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I have made in and out of the Congress on
& number of occasions, and which, as an
American, I shall continue to make because
I consider it my duty to do so, that the
only thing the Communists respect is what
they fear, and that is military power and
strength greater than they possess.

And with such a force, with the spiritual
values of America, with public opinion when
aroused, and a united America, we can ap=-

the trying days that lie ahead with
confldence and.success.

Rivers and Harbors and Flood Control

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. OVERTON BROOKS

OF LOUISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Thursday, January 6, 1955

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. Mr.
Speaker, in the month of December I
headed a group committee representing
the National Rivers and Harbors Con-
gress which had an audience with the
Bureau of the Budget, in Washington, re-
garding the civil functions at the coming
session of Congress. This group included
representatives from the States of Cali-
fornia, Florida, Louisiana, Maryland,
Towa, and the District of Columbia, and
they undertook to state the case for
flood control and rivers and harbors work
to the Bureau of Budget for every sec-
tion of the Nation. Following this, the
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National Rivers and Harbors Congress
sent out to its members a newsletter, a
copy of which is presented for inclusion
in my remarks. I think this matter is
an extremely important one and will be
of interest to every Member of the Con-
gress. The newsletter is as follows:

NaTioNAL RIVERS
AND HARBORS CONGRESS,
Washington, D. C., December 27, 1954.
To the Members of the National Rivers and
Harbors Congress:

During the course of the current month,
the National Rivers and Harbors Congress
took strong action to help build up the budg-
et recommendations for civil functions in
the coming session of Congress. President
OverTON BrOOKS led a strong committee
from the National Rivers and Harbors Con-
gress which called up the Budget Bureau
and talked to its officials for over an hour.
On this committee were representatives from
the States of California, Florida, Maryland,
Louisiana, Idaho, and the District of Co-
lumbia; and the committee therefore spoke
for the entire country.

We pointed out to the Bureau of Budget
that for the last 4 years budget recommenda-
ations for rivers, harbors, and flood control
work had been steadily falling in the face
of further inflation which constantly lessened
the purchasing power of the dollar. We fur-
ther pointed out that the needs of the coun-
try have been steadily increasing with our
growing population and that the pressure
due to long delay in starting projects had
been steadily increasing. We showed that
this was the case although our national poli-
cy had been to pour billions of dollars into
foreign ald, neglecting or postponing the de-
velopment of internal improvement in our
own Nation.

January 10

Your committee recommended to the Bu-
reau of Budget three important policies,
namely:

1. A larger yearly budget for civil func-
tions until this recommended budget shall
reach the figure of $650 million per year.

2. A policy of recommending new starts in
order that many projects approved for years
may be given the green light.

3. The build-up of a backlog of new proj-
ects badly needed by this country in the
rapid development of our internal resources.
In other words, waterway development
should keep pace with road, highway, and
airway development.

Officials of the Bureau of Budget to whom
we talked made no comment regarding the
backlog. In reference to the first suggestion,
namely, an increased overall budget, these
officials indicated that some relief could be
expected in recommendations made year after
next to the Congress. During that year,
some of the very large multiple-purpose
dams will be completed and funds will then
be available.

Mr. Carl H. Schwartz, Chief, Resources and
Civil Works Division, made the statement in
reference to the second suggestion that con-
slderation was being given to “new starts” to
be recommended to Congress for approval for
the coming fiscal year; and that informa-
tion regarding this matter would be released
to the public during the early part of 1955.
‘While we did not get all that we wanted, I
feel that our committee accomplished a very
useful mission on behalf of our membership
and as your president, I am passing this in-
formation on to you.

Yours for a happy and prosperous New
Year,

Cordially yours,
OvERTON BROOKS,
President.
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The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown
Harris, D. D. offered the following
prayer:

O Thou companion of the pilgrim
years, as with renewed powers and with
restored souls, Thy servants in the minis-
iry of public affairs face the high tasks
of this National Chamber of delibera-
tion, help them in all things, we pray, to
be masters of themselves that they may
indeed be the servants of others.

With the dim lamps of our own devices
we cannot find a sure and clear path
through the tangled maze of this stricken
generation. Be Thou the guardian and
guide of the unbeaten way our feet
must take. Above all, give us a consum-
ing passion, not to have our own way,
but to find Thy holy will. May no cher-
ished resentment, no camouflaged self-
ishness, no small loyalties nor ingrained
prejudices, choke and clog the channels
of our national service. Enlarge our
spirits to meet the stupendous dimen-
sions of these epic days. O God, to whom
the future belongs, use us as pioneers
of a better world for ourselves and for
all peoples. We ask it in the dear Re-
deemer’'s name, Amen,

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. CLEMENTS, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Thursday,
January 6, 1955, was dispensed with.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO

ATTENDANCE OF A SENATOR

Mr. IrvIiNG M. IVES, a Senator from the
State of New York, appeared in his seat
today.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were commu-
nicated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one
of his secretaries.

RECOMMENDATIONS FOR FURTHER
DEVELOPMENT OF FOREIGN
ECONOMIC POLICY—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT (H. DOC.
NO. 63)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a message from the President of
the United States, relating to recommen-
dations for further developing the for-
eign economic policy of the United
States, which was read, and referred to
the Committee on Finance.

(For message from the President, see
House proceedings of today.)

REPORT OF ACTIVITIES UNDER THE
AGRICULTURAL TRADE DEVEL-
OPMENT AND ASSISTANCE ACT—
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT
(H. DOC. NO. 62)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a message from the President of
the United States relating to activities
under the lgricultural Trade Develop-
ment and Assistance Act, which was read

and referred to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry.

(For message from the President, see
House proceedings of today.)

REPORT OF TRADE AGREEMENT
ESCAPE CLAUSES — MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT (H. DOC.
NO. 64)

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the
Senate a message from the President of
the United States relating to a report on
trade agreement escape clauses, which
was read and referred to the Committee
on Finance.

(For message of the President, see
House proceedings of today.)

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

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

REPORTS ON OPERATIONS UNDER Sorm CoN-
SERVATION AND DOMESTIC ALLOTMENT ACT,
ETC.

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of
operations under the Soil Conservation and
Domestic Allotment Act, for the fiscal year
ended June 30, 1954, together with a report
of the “on-farm” assistance through direct
act to rehabllitate farm land damaged by
disastrous floods, and a report of the opera-
tions under the emergency wind erosion con-
trol program (with accompanying papers);
to the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry.
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RePORTS ON COOPERATION WiTH MEXICO IN
CONTROL AND ERADICATION OF FoOT-AND-
MouTH DISEASE

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of
Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to law,
a confidential report on cooperation of the
United States with Mexico in the control
and eradication of foot-and-mouth disease
for the month of August 1954 (with an ac-
companying report); to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

REPORT ON REAPPORTIONMENT OF AN APPRO~
PRIATION
A letter from the Acting Director, Bureau
of the Budget, Executive Office of the Presi-
dent, reporting, pursuant to law, on the re-
apportionment of an appropriation for the
Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare entitled “Grants to States for Public
Assistance,” which indicates the necessity
for a supplemental estimate of appropriation
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations.

APPOINTMENT OF ADDITIONAL COMMISSIONED
OFFICERS IN REGULAR ARMY

A letter from the Secretary of the Army,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to provide for the appointment of additional
commissioned officers in the Reguar Army,
and for other purposes (with accompany-
ing papers); to the Committee on Armed
Services.

CLARIFICATION OF STATUS OF CERTAIN CITIZENS
OR NATIONALS OF THE REPUBLIC OF THE
PHILIPPINES

A letter from the Secretary of the Army,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to clarify the status of citizens or nationals
of the Republic of the Philippines who are
retired members of the uniformed services
and who hold offices of profit or trust under
the Republic of the Philippines, and for
other purposes (with an accompanying pa-
per) to the Committee on Armed Services.

AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL DEFENSE FACILITIES
AcT RELATING TO FACILITIES NECESSARY FOR
TRAINING OF UNITS OoF RESERVE COMPO=-
NENTS
A letter from the Secretary of the Army,

transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to amend the National Defense Facilities Act
of 1950 to provide for additional facilities
necessary for the administration and train-
ing of units of the Reserve components of
the Armed Forces of the United States, and
for other purposes (with an accompanying
paper); to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices.

CONSERVATION AND OPERATION OF THE NAVAL
PETROLEUM AND OIL-SHALE RESERVES

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to amend the part of the act entitled “An
act making appropriations for the naval
service for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1021, and for other purposes,” approved
June 4, 1920, as amended, relating to the
conservation, care, custody, protection, and
operation of the naval petroleum and oil-
sghale reserves (with an accompanylng pa-
per); to the Committee on Armed Services.

ENLISTMENT CONTRACTS OR PERIODS OF OBLI-
GATED SERVICE OF CERTAIN MEMBERS OF THE
ArMED FORCES
A letter from the Secretary of the Navy,

transmitting a draft of proposed legislation

to provide that the enlistment contracts or
periods of obligated service of members of
the Armed Forces shall not terminate by
reason of appointment as cadets or midship-
men at the Military, Naval, Air Force, or

Coast Guard Academies, or as midshipmen

in the Naval Reserve, and for other purposes

(with an accompanying paper); to the Com-

mittee on Armed Services.
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CREDITING OF CERTAIN SERVICE TOWARD
RETIREMENT OF RESERVE PERSONNEL
A letter from the Secretary of the Navy,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to provide for the crediting of certain service
toward retirement of reserve personnel (with
an accompanying paper); to the Committee
on Armed Services. ;
COMPENSATION OF ACADEMIC DEAN OF UNITED
STATES NAVAL POSTGRADUATE SCHOOL

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to increase the annual compensation of the
academic dean of the United States Naval
Postgraduate School (with an accompany-
ing paper); to the Committee on Armed
Services. .

RETIREMENT OF CERTAIN TEMPORARY OFFICERS
OF NAVAL SERVICE

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to amend the act of February 21, 1946 (60
Stat. 26), to permit the retirement of tem-
porary officers of the naval service after
completion of more than 20 years of active
service (with an accompanying paper); to
the Committee on Armed Services.
REPEAL OF ACT RELATING TO LiMIT OF DATE OF

FiLiNG CLaIMS FOR: RETAINER FAY

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to repeal the act of January 19, 1929 (ch.
86, 456 Stat. 1090), entitled “An act to limit
the date of filing claims for retainer pay”
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com=
mittee on Armed Services.

VEsSEL TONNAGE COMPOSITION OF THE UNITED
StaTES NavVY

A letter from the Becretary of the Navy,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to provide for the tonnage composition of
the United States Navy with respect to ves-
sels, and for other purposes (with an accom=-
panying paper); to the Committee on Armed
Services.

PERMANENT APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY AND
MAaRINE CORPS

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to authorize permanent appointments in
the United States Navy and in the United
States Marine Corps (with accompanying
papers); to the Committee on Armed
Bervices.

ENACTMENT OF CERTAIN Provisions Now InN-
CLUDED IN THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
APPROPRIATION Acr AND Civi FUNCTIONS
APPROPRIATION ACT :

A letter from the Secretary of the
Force, transmitting a draft of proposed leg-
islation to enact certain provisions now
included in the Department of Defense Ap-
propriation Act and the Civil Functions
Apppropriation Act, and for other purposes
(with accompanying papers); to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

AMENDMENT oF ArRMY-NAVY NUrses Act RE-
LATING TO CERTAIN ADJUSTMENTS IN DATES
oF RANK IN THE REGULAR ARMY AND REGU-
LAR AR FORCE
A letter from the Secretary of the Air

Force, transmitting a draft of proposed leg-

islation to further amend section 106 of the

Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1947 so as to pro-

vide for certain adjustments in the dates

of rank of nurses and women medical spe-
cialists of the .Regular Army and Regular

Air Force in the permanent grade of captain,

and for other purposes (with an accompany-

ing paper); to the Committee on Armed

Services.

PROFESSIONAL EXAMINATIONS FOR PROMOTION
oF CERTAIN OFFICERS OF THE ARMY AND AIR
Force
A letter from the Secretary of the Air

Force, transmitting a draft of proposed leg-

islation to repeal certain laws relating to
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professional examinations for promotion of
medical, dental, and veterlnary officers of
the Army and Air Force (with accompany-
ing papers); to the Committee on Armed
Services.

RELIEF OF CERTAIN ARMY AND AIR FORCE
Nurses

A letter from the Secretary of the Air Force,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to provide for the relief of certain Army and
Air Force nurses, and for other purposes
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com=-
mittee on Armed Services.

RELIEF OF CERTAIN MEMBERS OF ARMED FORCES

A letter from the Secretary of the Air
Force, transmitting a draft of proposed leg-
islation to provide for the relief of certain
members of the Armed Forces who were re-
quired to pay certain transportation charges
covering shipment of their household goods
and personal effects upon return from over-
seas, and for other purposes (with an ac-
companying paper); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

STATISTICAL STOCKPILE REPORT

A letter from the Director, Office of De-
fense Mobilization, Executive Office of the
President, transmitting, pursuant to law, the
secret semiannual Statistical Stockpile Re-
port for the period January 1 through June
30, 1954 (with an accompanying report); to
the Committee on Armed Services.

REPoRT oF Navy CLUB

A letter from the National Shipwriter, Navy
Club of the United States of America, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, a report of that
club, as of April 30, 1954 (with an accom=-
panying report); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

ReporT oN TN OPERATIONS

A letter from the Administrator, Federal
Facilities Corporation, Washington, D. C.,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation on
tin operations, for the fiscal year ended June
30, 1954 (with an accompanying report); to
the Committee on Banking and Currency.

RePORT OF COMMISSION ON LICENSURE, HEAL=
G ARTS PRACTICE ACT, DISTRICT OF COLUM=
BIA

A letter from the President of the Board
of Commissioners of the District of Colum-
bia, transmitting, pursuant to law, a report
on the activities of the Commission of Li-
censure, under the Healing Arts Practice Act,
District of Columbia, for the fiscal year
ended June 30, 1954 (with an accompany=
ing report); to the Committee on the Dis=
trict of Columbia.

REPORT OF CHESAPEAKE & Poromac TELE-
PHONE CoO.

A letter from the vice president, the Chesa=
peake & Potomac Telephone Co., Wash=
ington, D. C., transmitting, pursuant to law,
a report of that company for the year 1954
(with an accompanying report); to the Com-
mittee on the District of Columbia,

AMENDMENT OF NATIONAL SERVICE LIFE INSUR=
ANCE ACT oF 1940

A letter from the Secretary of the Air Force,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to furter amend section 622 of the National
Bervice Life Insurance Act of 1940 (with
accompanying papers); to the Committee
on Finance,

AMENDMENT OF SERVICEMEN’S READJUSTMENT
AcT oF 1944 RELATING TO VETERANS RIGHTS
FOR CERTAIN SERVICEMEN

A letter from the Secretary of the Air Force,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to amend section 300 of the Servicemen's
Readjustment Act of 1944 in relation to the
entitlement of servicemen discharged or dis-
missed by court martial to veterans rights
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com-
mittee on Finance.
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A letter from the Chairman, United States
Tariff Commission, Washington, D. C,, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the 38th annual
report of that Commission, for the period
October 1, 1953, through September 30, 1954
(with an accompanying report); to the Com-
mittee on Finance,

REPORT ON REVISION OF STRATEGIC TRADE
CONTROLS

A letter from the Deputy Director for Mu=-
tual Defense Assistance Control, Foreign
Operations Administration, transmitting,
pursuant to law, a report entitled “The
Revision of Strategic Trade Controls,” for
the first half of the year 1854 (with an ac-
companying report); to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

REPORT OF NaTIONAL MUNITIONS CONTROL
BoOARD

A letter from the Executive Secretary, Na-
tional Munitions Control Board, Department
of State, transmitting pursuant to law, a
confidential semiannual report of that Board
for the period July 1 to December 31, 1953
(with an accompanying report); to the Com-
mittee on Foreign Relations,

RecrProcalL. FIRE PROTECTION AGREEMENTS
BETWEEN DEPARTMENTS OF GOVERNMENT
AND PUBLIC OR PRIVATE ORGANIZATIONS

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to authorize reciprocal fire protection agree-
ments between departments and agencies of
the United States and public or private or-
ganizations engaged in fire-fighting activ-
ities, and for other purposes (with an accom-
panying paper); to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Operations.

AMENDMENT OF FEDERAL PROPERTY AND AD-
MINISTRATIVE SERVICES ACT, RELATING TO
DonaTION OF CERTAIN PROPERTY TO AMERI-
canN Nattowal Rep Cross

A letter from the Administrator, General
Bervices Administration, transmitting a draft
of proposed legislation to amend the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act of
1949, as amended, to authorize the Adminis-
.trator of General Services to donate certain
_property to the American National Red Cross
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com-
mittee on Government Operations.

REPORT OF THE COMPTROLLER (GENERAL OF THE
UNITED STATES

A letter from the Comptroller General of
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to
law, his report on the operations of the Gen=-
-eral Accounting Office, fiscal year 1954 (with
an accompanying report); to the Committee
on Government Operations.

ProrosEp Awarps oF CowNcessioN CONTEACTS
IN CERTAIN RECREATIONAL AREAS

Two letters from the Assistant Secretary of
the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law,
proposed awards of concession contracts in
Mount Ranier National Park, Wash. (with
accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs.

.CERTIFICATION oOF COST OF REHABILITATION
AND REPAIR OF DAMAGES CAUSED BY THE
NAvVY AT MERCER COUNTY AIRPORT, TRENTON,
N. J.

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce,
transmitting, pursuant to law, the certifica-
tion by the Administrator of Civil Aeronau-
tics of the cost of rehabilitation and repair
of damages caused by the United States Navy
at Mercer County Airport, Trenton, N. J.
(with an accompanying paper); to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Coms=-
merce,

AUTHORIZATION To TRANSFER CERTAIN ProP=
ERTY TO PANAMA CANAL COMPANY

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the

Treasury, transmitting a draft of proposed

legislation to authorize the Secretary of the

Treasury to transfer certain property to the
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Panama Canal Company, and for other pur-
poses (with an accompanying paper); to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce,

LiFE PRESERVERS FOR RIVER STEAMERS

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the
Treasury, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation to amend section 4482 of the Re-
vised Statutes, as amended (46 U. 8. C. 475)
relating to life preservers for river steamers
(with accompanying papers); to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.
AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES RELATING

TO VERIFICATION UNDER OATH OF CERTAIN

CERTIFICATES OF INSPECTION

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the
Treasury, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation to amend section 4421 of the Re-
vised Statutes, in order to remove the re-
quirement as to verifying under oath certain
certificates of inspection, and for other pur-
poses (with accompanying papers); to the
Committee on Interstate and Forelgn Com-
merce,

NATURALIZATION oOF CERTAIN PERSONS FOR
HONORABLE SERVICE IN THE Navy

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to permit the naturalization of certain per-
sons by reason of honorable service in the
United State Navy prior to December 24,
1952 (with an accompanying paper); to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

SETTLEMENT OF CLAITMS FOR DAMAGE CAUSED
BY CERTAIN PERSONNEL OF UNITED STATES
GOVERNMENT

A letter from the Secretary of the Ailr
Force, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-
lation to further amend the act of July 3,
1943 (ch. 189, 57 Stat, 872), relating to the
settlement of claims for damage to or loss
or destruction of property or personal in-
jury or death caused by military personnel
or certain civilian employees of the United
States, by removing certain limitations on
the payment of such claims and the time
within which such claims may be filed
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com=
mittee on the Judiciary.

SETTLEMENT OF CrAmMs FOR DAmAGEs Oc-
CASIONED BY ARMY, NAVY, AND MARINE
Corprs 1IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES
A letter from the Secretary of the Ailr

Force, transmitting a draft of proposed

legislation to further amend the act of

January 2, 1942, entitled “An act to provide

for the prompt settlement of claims for

damages occasioned by Army, Navy, and

Marine Corps forces in foreign countries”

(with accompanying papers); to the Com-=

mittee on the Judiciary,

AMENDMENT OF MILITARY PERSONNEL CLAIMS
Act oF 1945

A letter from the Secretary of the Air
Force, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-
lation to further amend the Military Per=-
sonnel Claims Act of 1945 (with an accom-
panying paper); to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

RELIEF OoF CERTAIN MEMBERS OF THE ARMY,
Navy, AND Am FORCE

A letter from the BSecretary of the Air
Force, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation to provide for the relief of cer-
tain members of the Army, Navy, and Air
Force, and for other purposes (with an ac-
companying paper); to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

G. F. ALLEN, DECEASED
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the
Treasury, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation for the relief of G. F. Allen, de-
ceased, former Chief Disbursing Officer,
Department, and for other pur-
poses (with accompanying papers); to the
Committee on the Judiciary.
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PENALTIES FOR THREATS AGAINST PRESIDENT-
AN¥D VICE-PRESIDENT-ELECT

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the
Treasury, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation to amend 18 U. 8. C. 871 to pro-
vide penalties for threats against the Presi=
dent-elect and the Vice President (with ac-
companying papers); to the Committee on
the Judiciary.
SUSPENSION oF DEPORTATION OF OCERTAIN

ALIENS—WITHDRAWAL OF NAME

A letter from the Commissioner, Immi-
ration and Naturalization Service, Depart-
ment of Justice, withdrawing the name of
Nic A. Mavros or Nicholas P. Cimeon or
Nicholas Simeon or Nicholas Symeon from
a report relating to aliens whose deportation
had been suspended, transmitted to the

Senate on July 1, 1954; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

TEMPORARY ADMISSION INTO THE UNITED
STATES oF CERTAIN ALIENS
A letter from the Commissioner, Immi=
ration and Naturalization Service, Depart=-
me:= % of Justice, transmitting, pursuant to
law, copies of orders entered granting tempo-
rary admission into the United States of
certain aliens (with accompanying papers);
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

REPORT OF TORT CLAIMS PaAID BY NATIONAL
ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOR AERONAUTICS

A letter from the Executive Officer, Na-
tional Advisory Committee for Aeronautics,
Washington, D. C., transmitting, pursuant
to law, a report on tort claims paid by that
Committee, for the calendar year 1954 (with
an accompanying report); to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

REPORT OF FUTURE FARMERS oF AMERICA

A letter from the chairman, board of di-
rectors, Future Farmers of America, Wash-
ington, D. C., transmitting, pursuant to law,
a report on the audit of the accounts of
that organization for the fiscal year ended
June 30, 1954 (with an accompanying re-
port); to the Committee on the Judiciary.

