, to
trust to the:corruption -and logrolling,of
a -long - tariff bill :which. will not be in-
troduced.

Mr..JOHNSON of Colorado.. Of course,
the -choice is not as the. Senator from
Delaware-has pictured:it.

Mr. TUNNELL., Ne; itdisnoteventhat.
It is either this plan.or nothing,

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Of cournse,
those concerned-with the: products—the
42 percent~—on which the tariff rates
have: been: reduced up- to 50 percent are
going:te: continue:to:make the. sacrifice.

My, TUNMELLL. The Senator-heard
the.chairman of the Finance Committee
say.there would not.be-any new tariff
bill seon: .

M. JOHNSON of Colorado., I suppose
there.will not. -be-a new. tariff. bill scon.
The -Hawley-Smoot, tariff. bill: was «en-
acted "in,. 1830, and - many peaople have
found fault withrit. Many have blamed
it for the depression and for everything
else.on. earths,.

My, TUNNELL.. They were hungry
when they blamed it.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colerado., That is
the. old. . alibi..I hear every -day—'‘the
Smoot-Hawley taniff bill.)

Mz, TUNNELL,. I hope it will bea.good
while: before the American:  people. for-
get it

Mr. JOHNSON of, Colorado.. I have no
objection to that. The.peint.Iam try-
ing-to -make-is that'the: Senater:from
Delaware has been in the Senate quite
awhile:: His administration-and my ad-
ministration. has been:in: power formore
than -12.years, but it has mever brought
forth-a taniff bill o take.the place of the
Smoot-Hawley tariff. bill

Mp, TUNNEEL:.. The:administration
has used. the very act we-are discussing
as ‘a.substitute for -the.corruption, log-
rolling; lobbying.style-of changing the
tariff which was used jbefore thattime,
The:old procedure did-not seem:to bene-
fit anyone except the lobbyists, and.per-
haps~ it.. helped: raise  some - campaign
funds.

Mp.JOHNSON0f Colorado. Oficourse,
Mr, President, thatistatement is aniex-
aggeration; although- there is consider-
abledruth iniit.
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Mr. TUNNELL, Again it is a matter
of opinion whether it is exaggerated.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I think it
is considerably exaggerated. I am not
making a defense of the Smoot-Hawley
tariff bill. In fact, I am very much op=
posed to many of its provisions.

Mr. TUNNELL. I am glad of that.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. But the
Smoot-Hawley tariff bill, bad as it is, has
in it a flexible tariff provision permit-
ting the President of the United States
to reduce the tariffs under it by 50 per-
cent.

Mr. TUNNELL. Does the Senator
think that is constitutional?

Mr. JOHNEON of Colorado. I do not
see why it is not constitutional. The
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. O’MAHONEY ]
stated yesterday, as I understood his ar-
gument, that it was constitutional be-
cause Congress said those tariff rates
would be effective following the Presi-
dent’s proclamation, and that provision
was placed in the tariff bill.

I am not arguing the constitutionality
of the pending proposal because I am not
competent to argue it with such a dis-
tinguished attorney as my friend the
Senator from Dalaware. I am not even
a lawyer, and I shall not talk about the
constitutionality of any of these pro-
visions.

Mr. TUNNELL. I did not wish to show
that it is not constitutional; I was merely
asking the opinion of the Senator
whether it is or is not constitutional.

Mr, JOHNSON of Colorado. My opin=
ion is that the Senator from Wyoming
made a very good point. It sounded
very reasonable to me, as a layman. I
am not an attorney; I am not a judge of
these matters; I am not an expert on
the question. But the statement of the
Senator from Wyoming sounded very
reasonable to me. He said it was en-
tirely constitutional.

However, Mr, President, I shall not in-
terrupt the Senator from Delaware fur-
ther.

Mr. TUNNELL. Mr. President, I
should like to ask the Senator from Colo-
rado another question. Does he believe
that the President or any individual or
organization should be entitled or au-
thorized to make an attempt to obtain
a portion of the world trade, after the
war, for our country?

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado.
do.

Mr. TUNNELL. Who should it be?

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. It should
be the President of the United States or
his Secretary of State. But after he
makes his proposal and after he goes
ahead with his plan, the matter should
be submitied to the Congress for rati-
fication. Then, the people of the United
States could say whether they favored it.

Mr, TUNNELL., Then we could have
this whole tariff discussion over and
over.

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado.
essarily.

Mr. TUNNELL. Well, we would have
it over and over again.

Mr., JOHNSON of Colorado. I do not
think that follows at all. I think the

Yes; I

Not nec-
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Congress probably would ratify without
very much difficulty the agreements
made between nations.

When we make with one country an
agreement whereby we obtain from it
a concession relative to having goods
from that country come into the United
States and having our goods go to that
couniry, we find that the whole thing is
thrown wide open to the world. I think
Congress might very well object, and
should object to that. Such a multiple
application of trade agreements is the
thing which has caused all the difficulty
at this time. I cannot help but feel that
the State Department and the admin-
istration would be in a much better po-
sition foday in their capacity to trade
and in their capacity to build up Ameri-
can commerce if they had kept the trade
agreements on a unilateral basis, instead
of a multilateral basis,

Mr, TUNNELL. No matter where the

arguments against the pending measure
start, they always end in a vote of lack
of confidence in the President of the
United States. No other conclusion can
be reached. Either we decide to give the
President the power or we decide not to
give him the power. The Ssznator has
said he believes that after the power has
been exercised, each agreement should
be threshed out before the Senate of the
United States, If that occurred, instead
of having five fat lobbyists, we would
have perhaps 500 of them, and instead of
having one leader take action in that
connection, 100 leaders would have a
hand in the discussion.

So it is just a case whether we wish
to do something or do not wish to do
anything, whether we wish to go back-
ward, or whether we wish to stand still.
Someone should have authority to, go
ahead. Someone should try to aid the
United States in getting its share of the
world trade and doing its part to uplift
humanity. The standards of living will

be raised at the same time that the share-

of the United States in world trade is
increased. I certainly hope the bill will
have the support, not only of the people
of the United States—which it appar-
ently has—but of the Senate of the
United States. -

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I at-
tended the hearings which were held by
the Committee on Finance in connection
with the bill now under consideration.
I believe that each Member of the Senate
has given a great deal of time to reading
and preparing himself in order to formu-
late his own final decision in regard to
the merits of the bill. Up to the present
time I believe that very little has been
said with reference to what effect the
bill might have on the agriculture of
America, and I wish to make a few re-
marks now with reference to what effect
the proposal might have on the long-

- term agricultural policy of the United

States.

Mr. President, the view is very wide-
spread that the United States, while will-
ing to cooperate internationally in the
political field, is unwilling fo do so in the
economic sphere. This idea has been
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built up very elaborately by the propo-
nents in the State Department of the
trade-agreements programr as an argu-
ment in favor of the program, The
stronger they make this argument, the
better is their chance of selling the pro-
gram. It is, however, a particularly er-
roneous and misleading argument in the
light of the record of the past.

No nation has ever been more willing
than the United States to cooperate with
other nations in every field of economic
endeavor; more than two-thirds of our
total import trade is free from any duty,
which gives foreign countries completely
free access to the largest market in the
world. Moreover, according to the best
available studies on the subject, the
tariff level on dutiable merchandise is not
high in terms of the levels in other coun-
tries. Furthermore, we have never re-
sorted to the imposition of the innumer-
able kinds of barriers to trade that other
nations have employed, and in making
trade agreements we generalize to all
countries equally. This is more than can
be said for any other country. There is
nothing in our past history to indicate an
unwillingness to cooperate, unless a pro-
tective tariff can be so consirued. But
even in this respect, every other indus-
trial nation in the world maintains pro-
tective tariffs, and will continue to do so.

Evidence that our tariffs—high though
some say they are—have not been in the
nature of embargoes on imports or ex-
clusive in nature, as certain people would
lead one to believe, is the fact that in the
1920’s, and particularly in the latter half
of the twenties under the Republican
Fordney-McCumber Act, our foreign
trade was almost twice as much as it had
ever been under the trade-agreements
program until the war increased trade
abnormally. Imports in this period were
generally above the $4,000,000,000 mark,
which is also about two times higher than
anything experienced since the trade-
agreements program became effective.
This is not evidence of a policy of un-
willingness to trade with the rest of the
world. In the light of these figures alone,
it should be recognized that the argu-
ment that we are unwilling to cooperate
in the economic field is raised primarily
by proponents of the trade-agreements
program in this country as a powerful
instrument to shape public opinion. It
is not a subject of complaint from foreign
countries.

It should be noted that the excess of
exports over imports under the Repub-
lican Fordney-McCumber Tariff Act was
no greater, on the average, than it was
under the low Underwood Act. This
means basically that it was no more dif-
ficult for foreigners to obtain dollar ex-
change by selling goods to the United
States under a relatively higher tariff
than under a lower one. Thus it be-
comes apparent that the argument that
our tariff policy has been the cause of un-
balance in our foreign trade, and has
made it impossible for foreign countries
to obtain dollar exchange because they
could not sell to us, is without merit.
The height of the tariff is not the pre-
dominant influence.
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The Tevel of the tariff 'in' the United
‘States is now slightly above what it'was
‘urider the: Underwood tariff law of 1913.
“Further reductions under the additional
-authority now requested would, accord-
ing to Chairman Ryder of tl‘xe United

States 'Tariff Commission, reduce the
Tevel to ‘that of the Underwood law or
even lower.

“In this connection, history provides a
valuable lesson, A few years after the
last war—in 1921 and 1922—with over-
stimulated wartime agricultural produc-
tion seeking markets, and witlr every in-
dustrial coutitry seeking outlets for its
products in order to obtain dollar ex-
change, there was d tremendous flood of
produets into the United States from-all

“over the'world. Regardless of what the
"Democrats now say, at that time it'was
almost universdlly recognized that'it was
urgently necessary ‘to protect Ameriean
agricultural and industrial interests
from’ ruin'by increasing the tariffl. The
“tariff was increased at that time and it
was done with the assistance of'a great
many Democrats. : .

While -devastation has ‘been ififinitely
+ - greater-in this war than'in the 1ast, and

while'it' may take a longer period before
the flood begins, the basic situation is
identical, "There "will be a tremendous

“world demand ‘for ‘Amerfcan ‘maniifac-
tured products following the war, ‘and
foreign nations’ will'be under the neces-
sity ‘of selling in this 'market ‘anything
they can 'produce-at any price'they ean
get. "Thus, with tarifis at the sdme or
‘Jower devels than the-ones-which' proved
‘“to be''so inadeéquate after the last war,
there are present the'makings of a repe-
tition of this “unfortunate "éxperience
'which' ‘occurred-a few years: dfter the
‘Jast’ war. If ‘this-is even'a likeéliheod,
caution should’be exeieised in granfing
“the authority at this timetolower:duties
‘below the'lévels of the Underwood Jaw.
This is particularly true of agricultural
‘production’ whi¢h ‘has been<so- trémmen-
dously’ expanded throughout’ the "world
‘during the‘war.

"The committee for agriculture of the
"'United ‘States Chamber of Commeree, in
‘Report 18 of the two hundred and seven-
teenth board meeting in May 1945, shows
that the possibility of'maintaining a large
volume'of agricultural exports after the
‘war is not-very .promising. “There has

been a large increase ‘in-production of
‘major agricultural products abroad, and
in the' go-ealléd bac¢kward agriciltural
countries there’has:also been substantial
inerease in “production  for Tiome ‘con-
sumption and for expotrt.

“United States exports of ‘agricultural

commodities will ‘have’ to compete with
this overexpanded production’ through-
“out' the world.

The committee in its report stresses
the impottance of the American market
for the'American farmer, and showsthat
this martket is being jeopardizéd by the
‘lowering of dutieson competitiveimports
of agrictiltural produets. 'Not only'are
domestic-products being displacéd byim-
“ports, 'but ‘the domestict price: strueture
of agricultural products will'besgoverned
in‘a'large'measure by theprice at*which
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‘imports are available. ‘A quotation from
this report-is as ‘follows:

‘If 'the farmers of America are to have a
standard of living equal to dur industrial
-workers, who are protected by wage-and-hour
laws and other legislation; they must be'pro-
tected inthe American market and-they must
have every 'opportunity to find new uses for
‘their preducts. One of these new uses.is-the
production of.synthetic rubber made Trom
alcohol mafle from grain,

According to studies made by the Tariff
Commission, 74 :percent of -all dutiable
imports of' agricdltural products are now
subject to duties that have been reduced
by trade agreements. This compares
with'only 55 percent: of dutiable impoits
of monagricultural imports and ‘shows
that a much higher percentage of i agri-
‘eultural 'products has been affected by
reduced “duties than the products of
‘industry.

A further analysis of the Tariff Com-
mission study of the'effect of the trade-
dgreements program shows that for all
agricultural products there has:been an
‘gverage reduction' of existing duties of
44'percent. ~Forindustrial produets, the
‘duty has been reduced from 10-to the full
50 ‘percent ‘allowed: under the J1aw; but
the average reduction for:all is 44 per-
cent, 'This'means that,'on the average,
the guthority of the original act has been
almost used uprand that the additional
duthority  requested .under the proposed
‘get will in the course of timeimake sub-
stantial further reductions under 'this
Tevel.

‘Of the "more important ragricultural
products, the!duties-have been reduced

‘bythe following percentages:
'Percentage
Product: ‘reduction
‘Bugar i 50

Woel, not-finer than 40'sc cow cowewwa ' 46
Wool,in the grease. _covencranaccwea 46
‘Catitle, less than 200’ pounds.

‘Cuttle, 200-700 pounds each. 40
Cattle, over 700 pounas. ... 50
Tobaceo 1eaf for digar Wrappers_.._- 34
“Beef, including corned beef, eanmwed. 50
‘Flaxteed. it
Cigarifller TODACLO cu v vocvmmsmmacca 50
-Long-staple cotton 50
Oats —._- 50
Tomatoes 50
'Caséln ... ot - 50
Alfalfa seed - 50
" Cheddar cheese 40
“Datry cows, 700 pounds or crver...--- 50
" Grapes 50
Tonka'beans 50

M. Clayton states that they have used
up ahout 90 percent of their bargaining
‘power, and therefore must ask for more.
"This 90 percent represents largely the're-
‘ductions ‘on’'noncompetitive ‘articles or
the taking off of the'excess: protection.
"To go further at this point wotild mean
that' theywolld ‘have to' cut ihto ‘the
contpetitive list of ‘products for the first
time or to cut under the minimum that
is necessary for adequate protection.
"This'is the real significance of theaddi-
‘tional 50-percent authority.

“If'Mr; Clayton:agrees that the rest of
the world will largely be ‘busily engaged
‘with:problems of reconstruction andide-~
velopment-and-restocking of:goods and
‘willnot possess surpluses in dny consid-
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erable volume out of which exports-to the
United States can'bermade, then why the
-urgency of the additional 50-percent cut
‘at thistime?

" TRADE AGREEMENTS PROGRAM HAS TGNORED ALL OF

'THE' PRINCIPLES OF -RECIPROCITY LAID DOWN

BY THE /GREAT STATESMEN OF THIS NATION

FRIOR 'TO THE LAST DECADE

“In. order to confuse and mislead the
public, the statement is'constantly made
that the great statesmen of earlier vears,
dneluding sueh distinguished men as
‘President ' Mc¢Kinley “and congressional
Jeaders such as-Dingley and 'Payne were

Uproponents: of reciprocal trade agree-

ments, and it is argued that the present
Trade Agreements Act is:an attéempt to
earry out the polictes which they advo-
“cated. Nothing could be further from
‘the truth: The present trade agreements
‘arernot reciproeal in: any important re-
spects. The:great leaders of’ this Na-
tion'whohelped to'build'our eountry up -
‘to ! the ‘highest levels of  prosperity, be-
lieved that-when the United States had
‘important surpluses of farm " products

‘ov’other raw materials:or manufactured

rarticles; and when' ‘we'desired to export
these ‘commodities, ‘it would' be sound
policy ‘to “negotiate a truly reciprocal
trade agreement with one or more for-

‘eign countries which needed-the articles
which we produced-in.surplus; and -we in

turn:made-equivalent concessions fo.them

-in the case of surpluses which they pro-
‘duced-and which we either did not pro-

.duce. o1 produced in less than the quan-

.tities needed in the United States. 'These

were. truly reciprocal. "In the first place,
we always negotiated with the principal
foreignsupplier. 'We did not méke a ¢on-
cession to a minor supplier and then ex-
tend-all the benefits to -all other coun-
tries without .some concessions from
them, “Furthermore, in such agreements
as were successfully negotiated—that is,
the truly reciprocal trade agreements,

-illustratéd by the. treaty with Cuba, for

instanee—the -concessions made by us
‘werenot extended to other countries-and
the.coneessions which we received from
them were not extended to other coun-
tries.

The present program -of trade -agree-

-ments-is therefore not reciprocal in any

respeet. -When ‘we-make -a concession

-in any ease we immediately extend that

concession to-all -other countries. unless
they -are specifically - diseriminating

-against-our foreign trade and we'get no

consessions from them in return. “Fur-
thermore, if a foreign country-grants us
a -concession in-a - trade -agreement, it
very-often immediately makes the same
concessions to all.other countries,so that
we fail to:get the real benefit -of the

program. The'whole program is there-
fore one of attempting to bring about

‘general tariff revision by the State De-
partment without reference to Congress,

sand is'merely ascheme cloaked underthe

false definitiontof reciprocity.
T TRRIFFCAS A EOURCE OF HEVENUE
~During the last year very comprehen-

-sive studies have been made, all of which

show that practically every foreign na-
tion is largely dependent upon customs
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duties or tariffs as the most important
or one of the most-important sources of
revenue for some 60-different countries
covered by these investigations. Out
of about $20,000,000,000 of revenue col=-
lected by these countries from all sources,
something like four or five billion dollars
came from customs duties or tariffs.
That is the reason why foreign countries
have not lowered their tariffs in return
for concessions granted by us. And they
cannot abandon this important source of
revenue. The result is that most of their
concessions to us consist of either agree-
ing not to advance tariffs any higher or
similar devices.

When most foreign countries find it
necessary to regulate their foreign trade,
they resort to all sorts of exchange con-
irol, currency devaluation, inflationary
measures, quotas, or other control de-
vices. In other words, to them tariffs
are largely a source of revenue and trade
regulation is carried on along other lines.
These are matters which will have to be
worked out in commercial treaties deal-
ing with unfair methods of competition,
foreign discriminations, subsidies, dump-
ing, and related subjects. They are not
properly the subject of reciprocal trade
agreements.

When we turn to the experience of the
United States, we see that these studies
show that during the first 75 years of our
national existence customs duties pro-
vided substantially 90 percent of the
total revenue of our own National Gov-
ernment, and during the 50-year period
from 1860-1910 customs duties provided
or averaged about one-half of all reve-
nue collected by the National Govern-
ment.

Although rates of duty during the past
25 years, from 1920 to ‘1945, have been
no higher, and generally have been lower
than during the 100 years preceding, the
volume of imports has steadily increased,
not only in proportion to population but
so much faster than population that the
amount of revenue collected through
tariffs by our own National Government
averaged about $600,000,000  annually
during the 5 years from 1926 to 1930.

In contrast it is important to add that
during the recent 5 years under recipro-
cal trade agreements, revenue from cus-
toms duties fell to only slightly more
than $300,000,000 by 1939, and have been
only slightly above $300,000,000 during
the last 5 years of the trade-agreements
program. - - - o B

Thus, under the present scheme of
things, there is an attempt not only to
upset the revenue policies of practically
all important nations of the world but
to sacrifice as much as two hundred to
three hundred million dollars annually
in' revenue for our own National Gov-
ernment, just at a time when one of the
greatest problems confronting us is to

secure revenue required to carry on our

own governmental work.

THE FOREIGN TRADE OF THE UNITED STATES IN-
CREASES WITH NATIONAL PROSFERITY AND
DECREASES WITH INTERNATIONAL DEPRESSION—
OUR EHARE OF WORLD TRADE HAS BEEN LESS
UNDER THE TRADE-AGREEMENTS PROGRAM

Without presenting an elaborate ex-
hibit of statistical tables, all of which are
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available in the Government records, it
is well known that the United States has
regularly furnished the largest possible
market for imports from all over the
world during our periods of greatest
prosperity, without regard to the rates
of duty imposed by tariffi acts. Dur-
ing the years before World War I—
1911-13—the United States, with less
than 6 percent of the world’s population,
accounted for 8.4 percent of the imports
into all importing countries. Thus, on
a per capita basis, the United States
stood out as one of the great importing
nations of the world. After World War I,
the Fordney-McCumber Act was passed,
increasing many rates of duty above the
level of the Underwood Act. It was in
full operation during the prosperous pe-
riod of 1926-30. Yet, during that 5-year
period the United States accounted for
12.2 percent of all imports into all na-
tions., In other words, on a per capita
basis, the United States had imports
twice as high as the average for all im-
porting countries.

At the depth of the recent world-wide
depression, in 1934, we were back down
to the level of the base period 1911-13—
the United States accounted for 8.3 per-
cent of all imports into all countries.
But perhaps the more significant fact is
that by 1938, after 5 years of reciprocal
trade agreements, our percentage of
world imports stood at 8.2 percent in

terms of dollar value, which was lower -

than over a long period of years. The
trade-agreements program had failed
utterly to solve the problem of building
up foreign trade for this country, and
it had likewise failed to build foreign
trade throughout the world. Thus, while
total imports into all countries of the
world averaged more than $33,000,000,000
during the era of prosperity between
1926 and 1930, world imports in 1938

were considerably less than fifteen bil-

lion, or less than one-half what they had
been at the earlier period. The real
moral of all of this is that we should do
those things which will build up domestic
prosperity if we would build up world
prosperity and if we would build up world
trade.

There are those who sneer at these

figures, and say that the United States
should have a very much larger propor-
tion of world trade. The reason why
these percentages do not appear higher
is that, in the case of Great Britain and
other European nations which have vast
colonial empires, they include all trade

between the home country and the do-.

minions and colonies under the general
classification of foreign trade. Fully
one-half and in many cases more than
one-half of the so-called foreign trade
of European nations consists of trade
between the mother country, and her do-
minions, colonies, possessions, and so
forth.