APPOINTMENT OF ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT AND
DisTRICT JUDGES

A letter from the Director, Administrative
Office of the United States Courts, transmit-
ting, on behalf of the Judiclal Conference of
the United States, a draft of proposed legis-
lation to provide for the appointment of
additional circuit and district judges (with
an accompanying paper); to the Committee
on the Judiclary.

REMOVAL OF CERTAIN INEQUITIES BY FIXING
HoUrs oF WORK AND OVERTIME COMPENSA=
TION PRACTICES
A letter from the Secretary of the Alr

Force, transmitting a draft of legislation to

remove certain ineEJltiea by fixing the hours

of work and overtime compensation practices
in the case of certain employees of the United

Btates, and for other purposes (with accom=

panying papers); to the Committee on Labor

and Public Welfare.
UNrorRM RETIREMENT DATE FOR CERTAIN
FEDERAL PERSONNEL

A letter from the Secretary of the Army,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to amend the act of April 23, 1930, relating
to a uniform retirement date for author-
ized retirements of Federal personnel (with
an accompanying paper); to the Committee
on Post Office and Civil Service.

HUGH S. GIBSON
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr.
President, I wish to take this opportu-
nity to say a few words concerning the
recent death of one of my old and dear
friends, the Honorable Hugh S. Gibson.
Hugh Gibson was one of the finest dip-
lomats and most energetic humani-
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tarians America has ever produced. He
devoted his entire life to the promotion
of international understanding and to
the betterment of men’s lives every-
where.

For 30 years Hugh Gibson played a
role in almost every major development
in international affairs, He entered the
Foreign Service in 1908 as secretary at
the Legation in Tegucigalpa, Honduras.
From 1911 to 1913 he was secretary to
the legation in Habana, Cuba, and in
1915 he moved to a similar post in
Brussels.

It was when Hugh was secretary to
the Embassy in Brussels that I first be-
came acquainted with him. We were
both identified at the time with former
President Hoover's Commission for the
Relief of Belgium, just after World War
I broke out. It will be recalled that
Hugh Gibson, acting under Ambassador
Brand Whitlock, made the noble effort
which, unfortunately, was unavailing, to
save the life of the famous nurse, Edith
Cavell, who was condemned to death by
the German occupation in Belgium, and
who was shot by a firing squad on the
charge of being a spy.

From the time of the early organiza-
tion of the famous Commission for the
Relief of Belgium to the time of his
death I had the privilege of being a close
friend of Hugh Gibson, and of serving
with him in many common under-
takings initiated by former President
Hoover.

After brief service as first secretary to
the United States Embassy in Paris,
Hugh became, in 1918, Director General
of the American Relief Administration,
which provided food to the war-torn
countries of Europe. With the excep-
tion of that Administration’s Chairman,
former President Herbert Hoover, mo
man did more to help the people of the
ravaged countries of Europe survive
those terrible postwar months. At the
same time Hugh Gibson served on the
Inter-Allied Commission that made the
first postwar survey of conditions in the
Balkans.

In 1919 he was appointed Minister to
Poland, and from 1924 to 1927 he served
as Minister to Switzerland. In this lat-
ter capacity he played a large part in
the preparation for the Geneva Confer-
ence of 1927 on disarmament. In the
same year he was chairman of the
United States delegation to the Confer-
ence for Limitation of Naval Rearma-
ment.

In 1927 he returned to Belgium, where
he served as our Ambassador from 1927
to 1933. As Ambassagor to Brazil from
1933 to 1937, he played a decisive role
in bringing the conflict between Bolivia
and Paraguay to an end.

From 1837 until his retirement in 1938
he was again our Ambassador to Bel-
gium.

From 1938 until his death last month
Hugh Gibson continued to contribute to
international understanding by his many
books and articles on international af-
fairs, some of which were written with
the collaboration of former President
Hoover.

His great diplomatic experience, his
knowledge of relief programs, and the
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high regard in which he was held by all
European leaders, led to his appointment
as Director of the Intergovernmental
Committee for European Migration, a
post which he held until his death.

Few men have contributed so much
for the betterment of mankind. The
people of Europe and of America will not
soon forget his great services.

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Presi-
dent, that there be printed in the body
of the REcorp at the close of my remarks
an editorial from the New York Times of
December 13, 1954, and an editorial from
the New York Herald Tribune of Decem-
ber 13, 1954, both extolling the wonderful
career of former Ambassador Hugh
Gibson.

There being no objection, the edi-
torials were ordered to Le printed in the
REecorp, as follows:
|From the New York Times of December 13,

1954]

HucH GIBSON

Hugh Gibson, who died yesterday in Ge-
neva, Switzerland, at the age of 71, was not
only a distinguished career diplomat—he
might also be called a eareer humanitarian.
Whether the enterprise at hand was the vain
one of trying to save Edith Cavell from a
German firing squad in the First World War,
or ending the war in the Chaco, or admin-
istering vast war or postwar relief projects;
whether it was working for disarmament
or considering, as in one book he did,
The Problems of Lasting Peace; whether
it was representing his own Government with
effectiveness and dignity or directing a com-
mittee for finding new homes for refugees
and migrants—the work on which he was en-
gaged when he died—Hugh Glbson gave to
the task a brilliant mind, a deep understand-
ing of other persons and nations and & pro-
found sympathy.

Never advertising his own virtues or
achievements, always giving himself unself-
ishly and single-mindedly, he was not in his
later years much in the public eye. He took
his joy in the useful work he was able to do,
and it was his good fortune to go on doing
it to the very day of his death.

{From the New York Herald Tribune of
December 13, 1954]

Hugh Gibson, who has just died in Ge-
neva at the age of 71, was one of the
most devoted, energetic and resourceful
emissaries America ever sent forth into the
world of diplomacy. He once referred to
himself as a diplomat who did “not wear
épats.” He might have said with equal ac-
curacy that he was a diplomat who was not
afraid to roll up his sleeves, and a human
being whose concern was for people as well
as for nations. When to these tralts were
added his capacity to make friendships, his
ahilities as an organizer, and his talents as a
writer, a picture of Mr. Gibson’s unusual at-
tainments began to emerge.

From 1914 to 1938 hardly a great event
in international affairs took place in which
Mr. Gibson did not play some part. As
secretary of the American Legation in Brus-
gels in 1914 he did what he could to miti-
gate the effects of warfare upon the popu-
lace, and his strenuous efforts on behalf of
Edith Cavell, the English nurse executed
by the Germans, brought him wide notice.
Later on he represented America in many
countries, holding the ambassadorships to
Switzerland, Belgium, and Brazil. A close
friend of President Hoover, he continued in
the diplomatic service wunder President
Roosevelt, retiring in 1938.

Although he left the diplomatic service
years ago, Mr. Gibson never ceased his ef-
forts to bring help and hope to the interna-
tional scene, Since 1951 he hdd been direc-
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tor of the Intergovernmental Committee for
European Migration, organized by 20 na-
tions. He was in the midst of work on its
behalf when he collapsed, dying as he had
lived, in the service of his fellow men,

AMENDMENT OF RULE XXV OF THE
SENATE—REPORT OF A COMMIT-
TEE

Mr. JENNER. Mr. President, from the
Committee on Rules and Administration,
I report an original resolution to amend
rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the
Senate. With the resolution, I also sub-
mit a report (No. 2) of the Committee
on Rules and Administration.

Mr. President, let me say this has been
a very controversial subject for some
time before the Senate. The Commit-
tee on Rules and Administration, of
which I am still chairman, assured this
body on more than one occasion that it
would complete its hearings and would
report immediately to the Senate. The
action I now take is in compliance with
the statement I have made to the Sen-
ate.

I may say that the original resolu-
tion being reported today from the Com-
mittee on Rules and Administration fol-
lows the report of the subcommittee,
which was unanimously approved.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report
will be received, and the resolution will
be placed on the calendar. :

The resolution (S. Res. 17), reported
by Mr. JENNER, from the Committee on
Rules and Administration, was placed
on the calendar, as follows:

Resolved, That rule XXV of the Standing
Rules of the Senate is amended by inserting
at the end thereof the following:

*“5. The following shall be the rules of
the standing committees of the Senate and
subcommittees thereof, and the ferm ‘com-
mittee’ as used in this subsection (except in
paragraphs (b) and (¢)) means any such
committee or subcommittee:

“(a) Special meetings: In addition to
meetings called pursuant to section 133 (a)
of the Legislative Reorganization Act of 19486,
a majority of the membership of any com-
mittee may call a special meeting of the
committee by filing a notice thereof with
the committee clerk, whose duty it shall be
to notify each member.

“{b) Subcommittees: A subcommittee of
any standing committee shall be established
by majority vote of such committee.

“({c) Committee staffs: The professional
and clerical staff personnel of each standing
committee and subcommittee thereof shall
be appointed, and the services of such per-
sonnel terminated, by majority vote of such
standing committee.

“(d) Subpenas: The authority to Ilssue
subpenas or otherwise to require the attend-
ance of witnesses or the production of docu-
mentary material may be delegated by ma-
Jority vote of any committee to its chairman
or to any member,

“{e) Interrogation of witnesses: The in-
terrogation of witnesses at committee hear-
ings shall be conducted, on behalf of the
committee, by members and authorized staff
personnel only.

*“(f) Executive session testimony: No testi-
mony given in executive session shall be
publicly released in any form unless such
release has been authorized by the commit-
tee before which the testimony was given.

“(g) Notice to witnesses: The subject mat-
ter of the investigation in which he is called
to testify shall be stated to each witness
prior to his appearance, for his information
only, and not as a limitation upon the scope
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of the interrogation to be conducted at the
hearing.

“(h) Counsel for witnesses: Unless other-
wise provided by a majority of the committee
members present at the hearing, a witness
may be accompanied by counsel.

“(1) Statements: Witnesses shall be re-
quired, so far as practicable, to submit writ-
ten statements of their proposed testimony
in advance of the hearing at which they
testify.

“(j) Distraction by communications
equipment: A witness may request, on
grounds of distraction, harassment, or physi-
cal discomfort, that during his testimony
television, motion picture, and other cameras
and lights shall not be directed at him; such
request to be ruled on by the committee
members present at the hearing.

“(k) Transcripts: Accurate verbatim tran-
scripts shall be made of all committee hear-
ings where witnesses testify under oath,
Transcripts of testimony given at public
hearings shall be made available for inspec-
tion or purchase by witnesses and persons
mentioned therein.

“(1) Requests for remedial action: Any
person whose name is mentioned or who is
specifically identified, and who believes that
testimony or other evidence presented at a
public hearing of a committee, or comment
made by a committee member or counsel at
such a hearing, tends to defame him or
otherwise adversely affect his reputation,
may (a) request to appear personally before
the committee to testify in his own behalf,
or (b) file a sworn statement of facts rele-
vant to the testimony or other evidence or
comment complained of. Such requests and
such statements shall be submitted to the
committee concerned for its action.

“(m) Reports: No measure or recommen=
datlon shall be reported by a committee
unless a majority of its membership is ac-
tually present at the meeting at which such
action is taken.

*“(n) Controversy as to jurisdiction: In
any case in which a controversy arises be-
tween committees as to the jurisdiction of
any committee of the Senate to make any
inquiry or investigation, the question of
Jurisdiction shall be decided by the Presiding
Officer of the Senate without debate, but
such decislon shall be subject to an appeal.
Buch decision finally arrived at, with or with-
out appeal, shall not operate to invalldate
proceedings of the committee prior thereto.

*“(o) Notice to Senate: The chairman of
each committee shall from time to time and
at the earliest date practicable report to the
Senate the general nature of inquiries or in-
vestigations the committee proposes to un-
dertake, or, in any case he deems the national
security might be endangered by such report,
he shall in writing advise the President of
the Senate of that fact.”

REPORT ON SUBVERSION AND ES-
PIONAGE IN DEFENSE ESTAB-
LISHMENTS AND INDUSTRY—RE-
PORT OF A COMMITTEE

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, from the
Committee on Government Operations,
pursuant to Senate Resolution 189, 83d
Congress, I submit a report (No. 3) of
that committee on investigation of sub-
version and espionage in defense estab-
lishments and industry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The report
will be received and printed.

REPORT OF COMMITTEZ ON GOV-
ERNMENT OPERATIONS—(S. REPT.
NO. 4)

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, from the

Committee on Government Operations,
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I submit the annual report of that com-
mittee. The report is entitled “The Ac-
tivities of the Senate Committee on
Government Operations.” I ask that the
report be printed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
report will be received and printed.

The

REPORTS ON DISPOSITION OF
EXECUTIVE PAPERS

Mr. CARLSON, from the Joint Select
Committee on the Disposition of Execu-
tive Papers, to which were referred for
examination and recommendation three
lists of records transmitted to the Sen-
ate by the Archivist of the United States
that appeared to have no permanent
value or historical interest, submitted
reports thereon pursuant to law.

CONTINUATION OF CONGRES-
SIONAL INVESTIGATING COMMIT~
TEES—RESOLUTION

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, the Na-
tion realizes the tremendously vital job
which has been and is being performed
by the various investigating committees
exposing the Communist conspiracy in
our land and throughout the world.

I was pleased, therefore, to receive
from Miles D. Kennedy, director of the
American Legion’s National Legislative
Commission, the text of a resolution
which had been adopted at the 1954 na-
tional convention urging continuation of
the respective investigating committees
and subcommittees.

I ask unanimous consent that the res-
olution be printed at this point in the
RECORD.

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

REesoLUTION No. T4

SUPFORT CONGRESSIONAL INVESTIGATING
COMMITTEES

‘Whereas the Congress of the United States
through its duly constituted committees has
performed an outstanding service to the
United States and the people thereof by con-
tinued investigating and exposing the activi-
ties of the Communist conspiracy and the
individuals participating in the Communist
conspiracy: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the American Legion in na-
tional convention assembled in Washington,
D. C.,, August 30-September 2, 1954, hereby
commends the House Un-American Activities
Committee, Senate Permanent Subcommit-
tee on Investigations, Senate Subcommittee
on Internal Security, House Committee To
Investigate the Selzure and Forced Incor-
poration of Lithuania, Latvia, and Estonia
by the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
and strongly recommends the continuation
of these committees with no limitation of
their present powers and with ample funds
for their proper function so vital to the na-
tional defense and internal security of the
United States.

UNITY OF IRELAND—ADDITIONAL
COSPONSORS OF RESOLUTION

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, last
week I submitted a Senate resolution,
which was given the number 11, relating
to the unity of Ireland. Since that time

* the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Pur-
TELL] and the Senator from Montana

January 10

[Mr. MansFieLp] have desired to join in
the sponsorship of that resolution. I
therefore ask unanimous consent that
Senate resolution 11 be reprinted show-
ing the names of those two Senators as
additional cosponsors of the resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob-
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is
s0 ordered.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS
INTRODUCED

Bills and joint resolutions were intro-
duced, read the first time, and, by unani-
mous consent, the second time, and re-
ferred as follows:

By Mr. BIBLE:

8.172. A bill to establish a board of claims
within the Atomic Energy Commission to
hear and determine claims for injury to or
loss of livestock as a result of any nuclear or
thermonuclear explosion caused by any
agency of the United States; to amend title
28 of the United States Code to provide for
suit in certain cases upon such claims in the
district courts of the United States; and for
other purposes; to the Joint Committee on
Atomic Energy.

5. 173. A bill for the relief of Georges and
Athena Demetelin; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. PASTORE:

8. 174. A bill for the relief of Rosa Toma=
sina Maria Puglisi (Rosa Tomasina Maria
Sano); to the Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. MANSFIELD (for himself and
Mr. MURRAY)

8. 175. A bill to provide for the relief of
Milton Beatty and others by providing for
determination and settlement of certain
claims of former owners of lands and im-
provements purchased by the United States
in connection with the Canyon Ferry Reser-
voir project, Montana; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. McCLELLAN:

8. 176. A bill for the relief of Gerda Irm=-
gard Eurella; to the Committee on the Ju-
diclary.

By Mr. KUCHEL (for himself and Mr.
ENOWLAND) ©

8. 177. A bill for the relief of Porfirlo Pun-
ciana Vila, his wife, Tatiana Abatooroff Vila,
and children, Porfirio P. Vila, Jr., Anne Marie
Vila, and Josephine Anne Vila; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

8. 178. A bill to authorize the Secretary of
the Interior to construct, operate, and main-
tain as additions to the Central WValley
project, California, the Trinity River divi-
sion and the San Luis unit of the West San
Joaguin division; to the Committee on In-
terior and Insular Affairs.

(See the remarks of Mr. KucaeL when he
introduced the last above named bill.)

By Mr. KERR (for himself and Mr.
MONRONEY)

S5.179. A bill for the relief of Ralston Ed-
ward Harry; to the gommittea on Labor and
Public Welfare.

8. 180. A bill to authorize the Secretary of
the Interior to construct, operate, and main-
tain the Washita River Basin reclamation
project, Oklahoma; to the Committee on In-
terior and Insular Affairs.

By Mr. POTTER:

S.181. A hill for the relief of Manhay

Wong; to the Committee on the Judiciary,
By Mr. PAYNE:

S.182. A bill to require a premarital ex-
amination of all applicants for marriage li-
censes in the District of Columbia; to the
Committee on the District of Columbia.

S. 183. A bill for the relief of Shima Shino-
hara; to the Committee on the Judiclary.
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By Mr. PAYNE (for himself, Mr. Beary,
and Mr. MogrsE) :

8. 184. A bill to make certain changes in
the regulation of public utilities in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes;
to the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia.

By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey:

S.185. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Agnes
Thompson (nee Mannhardt);

S5.186. A bill for the relief of Spirodon
Earousatos;

5. 187. A bill for the relief of Mr. and Mrs.
Frank Goto;

5.188. A bill for the relief of Paul
Ichikawa;

B8.189. A bill for the relief of Manuel
Rodrigues;

. 8.180. A bill for the relief of Kreste
Fantulin;

8.101. A bill for the relief of Liselotte
Warmbrand;

5.192. A bill for the relief of Borys
Naumenko; and

5.1983. A bill for the relief of Louise Russu
Sozanski; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. BUSH:

8.194. A bill for the relief of Dr. and Mrs.
Hsi-Lin Tung:

5.195. A bill for the relief of Giuseppe
Minardi;

S.196. A bill for the relief of Olivia M.
Orcuich;

S.187. A bill for the relief of Vincenzo
Santagata;

S5.198. A bill for the relief of Fillipo
Mastroianni; and

8. 109. A bill for the relief of Mr. and Mrs.
F. M. 8. Shu; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

5. 200. A bill to authorize the sale of Welles
Village War Housing project in Glastonbury,
Conn., to the housing authority of the town
of Glastonbury; to the Committee on Bank-
ing and Currency.

By Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina:

S.201. A bill to authorize the Adminis-
trator of Veterans' Affairs to reconvey to
Richland County, S. C., lands surplus to the
needs of the Veterans’ Administration hos-
pital reservation, Columbia, S. C.; to the
Committee on Labor and Public Welfare.

By Mr. LANGER (for himself and Mr,
Youna) :

8. 202. A bill to authorize the conveyance
to the former owners of mineral interests
in certailn submarginal lands acquired by
the United States in the States of North
Dakota, South Dakota, Colorado, and Mon-
tana, and

5.203. A bill to provide for cancellation
of certain feed and seed loans; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry.

5. 204. A bill for the relief of Fred P. Hines;
to the Commdittee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. HILL (for himself, Mr. AIKEN,
Mr. DouGLas, Mr., JACKSON, Mr.
MANSFIELD, Mr. CaRLsON, Mr. IvEs,
Mr. LANGER, Mr. CHAVEZ, Mr. NEELY,
Mr, LEHMAN, Mr. EASTLAND, and Mr,
EEFAUVER) :

S5.205. A bill to promote the further de-
velopment of public library service in rural
areas, to the Committee on Labor and Pub-
lic Welfare.

(See the remarks of Mr. Hizr when he in-
troduced the above bill, which appear under
a separate heading.)

By Mr, JOHNSTON of South Carolina:

5.206. A blll to provide for the issuance
of a special series of postage stamps in com-
memoration of the observance of the 25th
anniversary of National Cotton Week; to
the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Service.

(See the remarks of Mr. JoaNsToN of South
Carolina when he introduced the above bill,
which appear under a separate heading.)

By Mr. HILL:

5.207. A bill to amend the Servicemen's
Readjustment Act of 1944 so as to authorize
loans for farm housing to be guaranteed or
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insured under the same terms and condi-

tions as apply to residential housing; to

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

S.208. A bill to provide for the appoint-
ment of a district judge for the distriet of
Arizona; to the Committee on the Judieciary.

By Mr. FLANDERS:

5.209. A bill for the relief of Ingeborg
Magdalena Slania; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. HUMPHRHEY :

S.210. A bill to authorize the transfer of
certain property to the State of Minnesota,
and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs,

y Mrs. SMITH of Maine:

S5.211. A bill to repeal section 10 of the
act entitled “An act to provide conditions
for the purchase of supplies and the making
of contracts by the United States, and for
other purposes,” approved June 30, 1936 (the
so-called Walsh-Healey Act); to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina
(for himself and Mr. LANGER) :

8.212. A bill for the rellef of Nicolo Im-

postato; to the Committee on the Judiclary.
By Mr. WILEY

S.213. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Inge-
borg C. Karde;

S.214. A bill for the relief of Ahmet Suat
Maykut; and

S5.215. A bill to amend the act entitled
“An act to provide for the registration and
protection of trade-marks used in commerce,
to carry out the provisions of international
conventions, and for other purposes,” ap-
proved July 5, 1946; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. CHAVEZ:

S.216. A bill to establish a separate cus-
tom collection district comprising the State
of New Mexico; to the Committee on Finance;

B8.217. A bill to authorize a program for
runoff and waterflow retardation and soil-
erosion prevention for the Pecos River water-
shed in New Mexico and Texas; to the Com-
mittee on Public Works;

5.3218. A bill for the relief of the town
of Clayton, N. Mex.; to the Committee on In-
terstate and Foreign Commerce:

8. 219. A bill for the relief of Mrs, Lorenza
O'Malley (de Amusategue), Jose Maria de
Amusategul O’'Malley, and the legal guardian
of Ramon de Amusategue O'Malley; "

S5.220. A bill conferring jurisdiction upon
the United States Distriet Court for the Dis-
trict of New Mexico, to hear, determine, and
render judgment upon certain claims arising
as a result of the construction by the United
States of Elephant Buite Dam on the Rio
Grande;

8. 221. A bill for the rellef of Dora Papara
and Ethel Stathis Papara;

8.222. A bill for the relief of Ariadni Vas-
silikl G. Stathis; and

B.223. A bill for the relief of Mary Freida
Poeltl Smith; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. JENNER (for Mr. McCARTHY) !

B.224. A bill to prohibit ald to foreign
countries which carry on trade with Commu-
nist China while American citizens are being
held prisoner by Communist China; to the
Committee on Foreign Relations.

By Mr. CARLSON:

S5.225. A bill prohibiting lithographing or
engraving on envelopes sold by the Post Office
Department, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service.

5.226. A bill to provide that the Secretary
of the Interior shall investigate and report to
the Congress as to the advisability of estab-
lishing the Shawnee Mission as a national
monument;

S.227. A bill to provide that the
of the Interior shall investigate and report to
the Congress as to the advisability of estab-
lishing as a national monument a site on
the Old Santa Fe Trail near Dodge City,
Eans.;
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8.228. A bill to provide that the Secretary
of the Interior shall investigate and report to
the Congress as to the advisability of estab-
lishing Fort Hays as a national monument:

S.229. A bill to provide that the Secretary
of the Interior shall investigate and report to
the Congress as to the advisability of estab-
lishing Alcove Springs, located in Marshall
County, Eans., as a national monument;

S.230. A bill to provide that the Secretary
of the Interior shall investigate and report to
the Congress as to the advisability of estab-
lishing Fort Larned as a national monument;

S.231. A bill to provide that the Secretary
of the Interior shall investigate and report to
the Congress as to the advisability of estab-
lishing the Medicine Lodge Indian Peace
Treaty site as a national monument and his-
toric shrine; and

8. 232, A bill to provide that the Secretary
of the Interior shall investigate and report to
the Congress as to the advisability of estab-
lishing Waconda Spring, Mitchell County,
Kans., as a national monument; to the Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

8.233. A bill for the relief of Rev. Arno A.
Lehmann;

S.234. A bill for the relief of Rev. Lorenzo
Rodriguez Blanco and Rev. Alejandro Negredo
Lazaro;

5.235. A bill for the relief of Melanie
Schaffner Baker; and

5.236. A bill for the relief of Johanna
Schmid; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. IVES:

5.237. A bill for the relief of Rudolf A.
Tomaschewski;

5.238. A bill for the relief of Andreas
Georges Vlastos (Andreas Georges Vlasto);

S.239. A bill for the relief of Apostolos
Vasili Percas; and

5.240. A bill for the relief of Mrs, Helena
Planinsek; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. THYE:

S.241. A bill for the relief of Sarkis Jamil
Bou-Monsour; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. DWORSHAK :

S.242. A bill for the relief of Shizue Yo-

shimi; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr, WILEY:

8. 243. A bill for the relief of Szjena Peison
and David Peison;

5.244. A bill for the relief of Anna C.
Giese;

5.245. A bill for the relief of Ahmet Hal-
dun Koeca Taskin;

S.246. A bill for the relief of Marina Ber-
nardis Zivolich and Mirko Zivolich; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mrs. SMITH of Maine:

5.247. A bill to increase the national min-
imum wage to $1 an hour; to the Commit=-
tee on Labor and Public Welfare,

5.248. A bill to amend the Army-Navy-
Public Health Service Medical Officer Pro-
curement Act of 1947, as amended, so as to
provide for appointment of doctors of osteo-
pathy in the Medical Corps of the Army and
Navy; and

S.249. A bill to provide for the purchase
by the Federal Civil Defense Administrator
of certain radiological detection instruments,
devices, and equipment, and the leasing
thereof to the States for civil defense pur-
poses; to the Committee on Armed Services.

S5.250. A bill for the relief of Iris Olsson:

S5.2561. A bill amending the Communist
Control Act of 1954 and repealing the first
sentence of subsection 4f of the Internal
Security Act of 1950, so as to provide pen-
alties for membership in, or participation
in the revolutionary activity of, the Com-
munist Party or any other organization fur-
thering revolutionary conspiracy:

S.252. A bill for the relief of Sono Mary
Theresa Nishimura;

S.253. A bill for the relief of Sumie Le«
gasse; and

S5.254. A bill for the relief of Glussepina
Cervl; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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By Mrs. SMITH of Maine (by request) :
8.255. A bill to authorize free medical,
surgical, and dental treatment and hospi-
talization at Public Health Service hospitals
for seamen having at least a certain period
of maritime service; to the Committee on

Labor and Public Welfare.
By Mr. ROBERTSON (for himself and

Mr. BRICKER) :

S.256. A bill to eliminate cumulative vot-
ing of shares of stock in the election of di-
rectors of national banking associations un-
less provided for in the articles of assocla-
tion; to the Committee on Banking and
Currency.

By Mr. EASTLAND:

S.257. A bill to provide for the appoint-
ment of an additional district judge for
the southern district of Mississippi; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. AIKEN (for himself and Mr.
FLANDERS) :

5.258. A bill for the relief of the widow
and children of Irvin Sceranton Ross; to the
Committee on Labor and Public Welfare.

By Mr. EASTLAND (for himself, Mr.
Hivy, Mr. STENNIS, Mr. RUSSELL, Mr.
Jornsron of South Carolina, and
Mr. FULBRIGHT) &

S.259. A bill to amend certain provisions
of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1038,
as amended;

8. 260. A bill to amend certain provisions
of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1838,
as amended;

8.261. A bill to amend the cotton mar-
keting quota provisions of the Agricultural
Adjustment Act of 1838, as amended;

5.262. A bill to amend certain provisions
of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938,
as amended; and

S.263. A bill to amend certain provisions
of the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938,
as amended; to the Committee on Agricul-
ture and Forestry.

It By Mr. EASTLAND (for himself, Mr.
Hrmui, Mr. STENNIS, Mr. RusseLL, and
Mr. JoansToN of South Carolina):

5.264. A bill to increase the minimum na-
tional marketing quota for cotton to 11,-
500,000 bales; to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry.

By Mr. BARRETT (for himself and Mr.
O'MAHONEY) @

8.265. A bill to amend the acts author-
izing agricultural entries under the mnon-
mineral land laws of certain mineral lands
in order to increase the limitation with
respect to desert entries made under such
acts to 320 acres; and

S.266. A bill authorizing the Secretary of
the Interior to transfer certain property of
the United States Government (in the Wyo-
ming National Guard Camp Guernsey tar-
get and maneuver area, Platte County, Wyo.,
to the State of Wyoming; to the Committee
of Interior and Insular Affairs.

By Mr. ERVIN:

£.267. A bill for the rellef of Ellen Kjosnes
and Unni Kjosnes;

8.268. A bill for the relief of Panaglotis
Georgios Aslanis; and

8.269. A bill for the relief of Berc I. Par-
segyan; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BEALL:

8.270. A bill to protect trade-mark own-
ers, producers, distributors, and the general
public against injuries and uneconomic prac-
tices in the distribution of competitive com-
modities bearing a distinguishing trade-
mark, brand, or name in the District of Co-
lumbia; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia;

5.271. A bill for the relief of June Rose
McHenry; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary; and

5.272. A bill to amend the Federal Civil
Defense Act of 1950 to authorize the dis-
posal of certaln Federal surplus property to
State and local units of the United States
Civil Defense Corps; to the Committee on
Armed Services.
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By Mr. LANGER

B.273. A bill to amend section 21 of the
Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act, as
amended, so as to increase the maximum
amounts and terms for which loans may be
made under such section; to the Committee
on Agriculture and Forestry.

S5.274. A bill to increase the insurance pro-
tection of depositors in federally insured
banks from $10,000 to $15,000; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

5. 275. A bill to amend the Internal Reve-
nue Code so as to Increase the individual ex-
emption for income-tax purposes from $600
to $1,000; to the Committee on Finance.

8.276. A bill to provide aid to persons in
the United States desirous of migrating to
the Republic of Liberia, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions;

8. 277. A bill for the relief of Jean Pfeifer;

5.278. A bill for the relief of Otto Dahn,

B.279. A bill for the relief of Stanley Ryd-
zon and Alexander F. Anderson;

8. 280. A bill for the relief of Theodore J.
Harris;

8.281. A bill for the relief of Thomas J.
McNulty and Eugenia Mary McNulty;

5.282. A bill for the relief of Tom Hell-
ander Co., Superior, Nebr.;

S5.283. A bill for the relief of Andrew
Wolfinger;

8.284. A bill for the relief of Margarita Oy
‘Wan Chan;

8.285. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Astri
Gro Anderson;

8.286. A bill for the relief of Alexander
Abdul Ghane Tassie;

S5.287. A bill for the relief of Melitta Eliz-
ebeth Rhone;

5. 288. A bill to provide for the reimburse-
ment of Meadow School District No. 29,
Upham, N. Dak., for loss of revenue resulting
from the acquisition of certain lands within
such school district by the Department of
the Interior;

5.289. A bill for the relief of Johanna
Rampitsch and Frederick Rampitsch;

5.290. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Edward
J. Smith (nee Concetta Chiodo) and her
daughter, Roberta Smith;

S.201. A bill for the relief of Joseph Eu-
gene Minasian;

5.202. A bill for the relief of Ahamad
Meah;

S.293. A bill for the relief of Miss Ceclle
Patricia Chapman;

8.204. A bill for the relief of Adamantios
Arakas; and

8. 205. A bill for the relief of Leon Roman;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

S.296. A bill to provide for loans to indi-
viduals for the purpose of enabling them to
obtain a college or university education;
and

S5.297. A bill to authorize the Secretary
of Health, Education, and Welfare to pay
a certain sum for school construction under
the provisions of Public Law 815, 81st Con-
gress, to Underwood School District No. 8,
Underwood, N. Dak:; to the Committee on
Labor and Public Welfare.

By Mr. MARTIN of Pennsylvania:

S.208. A bill for the relief of Banjamin
Mintz; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MILLIKIN (for himself and
Mr, ALLOTT):

85.200. A bill to provide for the establish-
ment of a Veterans' Administration domi-
ciliary facility at Fort Logan, Colo.; to the
Committee on Finance.

5.300. A bill to authorize the construc-
tion, operation, and maintenance by the
Secretary of the Interior of the Fryingpan-
Arkansas project, Colorado; to the Commit-
tee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

By Mr. LANGER:

8.J.Res. 10. A joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States, providing for nomination of
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candidates for President and Vice President,
and for election of such candidates by pop-
ular vote; to the Committee on the Judi-

clary.
Mrs. SMITH of Maine:

8.J.Res. 11. A joint resolution designat-
ing the rose as the national flower of the
United States; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mrs. SMITH of Maine (for herself
and Mr. PAYNE) :

5.J.Res. 12, A joint resolution to author-
ize and direct the International Joint Com-
mission on United States-Canadian boun-
dary waters to make a survey of the pro-
posed Passamaquoddy tidal power project,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

By Mr. DANIEL (for himself and Mr.
Joawnson of Texas):

5.J.Res. 13. A joint resolution to create
an advisory commission for the Department
of State to assist in determining title to
Chamizal Zone, between United States and
Mexico; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

By Mr. POTTER:

S.J.Res. 14. A joint resolution extending
an invitation to the International Olympic
Committee to hold the 1960 Olympic Games
at Detroit, Mich.; to the Committee on For-
eign Relations.

CONSTRUCTION OF ADDITIONAL
UNITS OF CENTRAL VALLEY
PROJECT IN CALIFORNIA

Mr. KUCHEL. Mr, President, I intro-
duce a hill to construct additional units
of the great Central Valley project in
California. These are the Trinity and
San Luis features, which are essential
to advancing our ambitious irrigation,
reclamation, and power program which
is contributing so much to the progress,
wealth, and good of our Nation.

This measure, of which my colleague,
the senior Senator from California [Mr.
KnowLAND] is a cosponsor, would assure
supplemental and additional water for
vital sections of our rapidly growing
State, and would utilize the hydroelec-
tric potentialities of untapped streams.
It is similar to proposals which were
presented in the last Congress, and it
authorizes a development which has been
under consideration for many years.

The Trinity-San Luis undertaking will
supply some 600,000 acres of land in the
Sacramento and San Joaquin Valleys.
It also will provide an additional sup-
ply of necessary electric power to satisfy
the ever-expanding market. From an
economic standpoint, the combined Trin-
ity and San Luis units make up one of
the soundest and most attractive proj-
ects remaining in the West.

I wish to advise my colleagues that
the proposal has the endorsement of
Governor Knight, on behalf of Cali-
fornia. In his message to the legisla-
ture, last week, on the occasion of his
inauguration, Governor Knight declared
the project is feasible from both engi-
neering and economic viewpoints, and
should be constructed as rapidly as pos-
sible. I ask unanimous consent to in-
clude in the Recorp, at the conclusion
of my remarks, appropriate excerpts
from Governor EKnight's inaugural ad-
dress.

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

(See exhibit A.)
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Mr. KUCHEL. Mr. President, because
of the increasing need for additional
water and power, I trust that the Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs
will give this bill early and favorable con-
sideration., The urgency of this matter
is clearly apparent. In some areas to be
served by the Trinity-San Luis develop-
ment, the water table is dropping rap-
idly, and lands already are being with-
drawn from cultivation. In some sec-
tions the supply for municipal use is un-
fit for drinking purposes, and water has
to be imported at almost excessive cost.

The Trinity-San Luis features of the
Central Valley project would be a boon
to the entire State of California, and
would carry forward the constructive
program which is making possible utili-
zation of tremendous resources of this
wide and rich area.

The magnitude and diversity of the
Central Valley development require that
the Trinity-San Luis project be carried
on under Federal auspices. This un-
dertaking, which would transfer both
water and power for considerable dis-
tances, and would be integrated with
the Central Valley project, is in com-
plete accord with established Federal
principles. I hope and believe that it
will have the support of the Congress
of the United States and of the Depart-
ment of Interior, just as it has the
backing of the people of the State of
California,

ExXHIBIT A
ExXCERPTS FROM MESSAGE TO CALIFORNIA STATE
LEGISLATURE BY GOVERNoR KENIGHT, JANU=-
ARY 3, 19556
WATER PROBLEMS

The ‘careful conservation and development
of our water resources is of paramount im-
portance to the people of our State.

We can anticipate the construction in the
near future of two more mammoth projects
which will insure extensive additional sup-
plies of water and power for our expanding
population. These are the Feather River
project and the Trinity River project. The
Feather River project is a major unit of our
long-range California water plan and will be
financed, constructed, and operated by the
State of California. The State engineer will
present a report of this session of the leg-
islature which will contain a step-by-step
construction. program for the project, a
schedule of deliveries from the project, an
estimate of the funds which will be required
for construction and suggested means of
financing. When this report is presented to
the legislature, we will have ended the era
of planning on the Feather River project,
and we will have entered the era of financ-
ing and construction. There is immediate
need for the project. I urgently recom-
mend that the legislature take immediate
steps to determine the proper and most ef-
fective means of raising the funds neces-
sary for construction, for without affirma-
tive action, the project will remain only a
grandiose dream. I am hopeful that you
will act expeditiously, so that right-of-way
acquisition can begin without delay and
that initial phases of construction may be
under way by this time a year hence.

NOW BEING PLANNED

The Trinity River project is now being
planned by the Federal Government. Cali-
fornia has informed the Secretary of the In-
terior that the project is feasible from an
economic and an engineering standpoint and
should be constructed at the earliest possible
date. I recommend that this session of the
legislature approve a joint resolution urging
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the Congress to begin consideration of this
construction project, including all of its
power facilities, at the earliest possible date.

Studies have been made by both State and
Federal agencies on the San Luls project on
the west side of the San Joaquin Valley.
This project could utilize surplus waters ob-
tained from either the Trinity River or
Feather River projects. There are conflict-
ing views on whether the San Luis project
ghould be a part of one or the other. My
view is that we should endeavor to include
the San Luis development in whichever
project will be finished first.

I oppose the State purchase of the Cen-
tral Valley project at this time. The United
States Government has indicated that it has
no interest in selling the project. We have
greater and more immediate needs for the
construction of the Feather River project,
the Trinity River project, and other neces-
sary State water-and-power developments
on which we can use the several hundred
million dollars which the Central Valley
project would undoubtedly cost.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be received and appropriately referred.

The bill (8. 178) to authorize the Sec-
retary of the Interior to construct, oper-
ate, and maintain as additions to the
Central Valley project, California, the
Trinity River division and the San Luis
unit of the west San Joaquin division,
was received, read twice by its title, and
referred to the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs.

DEVELOPMENT OF PUBLIC LIBRARY
SERVICES IN RURAL AREAS

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, on behalf
of myself, the Senator from Vermont
[Mr. Aixen], the Senator from Illinois
[Mr. Dovcras], the Senator from Wash-
ington [Mr. Jackson], the Senator from
Montana [Mr. MansrIELD], the Senator
from Kansas [Mr. CarLsoN], the Sen-
ator from New York [Mr. Ives], the Sen-
ator from North Dakota [Mr. LANGER],
the Senator from New Mexico [Mr.
Cuavez], the Senator from West Vir-
ginia [Mr. NeeLyl, the Senator from
New York [Mr. LEaman], the Senator
from Mississippi [Mr. EasTraND], and the
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. KEFAUVER],
I introduce for appropriate reference a
bill to promote the further development
of public library services in rural areas,
and I ask unanimous consent that a
statement by me setting forth the rea-
sons why prompt passage of this pro-
posed legislation is desirable, together
with a section by section analysis of the
bill, be printed in the RECORD.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be received and appropriately referred;
and, without objection, the statement
and analysis will be printed in the REc-
ORD.

The bill (S. 205) to promote the fur-
ther development of publie library serv-
ice in rural areas, was received, read
twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Labor and Public Wel-
fare.

The statement and analysis presented
by Mr. HLL are as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR HILL

I believe everyone will agree that our farm
and other rural families can and should have
the same advantages as urban dwellers now
enjoy and profit by through the ready access
to books, newspapers, magazines, and other
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sources of information which our well-
developed city llbrary systems provide.

Rural America lives in a rapidly changing
and extremely complex world. In its day-
to-day life, the farm family in America needs
to keep abreast of mew ideas and current
facts regarding new products, new markets,
new methods of farming, new sources of in-
come, and new ways of farm family living.
As responsible citizens, our rural people
are just as concerned as their city friends
in keeping up with those rapidly changing
developments in the Nation and the world
which must be understood by all of us if we
are to cope with the many problems that
threaten the economic strength and security
of our country and the peace of the world.

Over 26 million Americans, some 90 per-
cent of whom live on farms or in small
communities, are still without access to
modern library services. The bill which I
shall introduce today and which will be co-
sponsored by Senators AIXKEN, Republican, of
Vermont; DovUcGLAs, Democrat, of Illinois;
JAcksoN, Democrat, of Washington, MaNs-
FIELD, Democrat, of Montana; CARLSON, Re-
publican, of Kansas; IVEs, Republican, of New
York; and LANGER, Republican, of North Da-
kota, aims at filling this important gap
in our educational machinery. It is based
on a b-year program of grants to be used
by State library agencies to foster the de-
velopment of rural library services, It is,
of course, so drafted as to guarantee that
there can be no possibility of Federal inter-
ference with or control over State or local
library agencies. The cost of the program,
not to exceed $7'2 million per year, will de-
pend on how rapidly the States move to im-
prove and extend library services.

The bill hag the support of the American
Library Association, which realizes that in
spite of its importance to democracy the
public library, like the public school, has
been neglected. The Senate in twice approv-
ing Federal aid to education has recognized
the national crisis that exists in our puplic
schools. The Senate by approving a bill sim-
ilar to that being Introduced today has also
recognized the need for public library serv-
ice throughout the Nation as an aid to edu-
cation.

As I have already said, over 26 million
people in the Nation are today without
library service. Ninety percent of these live
on farms and in small communities. More
than 400 counties, or, roughly, 1 out of every
6, in this richest country on earth have no
public libraries at all.

The urgent need for strengthening our
public schools and library service is once
again proven by the high rate of rejection of
men under Selective Service for educational
deficiencies.

We are experiencing again the same waste
of manpower demonstrated in the last war
through failure to gear our education system
to meet the rising requirements of national
security. Since Korea over 750,000 men have
been rejected under Selective Service for
educational deficiencies. That is the equiva-
lent of some 40 infantry divisions. This is a
loss too serious to disregard.

Reports by both House and Senate com-
mittees during the last session of Congress
have made it crystal clear that the quality
of public education in the United States is
suffering by virtue of the great financial
hardship under which our public schools are
struggling. The detalled survey of the need
for school construction throughout the
United States released by the Office of Edu-
cation last year portrayed a situation which
is nothing short of appalling. The President
himself told us just last week that imme-
diate action must be taken in an attempt to
correct this situation. Nonetheless, and even
if this Congress does act promptly and ef-
fectively—as I hope it will—to pass legisla-
tlon calling for school construction, it will
be some years before the deterioration in the
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quality of public school instruction which
has occurred in this country can be cor-
rected. In the meantinre, those young people
who have been and are being deprived of
the proper quality of education must look
to the public library system to help make
up the deficiency.

Library service complements and supple-
ments the work of our schools by carrying
the school into the home. Schools cannot
serve their maximum usefulness without
adequate libraries to provide home reading
and other educational materials. The public
library extends the educational process for
the adult who may find that his schooling
of 10 or 20 years ago is inadequate in meet-
ing today’s problems. This bill provides the
cheapest and most effective way I know for
bringing within the reach of every citizen
the tools for continuous education.

Never in our history have the people had
greater need for knowledge upon which to
base their opinions and build their deci-
glons. With the many grave problems facing
our Nation today our national welfare de-
mands that the ordinary citizen be able to
get books, newspapers, and other sources of
knowledge about the world he lives in.

The tasks of peace are the most difficult
ever to challenge the genius of a nation.
A highly trained, fully informed citizenry is
essential to the defense of our freedom, the
preservation of our country, and the building
of lasting peace.

ANALYSIS OF THE LIBRARY SERVICES ACT
DECLARATION OF POLICY

Section 2: (a) Its purpose is to stimulate
the States to extend public library services
to small towns, villages, and farming com-
munities, now without such services or with
inadequate services. By definition, no in-
corporated or unincorporated town with a
population of more than 10,000 is eligible
for the benefits of the act. The term “State”
includes all the States, Alaska, Hawaii,
Puerto Rico, and the Virgin Islands. The
term “public library” means a library that
sgerves free all residents of a community, dis-
trict, or region and receives its financial sup-
port in whole or in part from public funds.