Furthermore, Europe, which before the
present World War consisted of 24 sep-
arate and distinet nations, regularly ac-
counted for considerably more than 50.
percent of the foreign trade of the world,
even though Europe had considerably less
than 25 percent of the world’s popula-
tion. But the reason for this was that
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more than half of the trade cf Europe
consisted of interstate shipments be-
tween local units of government, all of
which was called foreign trade. This not
only included purchases of hams, bacons,
and other meat, dairy and poultry prod-
ucts, and vegetables by Great Britain
from Holland and Denmark, but even
included the so-called imports of these
same items by England from Ireland.
All of this traffic in the United States
would be listed as interstate traffic.
When these items are properly segre-
gated, it may be said that the United
States was in fact the greatest trading
country of the world during the period
of prosperity under the Fordney-Mc-
Cumber Act.

(At this point in Mr. BuTLER’S speech
the Senate took a short recess, during
which the Members of the Senate were
presented to Gen, Mark W, Clark, United
States Army.)

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, just be-
fore the recess, during which we all very.
much enjoyed the opportunity to meet so
distinguished and honored a visitor as
General Clark, I was speaking of the
importance of the percentage that Amer-
ica has of foreign trade, and how we in
the United States furnish the greatest
outlet, the greatest market for all the
other countries of the world. In order
to tie in my ideas as to the importance of
our domestic trade in the world economy
I want to recite for a few minutes the
story of an industry in Nebraska which
is comparatively new. It is a product of
the war, and I believe that it is a most
practical illustration of the importance
of the building up of our domestic trade,
and that by so doing we become the
greatest customer for the other coun-
tries of the world, and will be a good
neighbor to them as well.

In Omaha, Nebr., my home town, there
is a grain alcohol plant which was built
with Government funds, but is oper-
ated by a private company formed by a
group of very public-spirited citizens.
This plant produces each day more than
80,000 gallons of ethyl alcohol, which is
used in making vitally needed synthetic
rubber and other top priority war mate-
rials.

I think Senators all noticed the state-
ment in the press this morning that the
great nation, Russia, has renewed its re-
quest for shipments from us of alcohol.
I may say that the output of this plant at
Omaha, totaling from five to six tank
carloads a day, for a long time went ex-
clusively to the Russian Government.- At
a certain stage the output was shipped
elsewhere in our own country for the
manufacture of-various synthetic prod-
ucts. It appears that in the development
of today Russia again needs shipments
of alcohol from this country.

To accomplish the output of 80,000 gal-
lons a day this plant extracts starch from
30,000 bushels of grain each day. The
starch is converted into aleohol. A num-
ber of the byproducts are not being
saved. Inthe course of developments we
hope in the near future to save even the
carbon dioxide, which now passes off as a
waste into the air. From that carbon di-
oxide we can manufacture enough dry
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United States. :

Much of the grain that is now being
used in the plant, in fact, nearly all of
it, is high-moisture corn or otherwise
damaged grain, which originates mostly
from the farms in Nebraska, Iowa, and
adjoining States, and which might spoil
if stored and carried over into the heat
of the summer.

But this plant does not use corn alone.
Last fall, when Texas and Oklahoma
and the other States in the southwestern
area, had produced such a tremendous
crop of sorghum grain, there seemed at
first to be no way to handle their crops.
Much of the sorghum crop was high in
moisture content and storage was im-
possible. Prices on sorghum grains
dropped more than 50 percent in a few
weeks, Naturally, prices of other grains
sagged proportionately. This price drop
was wicked punishment for the farmers
who were doing everything possible to
feed millions of people and to help win
the war. ;

As soon as the officials of the Omaha
alcohol plant became cognizant of the
faets, laboratory tests were made to de-
termine if these sorghum grains could
be used in making alcohol. The results
of these tests proved that this was emi-
nently practicable.

Immediately arrangements were made

to ship trainload after trainload of these -

surplus grains to Omaha. Several other
similar alcohol-producing plants did the
same thing to save this spoiling grain.
A number of carloads of these sorghum
grains arrived in Omaha in such spoiled
condition that the grain had to be re-

" moved from the cars with pick and shovel.
It was much like mining coal. But these -

sorghums made alcohol, which was des-
perately needed by industry for war pro-
duction. And their use, of course, imme-
diately advanced the price of sorghums

so that farmers in Texas, Oklahoma, as -
well as those in Nebraska and adjoining -

States were paid a fair return for their
efforts. The price-depressing effect that

the sorghum grain surplus had had on

other grains was removed, and grain
prices generally advanced to their proper
relationships. ]

I could cite other specific instances to
show how effectively these alcohol plants
fit into the agricultural price structure
and into the American industrial picture

of today, and as I hope they will tomor-.

row. For example, in the great wheat-

producing areas it is a frequent thing -

for rust infection to change in a few
hours a prospective high quality wheat
crop into a poor quality wheat crop.
Damaged offgrade wheat is not very
satisfactory for milling purposes, but it
works well in manufacturing alcohol.
The Omaha plant has used great quan-
tities of low-grade wheat from the fields
of neighboring States, including the Pa-
cific Northwest, and even from Canada.

I mention this Omaha plant and its
operation both because I am proud that
it is in my State and because it is illus-
trative of a larger opportunity which lies
before America. That is the opportunity
to look forward toward the coming years
and to develop here a greater use in in-
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ice to serve the entire central part of the '

dustry of American farm products, nota-
bly our great grain crops, which have
caused us so much grief through the
years because of overproduction, under-
consumption, or restricted production, or
failure both to produce properly and to
consume adequately.

Of course, I am not the first to call for
development of an over-all national
agricultural policy which will include the
full utilization, industrially, of American
grains in American factories, but I do
believe that now this suggestion is more
timely than it ever has been before due
to the lessons we have learned in the
grim heat of war.

We know now that even with all Amer=
ica on a full and complete diet, plus a
sizable legitimate export business, we
will still have to find new uses for the
products of at least 30,000,000 acres of
good agricultural land in the postwar
period. By new uses, I mean uses that
did not exist at the time our country en-
tered World War II. I emphasize these
new uses because our farm production

has increased almost miraculously dur=--

ing the past 4 war years, and at the
same time that the farmers were in-
creasing yields and production the scien=-
tists were finding new uses for agricul-
tural products and industry was putting
these uses into practical operation.

This is the traditional way in which
America has progressed since our great
country was born, and it is the road ‘we
must travel if we are to continue to set
an example for the peoples of other na-
tions and for our children. Agriculture
needs research, as does industry and la-
bor, and as each of these vital groups
need each other.

Equally important for the national
welfare, these groups must see to it that
the new uses which have been found for
agricultural products are continued and
further expanded in the post-war period.

Never again should our country be

caught without rubber or a source of
supply. Despite our admiration for our
allies, the British and the Dutch, who
controlled the prewar natural rubber
supply and market, they were helpless
at the time we most needed rubber.

No matter what Secretary of Com-
merce Henry A, Wallace and visionaries
of his complexion in Government say, we
must insist that the synthetic rubber
manufacturing plants in this Nation have
saved the day for us in this war, and
that they should be kept in operation,
and not wiped off as having been
expended when the war is over. I re-
fer especially to grain alcohol plants.
Further, we must see to it that every
possible kind of research is carried ouf
to determine whether or not it is possible
for these plants to be operated wholly
from American grains, grown by Amer-
ican farmers, and efficiently enough to
compete favorably with natural rubber
from other areas of the world.

At the same time, we must be realists
as to the possibility—in the distant fu-
ture—of our oil supplies eventually dry-
ing up.

Where, then, will our liguid fuel sup-
ply originate? For a few more years,
we might find relief in the oil supplies
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of South America, Iran, and elsewhere.
But here again, should we rely solely on
these foreign sources and risk the delay
of developing our own fuel supply?

Certainly not, when we have the nu-
cleus of industrial plants around which
further to produce, develop, refine, and
experiment with one of the most perfect-
burning fuels known to man—ethyl alco-
hol, a product obtainable from many
agricultural crops.

In the manufacture of industrial alco-
hol in the Omaha plant, only the starch
in the grain is used. This starch is the
material that vegetation makes by tak-
ing carbon-dioxide gas out of the air and
uniting it with water and heat energy
from the sun. The other parts of the
grain, mostly protein, come largely from
the soil. These products are saved in
the making of alcohol, and can be used
as feed for poultry and livestock.

By feeding the protein byproducts to
livestock and poultry, much of the ini-
tial soil energy can be returned to the
soil. Thus, the manufacture of alcohol
from farm crops does not exhaust our-
most precious resource—the land.

Indeed from the over-all, long-time
national viewpoint, it is much more eco-
nomical to make and use alcohol for
power and fuel than to rely exclusively
on our limited and diminishing resources
of oil, By so doing, we can easily solve
that part of our agricultural problem that
has to do with surpluses.

The American farmer, with his highly
mechanized equipment, is one of the Na-
tion’s biggest oil users, and potentially
he can be the Nation’s biggest ethyl al-
cohol user, Some years back he pro-
duced his own power by growing feed for
horses. Just because Old Dobbin has
given way to a tractor, is there any rea-
son why the American farmer should
not prodiice his own power supply? .In
this way the farmer helps to solve his
own surplus problem. ey

Some people still think that dumping
surpluses in foreign markets is the way
for the future, while others cling to the
idea of requiring farmers to reduce their
production. Instead of destroying our
good-neighbor relationships by dumping
surpluses in foreign markets, or by sub-
sidy, paying foreign nations to use our
surpluses, or trying to regulate produc-
tion in our country precisely in line with
estimates of our future needs, we should
look forward toward full production of
agricultural products in line with good
soil-management practices. To do this,
we should have a national policy calling
for full use of agricultural raw materials
in our industrial plants. This will aid in
achieving maximum employment of la-
bor. It will result in a well-rounded and
complete national diet, and a square deal
for the tillers of the soil. Thus far, our
farmers have not been treated fairly:
Now, as we lock to postwar farming when
the farm boy comes back from the battle
fronts to take over Dad’s well-worn
shoes, we have the knowledge to give the
farmers justice and income equality.

We need a national agricultural policy,
planned by Congress on a long-range
basis We must plan now so that our
farmers, who have done so much in war
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- gudin peace, can look with calmer faith
toward a future in.a-great expanding
‘America, Two billion ‘dolars is a lot of
money, and no ‘doubt. it is necessary-to

'maintain-parity in the postwar years, as
‘we have provided, but it is mot a solution
‘of the farm problem, It is merely an
“expensive stopgap.

"We must declare it as-a national policy
to produce fully, so'as to consume prop-
erly. We must round out our farm pro-
‘gram with- positive legislation-to assure
dndustrial use of future ‘surplus farm

cproducts. -Inonly 3 years out of the past
~24 have farm-prices been above parity,
‘and those 3 years were 1842, 1943, and

1944, war years, 'when the farmer could
‘mot  buy ‘what he meeded or wanted, mo
‘matter how good his prices or how great
‘his efforts.

‘I'hope and believe that the Senate will
soon consider-legislation'making possible
‘the 'formation of ‘an-adequate national
‘ggricultural poliey that ‘will be’ carried

“out faithfully. "I stand ready to jein
“with- others of “bothpelitical ‘parties-to
-gponsor legislation” which ‘will* empha-
size the need for, and point the way to,
‘an “expanding wse of 'agricultural raw
‘materials by industry. ‘Suchr a-program,
I am sure, 'will be of tremendous benefit
to ‘o entire’ Nation, and,; ultimately, to
“all" the “nations -of the 'world. -Such a
‘program: is closely related to the subject
‘mnder  discussion here’ today—whether

we shall discourage ‘domestic produetion

“amd domestic. industry by a further re-
‘ductionr of tariffs that have been helpful
in building here the- greatest and ‘best-
governed Nation in the world.

‘Mr. President, immediately following
“my remavks I'shouldTike to have inserted
in the body of the Rucorp & speech'de-
livered by Wheeler McMillen, editor’ in
‘chief of* the Farm 'Journal, 'before 'the
“New York “Economic Clhb, ‘on May 23,

1945, dealing with the subject which we
have had under discussion.

“There being no objection, the address
“was ordered to be printed in thz"Recorp,
“as follows:

RECIPROCAL TRADE TREATIES

Sinee. the reciprocal trade treaty program
was. instituted .in 1034 the duties .on. 1,225
items have heen reduced. "A considerable
number of items have been Hound on the
Tree’list. ‘Notone slnge=1M‘-hatexpeﬂemed
an dncrease.of duty.

Now demanded is ‘not merély renewal of
Executive authority to continuethe program,
~butithe right toreduce.duties by 60 percent
‘below those reductions -which. -already: have
been made.

No..doubt. can-exist, therefore, about the
intent of the proponents of these treaties.
Their purpose is to réduce, to reduce again,
and if possibleto-destroy whatever protection
- the tariff- dffords to the 'markets of Ameriean
“farmers, to the jobs of American workers, and
‘to’the:ability of American-business: torserve
'the American jpeople; - On the evidence' of
theiracts,. and. not..merely of their -words,
‘their. objective is that. illusive international
_dream land, the state of free trade among

“In-behall of these treaties more than one
naive " sophism * has ‘been ‘advanced. Once
‘they “were “earnestly - recommended  to the
‘American ‘people “as:.a ‘preventive  6f ‘war.

“Now, with supreme contempt for the. inter-

~lent -as’ before.

“the:
‘we: shiall “bes obliged-to repair the’ rivages
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y,” they 'are”soberly advocated
as:a.preventive of future wars,

Among the other- ills-which the treaties
promised to mederate was unemployment.

- Six years after the-act was passed, and after

a dozen other employment nosfrums had

‘peen tried, until warmade a temporary abun-

dance of jobs, unemployment ' was as preva-
‘Their - contribution to the
‘creation of new jobs:during that period was
Aimperceptibleif, indeed, they did not decrease
employment.

‘The . framing  of the first: legislation -in
autherization of the trade agreements was
accompanied By a regrettable note .of dis-
Tonesty. Although not distinguishable from
commercial treaties among nations, they are
called agreements. This term 'was wﬁ‘hten

/ihto the legislation’ Tor a single’

purpose,
purpose: which I believe no' defender of the
treaties'will attempt to deny. That purpose
‘was. to. évade-any review of - their provisions
by the congressional representatives of the

_people, It ‘wad to cotififie all authority with

reference to them at the executive depart-
mient of the Government. If the treaty pro-
‘cedure, therefore; smelis' a 'bit’with the odor

“of totalitarianism, those who established the

procedure chose the aroma,

sArprodigality ‘of propaganda has-sought to
/plind ‘the Ameriean pecple-to: any' doubts
about the immaculate virtue of the. treaty
program. So overwhelming: has been this
propaganda, so lovingly has every line and
“syllable been ancintéd with the unctions of
“4dealism, that whoever remains unconverted
can expeet 0 be'regarded as one reeking-with
“regotion, as the! on of " sordid
‘selfishmess, ~with isolationism
and stesped- i original sin.

“The.public- funds of the nation and the

_powerful, propaganda machinery of Govern-

ment have enlmmd ‘to’ peﬂum:au Mmgh ;‘ﬁﬁtg
‘program ‘with Tragran el O
ddealism. ~So: effective has been the appeal to
unselfishness - that * le. generosdity
from many sources has.surged. forward. to
contribute-money to further the propaganda,
“Among. these sources are such pious idealists
as the eprrtersand‘lmpﬁwez‘s the export
manufacturers, the ‘marine -and shipping
‘corporations, and'international bankers. Re-
markable as the Tact may be; evernrcertain of
the-foreign industrinl-and agricultural com-

of the United States- have heen. in-
duced to support the abolition of our tariff
-duties.

This s a. timely moment’ to review a pro-
gram for-which somucH faetitious fervor-has
been '‘arcused. 'Fhe<: “comes ‘up- at
an Hour- when 'we' fies a future filléd with
uriknown- and unpredictable quantities. For
nearly 6. years the wiolent forces-loosed -in a
devastating, consuming war have altered the
economic eoniditions.of the earth. Allusions
towhatever éffécts'may be dlleged, pro-or ¢on,
to have resulted 'from ‘the’ trade ‘treaties in
the '1930's’ can ‘have 1{ttle weight in thls dis-
cussion tonight. The ‘world's face has
changed.  One- could hardly say *with ac-
curacy: that the world's face has-been lifted;
rather it has been bashed in.

“This is now a world that has spent most
of its savings, destroyed large portions Of its
capital “wealth, and “which “has ‘profoundly
distorted the former refationships among na-
tions. This-is-now s world in whieh anecient
Hetretls have ~beén ‘intensified and ‘new

! hatreds have flamed into: evil existence. "We

shall hereafter ‘be dealingrwith nations and
peoples who will'be: striving ‘desperately to
recoup their damaged. fortunes, to. restore
their . former "wéll=heing, to assure their

“future safety from aggression, and to realize
‘whatever they may of the shining hopes that

have been held out to them as promises of
tera. -Here in' the' United States
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wrought upen our own economy first “by
political recklessness and then by war.

Nevertheless we .are. profoundly. and sin-
cerely anxigus to-help the less fortunate peo-
ples of the earth. Genuine, effective help to
others by the United Btates can be justified
on ‘the ground’ of ‘enlightened sélfishness mo
1gss than in the cause of humanitarian de-
‘cency.

As--Americans, -‘we erave for. every.mation
the highest possible standard of living that
its people can earn. We oppose the exploita-
tion of those“who are economically or politi-
eally weak. The United States can derive
no advantage, either in prasperity or securtty,
‘beeause of poverty anywhere else in the world,

- Prosperity, anywhere in the world is-a but-

iress to prosperity and security everywhere in
the world.

“Aceording’ to the precepts taught by the
fidvoeates of free 'trade and parroted by the
proponetnits of - the reciproeal trade treaties,

“utual international” prasperity can be ad-

‘vanced by providing: unobstructed access: to
world ‘markets for these commodities which
each nation. most. readily. preduces  beeause
of natural advantages or developed sKills.

"If this” premise were true, and if it were
supported” by the evidence of fact, a simple
and desirable formula for world "welfare
would *be in"our possession. “Unfortunately,
'it isnot true; the fundamental' error of their
own basic theary deludes its advocates,

~Building upon the sands of this. false
premise; the advocates of free trade are cer-
tain that-the. United States can stremgthen
tther ‘counitries By constant réduction and
eventual abolition ofAmerfean tariffs and
thereby-admitting' ihto this, the richest of
‘all national matkets, an unrestricted volume
of ‘competitive production. from the rest of
therworld.

WWith-no: consideration for the moment as
to the éffect of such-polieies upon the for-
tunes of the' American pepple; Tet us examine
their actual® éffects upon ‘those: abroad whom
“werwould Hike to'help to-achieve higherstand-
ards of Tiving,

Uider theSmoot-Hawley TarifAct of 1830,
fully 65 percent of ‘the imports of the United
‘States entered on’ the free list, without pay-

-ment of.duty; and. the free list has not.been

decreased: since that time. “It stood at about

“that figure; also, during the previous decade.

Thus fora quarter of a'century the Uhited
‘States has ~ddmitted approximately ‘two-
“thirds of ‘its imports swithout ‘duty. This
record certainly: affords & substantial basis of
experience for'estim the:éffeet of free
trade- upon the - people--in other-lands who
have produced those-goods which we: have
bought freely and In abunidance. 3
Among the products which"we bought from
abroad was rubber, "We are the'world's larg-
ekt consumers. “How mueh 'did’ free gegess
‘to thes Ameriean: maiket: the'stand-
-ard of 1iving of the rubber preducers:in.the
“East’ Indies? Their wages -are variously re-
ported at from.10 to 20 ceiits a day. Have
‘they in rgtarn been able to buy attamobiles
or tires or-‘even’ raincoats? “Have they been
‘able to exchange their Jabor for radios’ and
“Yefrigeratars orreven for  thersmall ‘comfibrts
and convenienves'whichabound in eurstores?
‘Has free access to the-American market bene-
fited the-people-of the-East Indies; or-has it
exploited those people to provide’ Americans
with chea'p Tubber? “Has it, infact; diverted
‘them from 'developing 'production  of other
‘gootdsrwhifeh ‘they: need for themselves?
From the‘sume region “the Unitéd States
has: Lann from three to’ feur
‘hundred'millionr pounds of tropleal-starches,

- mostly freeof duty, Have-those transactions

enriched ‘the farmers of the East Indies? “Or

“Have they rather served to reduce the oppor=
“tunities of*Ameritan farmers?

"Pree of duty’ from -South* American coun-
‘triesswe. have -Imported large ‘quantities: of



1945

coffee. In addition we have imported, from
there and other tropical areas, huge guanti-
ties of vegetable oils. Is there evidence that
we have thereby built up the standards of
living for the producers of those commodi-
ties? One answer may be found in the re-
cent statement by a Brazilian economist. He
speaks of a country vaster in extent than
continental United States, clder in discovery,
and not inferior in natural resources. The
average standard of living in Brazil, he de-
clared, is below that of India and China,
where the standard is so notoriously low that
an increase of eighteenfold would hardly
bring it to the American level,

Have the jute farmers of India overcome
their poverty by access to world markets?
Have the fellahin of Egypt reveled in pros-
perity from sending their cotton into the
international channels of {rade? What
benefits are enjoyed by the laborers in the
tin mines of Bolivia? Did free access to the
American market create either prosperity or
peace for the silk workers of Japan?

What is the matter with this picture?
According to the principles of free-trade ad-
vocates the producers of rubber, of tropical
starches, of torrid zone vegetable oils, of coffes
and tin and jute and silk ought to be pros-
perous. They ought not to labor for the
world’s lowest standards of living.

Before answering that question, it is perti-
nent to ask another. What are the two most
constant problem crops in American azricul-
ture? One is cotton, and the other is wheat,
Both depend for a large part of their market
upon world demand and forelgn ability to
buy. Farmers of the United States have rela-
tively little difficulty in finding profitable
markets for the poultry and dairy products,
the meats and fruits and vegetables which
they sell within the United States.