(b) Specific safeguards are set up to pre-
vent Federal control. The act stipulates that
the States and local communities are to have
full power over the management of the pub-
lc library services carried on with the aid
of the Federal grants, over the appoint-
ment of librarians and other library workers,
and over the selection of books, periodicals,
films, recordings, and other library materials.
In addition, the act specifies that the States
and local communities shall determine what
constitutes the best use of the funds in at-
taining the objectives of the legislation.
Furthermore, in section 5c¢, the State library
administrative agency is given the authority
to decide which areas in the State have in-
adequate library service. As provided in sec-
tion 5b, the Commissioner of Education is
required to approve any State plan which
fulfills the specifications set forth in sec-
tion 5a.

AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS

Section 3: The act would authorize an
annual appropriation of $7,500,000 to the
Btates for a 5-year period, beginning with
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1956. In
order to receive the payments, a State must
submit to and have approved by the Com-
missioner of Education a State plan for the
extension of public library service to rural
areas, which have either no service or else
inadequate service.

ALLOTMENTS TO STATES
Sectlon 4: (a) Of the $7,500,000 to be
appropriated each fiscal year during the
b-year period, the Commissioner of Educa-
tion would allot £10,000 to the Virgin Is-
lands and $40,000 to each of the other States.
Of the remainder of the $7,500,000 after
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these initial allotments, the Commissioner
would allot to each State an additional
amount based on the ratio of the rural pop-
ulation of the State to the total rural pop-
ulation of the United States according to
the 1950 decennial census.

(b) If any part of the allotment to a State
remains unpald at the end of a fiscal year,
it would be available to that State until the
end of the next fiscal year, under the con-
ditions governing the payments to the State
as set forth in section 6. A State must ex-
haust this carried-over allotment before it
can receive any payment out of the allot-
ment in that following fiscal year.

STATE PLANS

Section 5: (a) In order to receive approval,
a State plan for the further extension of
public library services must include the fol-
lowing:

1. Provision for the administration, or the
supervision of the administration, of the
plan by the official State agency charged by
State law with the extension and develop-
ment of public library services throughout
the State. It must show that this State
agency has adequate authority under the
State law to administer the plan in accord-
ance with its proposals and the provisions
of the act.

2. Provision for the receipt and safekeep-
ing by the appropriate State officer of all
funds pald to the State under the terms of
this act. Provision must be made also for
guaranteeing that the funds will be expended
solely for the purpose of the act and for the
repayment by the States to the United States
of any funds which are lost or not spent in
accordance with the purposes of the act.

3. Provision for establishing policies and
administrative methods to be followed in
using any funds made available for expendi-
ture under the State plan for extending pub-
lic library services to rural areas. The State
library agency administering the plan must
certify that the policies and methods pro-
posed will, in its judgment, assure the use
of the funds to maximum advantage in at-
taining the objectives of the act.

4. Provision for the State library agency
administering the plan to make reports on
such items of information as the Commis-
sioner of Education may reasonably require
from time to time to keep the Congress and
the public informed.

5. Provision that any public library serv-
ices furnished to an area under the plan
shall be made available free of charge, under
such regulations as may be prescribed by
the State library administrative agency.

PAYMENTS TO STATES

Ssction 6: (a) The Secretary of the Treas-
ury would pay from time to time to each
State with an approved plan an amount
equal to the computed Federal share of the
total sums expended by the State and local
communities for extending public library
services to the specified areas. No payment
would be mad: to a State until the Com-
missioner of Education finds for the fiscal
year in question that—

1. The State or local communities will
have available sufficient funds which would
entitle them to receive at least the minimum
Federal allotment of $40,000, and $10,000 in
the case of the Virgin Islands.

2. That the total amount available for
public library services from State and local
sources in the area under consideration for
the fiscal year in question will not be less
than the total amount actually expended
for public library services from BState and
local sources for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1955.

3. That the amount of State aid for public
library services in the fiscal year under con-
sideration will not be reduced below the
amount of State ald actually expended for
public library services for the fiscal year
ending Jun~ 30, 1955.
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(b) The Commissioner of Education would
be required, at least semiannually and prior
to the period for which a payment is to be
made, to estimate the amcunt likely to be
needed to pay the Federal share of expendi-
tures for carrying out the approved State
plan for the period in question. The Com-
missioner would then certify to the Secre-
tary of the Treasury this estimated amount,
reduced or increased by a sum depending on
whether his estimate for a prior period was
greater or less than the amount which should
have been pald to a State for that prior
period. The Secretary of the Treasury is re-
quired to pay to the State, prior to audit or
gettlement by the General Accounting Office,
the amount certified by the Commissioner
and at the time or times fixed by him.

(c) In the calculation of the Federal share
of the total expenditures for carrying out an
approved State plan, the formula used for
the purpose of matching takes into account
the relative ability of the States to pay
which 1s explained in section 6d. As stipu-
lated in the act, the Federal share for any
State is 100 percent less the St..te percent-
age. This State percentage ls that percent-
age which bears the same ratio to 50 percent
as the per capita income of that State bears
to the per capita income of the continental
United States (excluding Alaska). In other
words, if a State with a per capita income of
$1,544, as compared with the national per
capita income of $1,645, is entitled to a maxi-
mum Federal allotment of $131,5660 (the flat
allotment of $40,000 plus the $91,560 based
on the rural population ratio), it must put
up $116,199 from State and loeal sources to
obtain that amount of Federal money.

The calculations for the State used as an
example are as follows:

Ratio of State per caplta income to the
per capita income of continental United
States (excluding Alaska)—

1544--1645=0.9386

Ratio of State share to 50 percent is the
same as the ratio derived above, or

State share
— =0.8386
50

Btate share—0.9386 X 50 =46.9 percent
Federal share=100—46.9=53.1 percent

To obtain the maximum Federal amount
available, $131,560, the State must match in
the ratio of—

46.9 to 53.1, or

State share (x): 131,560 as 46.9 is to 53.1

53.1 x=61,701,640

State share—116,109

Ceilings and floors have been placed on the
Federal shares. In no case can it be more
than 66 percent nor less than 33 percent.
Furthermore, the Federal share in the case
of Hawail is to be 50 percent, and in the
case of Alaska, Puerto Rico, and the Vir-
gin Islands, it is to be 86 percent.

(d) The Commissioner of Education would
be required to announce officlally between
July 1 and August 31 of each even-num-
bered year the Federal percentage of the to-
tal expenditure for public library services
under the plan for each State. This Fed-
eral percentage would be calculated on the
basis of the averages of the per capita in-
comes of States and of the continental
United States (excluding Alaska) for the
three most recent consecutive years for which
satisfactory data are available from the De-
partment of Commerce. Such official an-
nouncement would be in effect for each of
the 2 fiecal years beginning with the first
July 1 which follows the official announce-
ment establishing the Federal percentage.
The Commissioner would be required, how-
ever, to announce the Federal percentages
as soon as possible after the enactment of
the Library Services Act, and these per-
centages would be in effect until July 1, 1956.

(e) States are prohibited from purchasing
or erecting any bullding or buildings, or
purchasing any land by the use, directly or
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indirectly, of any Federal money paid to it
under the provisions of this act.

(f) Federal funds can be used only to
provide or improve public library services
in rural areas which are defined as areas
not including an incorporated or unincor-
porated town with a population of more
than 10,000. However, the State library agen=
cies may utilize existing public libraries in
urban areas to extend library service to the
rural areas, provided such a proposal has
been included in the approved State plan.

WITHHOLDING

Section 7: The Commissioner must with-
hold further payments to a State, if he
finds (1) that the State plan has heen so
changed as to be no longer in accordance
with the requirements of the Library Services
Act, or (2) that there has been a failure to
comply substantially with the provisions re-
quired and set forth in the BState plan,
Before such action is taken, the Commis-
sioner must give reasonable notice and op-
portunity for a hearing to the State agency
administering or supervising the administra-
tion of the previously approved State plan.
The Comimissioner is required to make no
further certification to the Secretary of the
Treasury until he is satisfied that the State
is no longer failing to comply with the re-
quirements of the Library Services Act.

ADMINISTRATION

Section 8: (a) The Commissioner of Edu-
cation would administer the act under the
supervision and direction of the Secretary
of Health, Education, and Welfare and would
issue, with the approval of the Secretary,
such regulations as might be necessary for
the administration of the act.

(b) The Commissioner would be author-
ized also to make such studies, investiga-
tions, and reports as might be necessary to
carry out the purposes of the act. This would
include among other things periodic reports
for public distribution on the values, meth-
ods, and results of the various State activi-
ties in the extension of public library serv-
ices in rural areas, undertaken under this
act.

(¢) Authorization would be given for the
appropriation of such sums as would be
necessary to enable the Secretary of Health,
Education, and Welfare and the Commis=
sioner of Eduecation to carry out the func-
tions required by this Library Services Act.

ISSUANCE OF SPECIAL SERIES OF
POSTAGE STAMPS IN COMMEMO-
RATION OF 25TH ANNIVERSARY
OF NATIONAL COTTON WEEK

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr. President, I introduce a bill author-
izing the Postmaster General to issue
a special series of postage stamps in com-
memdration of the 25th anniversary of
the observance of National Cotton Week,
and ask that it be referred to the Post
Office and Civil Service Committee.

I hope that the Postmaster General
will cooperate with this effort to encour-
age and generate the sale of cotton goods
throughout the United States. Such a
program will do much good for the cot-
ton growers, the cotton industry, and
the people of America as a whole.

National Cotton Week will be used by
an estimated 16,000 retail stores this
year as the basis for special promotions
for cotton goods. The fact that the
number of stores cooperating in the
nationwide promotion increases each
year is effective proof of the sales gen-
erating value of National Cotton Week.
During the week, local newspaper ad-
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vertising featuring cotton goods, as well
as store displays, reach their peak.

National Cotton Week is America’s
number one fiber promotion. None of
the other fibers have a promotion scheme
which remotely approaches cotton week
in scope and effectiveness. It provides
a showcase for cotton products.

Moreover, cotton week serves the im=
portant purpose of reminding the re-
tailer and the public of the vital part
cotton plays in our everyday life. About
12 million persons depend directly or
indirectly upon cotton for their liveli-
hood. Through the medium of cotton
week, the Nation is reminded of the
importance of cotton to the country’s
overall economy.

Cotton week also serves to dramatize
the desire of the cotton farmer and oth-
ers in the industry to move more cotton
and cotton goods into consumption.
Farmers want and desperately need the
market for cotton expansion. For this
reason they and other segments of the
industry contribute to the financing of
cotton week and other activities de-
signed to increase the consumption of
cotton.

A commemorative stamp would give
added emphasis to cotton week. It
could be used as a springboard for vast
amounts of publicity. Additional stores
would be persuaded to participate. The
added publicity created by a special
stamp would encourage all stores to ex-
pand their promotion efforts such as
newspaper, radio and TV ads, and win-
dow displays. Special editions of news-
papers and special celebrations in cot-
ton-growing areas could be built around
the stamp. It would offer an excellent
opportunity for stepped-up campaigns to
sell more cotton and cotton products.

The current prospects indicate that the
carryover of cotton in this country on
August 1, 1955, will be slightly larger than
a year earlier. This is in spite of full
compliance by cotton farmers in the 1954
acreage-reduction program and an esti-
mated increase in both domestic con-
sumption and exports during the current
year. Exports and consumption are ex-
pected to total almost 13'% million bales
this year, which is about a million bales
more than the previous year. With no
reduction in the surplus, a further reduc-
tion in acreage allotments has been called
for in 1955 under the present law. The
10-million-bale quota set for the 1955
crop by the Department is about 40 per-
cent below the average production in the
years 1951, 1952, and 1953.

In the face of this situation, the cotton
industry is redoubling its efforts to fur-
ther expand the markets for American
cotton. Domestically, cotton is facing its
stiffest competition in many years. For
the first time in history, synthetic-fiber
manufacturers are operating their plants
at only about two-thirds of capacity.
They cannot let these costly facilities lie
idle long. Already they have sharply
stepped up their research and sales-pro-
motion efforts. They realize that the
sales-promotion program of the cotton
industry has successfully told the story of
cotton's superior qualities and is pri-
marily the reason why consumers prefer
and insist on cotton for many household
and apparel items, Finding it increas-
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ingly difficult to take additional markets,
they are encouraging cotton mills,
through the most aggressive type of sell-
ing methods, to blend synthetic fibers
with cotton in many items previously
made exclusively of cotton. They have
just recently been able to get manufac-
turers to use synthetics in the tapelike
border of towels. In the last few months,
they have introduced a newly developed
fiber which is taking over a substantial
part of the very large outlet for cotton
rugs and carpets.

The cotton industry must—and is—
fighting this war of competition with
every means at its command. One of
the principal sales-promotion campaigns
conducted by the cotton industry is Na-
tional Cotton Week. In 1955, the week
of May 9-14 has been selected. It will
mark the 25th anniversary of this event.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will
be received and appropriately referred.

The bill (S. 206) to provide for the
issuance of a special series of postage
stamps in commemoration of the ob-
servance of the 25th anniversary of Na-
tional Cotton Week, introduced by Mr.
JornsToN of South Carolina, was re-
ceived, read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Post Office
and Civil Service.

CONTINUATION OF INVESTIGATIONS
OF COMMUNIST CONSPIRACY AND
SUBVERSION

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, on be-
half of myself and 53 other Senators, I
submit for appropriate reference a reso-
lution expressing the sense of the Senate
on the need for continuing vigorous and
diligent investigation of the Communist
conspiracy and subversion.

I ask unanimous consent that the
names of the cosponsors and the full
text of the resolution appear at this point
in my remarks.

There being no objection, the names
and the text of the resolution were or-
dered to be printed in the REecorp, as
follows:

Mr. DaNtEn (for himself, Mr. Byrp, Mr.
McCLELLAN, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. BALTONSTALL,
Mr. MaNSFIELD, Mr. PayneE, Mr. SCcHOEPPEL,
Mr. JacksoN, Mr. Horraxp, Mr, Ervin, Mr.
CrAvEZ, Mr. THYE, Mr. Corron, Mr. MunpT,
Mr. EasTLAND, Mr. BusH, Mr, HENNINGS, Mr.
BisLe, Mr, SymiNGTON, Mr. FULBRIGHT, Mrs,
ST of Maine, Mr. Lowne, Mr, Kerr, Mr,
ScotT, Mr. Case of South Dakota, Mr. JouN-
sToN of South Carolina, Mr. BarrerT, Mr.
YoUuNG, Mr. DIRKSEN, Mr. POTTER, Mr. THUR~
MonND, Mr., PurTern, Mr. GorpwaTer, Mr.
Warkins, Mr. KucHer, Mr, Kennepy, Mr.
SmarHERs, Mr. Frear, Mr. BenwNerT, Mr,
MurraY, Mr. PasTorg, Mr. CarrLsow, Mr.
McCanTHY, Mr. MoNRONEY, Mr, NEUBERGER,
Mr. HumpPHREY, Mr. MarTIN of Pennsylvania,
Mr. CAPEHART, Mr. Mogrsg, Mr. MacNUsonN, Mr,
STENNIS, Mr. ROBERTSON, Mr. ELLENDER, Mr.
EerFauver, Mr. JENNER, Mr. WELKER, and Mr,
FLANDERS),

TEXT OF RESOLUTION (S. RES. 18)

Resolved, That the Communist Party of
the United States is recognized to be a part
of the international Communist conspiracy
against the United States and all democratic
forms of government. It is the sense of the
Senate that its appropriate committees
should coniinue diligently and vigorously to
investigate, expose, and combat this con-
spiracy and all subversive elements and per=
sons connected therewith, including the
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completion of all pending and unfinished in-
vestigations of such nature.

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that my time may be
extended to 4 minutes in order that I
may make a few remarks concerning the
resolution.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jeetion, it is so ordered, and the Senator
may proceed.

Mr. DANIEL. During the recent spe-
cial session, the then Senator from Colo-
rado, Mr. Johnson, the Senator from Vir-
ginia [Mr. Byrp], and I twice offered
amendments to the censure resolution
having a purpose and wording similar to
that of the resolution I am now submit-
ting. Charges had been made that the
Senate would terminate or soften its in-
vestigation of communism and subver-
sion. Some said that criticism even of
unrelated actions of a Senator who con-
ducted such investigations would give
comfort to the Communist Party.
EKnowing that this was quite contrary to
the attitude and intention of the Senate,
we offered our amendments to express
the true sense of the Senate on this sub-
ject. These were objected to on the
ground that they were not germane to
the pending resolution, and the objec-
tions were sustained.

Although not widespread, there has
been enough continued misinterpreta-
tion of the attitude of the Senate toward
the investigation of communism and sub-
version to lead many of us to believe that
it is still appropriate for the Senate to
express itself on this subject. In fact,
it is my opinion that this should be one
of the first expressions of the Senate as
we begin the new session. )

Every Member of this body, and a ma-
jority of the people of the country, un-
doubtedly know that Members of the
Senate of the United States yield to no
one in their opposition to and their ficht
against the Communist conspiracy. Our
recent actions during the 83d Congress
speak louder than words. During 1954
the Congress passed perhaps more anti-
subversive measures than during any
peacetime year. Eight bills were enacted
into law, including one which outlawed
the Communist Party. In addition, the
Senate passed two other antisubversive
bills which were not acted upon by the
House.

The Senate was liberal in providing
all funds requested by its committees in-
vestigating communism and subversion.
We cited for contempt several witnesses
who refused to testify before our com-
mittees, and in many other ways indi-
cated by decisive action the true attitude
of this body against the conspiracy which
would overthrow and destroy our Gov-
ernment.

Likewise, I am sure that actions will
speak louder than words on this subject
in the present Congress. Under the
leadership of the distinguished Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. McCreELLAN] it is
certain that the pending and unfinished
investigations of subversion in Govern-
ment agencies will be completed by his
committee with dispatch. The experi-
ence, ability, and attitude of the Sen-
ator from Arkansas on this subject in-
spire great confidence among us all,
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and the purpose of this resolution with
respect to him and his committee is
more in the nature of approving and
supporting what we know they will do.
They need no suggestion or direction in
this regard, but it will of course
strengthen and encourage them and the
members of other appropriate commit-
tees in the work already planned if the
Senate makes a renewed expression of
its approval and support of diligent and
vigorous investigations of the Commu-~
nist conspiracy and subversive elements
and persons connected therewith.

The resolution, although not naming
the pending case of a member of the
Communist Party, that of Maj. Irving
Peress, is broad enough to include our
approval of the completion of that in-
vestigation. In fact, I consider it to be
one of the most important pending items
of unfinished business. After being ad-
vised of the intention of the Senator
from Arkansas and his committee, as
well as the possible interest of other
committees and of the purpose of this
resolution, the Secretary of the Army
decided Friday to make public the facts
of his investigation and his report on
the promotion and honorable discharge
of Major Peress. This action was long
overdue. It is probable that it will
answer most of the questions concerning
this particular case, but our committees
will be able to determine this after study-
ing the evidence now made available to
them for the first time.

It is likely that the Peress cace will be
remembered in the future not so much
for the bungling and inefficiency which
resulted in a member of the Communist
Party receiving a promotion and honor-
able discharge from the Army, but for
the confusion, suspicion, and discord
which can result when the cloak of
secrecy and censorship is thrown around
the actions of public agencies on matters
of public concern.

The Peress case is an outstanding
example of the misunderstanding and
discord which can result when facts
about the people’s business are unneces-
sarily withheld from the Congress and
the public. At least a great deal of the
fear, doubt, and disunity could have been
avoided by a full disclosure of the facts
long ago.

Let us hope that the resulting harm
from long delay in disclosing the facts in
this case will serve to convince other
public agencies that there should be the
fullest possible disclosure to Congress
and the people of nonsecurity infor-
mation.

While we may rightfully fear unau-
thorized disclosures of information af-
fecting our national security, we have
more to fear from unwarranted conceal-
ment of such information. This was one
of my first utterances as a Member of the
Senate when on April 15, 1953, in a
speech entitled “Information on the
People's Business—Time for a New Pol-
icy,” I called upon President Eisenhower
to revoke Executive Order 10290—the
Truman censorship order. The order
has been improved materially by modi-
fication, but much yet remains to be done
to change the spirit of secrecy and cen-
sorship which remains in some of our
public agencies.

January 10

Mr. President, I am pleased to note
that the cosponsors of this resolution are
from both political parties and of various
shades of opinion on other subjects. It
is heartening that so many not only can
agree but are willing to join together in
clearing the atmosphere and beginning
this new session of Congress with a
united expression supporting vigorous
and diligent investigation and exposure
of those who would destroy our way of
life. If there is one subject upon which
we should have sincere unity and com-
mon purpose of action, this should be it.

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

Mr. DANIEL. I yield.

Mr. McCLELLAN. I wish to thank
the distinguished Senator from Texas
for his complimentary reference to the
senior Senator from Arkansas. I can
assure the Senator from Texas and all
other Members of this body that such
unfinished business as may be in the
files of the investigating subcommittee
when the Democrats take control of it
g.ind organize it will be given early atten-

on.

That includes the matter which the
distinguished Senator has identified as
the Peress case. A few days ago, when
interrogated upon this subject by the
press, I stated that I regarded the Peress
case as coming in the category of un-
finished business. I think that was be-
fore the report of the Secretary of the
Army to the distinguished chairman of
the Armed Services Committee [Mr.
SALTONSTALL].

I have not seen the report which came
to the Senator from Massachusetts. All
I know about it at present is what I
have read in the press. However, let me
say to the distinguished Senator that
the Peress case will be regarded and
treated as unfinished business. It will
be given prompt consideration by the
committee, and we shall undertake to
make such final disposition of it as, in
our judgment, is warranted by the cir-
cumstances.

I thank the Senator.

Mr. DANIEL. I thank the Senator
from Arkansas. I reiterate what I pre-
viously said with respect to the Senator
and his committee. I am sure that by
adopting this resolution the Senate
merely would be approving and sup-
porting what the Senator and his com-
mittee intend to do.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the resolution lie on the+able.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob-
jection, the resolution will be received,
and will lie on the table.

The resolution (S. Res. 18), submitted
by Mr. Danier (for himself and other
Senators), was received and ordered to
lie on the table.

ADDITIONAL PERSONNEL FOR COM-
MITTEE ON FOST OFFICE AND
CIVIL SERVICE

* Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina
submitted the following resolution (8.
Res. 20), which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service:

Resolved, That in holding hearings, re-
porting such hearings, and making investiga-
tions as authorized by section 134 of the
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Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, the
Committee on Post Office and Civil Service,
or any duly authorized subcommittee there-
of, is authorized during the period ending
January 31, 1956, to make such expenditures,
and to employ upon a temporary basis such
investigators, and such technical, clerical,
and other assistants, as it deems advisable.