The fact is that the advocates of free trade
overlook an important economic law to which
the textbooks have given all too little atten-
tion. This is the law which seems to con-
demn to a condition of disadvantage nearly
every large group of people who labor as origi-
nal producers of an abundant raw material
which must find its markets through world
trade. The people who are forced to concen-
trate upon such production become the ready
victim of exploitation by the ruthless forces
of world competition, They are never far
ifrom the verge of an economiec slavery which
they can escape only by developing alternative
products and new sources of earning power.
The more they concentrate upon thelr spe-
cialty, the more narrow becomes their de-
pendence and the more certain their poverty.

It must be emphasized that production has
two functions, One is to create gopds; the
other is to create purchasing power. Pro-
duction that does not earn buying power does
not fulfill its human purpose,

Here in the United States the American
people have built their unprecedentedly high
standard of living over a century and a half
by achieving a remarkable diversity of pro-
duction. That diversity promoted where de-
sirable by a fairly continuous policy of pro=-
tection from excessive foreign competition,
has, under freedom, enabled Americans to
develop an unequalled variely of sources of
earning power. Our national prosperity is not
dependent upon a few limited species of eco-
nomic activity. With so great a variety of
means to earn, Americans are in conse-
quence able to buy an overwhelming propor=-
tion of the goods produced within the United
States. The fact that always more than
nine-tenths and sometimes as much as 95
percent of our business is done among our
own people, and that so little of it s sub-
jected to the vagaries of world trade, has
enabled our people to sustain and steadily
to increase their high standard of living.
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The prosperity which has resulted from the
long American protective policy has enabled
Americans to become the world's largest con-
sumers of imported materials and therefore
the world's best customers for the products
of other lands. Domestic prosperity is the
most powerful stimulant of foreign trade. In
periods of highest prosperity we import the
largest volume of the raw materials which we
do not produce, and import the largest quan-
tities of the luxury goods which we can then
afford to add to our standard of living. That
higher volume of international trade is not
the cause but the product of prosperity at
home.

A correct system of protective tariffs is a
fertilizer for international trade and not, as
the propagandists would force us to believe,
a barrier, Such a system has enabled Ameri-
cans to build up the production of the enor=
mous variety of things Americans have want-
ed. That production has earned them the
means to buy other commodities from else-
where. - That system has created diversifica-
tion and abundance of earning power. We
have not limited ourselves to a paucity of
means to live, nor restricted ourselves to a
few limited varieties of economic activity.
Our farmers are not confined to the cotton
and wheat and corn flelds, but have a hun-
dred other profitable activities. Our workers
are not confined to the automotive, business
machine, and other industries in which our
efiiciency may be exceptional. They have a
tremendous choice of jobs, Does anyone real-
ly want to reduce that choice by limiting
Amerlcan production to a few specialties for
world markets with less purchasing power
than ours?

The American people are quite generally
agreed that their best service to the rest of
the world may be to help other populations
to help themselves.

That service will not be performed merely
by opening our markets to the unrestricted
delivery of their products. Such a course
would only intensify the exploitation of other
peoples to augment our supplies of cheap raw
materials and cheap luxury goods. It would
only narrow the fields of economic oppor=-
tunity which they might create for them-
selves,

A far wiser and far more effective way to
help less fortunate peoples to help thems-
selves will be to aid them to produce for
themselves the things they need for them-
selves. That course will be far more enlight-
ened than to reduce their opportunities by
exploiting their labor to produce for us the
things that we have reasons to need to pro-
duce for ourselves,

Neither does it follow that a protective
system which has ylelded high returns for
the United States can be exactly suited to
the needs of any other country; nor, certain-
1y, should a great nation like ours, with a
large natural capacity for self-containment,
be influenced to imitate a policy developed
for a small have-not natlon, such as England.
Free trade, with all its accompaniment of
exploitation, may be necessary for a coun-
try which can produce neither most of its
food nor of its raw materials. In the United
States we can produce most of both. We do
not need to exploit the cheap human labor
of distant lands. On the contrary, our most
selfish interest, as well as our most generous
good will, will be served if we ald such people
to produce for themselves the goods they
most need for themselves.

If trade treaties are to be reciprocal, and
if they are to create this so-called free trade,
the United States must demand that other
countries reduce their duties in return for
reductions by us, Most of the nations of
the world depend upon customs duties for
& far higher percentage of their national
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revenues than does the TUnited BStates.
Whereas the customs provide only about
9 percent of the income of our Government,
Bragzil, for instance, derives 48 percent of her
revenue from customs. Every other Latin-
American nation counts upon customs for
more than 25 percent of national taxes—
ranging up to 88 percent in Guatemala.
Bweden and China look to customs for more
than half their revenues, and India for
nearly 70 percent. The United States may
perform a doubtful kindness when it exerts
its power of negotiation to upset the already
delicate fiscal systems of less secure nations.

Thus far I have indicated that what is
called freedom of trade tends to the exploita-
tion of workers and producers in less diversi-
fied areas; that it restricts rather than im-
proves the range of their economic opportu-
nities; that it tends to bind them to enter-
prises of doubtful advantage; that it tends
to deprive them of the power to develop
diversified sources of earning power; that it
puts them at the mercy of conditions beyond
their control in world markets and keeps
them in the power of their customers,

I do not believe that Americans wish to
encourage the exploitation of any foreign
people. I refuse to-belleve that Americans
desire to become parties to an ill-conceived
program which can only lead to the further
pauperization of other nations. I do not be-
lleve that the genuine idealists of free trade
themselves, if they truly understand the per-
nicious effects of their doctrine, would con-
tinue to be its advocates.

Never yet has it been possible to produce
all the goods of all kinds for which human
desires exist. There is no limit to the poten-
tials of human consumption except purchas-
ing power. In turn, the only limit upon
purchasing power is earning power—the
power to produce exchangeable goods,

The policy in every nation, therefore, ought
to be to nurture and nourish, to stimulate
and expand the capacity of the people to
earn, How to maintain such a policy will
ghortly become the major concern here in
our own country.

Let us suppose, for one moment, that the
United States succumbed after the war to
the extremists in this passing frenzy of in-
ternationalism. Let us suppose that we de-
cided to adopt this porous doctrine of free
trade, and accepted the theory that we could
prosper best by purchasing everything from
wherever it might be obtainable most
cheaply. After the war nearly every product
Americans use might conceivably be offered
somewhere, by nations eager for exports, at
a price below the level required for profitable
production here. What, then, would be the
consequence? What could it be except the
rapid destruction of American earning power?

The illustration may be fantastic, but the
principle is not. The preservation and in-
crease of American economic strength is a
first duty of Americans. The United States
cannot hope to be a power for peace and
stability in a turbulent world, and cannot
expect to exert moral force for human good,
and at the same time permit ourselves to
abandon any kind of production that will
improve our national strength. Only the
United States will help the United States.

By 1940 our country had not yet emerged
from the long depression. Since then the
debt, destruction, and distortions of war have
been superimposed upon the effects of the
depression. We are in no position blithely
to assume the costs of vast new theoretical
experiments.

The motorear industry is admired as h
triumph of American efficlency. No other
country makes so much car for so little
money. The free trade theorist therefore
reasons that we should export more automo-
biles, and should reduce tarifls of some less
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efficient Industry in order to Import some-
thing to pay for the exported cars.

1t so heppens that in 1989 the automobile
wage earners and the cotton-textile indus-
try's wage earners were approximately equal
in nmumber. The value of the output of the
automeobile worker was three and one-half
times the value of the cotton-mill worker's
output,.” Therefore it might seem legical to
trade our efficiently made motor cars for cot-
ton products from abroad, especially since
several foreign couniries have textiles to
offer.

Bimple arithmetic reveals what the effect
would be. To create ope job at making
motorcars for export we should have to im-
port enough textiles to displace three and
one-half cotton workers, Is that the kind of
business that will pay our public debt and
maintain America strong?

Incidentally, a Eritish mission this year
reporfed to Lancashire that British spinners
produce 18 to 49 percent less per man-
hour than Americans, and British weavers
56 to 67 percent less. Our textile ipdustry
is not so inefficient.

The production ef sugar beets in this
country has long been scorned by the free
traders as an uneconomic business. In any

=heet arvea of the United States an au-
tomobile will normally be found for every 4
or § persans. In Cuba there is 1 automobile
for every 176 pecple. Which locks like the
better way to build an automobile market,
to buy some sugar from American beet farm-
ers or to buy all of it from Cuban planta-
tions where the actual workers buy no au-
tomabiles at all?

Moreaver, when Detroit sells an automobile
to an American citizen someone else sells a
garage. & highway, a hot-dog stand, tire re-
placements, gasoline and oil, hotel rooms,
and a whale train of goods and serviees.
When an automaobile is sold overseas only an
automobile is sold.

Does sameone complain that every Ameri-
can consumer has to help buy; the sugar-
beet farmer's car? That could be. Assuming
that the full amount of tariff is reflected in
every pound of sugar, the duty adds up to
about 81 per person. That kind of a dollar
is jeb insurance for the automobile em-

mrmanymwanmunmsmes
0 permit itself to be unprepared
far war, !or our preparedness will be assur-
We know now that prepared-
ness Includes almest evervthing. Yet we
‘see rising a new breed of isolailonists who
‘are willing te see their country isolated
from sources of essentinl supplies. The
ted failure te encourage our syn-

§

saving eivilization,
e

cost,
m States, every possible essential item

© the civilian economy during war.
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to be dependent upon so small an umbrella of
appeasement ag that?

The most immense of all the oversights of

the free traders is their failure to understand
the new American philosophy. For eenturies
men assumed that the world had only so
much wealth, and that if one man or one
nation were to obtain more he must take it
from others. That was the predatory
philesophy. :
Here under freedom we have developed
something so great and se new that most of
the statesmen and economists have not yet
discovered its existence. Qurs is no longer a
predatory philesophy, but a philosephy of
production. Through ecience we learn to
chay the laws of nature and to create out of
the materials of the earth vast arrays of goods
such as never existed before. ‘This is new
wealth which we take from no ene. We make
it out of the sail, out of the air and sea, and
even cut of the waste heaps of a more igno-
rant

In less than three-fourths of a century we
have created 15 major new industries which
aceount for a tremendous share of our em-
ployment, of our wealth, and of our standard
of living. The rest of the world is welcome
to take aur {odls of production to learn our
skills, and to do the hest it can to egual cur
standard of living. That is our best contri-
bution to humanity, not our markets nor
our jaobs,

The reciprocal trade-treaty program is a
narrow, old-fashioned, one-way, downgrade
alley that can only lead America and the
other participating countries direct to the
economic slums.

I have tried here to lay before you a con-
cept of the trus seeds of prosperity and the
soil in which they will grow, whether that soil
is in our part of the earth, or far qverseas.
‘When we shall have helped the world's less
fortunate peoples to produce for themselves
the things they need, we shall then have
helpea fthem on the way to genuine and
durable prosperity. Foreign trade is the
fruit, not the seed, of prosperity. As they
grow in welfare apd well-being, as they
build up their real earning powers, trade over
the face of the earth will flourish as never
before, discord will decline, and the produc-
tive ideals of American freadom will every-
where be called blessed.

VISIT TO THE SENATE OF GEN. MARK W.
CLARK, UNITED STATES ARMY

During the delivery of Mr. BUTLER'S
speech,

Mr. BARELEY., Mr. President, will
the Senator from Nebraska yield?

Mr, BUTLER, I yield.

Mr. BARELEY, I am sure that all
Members of the Senate would be happy
to take advantage of an opportunity to
greet one of our great commanders in the
European theater of war. The whole
American Nation is proud of the ac-
complishments of the commanding of-
ficers of our armed forces, and proud of
the team work they have accomplished in
the winning of the war on the European
side of the Atlantie.

‘We have with us today ene of our out-
standing eommanders, & man who per-
formed a great preliminary feat before
the landing of our troops in north Africa,
who has been in command of gur treops
in that theater, in Sicily, and finally in
Italy, who was in command of the Amer-
ican Army in Italy at the time of the sur-
renger of the German forces.

1 ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ate may stand in recess for 10 minutes in
order that the Members of the Senaie
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may greet Gen. Mark W. Clark, who is
now our guest,

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

Thereupon (at 2 o'clock and 15 minutes
p. m,) the Senate took a recess for 10
minutes.

During the recess, Gen. Mark W. Clark,
United States Army, was escoried by the
Becretary of the Senate (Leslie L. Biffie)
to a place in the well of the Senate, amid
great applause from the floor and the
galleries.

Mr. BARKLEY persenally presented
the Members of the Senate fo General
Clark, after which he was escorted from
the Chamber amid applause.

At the expiration of the recess the
Senate reassembled, and Mr. TA¥LOR re-
sumed the Chair.

SALARIES AND WAGES OF FEDERAL
EMPLOYEES

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr, President, the
House has passed Senate bill 807, the
Federal pay bill, with an amendment,
and I ask unanimous consent that the
Chair lay before the Senate the amend-
ment of the House of Representatives.

There being no ebjection, the Presid-
ing Officer laid before the Senate the
amendment of the House of Representa-
tives to the bill (S, 807) to improve sal-
ary and wage administration in the Fed-
eral service; to provide pay for overtime
and for might and holiday work: to
amend the Classification Aet of 1823, as
amended; to bring about a reduction in
Federal personnel and to establish per-
sonnel ceilings for Federal departments
and agencies; to reguire a guarierly
analysis of Federal employment; and for
other purposes.

Mr. DOWNEY. Mr. President, T move
that the Senate disagree to the amend-
ment of the House, request a conference
with the House on the disagreeing votes
of the two Houses therean, and that the
Chair appeint the conferees on the part
of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to, and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. DowNEY,
Mr. McErLuar, Mr. Byrp, Myr. LANGER,
and Mr. ATREN oonfmeson the part of
the Senate.

EXTENSION OF TRADE AGREEMENTS ACT

‘The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (H. R, 3240) to extend the au-
thority of the President under section 350
of the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended.

Mr. BARELEY. Mr. President, it is
ebvieus that we shall net be able ta vote

. an the bill today. It bad been my hope

that we might vote on the pending com-
mittee amendment, but probably that is
not possible. It is not contemplated that
there shall be a session tomorrow.
Therefore I desire to propound a unani-
mous-consent request.

I ask unanimous consent that, hegin-
ning -with the session on Monday, and
during the pendency ef the commitice
amendment whieh is now befere the Sen-
ate, no Senater shall speak more than
once or lenger than 15 minutes en the
hill or the amendment, or any amend-
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ment or substitute therefor, That means
that when the pending commitiee
amendment shall be disposed of, there
will be no limitation of debate until an-
other one is imposed. The limitation
would apply only during the pendency of
the pending committee amendment.

Mr. WHITE., Mr. President, this de-
bate has continued for practically a week.
I think it has been a very thorough dis-
cussion of what is involved. I believe
that the request made by the Senator
from Kentucky is altogether reasonable
under the circumstances, and I hope that
the Senate will agree to the arrangement
which he suggests.

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

Mr. HATCH. Mr. President, if I cor-
rectly understand the unanimous-con-
sent request, a Senator, by speaking on
both the amendment and the bill, if he
should care to do so, would have a max-
imum of 30 minutes.

Mr. BARKLEY. That is true, while
this amendment is pending. Of course,
when it is disposed of, future arrange-
ments will have to be made if a further
limitation of debate is desired. But dur-
ing the pendency of this amendment any
Senator may speak for a total of 30
minutes on the bill and the amendment,
if he so desires.

Mr. HATCH. I do not wish to object
to the request; but on Tuesday, if the
Senate is in session, as soon as I can
obtain recognition from the Chair, I de-
sire to present a matter which I am sure
will not require longer than 30 minutes,
so that even if the limitation of debate
is still in effect, I am sure that 30 min-
utes will be ample time.

Mr. BAREKLEY. 1 fervently hope
that we may dispose of the entire bill
by that time. If not, we can accommo-
date the Senator.

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, did I cor-
rectly understand the Senator to say
that there would not be a vote on the
amendment this afternoon?

Mr. BARKLEY. That is correct.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Eentucky? The Chair hears none,
and it is so ordered.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I
have had compiled for me a statement
regarding some of the benefits which
have come to the State of Washington
from = reciprocal trade agreements.
These agreements have been of great sig-
nifjcance to my State and to the prod-
ucts raised or manufactured in it. I ask
unanimous consent that the statement
be printed in the body of the Recorp fol-
lowing my remarks.

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

BENEFITS TO WASHINGTON FROM RECIFROCAL
TRADE AGREEMENTS
BIGNIFICANCE OF FOREIGN TRADE TO WASHINGTON

Foreign trade is an important factor in
the prosperity of Washington. After the First
World War virtually all nations, including the
United States, increased their barriers against
imports. Excessive tariffs, quotas, and a va-
riety of other devices impeded the How of
international commerce. These measures
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contributed to the break-down of interna-
tional trade following 1828. Total United
States exports between 1929 and 1933 de-
clined from $5,241,000,000 to only $1,675,000,=
000 and total imports from $4,389,000,000 to
$1,323,000,000.

Total exports reported as originating in
Washington fell from $127,000,000 to $35,«
000,000 between 1929 and 1932. As the vol-
ume of exports from Washington, and from
the United States as a whole, dropped, the
demand for Washington products declined,
thousands of wage earners lost their Jobs,
prices fell, and purchasing power throughout
the State was reduced. The total income of
individuals in Washington fell from $1,103,~
000,000 in 1929 to $587,000,000 in 1832, and
cash farm Iincome declined from $208,000,-
000 to $88,000,000 between the same 2 years.

Washington's economic development and
prosperity are afiected, both directly and in-
directly, by foreign trade. It needs foreign
markets for the products of its mines, its
farms, its forests, and its factories. Wash-
ington producers also benefit when other
sections of the country increase their sales
abroad and provide better home markets for
Washington produects.

RECIPROCAL TRADE AGREEMENTS ACT

For the purpose of restoring our interna-
tional trade, Congress passed the Trade
Agreements Act which approved by the Pres-
ident on June 12, 1934. The act, originally
established for a 3-year period, has been ex-
tended twice for additional 3-year periods:
from June 12, 1937, and from June 12, 1840,
and once for a 2-year period; from June 12,
1943,

EFFECTIVENESS OF THE TRADE-AGREEMENTS
PROGRAM

Since the Trade Agreements Act was ap-
proved, 32 agreements (including supple-
mentary agreements) have been negotiated
with 28 countries. The progress made toward
restoring international trade under the pro-
gram before the present war changed the
course and character of foreign trade gives
evidence of its effectiveness. In the 2-year
period 1938-39, when 16 trade agreements
were in effect, United States exports to
countries covered by these agreements aver-
aged 63 percent greater than in 1934-35, when
only 1 agreement was in effect for a year or
more; exports to all other countries showed
an increase of only 32 percent. While other
factors contributed in producing these re-
sults, the concessions obtained from other
countries in trade agreements on specified
American products, and the provisions
against discriminatory treatment of United
Btates trade, played an important role,
Washington shared in the increased trade.

War conditions so distorted both the char-
acter and the volume of our foreign trade
that figures subsequent to those for 1939
would not be appropriate.

CONCESSIONS OBTAINED WHICH BENEFIT
WASHINGTON

Fruits and vegetables, wheat and wheat
fiour, fishery products, and lumber and tim-
ber are examples of the important products
of Washington for which expanded and more
stable foreign markets have been obtained
in trade agreements.

Washington iz one of the leading pro-
ducers of a variety of fruits and vegetables
which enter foreign trade in large volume in
either the fresh or processed form. Growers
and processors of fruits and vegetables bene-
fit from the concessions obtained in agree-
ments with 26 countries for fruits and
preparations and in agreement with 21
countries for vegetaples and preparations.
Of particular interest to Washington farm-
ers and exporters are the concessions ob=-
tained in trade agreements with 21 countries
for fresh apples and fresh pears, with 8
countries for dried apples and dried pears
and with 18 countries for dried prunes.
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Thirteen countries reduced the rates of duty
or granted other mitigations in tariff treat-
ment on fresh apples and 8 countries bound
existing moderate rates of duty or granted
other mitigations in tariff treatment on fresh
pears and 7 countries bound existing mod-
erate rates against increase.

Among the important groups of concessions
on these products are those obtained in the
agreements with Canada and the United
Eingdom. Canada lowered its duties and re-
moved the 3-percent excise duty on a long
list of fresh, canned, and dried fruits and
vegetables, reduced the advanced valuations
used in calculating regular and special duties,
and reduced its in-season chérges on fresh
vegetables and fruits. The United Kingdom
reduced or bound its duties on a wide range
of vegetables and fruit products and provided
in the agreement for freer access to British
colonial markets.

Washington, ranking within the first 5
leading wheat-raising States and one of the
largest fiour-milling centers in the country,
benefits from the concessions obtained in
trade agreements facilitating the restoration
and expansion of America’s export trade in
wheat and wheat flour. Concessions were
obtained for wheat in agreements with
7 countries and for wheat flour in agree-
ments with 12 countries. Five countries re-
duced the rates of duty or granted other
mitigatiens in tariff treatment on wheat and
2 countries bound existing moderate duties
against increase. On wheat flour, 4 coun-
tries reduced the duty and 8 countries gave
assurances that existing duties would not be
increased. The agreement with the United
Kingdom removed the duty on wheat from
the United States, thus removing the Empire
tariff preference in favor of wheat from
Canada and other British Empire sources.
The agreement also provided parity of tariff
treatment for American wheat with British
Empire wheat in 5 British colonial markets.

Since Seattle is the outfitting and dis-
tributing center of the great salmon-canning
industry of the Northwest, Washington's
commercial fishermen, canners, and exporters
of fishery products benefit from concessions
obtained in agreements with 21 countries.
Thirteen countries reduced the rates of duty
or granted other mitigations in customs
treatment on canned salmon and 12 coun-
tries reduced the duty or granted other im-
proved customs treatment on sardines. A
variety of other concessjons were obtained on
canned pilchards, on fresh, chilled, or frozen
salmon, halibut, mackerel, oysters, shelled or
in the shell, and on many other kinds of
fish.