Sec. 2. The expenses of the committee
under this resolution, which shall not ex-
czed $250,000 (in addition to amounts here-
tofore made available for such purposes),
shall be paid from the contingent fund of
the Senate upon vouchers approved by the
chairman of the committee.

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTI-
CLES, ETC., PRINTED IN THE
RECORD

On request, and by unanimous consent,
addresses, editorials, articles, ete., were
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as
follows:

By Mr. NEUBERGER:

Statement prepared by him on the Presi-

dent’s state of the Union address.
By Mr. HOLLAND:

Address entitled “Congress Charts a New
Course for Agriculture,” delivered by him
before the American Farm Bureau Federa-
tion, at its 36th annual meeting, in New
York City, on December 15, 1954.

CONDITIONS IN EUROPE AND
ASIA — ADDRESSES BY SENATOR
MANSFIELD AND GEN. WILLIAM
J. DONOVAN

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, cn
December 8 I had the privilege of ap-
pearing with General William J. Don-
ovan before the Academy of Political
Science, in New York City. Of course,
everyone knows that General Donovan is
the former head of the OSS, and our
former Ambassador to Thailand.

I ask unanimous consent to have in-
corporated at this point in the Recorp
the address entitled “Germany and the
Future of Europe,” delivered by me on
that occasion. I also ask unanimous
consent to have incorporated at this
point in the Recorp the address entitled
“The Asiatic Question and Its Relation
to Europe,” which was delivered by Gen-
eral Donovan on that occasion. I sug-
gest to the Senate that it read very care-
fully General Donovan’s remarks, be-
cause in them there is much to think
about.

There being no objection, the ad-
dresses were ordered to be printed in
the REcorb, as follows:

GERMANY AND THE FUTURE oF EUROPE
(Text of Remarks of Senator Mixe MaNs-

FieLn, Democrat, of Montana, at fall meet-

ing of the Academy of Political Science,

December B, 1954, Hotel Astor, New York

City)

In the interim between the rejection of
the European Defense Community by the
French psriiament and the London-Paris
Conferences, I had a conversation with
Chancellor Eonrad Adenauer in Germany.
Mr, Adenauer made a significant comment
in discussing the collapse of EDC, a com=-
ment which he has since repeated in public,
“The best Europeans,” the Chancellor said
somewhat despairingly, “live in the United
States,” The remark expressed the disap-
pointment of many dedicated Europeans at
the failure of EDC. It was also an acknowl-
edgement of the strenuous but unsuccessful
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efforts of this country to secure its ac-
ceptance.

It seems to me that the observation,
pointed as it is, obscures one important fact.
Removed as we are from the fears and pres-
sures of the continent, it is easier to be a
dedicated “European” in the United States.
It is easier to ask and even to ask with some
impatience, “Why don’t they get together?”
It is as easy as a Member of Congress urging
the elimination of the tarif on wool, pro-
vided his district is in the city of New York.

I am afraid, therefore, that I must take
issue with Chancellor Adenauer’'s observa-
tion. His great contribution to the cause
of western unity in itself, is evidence that
the best Europeans live not in the United
States, but in Europe.

If that were not the case the future would
hold little promise for the free nations. For
it is in Europe that there has unfolded one
of the principal challenges to freedom in our
times. It is in Europe that it must be faced
and it is primarily by Europeans that it must
be overcome.

The challenge is the challenge of unity.
The nations of Western Europe are con-
fronted with the necessity of developing a
pattern of progressive integration within the
larger but looser unity of the North Atlantic
Community. If Western Europe does devise
such a pattern, we may look forward to an
era of peace and material progress and we
may anticipate a steady growth of those con-
cepts of the freedom of man which give
meaning and dignity to human life.

If Western Europe fails, however, the fu-
ture promises little more than an extension
of the decade of fear through which we have
just passed. Sooner or later, in the years
ahead lies inevitable war, an age of chaos
and an enlargement of the totalitarian void
which already spreads over vast areas of the
globe. It is possible that the price of failure
may even be the extinction of human life
itself.

I have deliberately stated the challenge to
Europe in the positive terms of unity rather
than in terms of defense against the Commu-
nist threat as it is usually defined. I do so
with the full awareness of the destructive
implications of communism, Few move-
ments in history have been more erosive of
the foundations of our ecivilization.

The growth of fotalitarian communism,
however, is more a measure of the weakness
of the free nations, particularly in Western
Europe, than of the inherent strength of
the Communist ideology. I think it essen-
tial to recognize and to emphasize this dis-
tinction. PFailure to do so, is to concede
the superiority of totalitarianism over free-
dom as a motivator of mankind, a concession
which I, for one, cannot make.

Communism has intensified the need for
European integration within the larger com-
munity of free nations. It has highlighted
the challenge of unity that confronts the
West. But only a dangerous misreading of
history would suggest that communism
created the need. Even if Communist pres-
sures should abate, as they well may do for
the moment, the urgent necessity for unity
would remain.

Twice in this century, our civilization has
gkirted the edge of doom. Twice our heri-
tage has been tossed recklessly into the fires
of war. Both conflicts began within Western
Europe and both spread great damage in that
region, Communism fed on these confia-
grations. After the wars had burned them-
selves out, the Communists probed among
the charred and smoking ruins. They tore
down nations and ideals which had been
severely weakened by the conflicts; some
might have been salvaged had they not been
subjected to this second onslaught. That
is the destructive role which communism
occupies in the contemporary world and we
must not lose sight of it. By the same token,
however, it is essential not to permit this
destructiveness to obscure the fact that the
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greatest damage to the free nations has been
largely self-inflicted. It has resulted from
their own inner disunity, and particularly
the disunity of the Western European region.

Both great wars of this century, in the first
instance were attempted suicides on the part
of Western Europe. The critical danger of
communism came after, not before, these
massive assaults which the region launched
upon itself. And only as a way is found to
cope with tendencies of this kind will the
free nations develop real security against
communism and other forms of totalitarian-
ism.

The most dangerous of these tendencles is
associated with the inability of modern Ger-
many to find a stable place in the common
destiny of Western Europe. Many expla-
nations have been offered for this phenome-
non. Historians have attributed it to the
policies of the Germans, the French, and the
British and to numerous other causes. Re-
gardless at what door or doors responsibility
is laid, however, there can be little doubt
that this failure more than any other has
gnawed at the vitals of our civilization dur-
ing the last half century.

It is to this problem, the problem of Ger-
many's place in the European community,
that I wish to address the main body of my
remarks tonight. More specifically, I want
to consider with you the solution to the
problem which is proposed in the recent
London-Paris accords. On this solution
hinges the future of Europe, and in a larger
sense the fate of all the free nations.

The London-Paris accords are primarily
mechanisms by which Western Germany is
to be brought into the Western European
and North Atlantic communities on what is
hoped will be a stable and enduring basis.
In this respect, in principal objective, they
do not differ substantially from the EDC.
The differences that do exist are essentially
those of method and degree of integration.
In the present accords the links are not as
tight as were contemplated in the EDC.
They are not as clearly the ties of a supra-
nationalism.

The retreat from that ideal has been de-
plored by many in Europe and in this coun-
try. It is understandable that men of the
caliber of Spaak, of Belgium, and Schuman,
of France, who had done so much to further
Europeanism should be deeply disappointed
by this development. The concept, however,
is not dead and will not die. Europeanism
is a force which will make itself felt in
everything that happens in Europe. But
Europeanism, like all great ideals, to grow
strongly must be rooted in the acceptance of
the people who are to live by it. And the
simple fact is that European integration of
the depth and degree contemplated in EDC
was not possible at this time.

At the London-Paris Conferences, there-
fore, a shattered promise of far-reaching
unity was exchanged for a new promise of
lesser dimensions., In substituting the re-
cent accords for the EDC the Europeans did
not abandon the ideal of Europeanism mnor
did they give up anything which had actually
been achleved toward its realization. The
retreat, if it may properly be called that, was
from a hope not an actuality. Viewed in
this light, the present agreements are not
necessarlly a step away from unity. They
may yet prove to be a step toward it.

The speed with which the London-Parls
accords were reached after the rejection of
EDC is a tribute to the Europeanism of the
present leaders of the Continent, and par-
ticularly to Adenauer, Eden, and Mendes-
France. It is also striking evidence of the
vitality of the European idea. Most signifi-
cant, perhaps, it may indicate widespread
recognition in Europe that the time to move
positively toward integration is now or never.

Under the terms of the London-Paris ac-
cords, the people of Western Germany will
regain sovereignty and so achieve coequal
national status with the other free nations
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of Europe. Western Germany will adhere to
the Brussels Treaty of 1948, thereby becom-
ing a full-fledged member of the Western
European community. The Germans will
also enter directly into the larger grouping
of the North Atlantic Treaty Organization.
Each of these provisions is an interlocking
part of a grand design. Taken together,
they hold the promise of providing a stable
and more permanent place for Germany in
the Western World.

Also involved in the design, however, is
the rearmament of Western Germany. This
question, more than any other, has hereto-
fore stood in the way of the integration of
Western Europe. To put the problem
bluntly, many Europeans including Ger-
mans have had doubts as to the wisdom of
German rearmament. These are not solely
Communist doubts, the purposes of which
are clear—to keep Western Germany de-
fenseless and ripe for totalitarian absorp-
tion. They are for the most part the doubts
of sincere people who in this generation
have learned first-hand to assoclate the ap-
palling devastation of war with a militant
Germany on the march. The grim reminders
of this association are still to be seen in
many cities of Europe. A decade of re-
building has not fully obliterated the scars
of war.

From our vantage point in the United
States we should not dismiss such fears
lightly. It is to the credit of the European
countries that in spite of these fears they
have recognized the more immediate and
overwhelming menace of Soviet expansion-
ism. They have understood that a disarmed
Germany is a greater danger to peace than
a Germany with some capacity to defend
itself.

In the London-Paris accords, Western
Europe now has a plan for West German
rearmament with certain safeguards. A new
German national army of 500,000 men will
Jjoin those of other continental powers un-
der the NATO commander in the common
defense of the West. Western Germany
pledges mnever to employ these forces to
change existing frontiers or to achieve uni-
fication with Eastern Germany.

There are technical safeguards against a
resurgent German militarism in these ac-
cords which take the form of maximum level
of forces and prohibitions on the manufac-
ture of certain types of offensive arma-
ments in Germany. Perhaps the most sig-
nificant deterrent, however, is that provid-
ed by the United Kingdom. The British have
committed four divisions and a tactical air
force to the mainland of Europe. In so do-
ing they have clearly bound their future
with that of the Continent for the first
time in centuries. It was a transcendent
decision, and they made it courageously and
unequivocally.

For the first time in modern history the
three great powers in the core of Europe—
the United Xingdom, Germany, and
France—will be linked in specific arrange-
ments for the common defense. These ties
are reinforced by the pledges of continuing
concern in Europe’s future which the Presi-
dent and Secretary of State have made on
behalf of this ecountry. Partnership, I am
glad to say, is now the keynote in our rela-
tions with the Western European countries,

That, in bare outline is the substance of
the London-Paris accords. In part, the sig-
nificance of the agreements lies in the pro-
vision they make for the creation of 12 Ger-
man divisions. I do not mean to suggest
that this increase in the armed power of
Western Europe will be decisive in discour-
aging a massive Soviet assault on that area.
The deterrent to aggression of this type re-
mains, as it has been since the end of World
War II, the superiority of the total strength
of the free nations as against that of the
Soviet bloc. In this broad equation of power,
the German divisions will not make a sub-
stantial difference, for total strength is meas=
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ured not only in conventional military fac-
tors, but in atomie, economie, diplomatic,
and others as well.

In many ways we have been prepared for
a decade to deal with a massive Boviet as-
sault, a test of total strength. In the present
administration the phrase “instant retalia-
tion” has been coined to describe at least the
atomic aspect of these preparations. But
while the Communist advance has continued
in a confounding fashion, there has not been
a situation in which to retaliate instantly.

What is the explanation of this dilemma?
It is simply that the pattern of postwar
Boviet expansionism has not been by mas-
sive assault which we have spent billions
in preparing to meet. Rather, the pattern
has been, as I mentioned previously, an ex-
pansion by scavenging among war-weakened
nations. It is an advance carried out largely,
not by Russian soldiers—few have died in
combat since the end of World War II—but
by millions of the disinherited, the discon-
tented, and the driven of many lands who
have been caught up in the growing web
of international communism.

It is with this kind of an advance that
we have had the greatest difficulty in coping
in the past and it is evident that the Soviet
Union had hoped to employ the same tech-
niques throughout a war-devastated Ger-
many. The chosen instruments were the
satellite government in the Eastern Zone and
the German Communist Party. Both have
failed miserably in their mission. In the
Eastern Zone, the Berlin riots of 1953 sug-
gest that the very existence of the satellite
government depends upon Russian bayonets.
In Western Germany, the remarkable recov-
ery from the war appears to make the area
increasingly invulnerable to Communists’
tactics of erosion and infiltration.

There is, however, in the East German
Communist army and police still another
potential instrument of Communist advance.
It is in deterring a sudden coup by this
force of 250,000 armed men in a Korean-
type internal aggression, that the proposed
West German divisions can be most effective.

In this limited sense and in linking the
German divisions with NATO, the London-
Paris accords add to the military bulwark
against further Communist penetration of
Western Europe. Important as this contri-
bution may be, however, it is not the prin-
cipal promise of the agreements.

I began my remarks tonight by stressing
that the issue facing Western Europe and, in
a broader sense, ouner free nations is the
positive challenge of unity. It is in this
connection that the London-Paris accords
may eventually make their most significant
contribution. The agreements, of course,
must first be ratified. Ratification alone,
however, is not enough, They must be car-
ried out with some sense of the cooperation
and national forebearance that characterized
their formation.

If these conditions are fufilled, then the
accords can and should lead first toward a
unified Germany. No issue In Germany is
more compelling. It has so far been held
in reasonable perspective by the leadership
of Chancellor Adenauer. Even during the
dificult months of drift on the ratification
of EDC, Adenauer insisted that a united
Germany before firm ties had been estab-
lished with Western Europe could mean only
a satellite Germany. He stood firm in the
face of mounting political pressure on the
principle of first things first.

Once the London-Paris agreements have
been ratified, however, it may be expected
that the demands for unifieation will grow
rapidly inside Germany. Unification will
inevitably become the primary objective of
any sovereign German Government. It is a
valid objective, as valid today as in the days
of Bismark. The reasons why it must be
sought are sound in a political, economic,
and moral sense. Until it is achieved, there
can be little hope of stability in Europe.
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What is of primary concern to Western
Europe and to this country is the way unifi-
cation is pursued. We have a right to in-
sist that the Germans seek their unification
peacefully and patiently, with full recogni-
tion that what is at stake is not only their
own future but the future of the entire con-
tinent; in short, that they continue to fol-
low the course which has been set by Ade-
nauer.

So long as they do so, the West Germans
warrant the full support of Western Europe
and ourselves in their quest for unification
with their eastern provinces. Nor is it suffi-
clent in our policies to pay lip service to the
principle of unification. It must be clear
to the German people that the western na-
tions are prepared to go far in settling this
issue with the Soviet Union. All proposals
should be explored which offer promise that
a unified Germany shall be a peaceful and
independent Germany able to participate in
the common development of Europe and to
cooperate with free nations everywhere,

So far the Soviet Union has shown no in-
clination to negotiate German unification
on these terms. This does not mean that
the objective must be abandoned. Nor does
it mean that the only alternative to its
abandonment is a western equivalent of the
Communist war of liberation to regain the
eastern provinces.

It is possible that the Soviet Union may
be impelled to accept genuine German uni-
fication by rising tide of public insistence in
Germany and by other pressures. A develop-
ment of this kind, however, will not come
easily. It is likely to appear only if the
policy of the West German Government and
the western powers with respect to unifica-
tion is just, restrained, and compassionate.

In the pursuit of such a policy, time can
be on the side of the free nations. There
are indications that the weight of disunity,
disillusion, and discontent is being felt on
the Communist side. That this is so is sug-
gested, for example, by the Berlin rioting last
year and the incessant flow of refugees. So
long as a high rate of economie, political,
and social progress is maintained in the
Western Zone, it is bound to act as an at-
traction to those Germans living in the
East and the difficulties of the Soviet Union
in maintaining totalitarian control over them
will multiply. A situation could develop
where the Soviet pattern of advance into
weakness may operate in reverse. The Rus-
slans may be compelled to withdraw from
the Eastern Zone and permit unification not
because of military pressure from outside
but because of the crumbling of their posi-
tion from within.

It is possible that the Russians may risk
the resurgence of German militarism rather
than face the inevitable prospect of a uni-
fied Germany integrated with Western Eur-
ope. If they choose this course, they are in
a position to make important economic, ter-
ritorial, and other concessions to the Ger-
mans. Moreover, they could withdraw their
occupation forces and expand the nucleus
of German militarism which already exists
in the East German Communist Army. They
could, in other words, offer Germany
a unification with real nationalistic induce-
ments and ask in return only that the Ger-
mans separate themselves from Western
Europe.

I do not know if a Soviet attempt of this
kind to split the western nations and lay
the groundwork for a new world conflict
would succeed. It would depend, I suppose,
ostensibly on the German people, since they
would make the final decision for unity or
chaos, for peace or ultimate war. The deci-
slon, however, would not occur in a vacuum.
It would be governed by many factors, none
more significant than the London-Paris ac-
cords.

That is a principal reason why these
agreements must be something more than
an ingenious device to create 12 German
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divisions against a Soviet advance. They
must begin at once to fulfill their larger
promise, the promise of progressive Euro-
pean integration within the larger grouping
of the North Atlantic community.

Under the agreements immediate prog-
ress in this direction will have been made
in the integration of the military power of
the Western European nations and of the
members of NATO. It is essential to perfect
these military relationships, but that alone
is not enough. The hope of freedom is not
only to die together in the defense of free-
dom if that should be necessary but to live
together in its light.

In this sense, the challenge of unity is
much broader than integrated military de-
fense. It means a deepening of the inte-
gration of the Western European nations in
the economic field, in the political field, in
all matters in which governments can bet-
ter serve their citizens by working together
rather than separately. It means, above all,
a willingness to face common problems to-
gether and to work together with national
restraint in their solution. The need for an
approach of this kind is urgent in Western
Europe: it 1is mnecessary throughout the
Western World; it is desirable with all na-
tions who are free to cooperate wherever
they may be on the globe. On my return
from Europe several months ago, I reported
to the Foreign Relations Committee of the
Senate that the immediate need was for a
series of special economic conferences which
might serve to define boldly and clearly the
economic problems which must be overcome
if the nations of Western Europe and the
North Atlantic community are to maintain
sound economies, and to lay the ground-
work for their solution. I reiterate that view
tonight. In doing so, I am aware that most
free nations are in a relatively prosperous
state, but that is precisely the time to act
to avert a collapse. And an economic col-
lapse could be the shoal on which the hope
for unity would flounder.

What, then, if this challenge of unity is
met? Where does it lead? If this challenge
is met, we shall see, in my opinion, an end
to the erosion of western civilization. We
shall see a vast growth in the strength of
free nations built not primarily on a mili-
tary base, but on the power of their creative
accomplishments and the power of their
ideals to inspire the faith of mankind. We
shall see a positive but patient leadership
in the world, a leadership of freemen who
will not concede that any part of the hu-
man race, regardless of its present status is
forever beyond the reach of liberty. We shall
see, in short, the beginning of a new cycle
and I trust a peaceful cycle, in the never-
ending struggle between tyranny and free-
dom. This cycle will belong to freedom.

THE ASIATIC QUESTION AND ITS RELATION TO
EUROPE

(Address by Gen. Willlam J. Donovan be-
fore the Academy of Political Science at
the Hotel Astor, New York City, Decem-
ber 8, 1954)

To us in America the Asian question is:
“What are Communist China and Soviet
Russia going to do?" How far will they go
in their aggression?

To the Asians, this is not “the Asian ques-
tion,” although it is a question many of
them are also asking. To them, the Asian
guestion is tied in with the issue of na-
tionalism and self-assertion. Many of them
are still thinking as recently liberated co-
lonial peoples, long dominated by Western
powers.

Of course this is an oversimplification.
We cannot speak correctly of a single Asian
question nor for that matter, of a single
Asia. There are many Asias—each with its
own point of view, its own problems and
questions. There are many nations in Asia,
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many political groups, many ethnic and
racial groups, many economic interests.

We must start with the assumption that
our major problems are not necessarily their
major problems. They have different points
of view from ours concerning communism
and the U. S. 8. R.

What are we doing to understand Asia and
Asian problems? We must present our
needs and our interests in the light of their
problems.

In the last 10 years, we have watched a
course of dynamic changes in southeast
Asia—the key strategic position across the
main lines of communication between
Europe and the Far East.

This area has a population of some 600
million people—4 times the population of
the United States; 3 times the population
of the Soviet Union; 12 times the popula-
tion of the United Kingdom.

These changes are the continuing reper-
cussions of that “shot heard round the
world” which a New England Minute Man
aimed at a representative of colonlalism in
1776. We have learned since then to under-
stand and to cherish the culture and history
inherited from Europe. This appreciation
was only possible after we had become confi-
dent that our independence was secure.

It is in the context of the colonial past
that we must interpret the bitterness and
distrust we find inherent in many of the new
nations of Asla agalsnt their former gover-
nors.

There are two approaches to policy: One
short run, one long run. Far from being
exclusive, they must be mutually supporting.

We found in Europe that our objectives
were reasonably long term. As a result, the
United States never lost sight of the ulti-
mate objective of European unity, and our
policies on the whole have therefore been
successiul.

The Marshall plan, the North Atlantic
Allilance, and now the Paris Treaty have
helped reestablish the balance of power in
the West.

In the Far East our policies have not had
that long-range point of view. Too often
there we have been forced to respond in
haste to an immediate military thrust of at-
tempted Communist expansion.

For that reason our policies have seemed
conflicting not only to our friends but to
ourselves. For instance, we excluded Korea
from our “defensive perimeter.” Yet we
fought a long, costly, and indecisive war to

keep South Eorea free. In Indochina we.

announced our intention to resist any fur-
ther Communist advance. The time for deci-
sion found us unready, and by the middle
of 1954 we had to accept an agreement at
Geneva which now puts the survival of Viet-
nam in doubt.