Washington’s lumbermen and exporters
and manufacturers of wooden articles bene-
fit from expanded foreign markets resulting
from concessions obtained in trade agree-
ments with 17 countries. On boards, planks,
and scantlings 11 countries reduced the rates
of duty or granted other improved customs
treatment and 5 countries bound existing
duties against increase. On logs, hewn tim-
ber, and pilings, 4 countries reduced the rates
of duty and 4 countries bound existing duties
against increase. In addition, the agree-
ment with the United Kingdom reduced the
margin of Empire preference in 9 colonies and
bound the existing moderate Empire pref-
erence, which is approximately equal to our
import tax on lumber, in 18 colonies. A
variety of concessions were also obtained in
trade agreements with 6 countries on cooper-
age and with 10 countries on various manu-
factures of wood.

In addition to the direct concessions ob-
tained, there is a most-favored-nation provi-
sion in each trade agreement which auto-
matically extends to American products re-
ductions or other mitigations of tariffi rates
granted by the agreement country to coun-
tries other than the United States. For ex-
ample, lower tariff rates on some 600 items
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formerly extended by Canada to France but
not to the United States now apply also to
American commodities. Among these Wash-
ington benefits from reductions on wheat

and wheat flour, on dried fruits, and canned

salmon.

WASHINGTON BENEFITS AS THE UNITED
STATES BENEFITS

There is a direct relationship between the
prosperity of one section of the country and
that of the country as a whole. The con-
cessions obtained in trade agreements on
American products not produced in Washing-
ton expand foreign markets for such prod-
ucts and thereby increase domestic purchas-
ing power for Washington products, Con-
sumers and industries in other sections of
the country buy more fruits and vegetables,
grains, fishery products, and lumber and
timber, and many other products of Wash-
ington.

Enlarging the sale of American products to
foreign consumers means railroads, steam-
ships, and trucks have greater tonnage to
handle. This, in turn, increases the demand
for and provides steadier employment in
these lines and in related service industries—
banking, brokerage, advertising, Insurance,
and warehousing. The net result is that
Washington farmers, workmen, manufactur-
gz;s, merchants, and professional people bene-

IMPORTANCE OF TRADE-AGREEMENTS PROGRAM
DURING THE WAR AND AFTER THE WAR
Although considerations related to the war
effort now dominate the nature and extent
of our foreign trade, the trade-agreements
program exerts a beneficial influence on that
part of our trade which continues to be in-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

fluenced by economic considerations. It also
directly contributes to advancement of our
trade relations with friendly countries and
of the war effort.

The agreements provide valuable insur-
ance, now, against a repetition of the tidal
wave of trade barriers and discriminations
that swept over the world after the last war.
They provide, now, a solid foundation for
resumption of mutually beneficial trade after
the war, when so many of our agricultural
and industrial producers will need foreign
markets if they are to avoid curtailment of
production and ruinously low prices, and
when American industry and consumers will
need imported raw materials and semimanu-
factured and finished products.

Trade agreements concluded before the
outbreak of war in Europe, as well as those
concluded since then, help to bring about
close economic cooperation between this
country and the other United Nations in the
joint effort -to achieve complete victory.
These agreements stand today for economic
cooperation in war and in peace—for a world
in which men everywhere can produce in
accordance with their ability and exchange
their goods on a fair and reasonable basis.
They inspire confldence that the United
States will do its share in creating conditions
favorable to prosperity and security after
victory.

The trade-agreements program is in line
with the economic objectives of the Atlantlic
Charter, now the United Nations Charter,
and article VII of the mutual-aid agreements
with our allies.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, my col-
league the junior Senator from Maine

JUNE 15

[Mr. BrREwsTer] has called my attention
to a statement he made yesterday that
may be misconstrued without some fur-
ther clarification. He has asked me to
make the necessary clarification.

The Tariff Commission study to which
he referred covered only the products
the imports of which amounted to $100,-
000 or more in 1939. Thus, a large num-
ber of products were not included in the
study, many of which are large export
items.

The figures cited, showing the value of
domestic production and the estimated
decline in United States production due
to reductions in duty, thus apply only to
a part of United States industry, and do
not include the value of our principal
export industries, such as automobiles.

Furthermore, Mr. President, let me say
that my colleague the junior Senator
from Maine asked unanimous consent to
have a table inserted in the Reconrp, and
it was inserted on page 6121. But the
footnotes were not printed in the ReEcorp
with the table, and the Senator feels that
they are necessary if the table is to be
fully understood. Therefore, I ask unan-
imous consent that the table may be re-
inserted and that the footnotes appear-
ing at the bottom of the sheet also be
included in the exfension.

There being no objection, the table,
together with the fooinotes, was ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Summary of 1939 statistics and postwar estimates for all commodities, dutiable and free, covered by the report?

Estimates for postwar long term
Per capita income as in 1039 Per capita income 75 percent above
1630 1939
Duties re- | Duties in- Duaties re- | Duties in-
Djﬂt{t&ags duced by | creased by I}:gtissmas duced by | ereased by
50 percent | 50 pereent 50 percent | 50 percent
Pmductinn for the domestic market (millions of dollars): ?
41, 568 40, 940 40, 084 50, 360 76, 531 75, M4 ?" 185
b) \Iet (estimated as 75 percent of gross).. * 31, 176 37, 462 26, 813 37T 57,398 56, 508 47, 880
(c) I‘m(g‘n value (millions of dollars).. e . 22 Ll 2,064 2,186 2, 657 1, 950 3, 628 4,407 3, 156
stimated ratio of lamded value to fomi;‘n value (pt‘rcenr.) = 120.4 126, 4 119.2 133.6 126. 4 119. 2 133.6
(d) Landed value, estimated (millions of dollars). .. .. oo viimiiimeaiianeanas 2,609 2,763 4, 167 2, 05 4, 586 5, 253 4, 216
Ratio of imports to production for domestic market (percent):
1, Hnscdnnfu] anrlsc)... 5.0 4.4 5.4 3.9 4.7 58 4.1
2, Based on (I) and (c). 6.6 5.8 7.2 52 6.3 7.8 55
3. Based on (b) and (d)-... 8.4 7.4 5.8 6.9 8.0 9.5 7.3
Ratio to 1039 (percent):
Produection for domestic market . ool iiaiiaeieesee 100 120 118 121 18 181 186
L TR T ST e e T I SRR T NI T S S NS T 100 106 12 178 214 153
Ratio to catimu’cs at Iower income level (percenl}'
uetion for domestic market. ... 100 100 100 153 154 153
Imports ( ue)- 100 100 100 166 160 162
Ratio to estimates at l.rnehanged duty level Lperwm]
Pr ion for d tic market. = 100 8 101 160 48 101
A T S o T e e RN RO o 2 NI e Y el 0 R E g D (E S e S 100 122 80 100 121 87
! In totalizing the 0, for the dities for which, on account of the many uncertainties involved, estimates were expressed in the form of a range, the middle

pomt of the range has been taken in each ca

2 Does not include production for export see text disenssion.

Mr. McMAHON. Mr. President, I am
very happy that the correction of the
Recorp has' been made by the Senator
from Maine. In concluding his remarks
yesterday, based—as I understood—on
the premise which is now disclosed to
have been unwarranted, the junior Sen-
ator from Maine stated:

We read repeatedly in the newspapers
about a foreign trade of $5,000,000,000 to $10,-
000,€00,000, and 3,000,000 to 5,000,000 jobs
which would be created. If anyone 18
cherishing such an illusian, which has been
held before the people of the United States
by the words of =0 many spokesmen in high
places, e may see his dreams dissipated by
the cold-blooded testimony of the United

States Tariff Commission, whose integrity, 1
believe, will not be challenged.

It is now apparent from the statement
of correction which has been made by
the senior Senator from Maine for the
Jjunior Senator from Maine that the con-
clusion which seemingly was to be drawn
from the figures which the junior Senator
from Maine cited was totally unwar-
ranted, because, as the correction indi-
cates, the statement totally disregarded
the matter of exports. Let me point
out that when the Senate adopted the
resolution calling upon the Tariff Com-
mission for a report, it called only for a
study of imports in volume over $100,000

L]

a year. It did not call.for any estimate
from the Tariff Commission of any cor-
responding figures for exports, and in
its report in accordance with the resolu-
tion the Tariff Commission stated very
specifically that it was complying with
the limitations of the resolution, and
was not in any respect estimating the
increase-in exports; which, of course,
would certainly result from the action of
our efficient industries in exporting
automobiles and other commodities in
great volume.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I do not
undertake to reply in any respect to what
the Senator from Connecticut has said,
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for I am neither familiar with the statis-
tical table, nor do I have clearly in mind
precisely what my colleague said about
it. I leave the matter as it will be when
the extensions or corrections which I
have requested are made, and I leave the
Senator from Connecticut to deal with
my colleague when he returns to the
Chamber.

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, on page
5972 of the Recorp of June 12 there was
inserted a table in reference to the do-
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mestic production and imports of various
selected commodities. I have received a
telegram from the Elgin National Watch
Co., of Elgin, Ill.,, which protests this
table and says it is grossly misleading,
and cites why it is. I ask unanimous
consent to have the table reinserted in
today’s REcorp, and to have the telegram
explaining the protest printed immedi-
ately following it.

There being no objection, the table
and telegram were ordered to be printed
in the REcORD, as follows:

Domestic production and imports of selected commodities, showing percentages imports
are of domestic production, 1933-39

FProduet and agr:zemer:&ni: :m;h prineipal concession 1053 1035 1037 1030
Woolen manufactures (United Kingdom, effective
Jan. 1, 1939);
Domestic prodaetion. . . £306, 281, 000 ) $540, 019,000 | $479, 787, 000
Iimports as pereent of prnduetlnn L4 (1) 1.9 20
Cotton manufactures (Switzerland, efiective Fob, 15,
1926, andd France, eficctive June 15, 1936)
Domestie production... cmremennmnanacnees]| $504, 207,000 M $1, 228, 000, 000 |§1, 012, 147, 000
Imports as percent of prm‘uct-nn .................. 1.4 ) 2.3 1.8
Cuhtll‘l ?nd beef (Canada, effective Jan. 1, 1936, on
cattle):
d\rjﬁmﬁins (eflective Now. 15, 1241, on canned
Domestic production (pounds) . _ ... ... 7,331, 000, 000 | 7, 565, 000, 000 | 7, 906, 000, 000 | 8,002, 000, 000
Imports as percent of production. . _____. 1.6 4.1 4.8 5.6
C m;hlrarm income from cattle and ealves, beel el - .
and veal $509, 1, 062, 426, 000 237, 924, 000 |§1, 289, 65S; 100
Leather footwear ((‘zechns]ovnkla effective Apr 16, g STy
1938, to Apr. 22, 1939): >
Domestic pmducnon {palra)=c . cociooan i ldseg 350, 400, 000 383, 800, 000 412, 000, 000 424, 100, 000
Imports as percent of production 0.6 0.4 : 2 4 0.6
Elastic fabrics (France, effective June 15, 1036):
Domestie production... $16,130,000 |  $15, 237,000 | $14,924,000 |  $16, 065,000
Imports as percent of production. _ Al 1.3 1.1 1.7 1.2
Pottery (United Kingdom, effective Jan. l . 1930):
Domestic production $44, 024, 000 0] $07, 365, 000 $07, 861, 000
_ Imports as percent of production.. 12.4 ) 10, 2 6.9
Watches and clocks and movements (;
effective Feb, 15, 1936): -
Domestio produotion. .. cove o omsecsmmuasensam—s-— $20, 201, 000 $62, 549, l'lJﬂ $104, 446, 000 $89, 513. mu
Imports as percent of production 6.7 10.3 L3
Cheddar cheese (Canada, effective J
Domestie production (pounds). ... - 415, 649, 000 475, 788, ma 447, 007, 000 541, 781, ()DEI
Imports as percent of production___... Ziz 0.2 0.2 1.0 1.2
Income of domestic Cheddar cheese producel's ..... $42, 306, 000 $68, 038, 000 70, 024, 000 $60, 348, 000

1 Nol available.
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Telegram from Elgin National Watch Co.,
Eigin, I1l.:

“Re H. R. 3240, refer table page 5972, Con~
CRESSIONAL RECorD, June 12, showing watch
imports as percentage American production.
This information utterly misleading. Im-
ports consist almost exclusively all kinds
jeweled watch movements, and nonjeweled
wrist watches, Few clocks and nonjeweled
pocket watches imported.

“Dollar values cited in table way high for
American watch production. Cited values
include American production of clocks, non-
jeweled pocket watches, and apparently value
added by casers in this country.

“Furthermore cited values of American
production based on sales value of finished
product. Imports largely from prices of
movements only. Although requested we
have not been given information by govern-
mental sources as to what clted values ac-
tually include. Unit figures only fair method
of comparison. Comparison on unit bases
reveals Swiss has had 50 to 60 percent of
jeweled watch market in this country up to
1942, when American industry was converted
to war production.

“Please make this Information known in
Benate debate.”

Mr, BARKLEY. Mr. President, I
should like to ask the Senator from Illi-
nois to what table he refers.

Mr. BROOKS. I am referring to the
table which was inserted in the RECORD
by the majority leader on the 12th of
June. Would the Scnator like to have
me read the telegram?

Mr. BARKLEY. No; I heard the Sen-
ator state the contents of the telegram.
I did not understand the identity of
the table.

Mr. BROOKS. It was the table which
was inserted on June 12.

Mr. BARKELEY. The table which I had
inserted in the Recorp, and which I ob-
tained from the State Department, con-
tained figures from various governmen-
tal departments dealing with fhe sta-
tistics which were set forth in the table.

Mr. BROOKS. I understand.

Mr. BARKLEY. 1 suppose that the
table in which the Elgin Watch Co. is
interested is the watch table.

Mr. BROOKS. Yes.

Mr. BARKELEY. There was a category
of watches which related to our trade
agreement with Switzerland?

Mr. BROOKS., That is correct.

Mr. TAFT. I merely wish to comment
on the remarks of the Senator from Con-
necticut [Mr. McMason]. The sugges-
tion was made that we may increase ex-
ports. The whole argument for the
pending bill, as I understand it, is that we
must have more imports in order to have
more exoorts; that we cannot have ex-
ports unless we have imports. So the
entire argument involved in this debate
is not ene of exports, but one of whether
or not we can increase our imports. The
omission which was made does not di-
rectly affect the point made by the Sen-

' horse.
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ator with regard to this matter, as I un-
derstood it.

Mr. GEORGE. The distinguished Sen-
ator from Ohio seems to be laboring un-
der a very grave misapprehension that
the whole purpose of the proposed legis-
lation is to increase imports. The ex-
pressly declared purpose is to increase
foreign trade, which includes both im-
ports and exports. The purpose of the
measure is not limited to an increase in
imports.

Mr., TAFT. Obviously the only effect
of lowering the tariff would be to increase
imports, and it has been argued that if
imports can be increased exports can also
be increased. I think there are other
limitations on exports, but the whole
argument with reference to a possible
danger to our American industries is to
inerease our imports in order that we
may increase our exports. There are
other means by which we may increase
exports. For example, we may loan bil-
lions of dollars abroad. However, I think
that method is much less desirable. I
am willing that our imports be increased
to the extent that they do not inter-
fere with employment. But certainly,
the philosophy back of this bill is that we
must increase our imports in order there-
by to give to foreign nations dollars with
which to buy goods which we manufac-
ture.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, I
wish to ask the Senator from Ohio if it is
not true that during the past years since
1921 and 1922 we have also had an excess
of exports over imports,

Mr. TAFT. To some extent the fig-
ures which have been used are mislead-
ing because they do not include such
items as traveling abroad, payment of
insurance to Great Britain, and other
items which are equivalent to imports

" into this country for the purpose of bal-

ancing imports and exports. The excess
of exports over imports during the years
preceding the war is due to the fact we
were lending money abroad. If we are
willing to lend money abroad we can in-
crease our exports. In fact, we must
balance the situation either by loans or
otherwise.

Mr. FULBRIGHT. The Senator said
that he believed it was less desirable to
do it by loans than by imports.

Mr. TAFT. Yes. I think it is a mis-
take to build up an export trade which
cannot be based on a fair exchange of
goods. If we are bound to have a very
large amount of duty-free imports—
during the postwar period, in the neigh-
borhood of $4,000,000,000 or $5,000,000,-
000—we may have imports over our
duties, The duties ought not to be so
high as to exclude foreign goods, and
they should not be so low as to put the
American industry out of business.

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, when the
Senator from Ohio says that the pri-
mary purpose of this bill is to enable us
to have a greater volume of imports, I
think he is puiting the cart before the
I understand that the primary
purpose of the bill is to put into the
hands of the State Department an in-
strument which they may use in securing
a reduction ef the tarifi barriers which
most of the other nations of the werld
have built up against American exports.
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During the last 10 years the State De-
partment has succeeded in lowering bar-
riers against our fruit growers, both
fresh and dried fruits, machine tools,
cereals, and other products of various
industries. I think the primary purpose
of the bill is to give the State Depart-
ment the means with which to secure a
lowering of the barriers which foreign
countries are maintaining against us.

Mr. TAFT. Obviously, the weapon
which we would give to the State Depart-
ment to do what the Senator from Ver-
mont has stated is the ability to increase
imports into this country. The only rea-
son they govern the exports is that we
give them the power to say, for example,
“We will lower our tariffs so that you
can ship more goods into the United
States.” I am surprised to find the ad-
vocates of this bill disputing it. It is the
very basis of their philosophy. We must
agree, as the Senator has said, to increase
imports into the United States in order
that other nations may take from us our
exports. Personally, I believe that in
such a deal we would be giving a great
many more concessions to other nations
by reason of the most-favored-nation
clause than we would ever get from them.
However, that is a matter of opinion as to
which there may be some dispute,

Mr. BARKLEY, Mr. President, the
Senator from Ohio seems to think that
the advocates of this bill rely solely on
the possibility of increasing imports in
order to increase exports. That situa-
tion could take place only insofar as it
might become necessary to pay for ex-
ports from this country by imports into
this country. What we are seeking to do
is to bring about a situation by which
we can obtain some concessions from
other countries which will permit more of
our exports, regardless of the number
of imports.

The two things, of course, go together,
buf without a bargaining power, and
without the possibility of obtaining con-
cessions from other countries, we cannot
expect to increase our imports suffi-
ciently to pay for all the goods we may
want to export on the basis of the pres-
ent tariff barriers. By negotiation we
would not only bring about a larger field
for the payment of exports by imports,
but we would make it easier for ourselves
to get our goods into other countries by
lowering the barriers which those coun-
tries have erected against us.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that in connection with my present

_remoarks there be inserted in the body
of the Recorp several tables which I
have before me showing the concessions
obtained in reciprocal trade agreements
among the 26 nations with which they
were negotiated, with respect to the vari-
ous articles of American production, in-
cluding agricultural products, fruits,
vegetables, canned and raw; meats, meat
products, beef and veal; pork and pork
products, fresh, frozen, or cured; ham,
bacon, sausage, mutton, animal oils,
dairy products, raw hides and skins, un-
manufactured leaf tobacco, raw cotton,
textile manufacturing products such as
rayon and synthetic fibers, and so forth;
wood and paper products, naval stores,
petroleum and petroleum products, glass
and glass products, and a miscellaneous
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assortment of American manufacturing
products which have been involved in
trade agreements. The information
shows the number of nations which have
made concessions to us, and the number
of products on which concessions have
been made.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Kentucky? The Chair hears none,
and it is so ordered.

The tables are as follows: |

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, August 1, 1944.