Our partnership in Europe creates prob-
lems and paradoxes for our policy in Asia.
The inferests of the European Continent
are not always the same as our own inter-
ests. We cannot ignore the fact that when
Dien Bien Phu fell it carried a government
in Paris with it. Yet on the same occasion
we were concerned lest the peoples of Asia
assoclate our interests with those of the colo-
nial powers.

An example is our ald program to Indo-
china which, until a few months ago, was
operated through French channels. It is no
secret that only American dollars enabled
the French Union forces to remain in Viet-
nam., That ald was extended to give resist-
ance to Viet Minh aggression. But this hon-
orable goal did not prevent the defeat of
French arms. In fact, it encouraged delay
with regard to European integration.

Communist propaganda associated us in
Aslan eyes with an archalc and detested form
of colonialism. This was certainly not our
intention. We had hoped that by support-
ing the French forces we would gain time
to allow Vietnamese nationalism to gather
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strength for its struggle against the well-
organized Communist-supported Viet Minh.
Our military aid was doomed to be ineffec-
tive as long as the needed political and eco-
nomic reforms were not forthcoming. We
believe in the cause of Vietnamese national-
ism enough to invest nearly $2 billion of
assistance,

We did not underestimate the sacrifices
and difficulties which confronted France as
a result of the Indochina conflict. A frank
and honest conference with France and in-
terested Asian countries would have done
much to dispel the suspicion of our motives,
They would have seen that our compelling
thought was the preservation of the oppor-
tunity for Vietnam to become an independent
nation.

Instead, Asian observers concluded that
our interest in a European Defense Com-
munity was paramount and that to secure
that objective we were prepared to join
forces against Asian nationalism. This is an
ironic twist of history for a country which
less than a decade ago risked the esteem of
its European friends by supporting the in-
dependence movements in India and Indo-

ni i

One of the main criticisms Asians address
to us is that we seem to treat Asia as an
appendage of Europe. There is some truth
in this eriticism. Although we recognize the
importance of the Far East—and sometimes
even become emotional about it—there is
still a tendency to approach our relations
with Asia as accessory to our relations with
Europe.

The same Communist conspiracy faces us
in Europe and Asia, but in each area this
conspiracy takes on a different form. There
are substantial differences in every major
field—political, economic and military.

In Europe in good measure, we share a
common culture with long-established na-
tional states, the structure of which is not
unlike our own,

A very different situation prevails in Asia,
Nationalism is the dynamic unifying force.
A new leadership began to emerge early in
the 20th century. With great skill it used
the rising tide of popular discontent to fur-
ther the cause of national independence
from colonial domination.

World War II was a powerful stimulus to
the colonial revolt.

We should be ready to support Asian na-
tionalism wherever it is clearly manifest, In
the East this is the reality of tomorrow.

The Asian leaders are only beginning to
recognize that independence is not the final
word. They must now tackle the complex
problems arising out of the revolutionary
changes in Southeast Asia.

We have used our support of nationalism
as an expression of policy. At the same time
we have urged the colonial powers to asso-
ciate themselves with us in the crusade
against Communism.

In our political efforts we must be careful
to dispel any impression that we are seeking
to take the place of the former colonial
EOVernors.

What is necessary is that we ask the coun-
tries of Asia to be our partners in economic
and military assistance. This we have suc-
cessfully accomplished in Europe.

In the military field, we are also inclined
to carry over the experience gained in Eu-
rope to the challenge in Asia. Although the
threat ls the same to both continents this
is ot so with Communist tactics.

Direct aggression is the principal threat
in Europe. In Asla with the exception of
Viet Nam and Formosa, the Communists may
be relying on their subversive forces to gain
their victory. For that reason, the theory of
massive retaliation 1s not a completely effec-
tive answer.

It can hardly be applicable where there is
no industrial mass to retaliate against. Nor
should we expect NATO to be our prototype
because there is no counterpart in Asia to
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that military strength of England, France,
and Germany which gives substance to our
defense in Europe.

If the new nations of Asia can maintain
their own internal stability we have won a
substantial victory.

It is in no one’s interest to allow our mili-
tary assistance to be taken for granted. We
cannot help other countries unless they want
us to help them. It Is the task of our lead-
ers to seek first a basis of mutual confidence
and good will before offering our armies and
our resources.

We were informed yesterday that our Gov-
ernment would submit to the next Congress
a program for economic development in Asia.
It was said that the principle of economic
aid reflected a recognition that the struggle
between the free and Communist world had
shifted to some extent, for the time being
perhaps, from military to economic competi-
tion. The national composition of such an
aid program is an extremely delicate matter.
And the inclusion or exclusion of certain
nations must be determined by a number of
factors. These factors are political and
psychological as well as economic. Perhaps
not the least obstacle in that part of the
world is the unwillingness of certain coun-
tries to work together under any circum-
stances so far envisaged.

Red China leads from strength in that

of the world at this moment. It has
the political advantage of its recent victory
in Indochina and a psychological advantage
that it is an Asian nation.

In the economic field she can impress her

neighbors with an impressive rate of indus-
trialization. It doesn’'t matter that this is
being accomplished at great social cost, and
on human hardships and sacrifices. To off-
set this approach to the people of southeast
Asia the West must present its competing
programs.
In the field of economic assistance it
should be remembered that the conditions in
Europe that brought the response of the
Marshall plan were very different from those
which confront Asia today. Europe was a
mature, industrial economy whose produc-
tlon capacities were shattered in the de-
struction of two world wars.

Asia, with Japan the exception, has but
the bare beginnings of an industrial fabric.
Her basic ventures are agricultural—and
even those are built on methods which cen-
turies have left unchanged. In Europe we
faced the threat that communism would
come to power through the dissatisfaction
of unemployment and disregard of progres-
sive welfare measures; in Asia, the popula-
tions are concerned with equitable land re-
form and the results of public-health pro-
grams. The great emphasis that writers put
on the problems of food shortages in Asia
must be looked at against a background of
the baslc problem of distribution.

Thalland, for example, would like nothing
more than markets for its rice. It is not
reasonable for us to distribute our surpluses
of rice and wheat in Asian markets and then
wonder at an imbalance in the economy of
Thailand because she cannot dispose of her
growing bulk of rice which has always been
a major export and dollar earner.

Economic development should not be con-
sldered the panacea which will stop Com-
munist subversion in Asia. Blind economic
development destructive of existing cultural
patterns may be itself a source of instability
which the Communist conspiracy can and
will exploit. The effectiveness of our aid
programs in Europe—but especially in Asia—
cannot be measured by their cost. Nor can
technical assistance be considered the solu-
tion to every problem. What is important is
not how much but how. The main issue is
the reconciliation of new skills and ancient
cultures. This again is a problem best con-
sidered and solved by Asian effort. Theirs is
the responsibility to fix the pace for raising
the standards of living for thelr countrymen,
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and they can best suggest the means to in-
tegrate the methods of 20th century tech-
nology into the ways of their distinguished
cultures.

In seeking an approach to reconcile the
Interests and conflicts between Europe and
Asla we would do well to remember the course
President Eisenhower so eloguently defined
last week. It is the courage to be patient
while making certain that our efforts to pro-
mote peace are not interpreted as appease-
ment or any purchase of immediate favor at
the cost of principle. -

Our global responsibilities have involved
us in a substantial way in both Europe and
Asia, What we do or fail to do in Europe is
of erucial importance but we will be guilty
of misjudging the future unless we regard
our decisions in Asia of at least equal im-
portance.

THE CASE OF DR. IRVING PERESS

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,
during the second session of the 83d
Congress the Committee on Armed
Services of the Senate held a number of
hearings on personnel security in the
armed services. At that time the Peress
case was discussed on a number of occa-
sions. Another committee of the Sen-
ate was given the task of studying the
maftter, but the Committee on Armed
Services did not abandon its investiga-
tion,

During the period after the other
committee’s report was made public, I
made a number of efforts to get from
the Pentagon a complete chronology of
the Peress case. I was unable to get a
satisfactory report, even though a chro-
nology dated November 3 was published.
I did not feel that the chronology con-
tained all the answers, so during the de-
bate on the select committee’s report
I made personal inquiries, and held sev-
eral personal interviews with secretaries
from the Pentagon. A complete and a
sufficiently suitable chronology, however,
was not made available.

On January 6, 1955, I wrote Secretary
of Defense Wilson, urging that a com-
plete chronology be made available to
the Members of the Senate. I received
an answer to my letter on January 8,
1955, enclosing a chronology which had
been made public by Secretary of the
Army Stevens. I also received a letter
from the Secretary dated January 1T,
1955.

I believe this information should be
made available to all Members of the
Senate, and for that reason I ask unani-
mous consent that the letters and the
chronology be published in the body of
the RECORD.

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

JANUARY 6, 1955.
Hon. CHARLES E. WILSON,
The Secretary of Defense,
Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mr. SECRETARY: Last December
there was much debate in the Senate con-
cerning the promotion and discharge of one
Major Peress. During the course of that de-
bate, I attempted to get a full understand-
ing of the picture regarding the enlistment,
the promotion, and the discharge of Major
Peress. 1 was unable to do so to my satis-
faction and consequently said nothing on
the subject. There is, I believe, a great mis-
understanding and possible misinterpreta-
tion of the facts concerning this matter.
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During the current session of the Con-
gress, the Department of Defense will have
before it some very important legislation in-
volving the security of our country. There
will be the problem of reserve training, of
pay increases, of the size of the forces, and
other matters of equal importance. I believe
it will accelerate the consideration of these
important questions if this misunderstand-
ing regarding the service of Major Peress is
cleared up at once clearly and with no hold-
ing back by the Department of Defense or
the Department of the Army of any infor-
mation that can be properly made publie.

Unquestionably, there were mistakes and
errors of judgment in the handling of this
case. A clean breast of the whole situation
should be made in order that the misunder-
standings may be cleared up and the records
of responsible officers who are patriotic citi-
zens, may be cleared from misinterpretations
of their actions being placed upon them.

For all these reasons, I have jolned in a
resolution to be offered by Senator DanIEL,
of Texas, concerning communism and as a
part of that resolution a request that the
Senate and the American people be given the
facts about this case. I enclose copy of
the resolution.

As former chairman of the Senate Armed
Services Committee, I was disappointed that
I was not given any information last Decem-
ber. As one who has given close considera-
tion and much thought to the security of
our country and the problems that come be-
fore us in Congress involving security, I am
hopeful that you will give me now in view of
the difficult problems that face us a complete
statement regarding the case. In this way, I
belleve the misunderstandings and misin-
terpretations may be cleared up once and
for all.

With kind personal regards, I am,

Sincerely,
LEVERETT SALTONSTALL,
United States Senator.

—

THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE,
Washington, January 8, 1955,
Hon. LEVERETT SALTONSTALL,
United States Senate.

DEAR SENATOR SALTONSTALL: Since receipt of
your letter of January 5, 1855, in regard to
the question of Major Peress, the Secretary
of the Army has written you a letter in which
he informs you that he is releasing to the
press a detailed chronology of the military
record in the case of Dr. Irving Peress.

I feel sure that the chronology which Sec-
retary Stevens has made public, copy of
which is attached, answers the questions
which were raised in your letter to mre.

With kindest regards.

Sincerely,
C. E, WiLson.,
JANUARY 7, 1955.
Hon, LEVERETT SALTONSTALL,
United States Senate.

My DEAR SENATOR SALTONSTALL: Reports in
the press indicate that there has been re-
newed interest by Members of Congress in
obtaining further details on the handling of
the Peress matter. I further understand you
have requested that a chronological record
of the Peress case be released to the public.
Accordingly, I am taking the liberty of send-
ing you a detailed chronology of the military
record of Dr, Irving Peress, and I am also
making this chronology avallable to several
other Members of Congress and to the press.
The substance of most of the information
in this chronology has already been fur-
nished to Members of Congress and the pub-
lic with the exception of the names of the
individuals themselves.

I call your particular attention to my
letter of June 23, 1854, to the acting chair-
man of the Special Subcommittee On Inves-
tigations wherein I referred to a list of indi-
viduals, as prepared by the Inspector General,
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who had some connection with the case. I
requested that the names be held in confi-
dence because, while there was evidence of
administrative errors, there was no evidence
of culpability or subversion. My request for
confidential handling of these names was re-
spected and the names have not been made
public to date. However, since this handling
of those names has been misinterpreted in
some places, I have concluded that a detailed
chronology should be prepared in order to
furnish the details and the names of the
individuals themselves in one document.

It so happens that I was en route home
from the Far East at the time Peress was
honorably discharged and knew nothing
about the case. I have cooperated in every
way in correcting the faults in the admin-
istrative system, and have caused them to
be rectified.

Yours sincerely,
RoBERT T. STEVENS,
Secretary of the Army.,

o

CHRONOLOGY OF THE MILITARY RECORD oF DE.
IrvinG PErEsSs WITH APPENDIX CONTAINING
SERVICE HISTORY OF DEPARTMENT OF THE
ArMY PERSONNEL MENTIONED IN THE
CHRONOLOGY

CHRONOLOGY OF THE MILITARY RECORD OF DR.
IRVING FERESS

According to his statements, Dr. Irving
Peress was born in the Bronx, New York
City, N. Y., on July 81, 1917. Irving Peress
was graduated from the School of Dentistry,
New York University, in 1940 with a D. D. 8.
degree, was licensed to practice dentistry by
the State of New York in August 1940, and
subsequently practiced dentistry from Sep-
tember 1940 to January 1, 1853, when he
entered military service.

Since Dr. Peress was not a member of a
Reserve component of the Armed Forces, he
was subject to the provisions of Public Law
779, 8lst Congress, September 9, 1950 (Doc-
tors Draft Act), which amended the Selec-
tive Service Act of 1948 to provide for spe=
cial registration, classification, and induc-
tion of certain medical, dental, and allied
specialist categories. Dr. Peress had no prior
service in any of the Armed Forces, and had
not received specialized training at Govern-
ment expense during World War II, so he was
classified in the third priority for the pur-
poses of induction.

Local board No. 59, Forest Hills, Long Is-
land, N. ¥., reported that Dr. Peress regis-
tered with that board on January 15, 1951.
On May 26, 1952, he accomplished DD Form
390 (Initial Data for Classification and Com-
missioning in Medical Services for Medical,
Dental, and Vetérinary Corps), in triplicate.
The box in item 30 of DD Form 380 was
checked to read:

*I do hereby apply for a commission.”

Item 31, Remarks, is completed in hand
lettering as follows:

“I apply for a commission if I am selected
for military service.”

Item 32 thereof, as completed, reads:

“I am not, nor have I been, a conscientious
objector, and I am not now and have not
been a member of any foreign or domestic
organization, association, movement, group,
or combination of persons advocating a sub-
versive policy, or seeking to alter the form
of government of the United States by un-
constitutional means."

All coples of this form were later for-
warded to headquarters, First Army (here-
inafter referred to as “First Army”) in New
York City.

On July 14, 1952, Dr. Peress accomplished
standard form 89 (Report of Medical His-
tory) and was medically examined at the
New York City recruiting and induction
main station on the same date. He was hos-
pitalized at the United States army hospital,
Fort Hamilton, N. Y., on July 15, 1852 for
further examination. The results of these
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examinations were recorded on Standard
Form 88 (Report of Medical Examination).
On August 11, 1952, the report of the medical
examination and allied papers, including the
DD form 390, in triplicate, were received by
First Army, from the New York Recruiting
and Induction Main Station, New York City.
On August 12, 1952, Dr. Peress was deter-
mined to be physically qualified for general
military service, by the Medical Section,
First Army.. On September 12, 1952 he was
notified by letter that he had been found to
be physically qualified and information re-
garding the date he preferred to be called to
duty was requested. This letter was signed
by Captain F. E. Van Sickle, Jr., MSC, Office
of the Surgeon, First Army.

Maj. Vernon McEenzie of the Office of
the Surgeon General in Washington drafted
a message for dispatch by The Adjutant Gen-
eral on August 20, 1952 notifying all major
commanders of the October draft require-
ment for medical doctors and dentists. The
message was dispatched on the same day.

Since Dr. Peress had applied for a commis=
sion and had been selected for induction by
the Selective Service System, he was noti-
fied by letter of September 25, 1952 that he
was scheduled for induction and if he still
desired a commission to contact First Army.
This letter was signed by a Capt. F. E. Van
Sickle, Jr., MSC, in the Office of The Surgeon,
First Army. On the same date Dr. Peress re=-
quested by telephone that he be commis-
sioned in the Dental Corps Reserve.

On October 4, 1952, Captain Van Sickle
prepared a recommendation to the Reserve
Forces Division, First Army, that Dr. Peress
be tendered an appointment in the Dental
Corps Reserve in the grade of captain, stating
that the applicant was physically and profes-
sionally qualified. This recommendation was
signed by Lt. Col. G. H. Hage, Chief of the
Personnel Division of the Medical Section,
First Army.

Based upon this recommendation, Capt.
Curtis R. Kirkland, Assistant Adjutant Gen-
eral, Reserve Forces Division, First Army,
prepared and dispatched a letter to Dr. Peress
on October 10, 1952. This letter inclosed,
among other material, (1) a letter of appoint-
ment as captain, USAR, dated October T,
1952, (2) oath of office, (3) WD AGO form
170 (Application for Appointment and State-
ment of Preferences for Reserve Officers), (4)
DD form 98 loyalty certificate, and (5) two
coples of DD form 398 (Statement of Per-
sonal History). Instructions directed coms=
pletion and return of the oath of office with=
in 72 hours of date of receipt. The remain-
ing forms were required to be completed
and returned as soon as possible but in any
event not later than 15 days from date of
receipt.

Dr. Peress executed his cath of office form
before a notary public on October 15, 1952,
thereby accepting the Reserve commission in
this language:

*“I, Irving Peress, 01893643, having been
appointed a Reserve commissioned officer in
the grade of captain in the Army of the
United States, do solemnly swear (or affirm)
that I will support and defend the Consti-
tution of the United States against all ene-
mies, foreign or domestic, that I will bear
true faith and allegiance to the same; that I
take this obligation freely, without any men-
tal reservation or purpose of evasion; and
that I will well and faithfully discharge the
duties of the office upon which I am about
to enter; so help me God.”

The oath of office form was mailed to First
Army as required.

Under date of October 27, 1952, Peress
completed the WD AGO Form 170 (Applica-
tion for Appointment) in which he indi-
cated that he was not a consclentious ob-
jector, that his application was submitted
pursuant to regulations governing appoint-
ment of Reserve officers of medical, dental,
and veterinary specialties, and that he had
read and understood the regulations con-
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cerning the rejection for military service of
disloyal or subversive personnel,

On October 28, 1952, Peress completed DD
Form 898 (Statement of Personal History),
in duplicate, in which he claimed Federal
constitutional privilege in answering items
pertaining to membership in Communist,
Fascist, or other organization, association,
movements, group or combination of per-
sons which advocate the overthrow of our
constitutional form of government. He
signed these forms as the person completing
them and also as witnessing officer.

On the same date, in completing DD form
98, the loyalty certificate, he certified that
he had not engaged in any conduct specified
therein as undesirable. However, he
claimed Federal constitutional privilege in
answering questions concerning membership
or association with cited organizations. This
form was witnessed by Capt. Charles A. Lyon,
who was assigned at that time as unit ad-
visor, AGC-USAR Postal Units, 30 West 44th
Street, New York City. Captain Lyon wit=
nessed the execution of the form by Peress
and returned it to him., Peress then de-
parted with the form.

The procedure followed by First Army in
tendering an appointment to Peress prior to
execution by him of forms 170, 398, and 98
was in accordance with the provisions of the
then applicable regulations which were de=-
signed to expedite appointment of medical,
dental, and veterinarian speclalists as Re=-
serve officers. This procedure provided for
the commissioning of these specialists prior
to completion of these forms, although per-
sonnel being commissioned in other branches
of the Army were requested to execute the
forms prior to commissioning. (This pro=
cedure was subsequently changed on No=-
vember 28, 1952, to require that all appli-
cants for a commission execute form 98
(loyalty certificate) before being tendered
an appointment.)

After receipt of the oath of office from
Peress, and before his executed forms 170,
398, and 98 were returned, Captain Van
Bickle of First Army notified the Surgeon
General, Department of the Army, in Wash=-
ington, that Peress and others, as Dental
Corps Reserve officers in priority III of the
so-called Doctor Draft Act, had received no=
tice of induction for the period October
21-31, 1952, prior to accepting a commission,
This report indicated that Peress and others
were available for call to active duty.

Based on this information, Maj. Arthur E.
Britt, MSC, Office of the Surgeon General,
Department of the Army, notified First Army
on November 5, 1952 to issue orders calling
Peress, among others, to active duty. This
notification also included instructions to
assign Peress to the Student Detachment,
Medical Field Service School, Brooke Army
Medical Center, Fort Sam Houston, Tex., for
the purpose of attending the Associate Medi=
cal Service Company officers’ course, report=
ing thereat not later than January 7, 1953,
On November 10, 1852, First Army issued
orders in compliance with these instruc-
tlons. These orders were authenticated by
Capt. A. E. Moreda, Assistant Adjutant Gen=
eral, First Army.

It cannot be definitely established whether
DD forms 398 and 98, executed by Peress on
October 28, 1952, had been received by First
Army prior to the issuance of these orders
calling him to active duty. The presence or
absence of these forms, however, would have
had no effect on the call to active duty of
Peress since the provisions of the then ap-
plicable regulations stated in effect that
Reserve personnel would not be deferred or
rejected for monvoluntary active duty for
disloyalty or subversion, unless the investi-
gation of the case had heen completed and
the results thereof had been determined to
warrant removal action. It has been estab-
lished, however, that on November 14, 1952,
Captain Kirkland returned both copies of DD
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form 398 to Peress for the signature of a wit-
ness other than himself. Peress secured the
signature of one Henry Getzoff as witness
and on November 18, 1952 returned both
copies of the form to Headquarters, First
Army. They were received on November 20,
1952.

At this point all forms sent to Captain
Peress for completion had been returned to
First Army. Captain Kirkland's office ex-
amined the forms submitted by Peress for
completeness only, no evaluation of the con-
tent was made, and normally within 1 or 2
days after receipt, completed Forms 3898 and
98 were forwarded to the Intelligence Branch,
First Army.