Concessions obtained in reciproecal trade
agreements—number of countries® grant-
ing concessions on important products and
groups of products exported from the
United States (not including numerous
concessions obtained on a wide variety of
other products)

AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS
[Maximum possible: 26 countries]

Number of coun-
tries granting—
Re- Conces-
Major produets or groups of products duced slons of
o |any kind,
duties, |5 :
larger | ncluding
e bindings
N0 aSslof existing
© |treatment
Fruits, vegetables, and preparations. 23 26
Fruits and Dﬂ.pummaa ......... P 26
Fresh fuits. ... 3 17 24
13 21
14 21
2 2
6 7
7 11
4 ]
Canned or prepared iruits 21 24
o 2 2
7 8
6 T
3 3
& 5
- 7 7
Fruit juices and sauces. . 7 8
Jams and preserves. 3 3
Other canned fruits. - 4 4
Dried and evaporated fmits 21 25
ricots. 7 10
4 8
13 18
U] ]
11 14
4 8
] 11
Vesdle s parations___ 1 2l
vgetables and pre ons_
Fre'lh vegetablui 5 Ll
4 4
Other fresh vugembl 4 4
Canned regstabiesnnd prep-
arations. . SRR A 18 20
Bea 4 5
12 14
3 4
ups ] 6
v Pgel.able]uioes includ-
ing tomato juice and
catsup. 5 7
Other canned v{'getn-
bles and preparations. 11 13
Driled vegetables_ ____ . ____. 2 2
Grains and preparations. 18 2
Wheat. ] 7
Corn... 2 4
Oats___ 2 3
Rye.. 1 1
BRI e s e s 2 2
Wheat flour. 4 12
Cornmeal 3 ]
Cornstarch......._...._ 3 8
Oatmeal and rolled oats P 10 16
Rice and rice flour. . 4 10
Prepared breakfast foods and
T e S et 6 8

{The 26 tmdem'emmt countries covered by this
study, in order of signatures of the agi:r!uemcnt-a are:
Cuba, Brazil, Belgium and L\m’:m'rmrgI aiti, Sww]nn.
Colombia, Canada, Honduras, the Netherlands, Switzer.
land, G rance i-‘mum?(, Ri

Insdom Thurl ey.

iuatemala, F;

Salvador, Ecusdor, the i.!nltéd 3, Tur

nezuela, entina, em. ruguay , Tran,
and Iceland, Nicaragua an mhnsfovnkln are not
covered because the reclpmm! duty concessions and
certain provisions of the smemem with Nicaragua
censed to be effective Mar. 10, 1638, and the operation of
;Izm ﬁér‘{emen: with Czechoslovakia was suspended Apr.

i
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Concessions obtained in reciprocal itrade
agreements—~Continued
AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS—continued
Number of coun-
tries granting—
Re- Conees
Major products or groups of products Al sions of
duties, |31¥ kind
Tatiier including
I;‘;gtss hindings
A Srlof existing
treatment
Fodders and feeds:
01l cake and oil cake meal...____ 1 7
£ 2 2
16 15
4 5
15 18
] 13
& ']
4 o
10 15
1 5
ton 3 3
Animal ofls other than lard.._ ... 1 4
Other meat and meat products__ | [} 12
Dairy products.. 8 11
Milkand ueam,  including dried” Y
milk, et cotera. ............ 7 9
Malted milk and pmeassed
milk preparations. . B, 2 4
Cheese & 1 3
3 5
1 2
2 4
1 1
1 1
4 11
0 7
b1 §
i
2
3
20
Salmon 15
Sa.rdines.mnludmgpllr.hnrﬂs Ig 12
g s e sl
Othor canned shellfish. 7 7
Smoked, salted, or pickled 5 5
Leather and leather products. . 10 2
Leather ] N
Cattle npper leather.._.___._ 2 [
Patent upper leather._...... 5 14
Other leather.....___ == " 13
Leather [oolwuar ................ 4 7
Leather products other than
footwear 4 8
] 11
Y 5 11
Other tobacco manufactures.... 1 1
Rubber and rubber produets........ 16 2
Tiresand tubes. . oeeceeanns 9 16
Ruhberized piece goods. - 2 4
Belting, hose, and tubing. 7 13
Surzical rubber goods. ... 1 2
Other rubber produets, includ-
ing rubber footwear. .......... 6 11
I'extlln manufactures. ... ... 11 17
otton factures 8 13
2 5
4 7
3 5
6 10
51 9 14
1[08101‘}’ 8 13
Rayon and synih 4 7
Hosiery ... 4 7
Wool tnnnufacturca 3 4
Wood and pa 15 18
Prper and paper pmduct-t 12 14
Wood and wuod products. 13 18
Lumber and timber... ... 12 17
Logs, including hewn
timber, pilings, ete.... 4 8
Boards Im s. and
seantlings_ ... ... 11 17
Pj:-e {uitch white,
sugar, Ponderosa) 5 T
Douglas fir and
western hemlock. 4 6
Bhraee L 2 K]
o el 2 4
Redwood. 1 3
Other....... 5 6
Box shooks. 0 2
Wood manufaciures & 11
L& ooperage. .. - 2 ]
Furniture 1 3
ther wood manufac-
tures 4 10
Navalstores .. .. 3 9
’}I;urpen tine.. B ?
Petrolowmn and petrolenin prodirots. 5 14
Lubricating oils and greases. 3 9
Other petrolenm prodnets, In-
eluding petrolewm jelly........ 3 9
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Concessions’ obtained in reeiprocal trade
agreements—Continued

NONAGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS—continued

Number of coun-
tries granting—
Conces-
dﬁ;ﬂ sions of
Major produets or groups of products duties, | 20Y kind,
larger 'ﬁﬂg&m‘
gs
qu&':s' of existing
*  |treatment
(ilass and glass products. . 3
Cement 5
Iron and steel products except ma-
chinery and vehicles. .. oooonaaaon 13 20
Iron and steel plates, sheets, ~
bars, and reds (all iroo and .
steel semimannfactures) ... 4 5
Etruetural iron and steel __...... ] 3
Bteel furniture. ... L. 10 12
Iron.and manufactures. . ....... 4 =
Nuts, bolts, nails, et cetera.. 4 6
Pipes and fittings_ ______. = 2 4
Tools and hardware. . cceceeaen-- (] 11
Copper and manufaetures ... ......- 4 = f
Lead and manufactures (including
oin 1 T R M TPy 2 = 2 - =
Zinc and factures. .. 4 4
Silver and manufactiures. .. ccceeaen- 2 L
Aluminum and aluminum produets. 3 3
Vehicles, parts, and accessories...... 15 23
Automobiles (including chassis),
accessories, and parts.___. Sl 14 n
Passenger sutomobiles. . 13- D .23
Parts - vt dneies 12| 16
Accessorien._ C_.C lodl .l 3 3 9
Trucks and busses (including :
chassis), accessories and parts. 11 20
Trucks and busses. - caeeeae 11 19
Parts and accessories. . .. 4 w8
Other vebicles. ___...... 2 LA e 5
Machinery and parts. . ... ooooo.o 19 24
Agricitltural - machinery and -
T Ty RN S RO 6 16
Cultivating machinery.. Zlim. v 9
PIoWE. s 1]- - G
Otber. .. o _1n - et |
Harvesting machinery 3] - 8
Milking machinery ... 0 ¥y
Windmills. . ..coreee-. 1 P13
TS 4 = 3L
15 24
! ik 4
Metal-working machinery... 0 2
Textile, sewing, and shoe
machinery_ - -.--cmae--n- 7 13
Printer’s machinery and - -
Office appliances. . 13 .22
T riters.. A2 2
! 9 19
'] 15
9 16
6 14
16 2
5 9
1 15
10 13
'{?ﬁshtu?g machines. . g f
Electric refrigeratoss . and :
parts and other household =)
applianees. ... .co.ciaaaace 8 g oI
Electric-light bulbs. . ... 3 S O
Telephone and telegraph ap- S
oo e 1 VL T a S 6 = 8
Generators, dynamos, and a i :
Chemicals and related products.....} 19 22
Coal-tar Smﬂum"""' ..... : 1 5
Other industrisl chemicals 4 10
Paints, varnishes, and pigments_ 14 17
Ready-mixed paints.........| 4 7
Medicinal and pharmaceutical
parsiions. .- = oo 6 12
and toilet preparations.__. 14 14
Other chemicals and related
R 6 10
Films and other photographic equip-
ment. 35 5 14
Surgical impl ts and liances. 1 3
Musical instruments and parts...._. 5 6

Source: Compiled from Concessions Obtained for
United States Exports, by Commodity Groups, in the
Trade Agreements (revised), Department 9{ Comunerce;
and from C jons Obtained and G , by Com-
modity Groups, in the Trade Agreements With the
United Kingdom and Canada; Trade Agreement With
Mexico (Publication 1861); Trade Agreement With Iran
(Publication 1925); and Trade Agreement With Iceland
(Publication 1084), Department of State,
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- ApriL 1, 1945.
CONCESSIONS OBTAINED BEY THE UNITED STATES
IN TRADE AGREEMENTS

The United States has obtained from for-
eign countries with which trade agreements
had been concluded prior to April 1, 1945,
concessions—including duty reductions,
quota increases, and bindings of existing
customs treatments—on articles which ac-
counted for 54.4 percent of the total imports
of those countries from the United States
on the hasis of 1937 figures. Concesslons
have been obtained on 73.5 percent of their
imports of agricultural products from the
United States and on 47.8 percent of their
nonagricultural imports from this country.
Further details are given in the following
table:

Agreement countries’® imports from the
United States of concession products as
percent of total imports from the United
States; on basis of 1937 data

Agricul- | Nonagri-
tral | cultural | Al "{"d'
products | products | U
Redoetions in duty and ;
«other mitigations of X
trace barriers.. ..._... 20.8 2.9 253
Bindings at existing
1y I SRR e i 62.7 20.9 20.1
Total concessions. 735 47.8 .4

I Not ineluding Czechoslovakia nnd Nicaragua for
which the reciprocal eoncessions were ferminated on
Apr. 22, 1930, and Mar. 10, 1938, respectively. No
data are included for trade with the colonies of France
and of the Netherlands and for Newfoundland, British
non-geli-governing colonies and other Britisii territories
which are also ineluded in the agreements.
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If all the concessions obtalned from for-
eign countries up to April 1, 1945 had been
in effect in 1937, 33.5 percent of our total
exports, 48 percent of our exports of agri-
cultural products, and 28.9 percent of our
exports of nonagricultural products would
have been affected in that year. As some of
our largest agricultural exports, such as cot-
ton and grains, are subject to little or no
duty in several of the agreement countries,
the bindings of low-duty or duty-free treat-
ment which we have obtained from such
countries on agricultural products constitute
a larger share of the total concessions ob-
talned than the duty reductions we have
obtained, The reverse is true for nonagricul-
tural products on which concessions were
chtained. This is shown by the following
table:

Percent of United States exports on which
concessions have been obiained; on basis

of 1937 data
Agri- | Nonagri-
cultural | eultural w‘}iﬂcta
produets | products | P
Reductions in duty and L
other mitigations of
trade barriers......-.- 13.6 16.3 15.6
Bindings at existing
lovels . ... it e 344 12.6 17.9
Total concessions. 48.0 3.9 33.5

Value of trade-agreement countries’ agricult ural imports from the United States, classified
by types of concessions granted to the United States; on basis of 1937 data

[Thousands of dollars 1]

Trtiports from: | I ris from Percent of total imports from
Total agtl- | ynited States | United States i s
finborts of agricultural | of cultural
Trade-ggreement country Im‘;"_hn nets sub- ucts sab- | poan.
. United jeerto redue- ect to bind- Hors Total
States ions and other 1gs At exict- and mit- Bindings | conces-
mitigations ing levels igations sions
A?entim L ST e L £2, 576 $447 $826 17.3 82.1 39.4
27,843 6, 684 2,085 24.0 .8 41.5
2, 369 212 868 0.0 36.6 45,6
68,015 22,707 27,081 33.5 41,1 74.7
3, 066 505 198 19.4 6.5 25.9
918 95 666 10.3 726 82.9
22, 028 12, 87 7,203 55. 6 83.1 88.7
750 617 16 813 21 83.4
530 82 209 15,5 30.4 54.9
6, 917 1, (48 4, 437 15.2 64.8 80.0
61, 454 7,205 1,787 1.9 29 14.8
1,140 45 647 3.9 56.3 60.2
1,069 150 26 14.1 2.4 16. 5
536 148 122 2.6 22.8 50.4
kb SO R O i} LA 100.0 100. 0
3 1 1 26.2 175 43,7
6, 141 2,179 1, 535 3.5 25.0 60. 5
20, 382 11,888 11,328 3.1 37.3 76. 4
P 1, 549 135 A 110 8.7 7.1 15.8
Bwi 16,819 1,985 10, 571 1.8 62.9 74.7
8 7,801 2,219 789 28,1 47.9 76.0
T e 1,274 1,025 None 80.5 80,5
United Kingdom 254,114 265 198, 865 13.5 78.3 91.8
Uruguay ..........- R T 304 13 91 43.0 300 73.0
Vi lg 2 3,831 2,127 1,159 55. 5 80.3 85.8
Total, 25 countries. ..o oooeeee- 521, 544 108, 407 274, 66T 20.8 8.7 73.5

1 Converted from foreign wnntri&t:' currencies into United States dollars at annual average rates of exchange,

1 Based on United States ex

from the Uni

Source: Compilations from fore
gation of the United States, U, 8,

port data.
8 Imports a{ﬁrlmlm&l products from the United States estimated as being of the same proportion to total imports
States as agricultural exports to that country are to total United States exports to that country.

countries’ trade statistics, and, where necessary, Foreign Commerce and Navi-
epartment of Commerce,
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Value of trade-agreement countries’ nonagricultural imports from the United States, clas«
sified by types of concessions granted to the United States; on busis of 1937 data

["Thousands of dollars ! ]
| Tmports: from {rom of tetal imports
Total ;on- | United States | United States the United States
aglrmwltursl of nonagrienl- | ‘of nonagricnl-,
Trade-agreement countr tural prod tural 1
gree ¥ from I.he subject to subject to Redue- Total
United reduetions bindings tionsand { go Blows (ot
Etates 1 and other at existing | anitiga- o4 Wrmtaes
miugatiuns levels
Argentina ? $01, 255 $22, 256 $29,873 4.4 2.7 5.1
._‘l‘g@ 51, 320 ‘14, 684 1, 780 28,6 3.6 32.1
Brazil 4 74, 041 21,016 5,701 8.4 7.8 “36. 2
O i 507 217,402 -89, M8 51.5 211 726
Colombi 41,805 | - 10,846 18, 209 26 1 480 70. 1
Costa Rica?. . _______ 3, 515 379 207 10. 8 8.4 19.2
Cuba 66,819 28, 843 24,370 43,2 36. 5 .7
4, 244 402 1,282 1.6 80. 2 41.8
3,063 109 116 a6 8.7 7.3
11, 902 230 5,207 L9 44.5 46 4
144, 460 16, 240 2,716 162 26 18.8
6,430 503 G928 7.8 14.4 *22.2
3, 767 9 589 26 14.3 16.9
4,050 &5 854 L1 1.2 18.3
151 L) 9 23 6.0 15.5 21.5
BT L evn s anmmipmenar 7L T T 86. 0 86. 0
0, 620 12,173 17, 5353 32.2 17.9 30,1
44, 670 1,418 <8 81 132 19.7 2.9
19, 300 5, 607 1,821 20.5 0.5 30.0
PR, 58,112 687 24,920 1.2 42.9 44. 1
"‘w I.t!'.erlnnd 5 . 21, 43 9, 502 1y 589 45. 6 7.8 A1
Tarkey e 12,584 4, 708 None - i IR 374
Tnited Kingd 310, 023 82,379 61, 450 10.4 108 730. 2
PE T Ot e L e 12,801 4, M0 1, 408 35.3 1.0 4f. 5
Wi ] = 42, 398 2,454 12,652 5.8 20.8 J85.6
“Potal; 25 countirios. .cceeeeaaana- 1, 511,568 + 406, 910 316, 214 26,9 0.9 47.8

1 Converted from foreign countries’ currencies into United States dollars at armual average rates of exchange,

2 Based on United States ¢

2 Imparts ﬂtﬁg!{}uﬂwltum products from the United States estimated ‘as heing of the same proportion to total

Imports{rom
country.

Source: Compilations from form
gation of the United States, U, 8

nited States as nonagricuitural exports to that country are to total United States exports to that

countiries’ trade statistics,and, wherenecessary, Foreign Commerceand Navis
epartment of Commerce,

Value of trade-agreement countries’ total imports from the United States, classified by »
types of concessions granted to the United Stutes; on basis of 1937 data i

[Thousands of dollars 1]

Percent of total imports
Immﬂsﬁnm Tnipoets from from the United States
"Total im- | Ubitec st Ot States
- Trade-agreement country mm .subjectto °;f";2t“f;s Redue- Total
Btates md.othhg bindings at and |Bindings| copces-
_mitigations existing levels mitiga- siuns
tions
Argentina ? $03, 831 $22, 703 1§30, 699 2.2 32.7 56.9
R R SR B A 79, 163 21, 368 ‘3,665 27.0 4.9 31.9
oy o e S B LR 76,410 21,928 6, 659 2% 8 87 “36. 5
@anada 490, 522 240, 286 117,820 499 %9 72.9
44, a1 1L 441 18,407 256 41,4 67.0
4,433 | 474 663 10.7 o4 7 32.4
88, 847 41,080 381,663 4f, 2 356 “8L8
5, 003 1,109 1,208 2.2 259 V48, 1
3, 543 | 11 a24 6.8 9.0 14.3
18, 819 1,278 9,784 6.8 520 B8, 8
161, 914 23, B35 4,668 M. 6 2.8 17.3
7,588 548 1,576 7.2 “20.8 28,0
4,8 249 565 6.1 ALT 16. 8
B, 19 208 976 8.7 1.8 2.5
d | 158 ] 31 5.8 9. 4 25.2
n - 4,976 1 4,810 @) ~86.6 86, 6
Mexico. __ 105, 761 14, 852 149,868 13. 6 48.3 31.9
Netherlunds. 75,052 13, 306 20,139 7.7 ~26.9 4.6
"Peru. 20, 849 5,832 1,981 “28.0 9.2 37.2
~RBweden S 74,831 2672 ¢ 500 3.5 <474 +50.9
Switzerlund s 28,944 11,811 5,378 -~ 40,8 8.6 ‘59. 4
Turkey. i 13, B58 5,733 -None ol C41.4
Wnited Kingdom ________ ..o oo 564,787 66, 644 | -260,315 118 46, 2 '58.0
Hroguay ?______ 13,905 4,680 1,499 B5.7 11.4 47.1
i | 1 299 4,681 13,811 9.9 209 “3.8
“Total, 25 countries. . .. coummnees| * 2,033,112 515,317 540, 882 25.3 - N | 5.4

1 (lgnverted from foreign countries’ currencies into United States dollars at annual average rates of exchange.
& Based-on United States cxport data.

2 Less than 0.1 percent.

" Bouree: Ba; iong from foreign conntries” irade statistics, and, where
"Navigation of the United States, U. 8. Department of Commerce,
Mr, LUCAS. I wish to agree with

what the distinguished Senator from
Vermont [Mr. Amken] has said. Un-
doubtedly the head of the Farm Bureau,
Edward O'Neal; Mr. Patton, of the Farm-
ers’ Union; Dan Tobin, of the Teamsters®

"Union; vand the

y, Eareign C e .and

representatives of the
CIO—all of whom testified before our
committee—were not testifying on the
basis of imports. They were testifying
on the basis of exports to other coun=-
tries, I asser’ here and now that unless
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the American farmer, whose business—
agriculture—is the basic industry of all,
can make disposition of surplus products
which he produces, such as wheat, cot-
ton, tobacco, and certain kinds of fruit,
the entire American economy is bound to
suffer. That is one of the bases for the

~ bargaining power the State Department

ought to have in order to make disposi-
tion .of the surplus cotton, the surplus
wheat, and the surplus tobacco which
this great Nation of ours produces. Un-
less the surpluses shall be disposed of,
there will not be prosperity in America.
I care not what kind of a tariff may be
in effect; unless there is prosperity at
the grass roots. of this Nation, or, in
other words, in agriculture, there will be

‘none any place.

UNIFORMS OF NAVY AND COAST GUARD
ENLISTED PERSONNEL
Mr. EANGER. -Mr. President, on June
1, 1945, 1 introduced:Senate bill 1082, “To
zprovide for 'changing the design of the
.uniform of enlisted personnel of the Navy
:and Coast Guard” and to have it con-
form in'basie design to the uniform worn
by commissioned and warran{ officers of
the Nayy and Coast Guard.

The response tosthis bill from the en-
listed personnel .of the Navy, as well as
from their loved ones, has been tremen-

~dous. I have received communications
from the far corners of the world—
wherever our boys are stationed.

It is obvious that the men in the ranks
of the ‘Navy ‘desire a more appropriate
uniform. I am positive from the replies

‘I have received that our gallant service-
men would be much more satisfied and
happier in earrying out the tremendous
task assigned fo them in helping to bring
democracy back fo its rightful place on
this earth if the Navy Department would
consent to give its-personnel:a uniform
on par with that. furnished to the men
in the Army and in the Mavine Corps.

Everyone 'will-agree that the present
uniform for the Navy enlisted personnel
has been the source of almost continuous
complaint and eriticism. "The rank and
file of the enlisted men feel that a uni-
form 'based upon- British ‘design, com=
memorating principally British tradition,
is completely out of place in our great
and powerful American Navy.

Unfortunately, I have notieed a feeling
among the enlisted men of our Navy to
the effect that the present uniform has
been kept intact. principally to draw a

' line of .demarcation or to emphasize a

subordinate position between the differ-

. ent ranks of the service.

Some of ;.my “correspondents—=and 1
shall guote some of their letters later—
have explicitly shown-a feeling-of shame,

* disgust, and-even resentment because of

the prevailing uniform,
“This resentment is almost universal,
:and.it comes from the enlisted personnel

“of the Navy—veterans of ‘Pearl Harbor,

of “Midway "Island, of Coral ‘Sea, of
Guadalcanal, of Saipan,andof Iwo Jima.
Mr. “President, continuing the state-
ment I was'making;at this time J desire
to call attention of the Congress to the
reasons behind the present design of the
Navy uniform.
How many Senators know the origin of
the black neckerchief which our sailors
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wear? Well, Mr. President, the black
neckerchief draped about the necks of
the enlisted personnel of the Navy men
represents, believe it or not, continuous
mourning for Lord Nelson the hero of
the British Navy.

The 13 trouser buttons—and some
suits have 14—commemorate the Thir-
teen Original Colonies.

The three white collar stripes com-
memorate the three sea victories of Ad-
miral Nelson, of England.

Mr, President, tradition is important
and useful, and it is very well to follow
it in the proper place, if it is not overdone,
In the present instance the enlisted per-
sonnel of the Navy are crying for relief
from the tradition of the Navy uniform
and from its obnoxious design. They
want in its place a uniform of a manly
style, and above everything else they
want it to be modern and more in har-
mony with the contours of the human
bedy. [Laughter.]

I submit, and I believe my colleagues
will agree with me, that the burden of
preserving horse-and-buggy traditions,
especially in honor of foreign heroes,
should no longer rest solely upon the
shoulders of the enlisted men of our
Navy. If the brass hats are so deter-
mined to retain this apparently ridicu-
lous ensemble, then I believe, in good
sportsmanship they themselves should
lead and show the way in which a uni-
form based on the tradition referred to
could be worn gracefully, with dignity,
and good taste. However, upon close
observation of a Navy officer’s uniform
we find the tradition of bygone days
strangely absent.

One sailor wrote me that the worst
thing about being in the Navy is wear-
ing a uniform that went out of style
when the sail boat was converted to
. steam. Surely the admirals who are in
control of the destiny of our great Navy
owe it to the men under them to provide
them with a uniform which in summer
would make them feel less like a street
cleaner and in the winter less like a
little boy in a Lord Fauntleroy outfit.
[Laughter.]

We are all aware of the fact that the
Army modernized its uniform 25 years
ago, but that the Navy is still wearing
a uniform that was designed—believe it
or not—Mr. President, not 25 years ago,
not 50 years ago, not 100 years ago, but
170 years ago, and has come down the
years with very few changes.

Next to the agony of appearing in pub-
lic, our sailors undergo other unnecessary
indignities inflicted upon them by a set
of rules or a code that is as out of date
as the uniform itself. Many of the rules
or regulations forced upon our enlisted
men have been handed down from the
British Navy, where for years the officers
were lords or aristocrats, while the sea-
men sprung from the lower classes.

Surely, we in America have outgrown
such antiquated ideas. We have taught
these men who are now in uniform—who
are out there fighting to save our form of
government—that the United States is
a free country, where everyone is equal
so far as life, liberty, and the pursuit of
happiness are concerned. It is with deep
regret that I read that many of our en-
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listed Navy personnel are beginning to
look upon these high ideals with cone-
tempt.

Mr. President, many Army men have
told me that they would have preferred
to have served in the Navy had it not
been for the Navy's uniform. The re-
sentment against the present style of the
uniform extends beyond the Navy per-
sonnel, and can be found among their
families and loved ones.

Even within the naval service itself, I
have been informed that the advance to
a rating as chief petty officer is a mo-
mentous day for a sailor simply because
it means the end of what these men ferm
their “monkey suits.”

The little blue hat, the one which has
been dubbed in Navy publications as the
Donald Duck or Little Lord Fauntleroy
cap, is dismissed with the comment that
whoever designed this headpiece for a
man to wear must have had a deep
hatred for all mankind. [Laughter.]l

Navy men say—and they speak from
experience—that their open-neck blouses
obviously were not designed to give the
hest protection against the cold weather.
Protection against cold weather should
be an important factor in any type of
uniform. A scarf would offset some of
the disadvantages caused by the open-
neck blouse, but due to current regula-
tions, our sailors are not permitted this
form of protection. It is of interest to
note that our enlisted Navy personnel
are the only military personnel in the
American armed forces who are not al-
lowed the privilege of wearing a scarf.
Chief petty officers and commissioned
officers, who do not need this weather
protection, are permitted to wear a scarf,
Enlisted men, however, may wear a
turtle-neck sweater underneath their
blouse, but this combination results in a
poor appearance and in an overheated
condition. Because of these factors few
of the men take advantage of wearing
the sweater.

We know that the blouse, the white
hat, the neckerchief, the blue flat hat are
all becoming to a woman, so much so
that they have continuously demanded
these styles for the personal wear. When
this Government inducted women into
our armed forces one would have pre-
sumed that their style of uniform would
have been patterned from the same type
of clothes they wore in private life. In-
stead we see the servicewomen wearing
apparel made out of suit coats, shirts,
ties, and garrison caps—a man's dress
accepted the world over.

Let me call attention to the fact that
Navy personnel are taught that their
wHite hat has “life saving qualities,” be=
cause when held in an inverted position
it has a certain degree of buoyancy.
Mr. President, in the name of logic, what
chance does a seaman have of saving
his life with a little white hat?

The white uniforms have been another
source of much complaint and criticism.
Navy publications have referred to this
dress uniform as the Good Humor men,
the barbers, or the painters. Aside from
the fact that the men claim that they
find it extremely difficult to keep clean,
and for that reason it is quite a laundry
problem in itself, it also has none of the
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qualities of camouflage, thus making it
unsuitable for use during wartime.

I have examined this uniform from ev-
ery possible angle, and, frankly, I can-
not find anything to report that might
favor the continuance of this existing
costume of the Navy personnel.

‘We have a great and wonderful Navy.
‘We have constructed the most powerful
Navy on earth. This record of accom-
plishment is a mighty tribute to the fore-
sight and capacity of the American peo-
ple. Yes, Mr. President, with every rea-
son for pride, the American people have
not only designed and built, but they
have also manned this mighty fleet of
ships. With this background, our Navy
has every reason to be in every sense of
the word truly representative of the
ideals for which our new and modern
America stand.

Since we entered this war the Navy has
undergone many changes. Yet, in spite
of many streamlined changes, the Navy
adheres to a style of uniform no longer
useful and no longer held in the highest
regard by the men in the ranks,

I am positive that this feeling does ex-~
ist, and I shall now read for the informa-
tion of my colleagues, a few of the letters
which have come from Navy men in all
sections of this world. Of course, for
obvious reasons, Mr. President, I shall
not identify the writers of these letters,
but I have received thousands of them,
and I have picked out some which I have
here upon my desk, and I shall be glad
to show the originals, with the signa-
tures, to any Senator who desires to see
them.

I have here a letter from the great-city
of Chicago, dated June 12. It reads:

Dear SENATOR: Enclosed find a newspaper
clipping that may be interesting to you.
I have written the Secretary of the Navy
about decreasing the size of the collar on a
sailor's uniform. The goods from 20 sailors’
collars would make a full suit for him. So
far no answer. The present uniform is a
hand-me-down by tradition from the Brit-
ish Navy. The three stripes on the collar
stand for three British naval battles.

Mind you, Mr. President, not Ameri-
can naval battles, but British naval
battles.

Why are we so steeped in British tradition?
Here is hoping that you can do something
about this, too.

Below that the writer says:

Tradition must be worth more than saving
money, especially in wartime,

Here is another letter from an enlisted
man:

It was with a great deal of appreciation and
gratitude that I read your remarks on the
uniform for enlisted men in the Navy. It
is archaic in every way (13 buttons have to
be contended with on the flap of the blue
uniform) and is decidedly uncomfortable.
Another point, why do we have to wear a
uniform that was taken after the British
Navy more than 200 years ago, when today
even the conservative British have made
changes. The idea that men have to roll up
their trouser legs to swab decks is the most
ridiculous - argument ever advanced, Men
&wab decks dressed in dungarees, .

Petty officers, many of them in their thir=
ties and forties, look extremely ludicrous in
the tight breeches of the Navy. They have
to be tight because they have to be kept up
without @ belt, There are so many faults
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with the uniform that I could go on and on,
for example, the absurd flowing silk necker=
chief, that excuse of a hat that goes on the
head. It-'is all so ridiculous that it would
seem unnecessary to have to point them out.
However, naval officers.can't bear the thought
of seamen and petty officers dressing in suits
somewhat similar to their own, although the
petty cfficers in the Coast Guard do. wear;the
Jacket and trousers similar to the chief petty
officer in the Navy.

Furthermore; - the: uniform of the Navy
makes:a man feel inferior to other -men who
wear regular trousers, shirt, and jacket. The
Nawvy: suit, with its:huge-collan, neckerchief,
and funny paunts, gives all' men: the appear-
ange of being, dressed -in. the. clothes of a
small boy. But the brass hats like this; they
have changed their own uniforms again and
again, and  the  Waves  have had “many
changes: in- their uniform; but the enlisted
man in the Navy still gets no regard in any
way except-to be knocked about.- It is time
somebody thought of the enlisted man in the
Navy.

I now read a letter from  San Diego,
Calif., from a young man who is servlng
there-

Acecording to the press-you have introduced
& bill to:change the enlisted man’s uniform
of the Navy: I want to.commend you for
yeur action in this regard and yow will cers
tainly be-counted as a friend by the enlisted
men -of the Navy if you can get the uniform

changed..

The chief gripe of the enlisted 1ren is the
uniform. It'seems that the Navy clings. too
mueh ‘to tradition, especially’ regarding tha
uniformy The: -present designr of the uni-

. form dates back 200years after -the British
uniform. ;

Why noti give-the enlisted: memnof the
Navy a break by giving them a uniform that
is at least practical. The Army uniform has
been. changed quite a bit sinca the. first
World Wer, but not so with the Navy. Just
what's the purposeof- the hig collar; the
neckerchief; and the beil~bottom pants?: In
the-present uniform, s fellow looks like-little
Lard Fauntleroy; bui he's supposed to be a
mam - I'mt not only: voleing my sentiments
but: also. the: sentiments of thousands'.cf
othersr-like: myself, '

Here is a letter from Seaitle:

DeanMe. BEnazon:: Like thousands'of other
Americans, I am delighted: -to learn through
the newspapers of your efforts to medernizs
the uniform-of the Untted States Navy sailor
by removing the - “monkeyiike” features of
the garb =0 as to give the man wearing it a
feeling. of dignity and bearing properly be-
fitting .the American sailor. - As an ex-Navy
man of World War I, I well know how the
great majority of the men then felt about
their absurd appearance; and the widespread
comments-at the present time about the out-
landish appecrance of our sailors;in contrast
with that of the United States soldier and
marine; indicates very strongly that millions
of Americans are disgusted with the stupid
type of thinking.that clings to a tradition
in our Navy uniform that is .not American
but British, and the Geod :Lord would no&
ever expect from them anything in the field
-of thinking that-by any possible chance migh#
lead to progress. in the art: of modernizing
anything..

Sa, good duck to yow.in your efforts and I
am. confident; that, every ex-Navy man; as
well as.the millons of future United States
sailors, as yet-unbom, will be-wholeheartedly
cheeringfor you now and mentioning your:
name in gratitude through the eenturies tor
come.

I read a letter from:the District of Co~
Iumbiza:.

My Deaz: SENATOR:: DY response to your.rew
! cent:movement on foof; to reform naval serve
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ice enxollee’s uniforms, I am 100 percent for it,
and for you, your honor.- Asan ex-seaman of
b years naval service, 4 years at Great Lakes,
and .a year with the Naval Coast Patrol, At-
lantic Division, I am glad to support and I
do support-your suggestions on-this proposi-
tion:. My letter may be held for-the atten=-
tion and the consideration of the committee
membership -at. such time as hearings are
scheduled.

Your honor, all complaints are fully justi=
fled in this uniform issue and the Navy blue-
Jackets are quite right.

First. There are no pockets in the present
OD"uniform; If"one carries.a comb in the
only naval middy or jumper -pocket, the coma
manding personnel may: give: him a pep talk
for locking-unmilitary.

Szcond. The average: bilifold is too large
for trousers.. By-the way, British sailors are
issued a money: bels for this purpose:

Third.. Theze is-little or no available space
for your identification card. Loss of your
identification card means at.least 30 days
restriction to the ship. Someone said, When
they take your liberiy away it really huris.
When they restrict: your. freedom:  of moves=
ment, your {reedom- of action,; you fesl like
a man without a couniry, or else-an orphan,

Fourth. Without. pceckets...a - naval. man
must carry his handkerchief In his neck like
& Temale,

Fifth. The middy or jumper is only a tra=
dition and a man must-be a good valet me-
chanie: to put om: his - pea- coat over- his
middy.

Sixth. Coast. Guard enlisted men, naval
steward- ‘enlisted: personnel; naval marines,
both. WAVES and SPARS, ‘all have:the: of=
ficer's cut coaty so:why the discrimination?

Probably a compromise.could be reached so
sallors on land duty; fully one-third are in
shore establishments; could. wear the new
uniformy. The  sea-going sailor could haye
bothiuniforms; that is; traditionel uniform
and also the new service uniform for liberty
leaves.: Your Honor is aware and all gentle-
men-are aware that the navel marines have
twor uniforms; .as. you know.the cadet type
tailor. made uniformy for. dress parade, and
liberty leaves, and the military fleld uniform,
So why not. the naval sailors. After all the
naval marines, Coast Guard and naval sailars
are under-one-departmental administration,

Mr. Presidens, I have just: been in-
formed by the .distinguished . majority
leader; the Senator from Kentucky [ M
BargirE¥} that he is going to make it his
owm personak business: to see- that: the
Nawvy uniform:is.changed:~ I personally
thank him:for that statement: I know
very well: that when the distingunished
senior Senator from Kentucky takes the
lead in such a battle as this the issue of
the battle becomes -more favorable to us:
When Senators read the letters on the
subject, and find what the memwr them=
selves have to say, I know they will de
what they can to see that the enlisted
men: in-the Navy receive the uniforms
to which they are entitled.”

In view of what the distinguished ma=
Jority  leader-has just told me, I shall
read only three-or four more-letters in«
stead of reading all'of them; as I had
previously intended. -

I read a card from Ventura, Calif., as
follows::

Just read about your bill fo dresssailors in
men's clothes. Tis is to tell you that I for
one am 100 percent for:t. It might interest
yowto know that:ina polt conducted by the
“Camp Parks, Calif., Log” the Seabees voted
100 percent for a unifornmy modeled on: that
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Heére is one from Texas:

Thanks very much for the introduction of
the bill: regarding . sailors® (enlisted) uni-
forms. This has beem needed for well over
a century and I can truthfully say that this
bill, if passed now, would.take away -more
than 75 percent of the sailors’ complaints.

Epzaking for myself and the undersigned
names also—

Mr. Presidens$, there is a list of names
attached to the letter, and the signers all
come from Cuddihy Field, Corpus €Christi,
Tex.. I continue to read:.

I canusay that I, jor:we, would be glad to
dongte-our uniforms that we have now gratis
at the time of purchase-of a senaible uniform,
and. probably: this. would. esse. the material
shortage that the: bill's opponents sp2ak of.
Alzo,. one of the most strengthening argu~
ments that could be presented for our cause
would be to let the opponents of this very
intelligent bill try to dress or undress in one
of these uniforms before the Ssnate.. At the
very least—and this shouldn't be tco much—
is to give us a dress umiform that has four
pcckets in the pants and a shirt with two
pockets. All we ask.is.a dress uniform that
looks. as good as civilians' work clothes.. Is
this too much? Let the opposing, Senators
answer: this question for pubtication where
the boys from his distriet will know how
sane and sound his argument is. At any
rate; if it can be:made optional, the:1 percent
that likes this:"superman ensemble” can re=
tain it, while the:others can at least-not feel
too out of place snarwhere except at.a 10-cent
beer parlor.,

This stupid uniform, no. doubt you know,
has to be turned wrong side out to be pressed
and then the creases are -opposite from any
we've wornr in-civil life. This present uni=
form: has done more to lower the morale of
themen: in theoNavy. than any other one
thing, especially of the older-memn.-

1 am-writing this-directly to yow knowing
that: it: is. absolutely. against military pres
cedure to write directly. without getting this
passed. on. and O. K.'d by the CO.of. each
department head abeve this department.

You may use any part or all of this letter, -
also my name; asI don't care what the con=
sequences are as long as-it will further the
cause of scme much-needed and intelligent
legislation along thisline:.

I other words.get meout-of this uniform
or get. me.-out of the Navy."

Mr. President, I ask unanimous can=
sent tor have printed in the REcorp at
this point a number of letters and tele-
grams, approXimately 47 in all, without
the names of the enlisted men or of the
persons who sent the letters to me. Some
letters: come from. business concerns;
and in the case of those letters I ask that.
the name of the concern printed at the
top of the letter-be printed in the REcorn,
but nof the signature..

I may say, Mr. President, that.among
them are letters from bankers, from law-
yers; and.from.doctors. who have served
inthe Navy.. I haveletters here fromthe
methers of some .of the, boys: and fromr
some of the sweethearts of the boys.. I
wish 1 had time o read some of the let~
ters froma the sweethearts.of these .boys.
I have a petition also signed by 16 men;,
whe attached their names to it in spite
of all. the rules and: regulations of the
service::

I suggest:thag every Senator read these
letters: when they are: printed-in: the:
REBcornys because:they make very inter=
esting reading..



1945

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

Dear SeNaToR: Enclosed find a newspaper
clipping that may be interesting to you. I
bave written the Secretary of the Navy about
decreasing the size of the collar on a sailors
uniform. The goods from 20 sailors collars
would make a full suit for him. So far no
answer. The present uniform is a hand-me-
down by tradition from the British Navy.
The three stripes on the collar stand for
three British naval battles—the Nile, Trafal-
gar, and Spanish Armada. Why are we s0
steeped in tradition anyway?

Here is hoping you can do something
about this too. Thanks.

I for one am very much in favor of it.
The present uniform, as far as I'm concerned,
is entirely impractical, it's hard to keep
clean, and it’s not in the least comfortable.
The collar is useless, and only serves to make
the uniform more clumsy, and besides it’s a
waste of material.

I believe we are entitled to wear a decent
madern uniform and not be hamstrung by
one that has been out-moded for years,

A change from the “monkey sults” to a
more suitable uniform will increase the
morale of the men. Enclosed a clipping.

Dear Sm: The writer is a sailor who is
wholeheartedly in favor of your bill to change
the design of Navy uniforms for enlisted per-
sonnel,

No person more than 8 years old should be
required to wear such clothes,

Dear HoNoRABLE SIk: Permit me to extend
my thanks and sincere congratulations for
your fine efforts to liberate the men of the
Navy from the hells of the antiguated British
uniform. It is a noble effort. Your bill will
have the heartfelt sanction of over 3,000,000,
men.

It is contrary to Navy Regulation for me
to write a-letter of this kind. Its context
may appear to be of a solicitous nature. I
will appreciate your comnsldering it as con-
fidential. I will appreciate much more your
consideration of my thought regarding a
definite policy toward the discharge of over-
age men who are cluttering up the desks
both on these shores and at advanced bases
of the Navy.

DEar SENATOR WILLIAM LANGER: Just re-
turning from 18 months overseas' duty; the
thing that gripes the fellows most is the
Navy's enlisted man's uniform. All the boys
want a change.

Giving one example at an important in-
formation desk In the Hawaiian Islands
where a marine, Army, and Navy enlisted
men were on duty the Navy man was in
charge but everyone by-passed him because
he looked like a child in the silly white
uniform, while the marine and Army man’in
khaki with black tles locked important.

Dungarees and whites and blues jumpers
are out of place in office work where one
meets the public.

Give us some pocket space,

Thanking you for your interest in the
changing of the Navy uniform.

THE UNION NATIONAL BANK,

y Houston, Tex., June 6, 1945,

Dear Sir: I note what you are doing with
reference to changing the uniform of the
sallors.

Why in God's name anybody would ever
punish somebody by dressing him up like
that I don't know.

If the Navy had been as backward In
everything else as they have been about the
uniform, we wouldn't have had any Navy.
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THE CITY NATIONAL BANK,

: Guymon, Okla., June 7, 1945,

Desr SEwaTOR: We want to thank you for
introducing legislation which would change
the uniform of the United States Navy men.
With an organization of such good record as
a fighting unit, forced to wear a playboy's
uniform, it is 4 damn shame. If there ever
was any justification for such a uniform, it
has long since been out. There are no
pockets, it looks like the devil on a he-man,
and is entirely out of date.

If the officers were forced to wear the same
uniform as the gobs, the change would have
been made long ago. And Iif there is any
Jjustification for the gobs to wear the present
clothes, the same reasons would apply to the
officers. I served in the Navy during World
War I, so I have some knowledge, first hand,
on the matter.

Here's luck to you in your endeavor,

Dear Smm: If you are successful in swinging
the deal described in the enclosed, you will
not only endear yourself to several million
of my blue-clad colleagues but will also
serve to add years of prestige and self-respect
to those of us unfortunates bridled with
these wholly outdated, outmoded, and thor-
oughly unsatisfactory drapings.

Yes, your very appropriate gesture should
be cause for me to change my residence to
North Dakota just so that I can cast a vote
for you. d

Many thanks for your effort in our behalf,

Dear Bir: A million thanks for the above.
I have many relatives in the service, and
every enlisted man objects to the kiddish
and outmoded pants.

Best wishes,

DEAR SENATOR LanGER: I read with Interest
an Associated Press release in which you
pointed out “The sallors just don't like 'em™
(speaking of Navy enlisted men’s uniforms).

Being an enlisted man myself, I can say
I don’t like the present uniform and think
drastic changes should be made now.

I would like to refer you to the June 4,
1945, issue of Life magazine, an article en-
titled “No More Monkey Sults?"” This arti-
cle was written by the Navy editor of Yank
magazine, and letters from Navy personnel
indicated that over 80 percent wanted a
better uniform. It seems, with this great
a percentage wanting another uniform, some=
thing should be done.

I am sending a copy of this letter to Flor-
ida Senator CrAupE PEPPER, since he is one
of my Senators.

I certainly hope you get actlon.

OPEN LETTER TO SENATOR LANGER

Bravo! At long last maybe something will
be done for the Navy GI. We agree that
sailors don't like the flared-skirt trouser, and
neither do thousands of civilians. The entire
design is not of American origin, so why not
change it? All other branches of our armed
services have had various changes and addi-
tions, so give our sailor boy a break. Pop=-
eye belongs only in the funny paper, After
all, we have served our apprenticeship at
mourning for Lord Nelson; we don't think he
would mind and haunt the seven seas.

So keep up the good work, Senator, be-
cause we are for it 100 percent. Since we are
just Washingtonians, we never have much
voice in national matters but enjoy putting
our stamp of approval on another's good
deeds.

Carry on! Quien sabe?

My Dear SENATOR: The enclosed appeared
in & copy of Yank. We sailors think that it
expresses very well the opinion the majority
of us have in regard to our uniform.

‘We appreciate your efforts in changing our
uniform, and, for our own sake, hope you
succeed,
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DeEAR YANK: My bitch 1s about that out-
rageous beribboned, becollared, bebuttoned
insult to a full-grown man, the Navy uniform.

The pockets aren’t big enough, the collar
gets in the way, the pants buttons are funny
for just so long, the white stripes won't stay
clean, the blue dress is too heavy for summer,
and the whites are a mess after 20 minutes.
The neckerchief is useless as the laces in the
back of the pants, and that silly, stupid cry
of “tradition, tradition” is ridiculous; not
even authorities agree on the origin of the
alleged customs, We're like Chinese women
who bind their feet because their mothers
and grandmothers bound their feet,

I've been in the Navy for 3 years and I'm
now on a shore-duty survey, so I'm not. a
new guy shooting off my mouth. I'm mildly
proud of my branch of the service, but I'm
intensely angered by the pajamas I have to
wear to work.

Dear Sm: I want to thank you for your
timely bill on the Navy uniform. I know the
boys deeply resent the “monkey suit.” Your
bill would give them a uniform of dignified
appearance.

DeAR Sir: Speaking for myself and every
man that I've talked to, we are for you 100
percent on your bill to change the Navy
uniform. We in the Navy think we have the
moest unhandy and the least liked uniform
of all the services. If the Negro messmen
can wear a nice uniform why not we?

Dear Sme: In the Sunday edition of the
San Diego Union appeared a news article
stating you had Introduced a bill to make
the Navy get rid of its bell-bottomed trousers.
I wish to express a heartfelt thanks for your
attention to this matter. I feel, and the feel-
ing is shared by & good many of my friends,
that it would boost morale tremendously if
we could get rid of a very silly looking outfit.
The present sallor outfit is completely out
of date and not at all in harmony with our
great streamlined Navy.