On December 1, 1952, the Intelligence
Branch of First Army requested the Reserve
Division to obtain from Peress a fingerprint
card and three additional copies of DD Form
358. These were requested for use in the in-
vestigation of Peress. After receiving these
forms, Captain Kirkland in the Procurement
Branch, Reserve Division, sent them, to-
gether with the DD form 98 to the Intelli-
gence Branch, on January 5, 1953.

After receipt of his orders to active duty,
Peress, on December 4, 1952, requested a 15
to 20 day delay in reporting for duty. He
desired this time to wind up sonre personal
and professional matters. This request was
not favorably considered. Peress was 8o
advised by mail on December 8, 1852 by Capt.
F. E. Van Sickle, Jr. .

Peress entered on active duty on January
1, 1953 in New York, N. Y., and reported as
ordered to his assigned duty station, Brooke
Army Medical Center, Fort Sam Houston, in
San Antonio, Tex. on January 3, 1953. He
was to attend an orientation course at the
Medical Field Service School from January 7,
1953 to March 7, 1953.

The Office of the Surgeon General in Wash-
Ington determined that the need for the
services of medical and dental officers was
greater than the benefits derived from the
course, and all such officers, 319 in number,
were withdrawn for duty assignments. De-
partment of the Army Special Orders, No. 16,
dated January 26, 1953, effected this action
by which Peress was ordered from the Texas
station on February 7, 1953. He was to report
to Fort Lewis, Wash., along with 27 others not
later than February 26, 1953, for shipment to,
and further assignment by, the United States
Armed Forces Far East, Yokohama, Japan,

Meanwhile, back at First Army in New York
the Counter Intelligence Division directed
an investigation of Peress on February 5,
1953 and, on the same day, notified Captain
Van Sickle In the medical section, and
Captain Kirkland In the reserve division,
that such an investigation was being ini-
tiated because of Peress’ claim of “Federal
constitutional privilege” in executing DD
Form 98 and DD Form 398. By letter of Feb-
ruary 5, 1953, signed by Capt. C. F. Maxwell
for Col. Wendell G. Johnson, the Intelligence
Branch, First Army, notified the Intelli-
gence Branch at Fort Sam Houston, Tex., of
the institution of and reasons for the in-
vestigation. Peress, however, had departed
from the Texas station prior to receipt of
this information.

Under date of February 12, 1853 the Chlef
of the Counter Intelligence Division at First
Army in New York notified the Intelligence
Division, Department of th2? Army; the Office
of the Surgeon General; and Office of The
Adjutant General in Washington on the ini-
tiation of the investigation. This notice was
filed in the Personnel Information Branch of
the latter office on February 27, 1953 and in
the Surgeon General’s Security Branch be-
tween February 12 and March 11, 1953,

‘The official travel time by automobile from
Fort Sam Houston, Tex., to Fort Lewis, Wash.,
is 11 days. This, with the T days delay en
route, permitted Peress to report to Fort
Lewis, Wash., on February 26, 1953. On
February 18, 1953, while at his home in New
York City, Peress wrote to the Commanding
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Officer, Army Personnel Center, Fort Lewis,
requesting cancellation of his overseas orders
and consideration for reassignment in the
United States. He inclosed letters from two
psychiatrists, Dr. Edward M. Bernecker and
Dr. Max Gruenthal, to substantiate his re-
quest and to indicate reasons for granting it.
The letter from Dr. Bernecker stated that a
daughter of Peress was then being treated for
character behavior disorders. The letter
from Dr. Gruenthal stated that Mrs. Elaine
Peress, the wife, at one time was treated for
severe anxiety neurosis, and had suffered a
relapse.

On February 24, 1953, 1st Lt. Alfred M.
Gade, acting for the commanding officer of
the Army Personnel Center, Fort Lewis,
‘Wash., sent a wire message to Peress in New
York. This message notified Peress that the
personnel center was not authorized to re-
assign officers and referred him to the Adju-
tant General in Washington. The message
also directed him to comply with his orders
and report to Fort Lewis by February 26, 1953.

On February 26, 1953, Peress was at Fort
Lewis when a message was received at the
headquarters from the New York chapter of
the American Red Cross, New York, N. ¥,
summarizing the “complicated” home situ-
ation of Peress and stating that Dr. Gruen-
thal recommended emergency leave as a tem-
porary alleviation measure. It was stated
that this doctor had earlier strongly recom-
mended Peress' permanent assi ent to
stateside duty; further that the “entire home
situation much better when wife constantly
near officer.” Based upon the communi-
cation from the American Red Cross, and in
accordance with regulations providing for
emergency leave, the commanding officer,
Army Personnel Center, Fort Lewis, granted
Peress 15 days’ emergency leave. Peress was
ordered to report at Fort Lewis not later than
midnight on March 15, 1953.

On February 27, 1953, Peress addressed a
letter to The Adjutant General, Department
of the Army, requesting cancellation of his
overseas orders and consideration for reas-
signment in the United States. Inclosed
were the same documents previously used
to substantiate his request to Fort Lewis and
a copy of the Red Cross telegram referred
to above. His letter stated that he was leav-
ing for home immediately on emergency
leave and that he would be there for the du-
ration of that leave. He further requested
that his application be given wurgent
attention.

On March 9, 1953, Capt. Einar Berge, AGC,
Assignment Branch, Office of the Adjutant
General, Department of the Army, prepared
a memorandum which was subsequently
signed by Lt. Col. C. J. Crumm, Office, The
Adjutant General, referring this request and
accompanying documents, without recom-
mendation, to the Chief, Medical Career
Management Division, Office of the Surgeon
General, Department of the Army, for con-
sideration. On this same day, the Surgeon
General referred the request to a board of
officers (Brig. Gen. Eghert W. Cowan, DC,
and Col. O. Elllott Ursin, MC), appointed to
consider requests of this nature. Based on
the statements of the doctors and the tele-
gram from the American Red Cross, both
officers recommended approval of the re-
quest. The board recommendations were
signed by Maj. W. O. Prettyman, Jr., Office of
the Surgeon General, acting in his capacity
as recorder for the board.

The board handled the application in a
routine fashion and was not aware of the
derogatory information which was of record
elsewhere in the office of the Surgeon Gen-
eral. General Cowan personally determined
that Peress should be sent to Camp Kilmer,
a station near his home, on the basis of the
then current needs. On March 11, 1858, the
recommendation that Peress’ application
for deferment from overseas shipment
should be approved and that he should be
assigned to Camp Eilmer, N. J., was for-
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Arthur E, Britt, MSC, office of the
General.

On March 13, 1953, by message authenti-
cated by Capt. Howard Wagner, AGC, Peress
was Informed that his overseas orders had
been revoked and that he had been assigned
to Camp Kilmer. Information copies of this
message were furnished to the commanding
general, First Army; the commanding offi-
cer, Camp Kilmer, N. J.; and other head-
quarters concerned. Inasmuch as there was
no indication in Peress' files in Reserve
Forces Dlvislon, First Army, that he was sub-
Ject to an investigation, that section failed
to notify the Counter Intelligence Division,
First Army, of Peress’ reassignment to Camp
Kilmer within the First Army area. In com-
pliance with the message referred to above,
Peress reported to Camp Kilmer March 13,
1953, whereupon he was assigned to duty as
a dental officer in the dental clinic at that
station. He did not have access to classified
information. He remalned at Camp Kilmer
until separated from the service on Febru-
ary 2, 1954.

The investigation of Peress at First Army
was completed on April 15, 1953, and the
report filed with the Counter Intelligence Di-
vision of First Army on April 21, 1958. That
office, under date of April 24, 1953, reported
to the Intelligence Division and the Surgeon
General's Office, both in Washington, that
facts and clrcumstances disclosed d the
investigation provided sufficient evidence of
disloyal and subverslve tendencles to warrant
removal of Peress from the service, pursuant
to the applicable security regulation, SR 600-
220-1. This report was signed by Capt.
Albert Robichaud for Col. Wendell G. John-
son, Intelligence Chief at First Army.

On April 28, 1953, Lt. Col. Ronald F.
Thomas signed a letter for Colonel Johnson,
First Army Intelligence Chief, going to the
Surgeon General and the Chief of the Intelli-
gence Division in Washington. This letter
had inclosed a complete report of the investi-
gation and recommended that action be
initiated to remove Peress from the service.

On April 30, 1853, Col. R. G. Prentiss, Jr.,
executive officer in the office of the SBurgeon
General, sent the file on the investigation to

warded to the Adjutant General, DA, by Maj.
Surgeon

-the Chief of the Intelligence Division from

the Office of the Surgeon General. He con-
curred in the recommendation of Peress’
elimination from the service and stated that
Peress would not be reassigned from Camp
Kilmer prior to final action in the matter.

Since the completed investigation had not
been reviewed by the commanding general
at Camp Kilmer, it was returned to First
Army on May 21, 1953, from the Intelligence
Division in Washington, by Maj. James D.
Anders, acting for Col. W. A. Perry, Chief
Security Division,

Lt. Col. Ronald F. Thomas, Chief, Counter
Intelligence Division, at First Army, sent the
file to the Intelligence Branch of Camp Kil-
mer, N. J., with directions to maintain a
copy of the report in Peress' intelligence
field file there. This action was dated May
25, 1953.

Lt. Col. C. T. Brown, of the Intelligence
Branch at Camp Kilmer, N. J., returned the
file to the Intelligence Branch at First Army
in New York on June 15, 1953. He reported
that Peress was assigned to a nonsensitive
position and recommended that he be sep-
arated from the service.

On July T, 1953, from First Army Counter
Intelligence Division, Lt. Col. Ronald F.
Thomas sent the file to the Intelligence
Division In Washington with an opinion that
retention of Peress as an officer in the mili-
tary service was “not clearly consistent with
the interests of national security,” and rec-
ommended that he be separated from the
service.

The pertinent Army regulation in such
cases provides for the accomplishment of an
interrogatory by a member of the service
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who has been investigated prior to final
action, when considered appropriate by the
Intelligence Divislon. Such an interroga-
tory was prepared by the Intelligence Divi-
sion in Washington. It was sent on August
10, 1953, to the Counter Intelligence Divi-
sion at First Army in New York by Lt. Col.
‘W. P. Meredith for Col. W. A. Perry, Chief,
Becurity Division. Lt. Col. E. E. Winn,
Counter Intelligence Division, First Army,
forwarded the interrogatory to the Intelli-
gence Branch at Camp Kilmer on August 20,
1953.

The interrogatory was accomplished by
Peress at Camp Kilmer on August 25, 1953.
Other than furnishing name, address, date,
and place of birth, names of parents and
denial of use of any alias, Peress entered
“Federal constitutional privilege is claimed”
in response to all remaining questions.

The completed interrogatory was returned
to Intelligence Division, First Army in New
York under date of August 26, 1953, by Lieu-
tenant Colonel Brown, Intelligence Branch,
Camp Kilmer., He recommended separation
ol Peress.

The Intelligence Division, First Army, sent
the interrogatory from New York on Sep-
tember 2, 1853, reiterating the recommenda-
tion for removal of Peress from the service.
The file passed through the Office of The
Surgeon General on September 8, 1853, where
Col. R. G. Prentiss, Jr., repeated his recom-
mendation that Peress be removed from the
service.

The interrogatory, with accompanying rec-
ommendations of all echelons through which
it passed, was received in the Intelligence
Division in Washington September 10, 1953,

On June 29, 1953, Public Law 84, 83d Con-
gress, the amendment to the so-called Doctor
Draft Act under which the rank of Peress
was later adjusted, was enacted. This law
required that persons who had been ordered
to active duty under the Doctor Draft Act
would be reappointed in the rank commen-
surate with their professional education and
experience.

By letter of September 9, 1953, Peress re-
quested determination of his eligibility for
promotion to the grade of major in accord-
ance with provision of the new law referred
to above. Col. Ruluff F. Leverich, dental
surgeon, Camp Kilmer, on the same date for-
warded this request to the commanding gen=
eral, Camp Kilmer, for necessary action with-
out comment. He also informed the intelli-
gence officer, Camp Eilmer, of this action.
On September 10, 1953, at the direction of
1st Lt. William L. Vinette, Personnel Branch,
Camp Kilmer, C. W. O. J. T. La Marca, assist-
ant adjutant general, forwarded the request
without further comment to First Army for
determination.

At First Army, Major Van Sickle and Major
Kirkland conferred and prepared a forward-
ing endorsement to this request, the perti-
nent portions of which are quoted as follows:

“2. Available information indicates that
Dr. Peress possessed the minimum of 11 years
of qualifying dental professional experience
prescribed for appointment in the grade of
major and that his original appointment in
the grade of captain was in error.

“5. Recommend action be initiated to re-
appoint Captain Peress in the grade of major
in accordance with eligibility requirements
set forth in SR 140-105-6 and SR 140-105-9."

No cognizance was taken by either Major
Van Sickle or Major Kirkland of the fact
that Peress was under investigation.

This endorsement was signed by Capt. L.
Dude, AGC, assistant adjutant general, First
Army, and was dispatched to The Adjutant
General, Department of the Army, on Sep=-
tember 23, 1958.
lished that Peress was entitled to have been
appointed initially in the grade of major
under the regulations in effect at the time he
was commissioned.)

On October 2, 1953, The Adjutant General,
Department of the Army, returned the re-

(It has since been estab=-‘
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quest to First Army stating that no further

‘examination of the case could be made until

the records incident to the initial appoint-
ment of Peress were received. The request
was again returned to The Adjutant General
on October 16, 1953, by First Army with the
remark that appointment records of Peress
had been forwarded to the Department of
the Army on October 10, 1953. The records
indicate that no further action was taken on
Peress’ request for promotion due to the im-
pending review of the records of all Reserve
medical personnel for possible automatic ad-
justment of rank in accordance with Public
Law 84, 83d Congress, and appropriate im-
plementing directives.

Accordingly, it becomes necessary to con-
slder the steps taken Iin connection with
the establishment of this procedure.

On May 21, 1953, the Department of De-
fense established an ad hoc committee to
(1) review DOD directives pertinent to the
doctor draft and (2) submit a proposed di-
rective to consolidate current policies and
procedures. This committee was made up of
2 representatives from each of the 3 mili-
tary departments. The Department of the
Army representatives were Col. Coy L. Curtis,
Personnel Division, and Maj. Vernon Mec-
Kenzie, Office of The Surgeon General. It
was necessary for this committee to consider
the provisions of Public Law 84, 83d Congress,
in preparing its report. The pertinent pro-
vision with respect to adjustment of rank
reads as follows:

“Notwithstanding subsection 217 (¢) of
the Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1952 (66
Stat. 481) or any other provision of
law, * * * (An individual) who has been or
shall be ordered to active duty * * * as a
physician, dentist, or in an allied specialist
category * * * shall, under regulations pre-
scribed by the President, be appointed, re-
appointed, promoted to such grade or rank
as may be commensurate with his profes-
sional education, experience, or ability.”

On August 6, 1953, this ad hoc committee
forwarded a draft of a proposed directive to
the Director of Personnel Policy, Office of
the Assistant Secretary of Defense, which
reads as follows concerning adjustment of
rank:

“Any physician, dentist, or veterinarian
now serving on active duty, whether with
or without his consent, who would have
been entitled to a higher grade than that in
which he is now serving if the applicable
provisions of this directive or of Public Law
84, 83d Congress, had been in eflect at the
time of his current appointment will, at
the earliest practicable date, be reappointed
or promoted to such higher grade ‘if a board
of officers convened by the military depart=
ment concerned so recommends.”

This portion of the proposed directive was
concurred in by all members of the ad hoc
committee.

On August 26, 19563, the Department of the
Army's concurrence in the proposed directive
submitted by the ad hoc committee was re-
quested. Concurrence was given by the De-
partment of the Army on September 4, 1953.
The proposed directive, concurred in by the
Department of the Army, included the words
single guoted above which required board
action prior to promotion or grade adjust-
ment.

On October 7, 1953, the Department of De~
fense issued Directive No. 1205.1 in imple-
mentation of Public Law 84, 83d Congress,
and the recommendations of the ad hoc
committee. However, the wording of the di-
rective was not the same as that recom-
mended by the ad hoc committee or con=
curred in by the three services. The require-
ment for board action prior to effecting grade
readjustment of medical personnel was not
included.

This requirement was deleted because such
a requirement would be contrary to Public
Law 84, 83d Congress, When it was decided
by Congress to change the law and make it
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mandatory that a person commissioned pur-
suant to the act must be appointed or re.
appointed to a rank based upon his profes-
sional education, experience, or ability, Con=-
gress realized that subsection 217 (c) of the
Armed Forces Reserve Act of 1952 required,
with certain limited exceptions, that ap-
pointments to the grade of lieutenant colonel
or commander, and up, could only be effected
through a board of officers. Therefore, Con=
gress wrote into the Public Law 84, “notwith-
standing subsection 217 (c¢) of the Armed
Forces Reserve Act of 1952 (66 Stat. 481) or
any other provision of law.” The express
purpose of this language was to remove the
requirement for a board of officers. There-
fore, it was deemed to be contrary to the
statute to require such a board of officers.
Accordingly the Department of Defense in-
cluded in the October 7, 1953, Directive No.
1205.1 the following which provides that if
the individual is otherwise qualified for ap-
pointment it will be done without board
action:

“Pursuant to subsection 4 (a), Public Law
779, 81st Congress, as amended, any person
who is otherwise qualified for appointment
in a grade higher than major or lieutenant
commander will be appointed in such grade
without referral of his case to a board of offi-
cers convened by the Secretary of the service
concerned.”

Also: “Any physician, dentist, or veteri-
narian now serving on active duty, whether
with or without his consent, who would
have been entitled to a higher grade than
that in which he is now serving if the ap-
plicable provisions of this directive or of
Public Law 84, 83d Congress, had been in
effect at the time of his current appoint-
ment will, at the earliest practicable date,
be reappointed or promoted to such higher
grade."”

Upon receipt of the Department of De-
fense directive of October 7, 1953, the De-
partment of the Army moved promptly to
carry out its provisions. However, the Of-
fice of the Surgeon General, as head of the
Medical Service of the Army, began screen-
ing the qualification records of all officers
of the Medlcal, Dental, and Veterinary Corps
for medical professional qualifications only.

On October 8, 1953, Maj. Vernon McKenzie
prepared a memorandum for the Chief, Per=
sonnel Division, Department of the Army, in=
dicating the changes the Department of De=
fense directive made in the criteria for grade
determination of persons being inducted
under the provisions of the Doctor Draft
Act and requesting dissemination of this
information to all commands. It was signed
by Col. R. G. Prentiss. This request was
approved and forwarded to The Adjutant
General for execution by memorandum pre-
pared by Lt. Col. Emery E, Hyde and signed
by Col. Samuel R. Lewis, Personnel Divie
sion, for Col. William P. Wansboro.

By a second memorandum, also dated Oc-
tober 8, 1953, prepared by Major McKenzie
and signed by Colonel Prentiss, The Surgeon
General informed the Chief, Personnel Divi-
gion, Department of the Army, that his office
was reviewing the qualification records of
officers already commissioned under the pro=
visions of the Doc¢tor Draft Act, as directed
by the Department of Defense and requested
that The Adjutant General be directed to re-
appoint those eligible for reappointment
under the changed criteria as determined by
The Surgeon General, and to inform all com=
mands of the changes occasioned by Public
Law 84, 83d Congress, as implemented by
the Department of Defense. This second
memorandum pertained to the reappoint-
ment of officers already commissioned,
whereas the first of the same date pertained
only to initlal commissioning. However, the
same proposed message was enclosed with
both. Apparently, assuming that both mem-
orandums concerned the same subject and
that the latter was, therefore, unnecessary,
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this second memorandum was returned with-
out action to The Surgeon General on Octo=
ber 13, 1953, by memorandum prepared by
Lieutenant Colonel Hyde and signed by Colo-
nel Wansboro. However, reappointment ac-
tion by The Adjutant General, as proposed by
this second memorandum, was authorized by
Lieutenant Colonel Hyde in conversation
with Lt. Col. B. E. Babcock, Office of The
Adjutant General, at the time the initial list
of persons eligible for reappointment was
received from The Surgeon General by The
Adjutant General.

From their qualification records, Maj.
James F. Dolson, MSC, Special Projects
Branch, Personnel Division, Office of the
Surgeon General, prepared a list of 538 med-
jeal officers, 125 dental officers, and 18 vet-
erinary officers considered to be entitled to
reappointment under criteria as changed by
Public Law 84, 83d Congress, and the De-
partment of Defense directive referred to
above. Upon completion of this list, ap-
plicable portions were transmitted to the
Medical, Dental, and Veterinary Corps ca-
reer management sections, Office of the Sur-
geon General, for verification. On October
14, 1953, the reassambled list was transmitted
to The Adjutant General by memorandum
prepared by Major McEKenzie and signed by
Col. H. W. Glattley, Medical Corps, Chief,
Personnel Division, Office of the Surgeon
General, recommending reappointment of
the officers listed thereon to the grades indi-
cated. The name of Peress was on that
list.

All plans to screen personnel records for
material, other than that relating to med-
ical professional qualifications, which is a
primary responsibility of a promotion board,
and to coordinate lists through security
channels were abandoned in the Department
of the Army following receipt of the DOD
directive which was interpreted by Army
officials to preclude consideration of anything
other than medical professional qualifica-
tions. Neither Major Dolson nor anyone else
in the Special Projects Branch, Personnel
Division, Office of the Surgeon General, had
knowledge of the derogatory information
which had been developed on Peress, This
information was, however, available in an-
other branch of the Office of the Surgeon
General and would undoubtedly have been
discovered had normal promotion screening
procedures and safeguards been employed
in this group readjustment of rank.

Meanwhile, at the Intelligence Branch at
Camp Kilmer, Lt. Col. C. T. Brown ad-
dressed a memorandum to the command-
ing general, Brig. Gen. Ralph W. Zwicker,
concerning the case. This memorandum,
dated October 21, 1953, related that Peress
was denled access to classified material;
that the post dental surgeon had been ad-
vised; that Peress had requested that a
determination be made of his eligibility
under Public Law 84, 83d Congress, for pro-
motion to major; that the post adjutant
general had been advised of this request;
and it Included a recommendation that a
letter be sent to First Army requesting im-
mediate action to relieve Peress from active
duty.

On October 21, 19563, also, General Zwicker
sent a letter to the commanding general,
First Army, Lt. Gen. W. A. Burress. The
letter contalned a summary of the deroga-
tory information on Peress, related pre-
vious recommendations to relleve Peress,
and concluded that his retention was clearly
not consistent with the interests of na-
tional security. The recommendation for
relief was reiterated by General Zwicker.