DeAR BENATOR LaNgER: Thanks a milllon for
introducing a bill to make the Navy get rid
of its bell-bottom trousers, and; please, how
about the jumper? It's too hot in the sum-
mertime, yet you can't take it off or you'll
be in your underwear, Lots of us fellows
have written to the Yank magazine asking _
for a new uniform, and they have a few new
models that would be very practical for us
men in the United States Navy. We really
appreciate your work for us, SBenator, and
please keep it up.

SENATOR LANGER: The bill you've intro-
duced to change the Navy uniform is the
smartest thing to come out of this conflict,
Please push this bill and get it passed. They
are the most old-fashioned, ridiculous out-
fits a country could dream up. It is out-
rageous that grown men, heroes, fighting
for our country are forced to wear a Lord
Fauntleroy suit. I really pity them.,

Not only do they look ridiculous but they
are so impractical and hard to get In and
out of. Senator BRooKs sald that over 2 years
ago; the President and Admiral King agreed
to change the outfit, but nothing ever came
of it.

The enlisted man in the Army wears a
shirt and pants; his low rank isn’t marked by
a “monkey suit.” It's a disgrace to force a
grown man from civvies into a middy and
so-called pants. -

More power to the bill; let’s let all Navy
men wear chief petty officer ufiiforms and
look like men again. The gals don't like
them, either.

Dear SewaTor: We hope your hill passes.
All Americans would like to see our sallors
neatly attired,
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The tight-drawn trousers around the hips
and big flaring bottoms are about as ungain-
1y as human ingenuity can make them.

DEear SENATOR LanGER: I hope that the bill
introduced by you in redesigning the present
enlisted man's naval uniform meets with
success. I, as well as other fellows wearing
the present uniform, feel that it is lacking
in many respects and far from being prac-
tical. ’

There are many older fellows in the naval
service who feel very much out of place in
& pair of tight-fitting pants.

. Again wishing you success and letting you
know that we appreciate your efforts.

Dear Sm: I have wondered so much how
long it would be before someone in Wash-
ington would come to realize the discomfort
and unbecomingness of the sallor's uniform.

It is a cute little suit for a 4-year-old, but
an insult to a man’s intelligence, besides the
inconvenience and discomfort. Many a boy
or man has lost his savings, railroad tickets,
and other possessions out of his keyhole
pockets.

Endless money has been spent on all other
uniforms for both men and women; let's
spend some on the saflors. Give them a coat
and shirt that is in keeping with his age and
a little comfort, both from a wearing and a
dressing standpoint.

Congratulations on your stand, Senator
LaNGER, and may you win,

Dear SENaTOR: I see from press reports that
a special Navy board is considering a change
in the uniform of Navy enlisted men, buf
that they want to put it off until VJ-day.
The report also states that you are in favor
of doing something about it now.

I trust you will insist on doing something
about it now. I am glad that someone is
taking the part of the enlisted men. The
officers have seen to it that they have an
attractive uniform.

Of course, the enlisted men don't like their
uniform. I wore it in World War I, so know
what I am talking about,

Some months ago I was talking with the
mother of a boy who had just enlisted in
the Marine Corps. This boy had been work-
ing in a navy yard as a machinist. Enow-
ing that the Navy needed machinists, I asked
the mother why her son didn’t enlist in the
Navy. She replied that he preferred the
Marine Corps uniform. I !magine this must
have been true in hundreds of cases.

With appreciation for your efforts, I am,

DuBoISE, Pa., June 2, 1945.

Dear SENaTOR LaNcer: It was with a great
deal of satisfaction that I read in the Courier
Express, of which my husband is publisher,
that you had introduced a bill to change the
design of Navy uniforms. It is most cer-
tainly time that someone has shown some
interest in the men who form our first line
of defense.

Of all the uncomfortable, impractical, ill-
fitting, miserable looking garbs, I think the
Navy has the worst. I have discussed them
with many sailors and they all thoroughly
detest them. Those skin-tight bell-bottom
trousers with all the buttons, as well as the
equally tight blouse look mores like a mas-
querade costume than a uniform.

My son is six-foot-three and weighs 190
pounds, His studies at the University of Vir-
ginia were interrupted by the war. He, at
that time, was enjoying the privilege of wear-
ing comfortable, good-looking clothes in
which he took great pride. To change to
the “monkey suit” of the Navy was certainly
not to his liking, as has been the case of
thousands of other fellows just like him.

I think the greatest fault to be found in
them is that they are so Impractical, For
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instance, several times when my son was
home on a short leave he would be in whites,
which as you know, provides no coat of any
description. By the time he was ready to
start back to the South it would have turned
very cold. There he was in those sleasy white
things with no protection whatever,

In the caze of the Army it is so entirely
different. They from the lowliest private are
well dressed. They are provided with splen-
did well-fitting uniforms, jackets, splendid
raincoat, and always present a fine appear-
ance. The only coat a sailor has is a heavy
peajacket which is never to be worn with
white. So there you have it.

My DEArR MR. LANGER: I read an account in
our paper with regard to your introducing
a bill advoeating the change of the enlisted
men’'s uniform for the Navy.

I believe that the present uniform is ohso-
lete and that many of the men, especially
those inclined toward obesity, look childish
aside from the fact that they are uncom-
fortable.

I am sure that the enlisted men in the
Navy would more than welcome such a
change, A blue uniform very much like the
Army has and an overseas cap would answer
the purpose and improve the appearance of
the men.

My DEAR SENATOR LANGER: I note in today's
Weashington Times-Herald an article to the
effect that you have introduced a bill to re-
form sailors' trousers. I wish to say that
I am heartily in favor of such a reform but
hope that, while you are at it, you will do a
complete job and reform the whole uniform.

I have a son in the Navy who enlisted on

the very day he was 17 and, while I don’t
know his personal views on the subject, I
am sure that he would hardly appreciate
anyone referring to him as “Little Lord
Fauntleroy” or call it a monkey suit. And
neither would I like fit.

It seems to me that the whole uniform of
the United States sailor is a hangover from
a lot of obsolete uses and traditions. For
example, I understand that the three stripes
on the collar represent the three victories of
Lord Nelson. Now, I'd like to ask any red-
blooded American, “Why in heaven's name
does a Yankee sailor have to go around ad-
vertising anything so British as that?"

My DeArR Mgr. LANGER: I want to congratu-
late you on sponsoring a bill to change the
Navy enlisted men’'s uniforms and hope that
you may be able to have such legislation
passed at an early date.

I don’t believe there is any legislation that
would directly affect as many of our citizens
as I am sure it would bring joy to every en-
listed man in the United States Navy. It
would also gladden the hearts of all the par-
ents who have sons in the Navy, as every per-
son I have ever heard express themselves de-
test these uniforms.

I hope you can get this uniform changed
to regular trousers and if I may suggest, L
hope the blouses can be changed to a sport
style which could be worn with or without
tle. The blues could have white stars In the
collar and the whites blue stars, which would
make them easily distinguishable.

Again thanking you for your efforts in this
behalf and speaking for all the Navy boys
along with thelr parents, I hope you can get
this changed immediately,

My DeArR CONGRESSMAN: This letter is being
written to express the appreciation of the
writer and millions of others of the enlisted
personnel of the United States Navy for the
interest you have shown in securing a decent
and suitable uniform for them—for the en-
listed personnel below the rating of chlef
petty officer. The writer feels justified in
saying “millions of others,” for he feels sure
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that there are approximately 2,000,000 en-
listed men that feel as he does about the
present uniform—that it is a reflection on
the intelligence of those who are responsible
for it and a downright nuisance and source
of embarrassment for those that are com-
pelled to wear it.
L] - - - -

If there be any among your colleagues
who do not agree with you, persuade them
to wear one of these uniforms for at least
2 days; everyone that objects to changing
the uniform for the enlisted men (below
chief) should be compelled to wear one for
a week; no stronger argument would be nec-
essary to convince them of the wisdom of
changing the same for a better one.

Incidentally, the writer suggests that Con-
gress use its power and influence to have
that manufacturer of these uniforms who
deliberately cut down the amount of mate-
rial that should have gone in them so that
he could use the excess profitably in the black
market, tried for torturing the enlisted men
of the Navy. These uniforms are tight
enough and uncomfortable enough without
being made more 50 by the lack of the ugual
amount of material.

DeAr SENATOR: The article In the June 4
f{ssue of Life magazine written by Donald
Nugent, Navy editor of Yank, is very much
to the point. I am one who passed the
armed forces physical examination, but have
not been inducted as yet because men over
30 years of age have indefinite deferments
for the time being. At the time of passing
the physical, my chief dread was that I might
be chosen by the Navy and have to wear one
of those silly get-ups. Everything else per-
taining to Navy life appealed to me more
than did Army service. I suppose it is sacri-
lege to label a uniform of the United States
armed forces “silly,” but it also is sacrilege
to ask a fighting son of the United States
of America to wear one of those “silly” out-
fits. One glance at a WAVE uniform Is
enough to tell anyone that it is more mascu-
line than the men’s uniform, If the nawval
officers who decree the wearing of those uni-
forms had to wear them, they would knock
down the doors in their haste to resign their
commissions.

My Drar Senator: Under the date line
June 1, I find published in the Sun, Baltimore,
Md., a news item indicating the introduc-
tion, by you, of a bill to modernize the uni-
form worn by enlisted men in the United
Btates Navy.

May I express to you my thanks for this
action and my sincere hope that it will re-
ceive the favorable attention of our national
legislative bodies. This matter lies very
close to my heart, because of three boys who
enlisted into the armed forces of the United
States. Two of them achieved commissions,
one in the Army of the United States and
the other in the United States Naval Re-
serve. One boy was not so fortunate and
achieved an aviation machinist's mate,
second-class, Navy rating. While noth-
ing has ever been sald by the last-named
boy of this condition, I know that he feels
keenly the great difference in his personal ap=
pearance from that of his younger brother,
The enlisted men’s uniform makes no sense
whatever either in appearance, design, con-
venience, or comfort.

It 18 a weapon In the hands of those
fledgling autocrats of our military forces,
who make their evil influence felt far in ex-
cess of their numbers or intellectual capa-
bilities. I believe that the persons respon-
sible for this condition are of the same men-
tal stature as those who would plow under
edible grains and convert livestock into
garbage.

This letter is probably too extensive, but I
cannot resist expressing the hope that after
correcting this injustice you will devote some
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attention to the discrimination in messes,
latrines, and quarters as distinguished be-
tween enlisted and commissioned personnel
of the United States armed forces.

Dear Sir: We believe this streamline Navy
needs streamline uniforms.

We, too, believe it's time for a change, and
congratulate you on your effort,

More power to you.

Dear SewaTor: It is about time the Navy
dress its men in as much of men’'s clothes
as it does its Waves. We wear blouses with
puckering strings and they have two-plece
mannish styled coats and we have the
bloomer pants.

In behalf of thousands of men like myself,
I thank you. I am just a Seabee, and, as you
know, most of us are older fellows.

There are lots of men who do not go out
on liberty because they feel so foolish and
out of place in the well-named “monkey
suit.”

8ir, why can’t we have something like the
Coast Guard’s land-based outfit, or the
steward branch. A blue serge suit most of
us would be willing to buy, and a peaked cap
with our own insignia on it, and of course,
our rating on our sleeve.

I am sure we all would make a much nicer
appearance, plus the fact that we would have
pockets and feel human again.

Beside all that, many of us will return
home to suits that do not fit and are out-
moded as to style. If the uniform was up
to date we could remove the stripes and
markings and have one suit to wear when
we go out looking for a job.

Here's wishing you loads of luck, and
thanks a million for your time.

DeAr Sir: In the Navy news we read today
of your recent bill regarding a change in the
enlisted men’s uniform, and it was received
with such unanimous approval that I know
you will be interested in our reaction.

I know that I express the sentiments of
thousands of men in the Navy when I voice
my appreciation for your efforts in our behalf.
The Navy is largely composed of Reservists
who are proud to fight for their country,
proud to fight in the world’s best navy, but
sad to say haven't pride in a “monkey suit”
that is uncomfortable, impractical, and anti-
guated.

I sincerely hope that your efforts meet
with immediate success and that you won't
be staved off until after the war when those
of us who care would be unaffected.

I know that men feel so strongly about this
that all but a fraction of 1 percent would be
more than willing to provide himself with a
new uniform at his own expense, So—

“Here's to the man who does what he can
to better the state of his fellow man.”

My DeAR SENATOR LANGER: May I wish you
all the success in the world on your bhill
changing the design of those “monkey sults"
the Navy calls a uniform.

No, 'm not a sailor, but I'm a sailor’s
wife, and though my husband is one of the
few who loock good in such a uniform we
would both welcome a change. I don't think
they are at all becoming, and I know there
are thousands of Navy wives who agree with
me that all summer is nothing but a con-
stant round of washing and ironing whites.
There are laundries, sure, but who has enough
uniforms to wait for a laundry to return your
things?

My husband is in the South Pacific now, and
that is one thing I hope to have changed by
the time he pgets back—decent uniforms.
Why can’t the men have uniforms like a Navy
chief. They are regular suits, but instead of
gold buttons like the officers have, let them
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have plastic buttons, and wear their rating
just like a chief. I married my husband after
he was in the service, and I sometimes wonder
just how he would look in a regular suit.

Senator, stick to your guns. There are
thousands of gobs and gobs' wives in Wash-
ington alone who will back you to the limit.

Lots of luck, and remember, we're all be=
hind you.

It's good to know that the Navy has a 4.0
man pulling for their side, and if your bill
goes through I don't think that you will ever
be forgotten,

Once again, I wish you all the success In
the world.

The argument has been advanced that a
complete change at present might be costly.
Then why not authorize the new uniform as
optional for dress, that is, let those who de-
sire to wear them buy them from their per®
sonal expense account, as some do their
tailor-mades.

I am expressing the sentiment of the ma=
jority in saying that an immediate change
of uniform would do much to morale, as it is
only 17- and 18-year-old boys who like the
Buster Brown suits.

Today the naval service includes men who,
as adults, feel foolish to wear this out-dated
kid's regalia.

Dear SeEwaTor: Milllons of sallors, includ-
Ing myself, are especially interested in your
recent bill to provide the Navy enlisted men
with some decent, comfortable, and honest=
to-goodness American clothes. The present
garb may be considered as comfortable to
the English Limies but to us they just plain
stink.

There 1s entirely too much distinction
shown between the officers and enlisted men
in our Navy without making such a marked
and inferior distinction in our clothing.

I'd probably be court-martialed if I signed
my name to this, so will just say thanks.

Dear SENATOR LANGER: Your bill introduced
in Congress a day or so ago to change the
naval uniform of enlisted men was read with
deep interest by a host of sailors. We all
hope now that you really do something about
it and not let the brass hats talk you out of it.
That suit has never been received with great
joy. I myself am 36, college graduate, busi-
nessman before I went into the service, and
I can say I am embarrassed when the wise=-
cracks start coming my way about how “cute”
I look in my uniform.

Thanking you in advance for taking an
interest in us poor “Buster Browns." I know
your bill will be read with joy by all Navy
enlisted men all over the word.

DEArR Sm: We here at the naval base in
Hueneme are with you a 100 percent in hopes
your bhill to change our uniforms goes
through.

But why wait until the end of the war?

We would like a few pockets and decent
clothes to wear at present though we're proud
to be members of the United States naval
forces, and wear whatever uniform they des-
ignate us to. We would like the change now
if ever.

My thanks and best wishes for your efforts
in our behalf,

Dear Sm: I read.about your bill to get rid
of the current Navy enlisted man’s uniform.

I am very glad someone with authority is
finally doing something about the awful
thing. I don’t have so much against the
pants, that are the same as in George Wash-
ington’s time, but you almost smother re-
moving the jumper, and it's impossible to
remove in water. The hat is the most awful,
it is said, not to have a visor, as a sallor is
always looking up; it takes one hand to hold
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it on, if you look up, and two hands to put
it on at all,

The CO seems to delight in making you
wear the white hat with a blue uniform. It
doesn't match.

Why should colored stewards be allowed to
wear the officer’s type uniform and the en-
listed man doesn't, especially when they make
less money?

My idea is to have all the armed forces
uniforms alike in design, such as the regular
marine uniform, except have khaki for land
forces and navy blue for sea forces. As it is
now, I can’t tell one servicernan from another,
as there are so many different types of
uniforms.

You have my best wishes that the bill
goes through.

Dear SEwaTor LANnGER: I have just read
{with much satisfaction) about the present
bill you have just introduced to the Con-
gress pertaining to the uniform of naval
enlisted men.

All we have to say is, “More power to you.”

DeAr Sm: I just read an sarticle In the
Stars and Stripes, “our paper,” where you
had introduced a bill to change our uniforms
and I want you to know that every man in
our outfit is praising you for this effort.
When we put this uniform on we feel more
like Junior with his first pair of long pants.
We are grown men and like everything but
the way the uniform is made, so see if you
can't get it changed to coat and pants that
don’t have 13 buttons on the front. Thanks
a lot for trying.

Dear Sir: I want to thank you profusely for
taking the initiative on the bill for a change
in the sailors’ uniform. It certainly is the
source of continuous complaint and does not
give the sallor the dignity which he is en-
titled.

I would like to suggest that, if possible,
you wear the sailors’ uniform when you pre-
sent this bill to the Senate so that they will
get a good picture of what thls uniform does
for a man.

Your bill to change Navy uniform con-
sidered a great achievement. All naval en-
listed personnel would welcome a change to
something that feels and looks like some-
thing.

DEAR SENATOR LANGER: The Associated Press
of June 2 carried an account of your bill to
standardize enlisted men’s military unil-
forms. This bill, I want to assure you, is long
overdue and will receive the support of the
large majority of enlisted Navy men, espe-
cially those who have been drafted into the
Navy since the war.

For the past 2 years my job has been to in-
terview hundreds of men in the Navy, and I
have found reactions pretty much the same.
Consequently I'm writing you to present
some ammunition which you may be able
to use.

1. The Navy enlisted man’s uniform con-
tributes much toward the preservation of a
traditional caste system, which exists be-
tween officers and men on a far greater scale
in the Navy than in the Army.

2. The Navy uniform is not conducive to
good military bearing. Observation of Army
and Navy men will demonstrate this,
“Sloppy” habits and posture go along with
the uniform. Dignified men (business and
professional) who enter the Navy are made
to feel like youngsters because of the uni-
form; it's reaction is the same as that pro-
duced by colleges and fraternities who seek
to put freshmen in their place by making
them wear childlike caps and other clothing.
Navy men are constantly embarrassed by
their families and friends who comment on
their appearance, comparing them to little
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boys on their way to Sunday School, ete,
The clothes definitely do not fiatter other
than well-developed figures. (My wife, for
instance is always uncomfortable in publie
because my uniform accentuates features of
my anatomy which causes unnecessary com-
ments from others.) The Navy man today
has a reputation to live down—a reputation
of roughness, devil-may-care attitude, casa-
nova-ism, and strong language. The uni-
form does not help him much, when its
tightness and cut produces a swagger and
appearance which tends to support popular
concepts about sallors. (Men who have been
taken from civilian life and placed in the
Navy through arbitrary assignment are par-
ticularly aware of this condition; it may not
apply so much to the type of man who joins
the Navy to “see the world and have a girl
in every port.”)

. 8. The Navy uniform is not practical wear=-
ing apparel. The tight trousers with buttons
and lacings are difficult to get in and out of.
Contrary to the Navy's traditional view, a
single zipper would make the clothes easier
to remove in water. Suspenders or belts are
more practical (and certainly better for ap-
pearance) for keeping pants up than skin-
tight fitting. If these clothes are so good for
water rescue why is it that most men on duty
at sea wear blue denim shirts and pants cut
along civilian style? Uniforms are usually
worn only on shore liberty. The jumper
(middy) is difficult to manage in dressing
and undressing. It's shortness invarably
creates a division between itself and the
pants when one bends over. Its low cut
neck exposes more chest than is commonly
considered in good taste for dress. The tie
is certainly not masculine attire,

Neither the summer or winter hats are par-
ticularly practical. The winter hat is not
warm and is extremely difficult to keep on
the head in windy weather. The white hat
does not protect the head from summer sun,
and it lends itself too readily to all kinds of
shapes which are anything but military.
(Men spend hours twisting the hat into
unique shapes for distinctive wearing.)

The pocket situation is especially bad.
There 15 not a good pocket in the entire uni-
form for wallet, handkerchief, pen, or pencil,
What pockets there are are extremely shallow.
Necessity has caused sallors to adopt the
extremely “masculine” practice of tucking
the handkerchief under the jumper at the
shoulder.

The overcoat provisions are not practical.
There are only two winter or summer styles
of dress—with or without overcoat. The
soldier has a long, warm overcoat for cold
weather; in cool weather he can wear his
shirt and blouse; in warm weather he can
shed the blouse for just the shirt. The sailor
has a waist- coat which is not ade-
quate for cold weather; this is the only coat
he has to wear in cold or cool weather; when
he takes it off he has only a jumper.

Summer clothes are impractical. The white
uniform is not cool. The material is so
closely woven (supposed to be more water-
tight) that alr does not penetrate it, Win-
ter light-weight blue woolen uniforms are
frequently cooler to wear. Whites are less
neat looking than even the blues; further-
more, they are hard to keep clean, if they

are worn all day, a sailor has to wear two on.

warm days to be clean. This greatly in-
creases his laundry bill or personal wash-
ing. Furthermore, the original issue con-
sists of only three suits of whites—insuf-
clent to keep clean; so every enlisted man
finds it necessary to buy several more pairs
immediately.

- Incidentally, would it not be a savings for
all military clothes to be cut on the same
pattern and material, but over different col-
ored cloth for each branch?

4. While we are discussing uniforms, it
might be well to look into the issue of cloth-
ing given to Navy men.
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Every Navy man is Issued a hammock of
high-grade canvas, While there are no doubt
exceptions, I have never known a sailor to

use & hammock in the last year or two. Al-,

most without exception, ship and shore sta=
tions have bunks. Latest style ships have

been built with bunks. This hammock is.

relatively expensive and is deducted from
the man's clothing allowance. It is argued
that the hammock is handy in packing be-
longings for shipment. It is, if we are to con-
tinue to pack our “gear” in the traditional
but outmoded fashion. (Drop in a railroad
freight depot and look at Navy gear en route,
packed seagoing or “cradle” style.) The
Army's barracks bag is much more practical
and is easier to store, Instead, we are c

for both a sea bag and a hammock as well
as a “ditty” bag.

Most Navy mien are not issued a raincoat.
Asiny men are. The price of a regulation rain-
coat is $12, which we may or may not buy—
if we can afford it. A raincoat would be pref-
erable to a hammock.

All Navy men are issued mattresses which
they carry with them. Yet, aside from recruit
training, men seldom use their small, thin,
issued mattresses. Most ships and shore sta=-
tions provide standard single mattresses for
the bunks. I used my mattress for 5 weeks
in recruit training (a permanent barracks
mattress could have been provided instead).
For the past 2 years it has been stored, for I
have slept on standard-size matiresses sup-
plied wherever I have been billeted. Would
it not be more practical to issue hammocks
and mattresses on board ships, where they are
needed, rather than waste a man’s clothing
allowance at the time he comes into the
Navy?

5. The Army system of replacement of used
clothing is far more practical than the Navy's.

An Army man turns in his worn-out cloth--

ing for new. The Navy man receives quar-
terly a small cash clothing allowance (added
onto his pay), from which he is supposed
to buy replacements. Frequently he doesn't
use the money for clothes, and hence his
appearance suffers. Sometimes the amount
does not cover the clothing needed at the
time, so he doesn't buy the clothing and
can't save the money until the next quarterly
allotment, The sailor pays out of his own
pocket for all clothes bought between quarter
allotments as well,

6. While not exaetly classified as clothing,
personal items should be considered here.
Every recruit in the Navy receives a “flying
five” when he enters his second or third week
of training, This is his first pay of 5, which
he receives in his hand and immediately
turns over to a canteen clerk, who gives him
a paper bag. In the bag are the following
items: Toothbrush, tooth paste, razor blades,
shaving cream, soap, comb, sewing kit, thread,
scissors, shoe polish, writing paper, and en-
velopes, 75-cent fountain pen, etc. Most of
these items a man will have already—pur=-
chased or given to him prior to arriving at
the training center. Many of the ftems are
not his brand or do not suit his needs, yet
he has to buy them. (In my case, I had my
own toothbrush and paste—different from
type I received; the blades did not fit my
razor; shaving cream was not my prefer-
ence; I had a sewing kit and thread—so did
most of my {Iriends; the fountain pen
wouldn't work, besides I had a good one of
my own, ete.) It would have been better for
the Navy to issue a “must” list to every man
and have him buy the kinds of things he
needed to complete his list. There would
have been less waste, although the canteen
would have sold less (after all, it was from
the man’'s pay).

Also from the $56 was subtracted an amount
for half-soling of shoes. This would be
reasonable except the half-sole is not really
needed, In the second week of training every-
man's shoes are picked up and sent to the
cobbler shop (employing civillans). Onto
the bottom of the new shoes is tacked a new
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rubber sole (over the leather) and a new
heel. These shoes are used for drilling, and
every man pays for this extra sole. It would
be cheaper all around if every man were is-
sued one pair of drill shoes made with the
sole put on at the factory. The shoe would
probably cost no more; the recruit would
not have to pay for the sole; and a civilian
shoemaker would not have to be paid.

This letter, Senator LANGER, could go on
and on, but I believe I have shown how tra-
ditionalism has gone rampant in the Navy,
how the Navy treats its recruits as though
they had sixth-grade mentalities, and dresses
them accordingly. It doesn’'t seem possible
that there could be so many divergencies be-
tween the branches of the armed services. It
doesn't seem fair to take men of intelligence
and arbitrarily divide them into-two branches
of service in which he will be treated so dif-
ferently., Not only do these differences ap-
ply to clothing, but they go all the way down
the line (the Navy has only 15 days leave
given each man a year; the Navy has not
adopted the $10 war bond which the Treas-
ury made available to men in the armed serv-
ices—adopted by the Army a year ago, etc.).

I wish you luck with your bill. I know
you'll have lots of support from men who
can't speak up. (Incidentally, I would ap-
preciate your keeping my name in confidence,
as the Navy does not approve of this type
of correspondence between enlisted men and
Congressmen.)

Re bill to change Navy uniforms enlisted
men,

DeAr SENATOR LANGER: Twice a veteran of
the Navy—1806 and 1918—I heartily support
your bill. It will improve appearance, raise
self-respect, and conducive to good conduct
and efliclency. I know. Ask your opposition,
if any, to put on a sailor suit and see how
they feel.

Now, I know all the arguments, historical
and utilitarian. They are the bunk, with
the possible exception of stowage. It is
likely the British put this “monkey suit” on
their tough tars originally to make them
too funny to mutiny or make trouble. If
naval officers argue for the present uniform,
then propose that all personnel wear the
same uniform, and see if they choose the
enlisted or officer type of today for them-
selves. If these comedy suits are so hot,
let’s put them on the admirals, too, and be
democratic and utilitarian all the way. This
is important. A man can change his whole
feelinfg and outlook by just turning his hat
brim up all around and wearing the hat at
& funny angle. What happens, then, to his
personality when he puts on all that funny
outfit our enlisted men below chief petty
officer have to wear? At that our boys lock
the best of any sailors in the world, But the
others look so bad; that isn’t enough. Our
American boys are the world’s best by far,
Let's give them a dignified, decent, good-
looking uniform worthy of them,

As you know, Senator Langer, there are no
sailors nowadays. The men are technicians,
including navigators. Whatever may have
done for the salty sailing-ship days and the
crews of square-riggers, the specialists on our
modern mechanized craft have nothing in
common with the story-book swashbucklers
and should not be made ridiculous by funny
clothes or light-opera stuff of any kind.

Congratulations, Senator, and warmest
good wishes, and eincere thanks, too, from

- myself and so many other old-timers I've

talked to on this subject. My classmates
at Harvard, BrewsTER, of Maine, and Tarr,
of Ohio, will, I hope, help you on this, and
you may tell them that I said so and sent
them my best.

. Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I also
ask to have printed in the Recorp at this
point as a part of my remarks the article
which appeared in the June 4, 1945, issue
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of the magazine Life, entitled “No More
Monkey Suits?—Sailors Say They Feel
Silly in Present Uniform,” by Donald Nu-
gent. I ask that the article be printed
in its entirety, with the exception of the
cuts of suggested uniforms, which, under
the rules, may not be placed in the
REecorp.

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

No More MoNKEY SUITS?—SAILORS SAY THEY
FEEL Sriy 1IN PrREsENT UNIFORM

(By Donald Nugent)

Ninety percent of the 6,000 letters I have
received about Navy uniforms plead that
something—anything—be done to free sailors
of the discomfort and indignity of having to
wear a little boy's suit. The letters come
from sallors aboard ships in the Atlantic,
{from stations all over the United States, and
from ships and island bases scattered over
the Pacific. They all claim a deep satisfac-
tion and pride in serving in the Navy. But
they also say they are self-conscious and ill
at ease on the street or in mixed company,
particularly when their friends refer to their
“Fauntleroys,” “Buster Browns,” or “monkey
suits.”

The men say there is not enough pocket
gpace in the uniform. They have to carry
cigarettes in the socks, a wallet hung over
the pants top, and a handkerchief on the
shoulder. These things are always getting
lost, The jumper, so difficult to put on and
take off that it is necessary to brush one's
hair after every operation, is another source
of inconvenience, while the 13 buttons on
the pants cause more consternation than re-
spect for the fact that they are supposed to
commermnorate the Thirteen Original Ameri-
can Colonies.

It is bad for a man’s morale to be so em-
barrassed by wearing the uniform of his serv-
fce. Let us take the hypothetical case of
Mac, a sailor on shore leave.

Mac's sister says he's cute and his mother
4s very proud of him. But as he strolls down
Main Street his tight suit gives him a feel-
‘ing of nudity. There 1s no shore patrol
around so he turns up his tight cuffs for
relief from the heat and to protect his stripes
from dirt and pulls his flowing neckerchief
high over his open neck in an attempt to
cover the hair on his chest. The wind blows
his long collar over his head and it takes
two hands to put it back, -but that lifts his
jumper up over his pants top and exposes
his skivvies over his midriff, so he just leaves
the collar there, lazily flapping over the little
white hat which in itself is the last word
in heh-heh.

Now Mac meets an old friend who says,
“Hello there, haw-haw, where d’ja get the
monkey suit? No feolin', though, you guys
are doing a swell job.”

Mac grins sheepishly but he's on the defen-
sive now. He sticks out his chin and afiécts
the grim countenance and swagger of a tough
old salt, He passes up the hotel dining room
with its austere waiters and white linen and
joins several other sailors and soldlers in the
tavern down back of the tracks.

The stage is now all set. Mac has had a
few beers. The immaculate little white hat
has popped off onto the floor and is a disg-
reputable sight. The black tie has been
floating tdly in a puddle of beer on the bar.
A well-fried soldier is becoming unpleasantly
elogquent about the 13 buttons. The rest is
on the. police records all over the country,

An explanation of each of the present uni-
form’s eccentricities can be found in some
phase of old-time shipboard activity. But
these activities have ceased while the uni-
form designed for them remains. A tight-
fitting “monkey suit” was necessary for con-
stant climbing in the ship's rigging. Such
things ds coat sleeves, helts, big pockets.
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and pants’ flies could get fouled in the lines.
But modern sailors don't climb the rigging
of sailing ships.

The long collar was a removable affair de-
signed to catch the tar that sailors used on
their pigtails. The neckerchief is a perver-
sion of an old black “sweat rag" once used
to wipe tar and grease from the hands.

The white hat was designed to use as a
bucket to bail out a boat. Today’s sallors
complain that it only adds to the glare of
a tropiecal sun. The flat hat is just one of
those things. -

But so strong is the Influence of tradit.!on
that the Navy Uniform Board in Washington
has made only two minor changes in the
enlisted man’s blues since 1827. The jumper
has been shortened and the trousers now
have straight legs instead of bell bottoms.

About 10 percent of the sailors who wrote
to Yank say they like their uniform. They
present two stock arguments for the “monkey
suit”: (1) A sallor must be distinctive and,
above all things, should not be confused with
a soldier or marine. (To these diehards the
fact that a sailor is dressed in blue and a
soldier in brown is not sufficient.) (2) A
sailor's outfit must be small and compact so
that it can be rolled and stowed in the lim-
ited space aboard ship. (A jacket without
a flapping collar and a palr of trousers with-
out the 13 buttons and a trap door could
conceivably be as easily stowed away in lock-
ers without upsetting life aboard ship.)

But the greatest reason that life aboard
ship would not be upset by a change in uni-
form is that the present uniform 1is not often
worn aboard ship. TUsually it's dungarees
from the time the ship leaves the United
States until it returns. L

Strictly speaking, many sailors don't even
wear the regulation uniform ashore. They
buy out of their own pockets at least one
snappy, tailor-made, lightweight, suit of blue
serge for shore leave. Most officers are sym-
pathetic and will appear not to notice this
violation of regulations. But occasionally
the sailor will hit a “hot” ship and his well-
fitting new uniform will be forbldden. That
gives him the feeling that he is the victim
of a calculated plot on the part of the offi-
cers to keep him as dowdy as possible, while

the officers’ own uniforms are constantly re- .

vised and kept up to date.

What, then, is the answer to the Navy's
uniform problem? The answer comes from
the men themselves—they like the battle
Jjacket already authorized in other branches
of the armed service. This jacket, with
matching, conventional fly-front trousers,
could be made up in any material for all
uniforms—winter, summer, and work. Great
economy and regularity of a sailor's appear-
ance would Immediately be attained. The
sailor could wear gray shirts for dress and
blue chambray shirts for work and a hailf
dozen of these would suffice, eliminating the
wasteful practice of wearing out jumpers by
daily washing.

The sailor also needs a garrison cap for
dress instead of the flat hat which is always
in the way. And he neéds a billed cap aboard
£hip in the sun—something like the baseball
cap that Admiral Mitscher and Admiral Hal-
sey have found to be just the thing.

The Navy is over 8,000,000 strong today.
It will never again shrink to its prewar size.
Many reservists say they would like to stay
in the Navy if it weren't for the uniform
and even Army men say they would trans-
Ter to the Navy if it weren't for those “Buster
Brown" suits a sailor has to wear,

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I may
add that some of these letters state that
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. BrooKs]1,
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Tartl, and
other Senators have already given assur-
ances, possibly even before I introduced
my bill, that they will do all in their
power to have the uniform changed.
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I may say, in conclusion, that last
night a committee of enlisted men of
the Navy waited upon me and told me
they would be eternally grateful for any-
thing I could possibly do in presenting
the bill, arguing in its favor and doing
what I could to have Congress finally
enact the measure into Ilaw,

EXECUTIVE SESSION

- Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, if no
-other Senator wishes fo address the Sen-
ate on the pending mesasure this after-
noon, I move that the Senate proceed to
the consideration of executive business.
_ The motion was agreed to; and the
Senate proceeded to the consideration of
executive business.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HoEy
‘in the chair) laid before the Senate a
message from the President of the United
States submifting sundry nominations,
which was referred to the Comnﬁttee on
Finance.

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

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

The following favorable reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. HATCH, from the Committee on
Public Lands and Surveys: ;

Harry N. Child, of Washington, to be reg-
ister of the land office at Spokane, Wash.
(Reappointment.)

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on
Finance:

Several persons to be surgeons in the Reg-
ular Corps of the United States Public Health
Service.

By Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on
Post Offices and Post Roads:

Sundry postmasters.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there

‘be no further reports of committees, the

clerk will proceed to state the nomina-
tions on the Executive Calendar.

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION
ADMINISTRATION

The legislative clerk read the nomina-

tion of Claude R. Wickard to be Admin-
‘istrator of the Rural Electrification Ad-

ministration.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, by
agreement the nomination of Claude R.
Wickard to be Rural Electrification Ad-
ministrator will go over.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nomination will be passed
aver.

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BEOARD

The legislative clerk read the nomina-
tion of Paul M. Herzog to be a member of
the National Labor Relations Board for
the unexpired term of 5 years from Aug-
ust 27, 1940.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without

‘objection, the nomination is confirmed.

The legislative clerk read the nomi-
nation of Paul M, Herzog to be a mem-
ber of the National Labor Relations
Board for a term of 5 years from August
27, 1945.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
wout objection, the nomination is con-
firmed.
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POSTMASTERS
The legislative clerk proceeded to

read sundry nominations of post-
masters.
Mr. GEORGE. I ask that the nomi-

gaﬁons of postmasters be confirmed en
loc.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the nominations of postmas-
ters are confirmed en bloc. Without
objection, the President will be imme-
diately notified of all nominations con-
firmed this day. That concludes the
calendar.

RECESS TO MONDAY

Mr. GEORGE. As in legislative ses-
sion, I move that the Senate take a recess
until 12 o'clock noon on Monday next.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3
o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the Senate
took a recess until Monday, June 18,
1945, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate June 15 (legislative day of June
4), 1945:

UNITED STATES PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE

The following-named officers for promotion

in the Regular Corps of the United States
Public Health Service:

ASSISTANT SURGEONS TO BE PASSED ASSISTANT
SURGEONS EFFECTIVE DATES INDICATED
Harry Leaffer, December 2, 1944,
Roland K. Iverson, December 18, 1944,
J. Bchwelgert, June 5, 1944.
Paul V. Joliet, April 13, 1945.

SENIOR SURGEON TO BE MEDICAL DIRECTCOR
EFFECTIVE AFRIL 15, 1945

Willlam L. Smith 1

EURGEON TO BE SENIOR SURGEON EFFECTIVE
APRIL 10, 1845

Raymond A. Vonderlehr

EURGEONS TO BE TEMPORARY SENIOR SURGEONS
EFFECTIVE DATES INDICATED

Donald J, Hunt, March 1, 1945,
Harry Eagle, April 1, 1945,
Richard C. Arnold, April 1, 1945,
John W. Oliphant, April 1, 1945,
Norman H. Topping, April 1, 1945.
Mascon V. Hargett, April 1, 1945.

BENIOR SURGEONS TO BE TEMPORARY MEDICAL
DIRECTORS EFFECTIVE AFRIL 1, 1945
Ralph D. Lillie
Milton V., Veldee
Paul A. Neal

PASSED ASSISTANT SURGEON TO BE TEMPORARY
SURGEON EFFECTIVE FEERUARY 13, 1945

Will H. Aufranc

ABSISTANT SURGEONS TO BE TEMPORARY PASSED
ASSISTANT SURGEONS EFFECTIVE DATES INDI=
CATED
Harold 8. Barrett, February 13, 1945,

James L. Hart, February 13, 1945,

John C. Sheehan, February 24, 1945,

C. Merle Bundy, March 1, 1945,
Willoughby J. Rothrock, Jr., March 14, 1045,
Vernon G. Guenther, March 5, 1945,

TEMPORARY DENTAL SURGEON TO BE TEMPORARY
SENIOR DENTAL SURGEON EFFECTIVE APRIL 1,
1945
John W. Enutson

BENIOR DENTAL SURGEON TO BE TEMPORARY
DENTAL DIRECTOR EFFECTIVE APRIL 1, 1948
H. Trendley Dean

SENIOR 'ARY ENGINEER TO BE TEMPORARY

SANITARY ENGINEER DIRECTOR EFFECTIVE
MARCH 1, 19845

Mark D. Hollis
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CONFIRMATIONS

Executive nominations confirmed by
the Senate June 15 (legislative day of
June 4), 1945:

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD

Paul M. Herzog to be a member of the Na=
tional Labor Relations Board for the unex-
pired term of 5 years from August 27, 1940,

Paul M. Herzog to be a member of the Na-
tional Labor Relations Board for a term of
5 years from August 27, 1945.

POSTMASTERS
ALABAMA
Hulon McGraw, Anderson.
Charles W. Jordan, Roanoke,
NEW YORK

Florence R. Danowski, East Setauket,

James M. Shay, Kings Park.

Willlam D. Gallagher, Willard.

TENNESSEE

Richard M. Morelock, Persia.
Emma Anderson, Unicoi.

Monbay, June 18, 1945
(Legislative day of Monday, June 4, 1945)

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

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

Almighty God, we give Thee thanks
that, in spite of the blindness and blun-
dering of Thy wayward children, in every
crisis Thou dost raise up leaders to match
hours of destiny. Our exultant hearts
acclaim the great captain of the hosts of

‘freedom who this day comes in humble

triumph to receive the plaudits of the
land which gave him to the common
cause. We raise our jubilate that by
Thy favor the valorous legions which his
harmonizing genius helped weld into one
irresistible phalanx have battered down
the fortress of evil designs and of loath-
some brutalities, and that he returns to-
day in glorious victory, leaving behind a
refuge of lies in dust and ashes and the
arrow of freemen piercing the dragon’s
heart. It is Thy divine might which has
made the glory of humanity’s foe to
cease and cast his throne down to the
ground. May we learn the lesson that
our sons and brothers who will never
come back fain would teach us, lest we
win the fight in the field and lose the
peace in the forum. In the Redeemer’s
name. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. Barxirey, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of the
calendar day Friday, June 15, 1945, was
dispensed with, and the Journal was
approved. ;

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT
APPROPRIATIONS

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid
before the Senate a message from the
House of Representatives announcing its
disagreement to the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3024) making
appropriations for the Department of
the Interior for the fiscal year ending
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June 30, 1946, and for other purposes, and
requesting a conference with the Senate
on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon.

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

The motion was agreed to; and the
President pro tempore appointed Mr.
HAavDEN, Mr. McKELLAR, Mr. THoMAS of
Oklahoma, Mr. O'MAHONEY, Mr. GREEN,
Mr. GURNEY, Mr. BurTOoN, and Mr.
WaERRY conferees on the part of the
Senate.

ADDITIONAL COPIES OF HOUSE COM-
MITTEE HEARINGS ON INVESTIGATION
OF FOOD SHORTAGES

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate House Concurrent Reso-
lution 63, which was read, as follows:

Resolved by the House of Representatives
(the Senate conecurring), That, in accord-
ance with paragraph 3 of section 2 of the
Printing Act, approved March 1, 1907, the
Special Committee of the House of Repre~
sentatives Designated to Investigate Food
Bhortages be, and is hereby, authorized and
empowered to have printed for its use 5,000
additional coples of parts 1 and 2 of the .
hearings held before said committee during
the current session,

Mr. WHITE. Mr. Pregident, will not
the Senator from Arizona tell us what
this concurrent resolution provides?

Mr. HAYDEN. The concurrent reso-
lution provides for printing 5,000 addi-
tional copies of parts 1 and 2 of the hear-
ings held before the Special Committee
of the House of Representatives Desig-
nated to Investigate Food Shortages.
The House wants 5,000 additional copies,
and adoption of the concurrent resolu-
tion will be a courtesy to the House.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
there objection to the immediate con-
sideration of the concurrent resolution?

There being no objection, the concur-
rent resolution was considered and
agreed to.

CALL OF THE ROLL
Mr. BARKLEY. I suggest the absence
of a quorum,
The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
clerk will call the roll.
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the

following Senators answered to their
names:

The

Aiken Guffey O'Mahoney
Austin Gurney Overton
Ball Hatch Pepper
Barkley Hawkes Radclifie
BEilbo Hayden Reed
Brewster Hoey Revercomb
Bridges Johnson, Calif. Robertson
Briges Johnson, Colo, Saltonstall
Brooks Johnston, 8. C. Shipstead
Buck Kilgore Smith
Burton La Follette Stewart
Bugehfield Langer Taft
Butler Lucas Taylor
Byrd McCarran Thomas, Okla.
Capehart McClellan Thomas, Utah
Capper MecFarland Tobey
Chandler MeKellar Tunnell
Chavez McMahon Tydings
Donnell Mead Wagner
Downey Millikin Walsh
Eastland Mitchell Wherry
Ellender Moore White
Ferguson Morse Wiley
Fulbright Murdock Wilson
George Murray Young
Gerry Myers

Green O'Daniel
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