On October 23, 1953, The Adjutant General
issued a letter of appointment in the grade
of major to Peress. This letter was addressed
through the Commanding General, First
Army, to Peress at Camp Kilmer, N. J.,
and was signed by Maj. James E. Harris for
Maj. Gen. Willilam E. Bergin, The Adjutant
General. The letter enclosed an oath-of-
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office form for execution and return by
Peress. First Army forwarded these docu-
ments by separate letter on October 29, 1953,
to the Commanding Officer, United States
Army Hospital, Camp Kilmer, for necessary
action.

On October 27, 1953, in the Department
of the Army in Washington, the interrogatory
completed by Peress on August 25, 1953, was
incorporated in the file of Peress in the Dis-
position Section of the Intelligence Division.
Two days later this Section started action
leading to preparation of a summary of the
Peress file to be used by the Personnel Divi-
sion of the Army Staff,

Peress executed the oath of office as major
on November 2, 1953. The oath was admin-
istered by Maj. Herbert F. Bordeau, MSC,
Chief, Personnel Division, Headquarters,
United States Army Hospital, Camp Kilmer,
This oath of office was returned to First
Army through the Commanding General,
Camp Kilmer, that same date and forwarded
to The Adjutant General by First Army on
November 19, 1853. (It should be noted that
Peress’ reappointment to major was con-
tained In the group readjustment of rank
and was completely independent of his letter
request of September 9, 1953, for such
action.)

On November 3, 1953, General Burress
visited Camp Kilmer, where General Zwicker
again brought up the matter of Peress and
informed him of Peress’ reappointment to
major on orders from Washington and op-
posed this action. General Burress imme-
diately telephoned his Chief of Staff, Maj.
Gen. John B. Murphy, requesting him to look
into Peress' reappointment right away.

On the same day General Murphy talked
with Col. C. O. Brunner, Chief of Staff, at
Camp Kilmer, to discuss the matter. Gen-
eral Murphy stated he would draft a letter
to Washington for signature by General
Burress.

General Murphy also had Col. D. H. Smith,
Personnel Division, First Army, telephone
the Personnel Division, Department of the
Army, on this matter on November 3, 1953.

Colonel Smith asked the reasons for Peress’
reappointment as major in the face of three
recommendations for separation, and was ad-
vised by Lt. Col. B. E. Babcock, Reserve
Branch, Office of The Adjutant General, that
the reappointment was authorized by the
Department of Defense directive. Colonel
Smith was then referred to Major Dolson,
Office of the Surgeon General, who informed
him that the reappointment was an adminis-
trative adjustment of rank based solely on
years of professional experience, but that
other material on file would have been con-
sidered had the Department of Defense per-
mitted a board of officers to pass on the
reappointments.

Algo, late on November 3, 1953, General
Zwicker again wrote General Burress and
discussed the Peress case among other things.

A personal letter dated November 6, 1953,
was sent by General Burress to the Vice
Chief of Stafl in Washington, Gen. Charles L.
Bolte. An outline of the actions taken in
the case in First Army was set forth in the
letter. This letter noted that Peress’ grade
readjustment had been handled in personnel
channels and without knowledge of intelli-
gence personnel. The following paragraph
taken from that letter expressed the views of
General Burress in this matter:

“I have taken the liberty of writing to
you personally about this case, believing that
you should know about it in view of its
obvious implications. It also seems to me
that this order for adjustment of grace
should be revoked if it is possible to do so,
and that Peress should be separated from the
Army as soon as this can be accomplished.”

On November 10, 19563, General Bolte sent
the letter from General Burress to the per-
sonnel branch of the Army staff for neces-
sary action in conjunction with the stafl
intelligence branch.
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On November 13, 1953, a special summary
of the case, which had been prepared in the
Intelligence Division of the Department of
the Army, was sent to the Personnel Division
at request of the latter.

On November 18, 1953, the recommenda-
tions of the Intelligence Division for elimi-
nation and termination of Peress' commis-
sion were sent to the Personnel Division. In
the latter branch on the same day the case
was sent to The Adjutant General for re-
ferral to the Army Personnel Board. The
case, as forwarded, had been prepared by
Lt. Col. George B. Moore. It was sent over
the signature of Col. Gerald G. Epley, Chief,
Personnel Actions Branch.

The Army Personnel Board was established
as an advisory board on personnel matters
within the Office of the Secretary of the
Army. The membership is composed of gen-
eral officers with long experience in the han-
dling of personnel matters. The case was
referred to this Board for conslderation and
recommendation as to whether:

1. Peress should be designated substand-
ard and relieved from active duty with the
first increment of the involuntary-release
program, or

2. Released with later increments of the
invcluntary-release program, or

3. Eliminated through proceedings before
8 board of inquiry, or

4. Retained on active duty.

Attention of the board was invited to the
fact that Peress was a possible security
risk and that First Army and the Surgeon
General had recommended his removal from
the service.

On November 20, 1853, the recorder of
the board, Lt. Col. Lowell L. Forbes, pre-
sented the case to the board. The board
members were:

Maj. Gen. Miller B. White, president.

Maj. Gen. Danlel B. Strickler.

Brig. Gen. Frank C. McConnell.

Colonel Forbes suggested the action num-
bered 1, above, as “best of alternative actions
(gets him out soonest)” with his “commis-
sion automatically terminated by law." It
was his opinion that “in no event should he
(Peress) remain on active duty longer than
necessary.”

The Army Personnel Board concurred with
this suggestion. It considered action by
a board of inquiry to be time consuming
and expensive. The Army Personnel Board
recommended relief from active duty under
the involuntary-release program with con-
current termination of Peress’ Reserve com-
mission without board action. The case was
returned to the Personnel Division of the
Army staff by Lieutenant Colonel Forbes
on November 23, 1953.

On November 25, 1953, Lieutenant Colonel
Moore, of the Personnel Divislon, prepared
a memorandum to the Chief of Staff of
the Army on the case stating that “deter-
mination was made to relieve Peress from
active duty after completion of 12 months’
service under the involuntary-release pro-
gram since after that length of service his
commission may be revoked as a special
registrant, (doctor draft) under section 4,
Universal Military Training and Service Act,
as amended.” This memorandum had at-
tached a reply to General Burress' letter of
November 6, 1953, for signature of General
Bolte. The memorandum was signed by Maj.
Gen. Robert N. Young, Chief, Personnel Divi-
sion, Army General Staff.

On December 4, 1953, the Personnel Di-
vision was advised that the D:cputy Chief
of Staff (Operations and Administration),
Lt. Gen. Walter L. Weible desired that the
following material be sent to him on the
case:

“1. File of subject officer and the recom-
mendations of the Army Personnel Board te
forwarded with this case.

2. Include with the case coples and Forms
98, 98a, and DD Form 393, and mark the
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area that subject officer claimed constitu-
tional privileges.

8. Include present DA policy and DD poli-
¢y to cover cases of this sort.”

On December 12, 1953, a memorandum for-
warded the requested material to General
Weible. The memorandum repeated the rec-
ommendation in the November 25, 1953,
memorandum and was prepared by Lieu-
tenant Colonel Moore of the Personnel Di-
vision and signed by Brig. Gen. Herbert B.
Powell, deputy to Maj. Gen. Robert N. Young.
This memorandum was concurred in by Maj.
W. R. Buelow, Intelligence Division, Depart-
ment of the Army.

Upon reviewing the case once more Gen.
Welble was of the opinion that in view of
the nature of the case he required additional
verification of the legality of the proposed
course of action as recommended. Accord-
ingly, the file was sent by him to the Office
of the Judge Advocate General on Decem-
ber 21, 1953, for examination and return by
December 23, 1953.

Under date of December 23, 1953, concur-
rence for the Judge Advocate General was
given by Col. Stanley W. Jones and the file
was sent to General Weible for the third time
with no changes in the original recommenda-
tions of November 25, 1953.

Another review of the case and of the staff
recommendations by General Weible at this
time caused him to pass the case with his
approval of those recommendations. On De-
cember 30, 1953, the action recommended was
approved by the Vice Chief of Staff, Gen.
Charles L. Bolte. On the next day General
Bolte addressed a personal letter to Lieu-
tenant General Burress, commanding gen-
eral, Pirst Army, to inform him that Peress
would be relieved from active duty under the
Involuntary Release Program as “the most
expeditious appropriate means of returning
Major Peress to clvilian status.”

DD Form 300, executed by Peress, was not
in the file being reviewed by the officials
considering the most appropriate means of
effectuating Peress’ separation from the
service. Having served their initial purpose
in connection with his appointment in Octo-
ber 1952, the three copies of the DD Form
300 were distributed by First Army in accord-
ance with applicable regulations—one copy
was returned to the Local Draft Board, For-
est Hills, L, I, N. Y.; one copy was sent to
The Adjutant General for transmittal to the
Surgeon General; and one copy was retained
in First Army. In accordance with the then
established procedures the copy furnished to
the Department of the Army was retained
in the Office of the Surgeon General and was
not returned for inclusion in the official per-
sonnel file of Peress, which was maintained
by The Adjutant General, until after he was
discharged. (On April 2, 1054, the pro-
cedures were changed to require that, upon
completion of review of the DD Form 390,
the Surgeon General would return the form
to The Adjutant General for incorporation
in the official personnel file of the individual
to whom it pertains. The procedures were
also subsequently changed on August 9, 1954,
to eliminate the referral to the Surgeon
General for review. Upon recelpt by the De-
partment of the Army the form is now placed
immediately in the officer’s official personnel
file.)

By letter of January 6, 1954, which was
signed by Capt. Albert Robichaud for Lt. Col.
Ronald ¥F. Thomas, Counter Intelligence
Division, First Army, Brigadler General
Zwicker was informed of the content of Gen-
eral Bolte's letter of December 31, 1953, to
General Burress.

In a memorandum dated January 11, 1054,
which was prepared by Lt. Col. G. B. Moore
and signed by Lt. Col. Arthur W. Allen for
Col. Gerald G. Eply, of the Personnel Divi~
sion, The Adjutant General was directed to
take the necessary action to:

(1) "Relieve from active duty Ma]. Irving
Peress, 01893643, DC, upon completion of 12
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months' active military service, granting of-
flicer up to 90 days’ notice if he so desires.”

(2) “Discharge Major Peress from his
commission under the provisions of section
4 (b), Public Law 84, 83d Congress, as
amended’”; and

(3) “Ensure that Major Peress (a) is not

permitted to retain his commission at the
transfer point at his request and (b) that he
is never recommissioned.”
These instructions were in accordance with
the recommendations of the Army Personnel
Board and the December 30, 1953, decision
of the Vice Chief of Staff, General Bolte.

The authority for granting Peress up to 90
days notice of his separation is contained in
a Department of the Army letter to all major
commanders, dated September 11, 1953, sub-
ject “Involuntary relief from Active Duty
of Non-Regular Officers,” which states in
part:

“Orders directing separation will provide
for relief from active duty 90 days following
notification unless the individual concerned
requests an earlier release date.”

In compliance with the foregoing instruc-
tion, The Adjutant General by letter of Jan-
uary 18, 1954, signed by CWO R. C. Mec-
Danlel, directed First Army to relieve Peress
from active duty and honorably discharge
him from the Army at the earliest practi-
cable date. Applicable portions of the letter
are quoted as follows:

“1. It is desired that Maj. Irving Peress,
01893643, DC, be relieved from active duty
and honorably discharged from the Army at
the earliest practicable date depending on
officer’s desires, but in any event not later
than 90 days from date of receipt of this
letter. = *= *

“4, All commissions held by him will be
terminated on effective date of discharge
and he will not be tendered a reappointment
in the USAR except by authority of the
Department of the Army. * * *

*56. Officer will not be separated prior to
determination that he is physically qualified
for separation by your headquarters. A
prompt report will be made to this office in
the event action cannot be taken without
undue delay.”

By letter of January 21, 1954, signed by Lt.
Col. J. G. Basbas, First Army directed Camp
Kilmer to comply with these instructions.

On January 21 or 22, 1954, Mr. Anastos, an
investigator from the McCarthy subcom-
mittee stafl called Brigadier General Zwicker
and sald that he understood that there was
a major at Camp Kilmer who was under in-
vestigation and that he, Anastos, would like
his name. General Zwicker returned the
call and contacting Mr. Anastos stated that
he believed the name of the person to whom
Anastos referred in his call is Major Peress.
On January 23, 1954, General Zwicker again
called Mr. Anastos and told him that he had
just received a Department of the Army or-
der, dated January 18, 1854, directlng the
separation of Major Peress.

Major Peress signed a statement on Janu-
ary 25, 1954, acknowledging receipt of the
notice of his release from active duty and
electing to be released on March 31, 1954,

On January 28, 1954, Mr. John Adams,
Department Counselor, Department of the
Army, received a request from a staff mem-
ber of the Senate Subcommittee on Investi-
gations that he arrange for the appearance
of Peress before that subcommittee in New
York on January 30, 1954. Mr. Adams states
that he was of the opinion at that time that
Peress had already been discharged until
he learned that day for the first time of the
90-day election period.

Mr. Adams states that he had been called
at hls home on January 3, 1954, by Mr. Roy
Cohn of the staflf of the MeCarthy subcom-
mittee; that Mr. Cohn informed Mr. Adams
that the subcommittee had some derogatory
informration on a doctor or dentist who was
a major at Camp Kilmer and that the next
day Mr. Adams sent a memorandum con-

177

cerning that call to the Chief of the Intelll-
gence Division, Maj. Gen. Arthur G. Trudeau.
General Trudeau later that day advised Mr.
Adams that the officer undoubtedly was
Peress whose discharge had been directed
and was about to be processed. Mr. Adams
states that he furnished this advice to Mr.
Cohn within a few days without revealing
Peress' name.

Mr. Adams states that since he had been
informed on January 4, that Peress was to be
discharged as a possible security risk he felt
the Army should have been rid of him as
soon as possible. Accordingly, about noon-
time on January 28, 1954, he requested G-2
to secure information as to whether Peress
had been discharged and, if not, whether he
could be discharged by January 29, 1954. Mr.
Adams stated that it was his thought to have
Peress in civillan status if possible when
appearing before the McCarthy subcommittee
on January 30, 1954,

Mr. Adams stated that he learned that
Peress had not been discharged. He also
stated that when he learned that day for
the first time of the 90-days election period
granted by the September 11, 1953, Depart-
ment of the Army letter, upon being in-
formed that Peress had selected March 31,
1954, as his discharge date, he dropped his
efforts to accomplish Peress’ separation prior
to Peress' appearance before the subcom-
mittee.

At 4 p. m. on January 28, 1954, Mr. Adams
relayed the request for the appearance of
Peress to General Zwicker at Camp Kilmer
by telephone. General Zwicker notified
Peress at 8:15 a. m. on January 29 of the
request. Also at that time General Zwicker
granted Peress permission to wear civilian
clothes and be absent from duty on January
30, 1954,

Peress appeared before the McCarthy sub-
committee in New York City on January 30,
1954, in accordance with the request made
upon Mr. Adams.

On February 1, 1854, during the morning
Peress requested that the date of his elec-
tion for relief from active duty be changed
from March 31, 1954, to provide for an im-
mediate discharge. This was explicitly au-
thorized by regulations.

General Zwicker at approximately 9:30
a. m. on February 1, 1954, telephoned Maj.
Gen. John B. Murphy, Chief of Staff, First
Army, in New York to inform him of this
request. He advised General Murphy that,
in consonance with the decision of the De-
partment of the Army to release Peress as
soon as possible, he had informed Peress that
his discharge would be effected by 2 p. m.,
February 2, 1954.

Lieutenant Colonel Moore, Personnel Di-
vision, Department of the Army, called Col.
Donald H. Smith, Chief, Personnel Division,
First Army, in the morning of February 1,
1954, to learn the status of Peress’ discharge,
Brig. Gen. H. B, Powell, Deputy Chief, Per=-
sonnel Division, Department of the Army,
believes that this call was directed by him.
While General Powell is not certain it is his
impression that this information was fur-
nished to Mr. Adams.

Later that morning Colonel Smith called
Lieutenant Colonel Moore in Washington to
tell him that he had since learned that Peress
had requested an immediate release at Camp
Kilmer and was scheduled for release by 2
p. m. the next day, February 2, 1954. Col-
onel Smith stated that General Zwicker had
called General Murphy at 9:30 that morning
on the matter. He also told Lieutenant Col-
onel Moore that Peress’ separation had been
recommended by First Army long before
the grade adjustment of Peress had been
effected.

In the afternoon of February 1, 1954, Col.
C. O. Bruce, Military Assistant to the Secre-
tary of the Army, received a telephone call
from the office of Senator JosgrH R. Mc-
CarTHY. The colonel was informed that a
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letter to the Secretary of the Army was being
sent to his office by messenger and that the
contents of the letter were being released to
the press services.

Some time after 4 p. m., Colonel Bruce re=
ceived the letter, He took it to the office of
Mr. Adams, the Department Counselor, be-
tween 4:30 and 5:10 p. m.

At or about 5:10 p. m. Mr, Adams took the
Senator’s letter to the Deputy Chief of Staff
for Operations and Administration, Lieuten-
ant General Weible. There were extended
discussions between General Weible and Mr.
Adams in the evening of February 1 during
which General Weible learned of the pend=-
ing discharge date of February 2, 1954, for
Peress.

General Weible having handled the mat-
ter previously and having directed staff ac-
tion to insure that the recommended dis-
charge was the proper course, requested in-
formation that evening on (1) whether
there was any new evidence to be consid-
ered; and (2) whether there was any evi-
dence available to support the inferences
contained in Senator MCCARTHY's letter as
to possible subversive activities by Peress at
Camp Kilmer,

During a conference between General Wei-
ble and Mr. Adams a conclusion was reached
that the answers to both these inquiries
were in the negative. Accordingly, there ex-
isted no basis for reconsideration of the
case. General Weible, therefore, with Mr.
Adams concurring, decided to adhere to the
previously approved staffl course of actlon,
i. e., get Peress out of the service as expedi-
tiously as possible.

On February 2, 1954, at 2 p. m., Peress was
given an honorable discharge and his com-
mission in the Army Reserve was irrevoca-
bly terminated. The discharge document
given Dr. Peress at Camp Kilmer, N. J., in ac-
cordance with Department of the Army in-
structions of January 18, 1954, was signed
by Maj. John J. McManus.
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A, John Adams: Mr. Adams has completed
over 3 years of active military service and 16
years of nonactive service; is a graduate of
the Command and General Staff School; has
been awarded the Bronze Star Medal; served
in North Africa, the Mediterranean, and
Europe during World War II; was relieved
from active duty in January 1946 as a major,
and was promoted to the grade of lleutenant
colonel USAR in August of 1950; he was
chief clerk of the Senate Armed Services
Committee during the B80th Congress and
acted as deputy general counsel of the De-
partment of Defense prior to assuming his
current duties as Department counselor.

B. Lt. Col. Arthur W. Allen: Lieutenant
Colonel Allen has completed over 15 years of
active military service, is a graduate of the
United States Military Academy, the Com-
mand and General Staff School, the Armored
Officers’ Advanced Course, and the Armed
Forces Staff College; has been awarded the
Legion of Merit and the Brongze Star Medal
with one Oak Leaf Cluster; served in Europe
during World War II; and has a top secret
security clearance.

C. Maj. James D. Anders: Major Anders
has completed over 11 years of active mili-
tary service; is a graduate of the Advanced
Infantry Officers’ Course and the Strategic
Intelligence School; has been awarded the
Silver Star Medal and the Bronze Star Medal;
served in the Mediterranean theater during
World War II; and has a top secret security
clearance.

D. Lt. Col. Bernard E. Babcock: Lieuten-
ant Colonel Babcock has completed over 14
years of active military service; is a graduate
of the Command and General Staff College;
has been awarded the Legion of Merit and
the Bronze Star Medal; served in the Far
East during World War II and the Korean
emergency; and has a top secret security
clearance.

E. Lt. Col. James G. Basbas: Lieutenant
Colonel Basbas has completed over 27 years
of active military service; has the educa-
tional equivalent to the Adjutant Gen-
eral's School Advanced Course and to
the Command and General Staffl School; has
been awarded the Bronze Star Medal with
one Oak Leaf Cluster and the Commenda-
tion Ribbon with Metal Pendant; served in
the Middle East and in Europe during World
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War IT and in Korea during the hostilities
there; and has a top secret security clearance.

F. Capt. Einar Berge: Captain Berge has
completed over 8 years of active military serv-
ice; has been awarded the Bronze Star Medal;
served in Korea during the recent hostilities
there; and has a top secret security clear-
ance.

G. Maj. Gen. Willlam E. Bergin: Major Gen-
eral Bergin had completed over 36 years of
active military service at the time of his re-
tirement on May 31, 1954; is a graduate of the
Command and General Staff School and has
the additional equivalent to the Natlonal
War College; has been awarded the Distin-
guished Service Medal, the Legion of Merit,
and the Commendation Ribbon with Metal
Pendant; served in the China-Burma-India
theater during World War II; and had a top
secret security clearance at the time of his
retirement.

H. Gen. Charles L. Bolte: General Bolte
has completed over 37 years of active mili-
tary service; is a graduate of the Command
and General Staff School and the Army War
College; has been awarded the Distinguished
Service Medal, the Silver Star for gallantry
in action near Bologna, Italy, on April 20,
1945, the Legion of Merit, and the Purple
Heart; commanded the 34th Infantry Divi-
sion in Italy, the unit which cracked the
historiec Gothic line of the German defense
in September 1944; and has a top secret se-
curlty clearance.

I. Maj. Herbert F. Bordeau: Major Bordeau
has completed over 15 years of active military
service and 10 years of nonactive service;
was promoted to the grade of lieutenant
colonel on November 16, 1954; served in Eu-
rope during World War II and in the Far
East during the first year of the Korean con-
flict; and has a secret security clearance.

J. Maj. Arthur E. Britt: Major Britt has
completed over 13 years of active service; is
a graduate of the Advanced Officers’ Course,
Medical Field Service School; has been
awarded the Bronze Star Medal with Oak
Leaf Cluster; served in the European Theater
during World War II; and has a top secret
security clearance.

K. Lt. Col. Chester T. Brown: Lieutenant
Colonel Brown has completed over 18 years
of active military service and 14 years of non-
active service; is a graduate of the Command
and General Staff School; has been awarded
the Bronze Star Medal; served in Europe
during World War II and in Korea during the
hostilities there; and has a top secret se-
curity clearance,

L. Col. Charles O. Bruce: Colonel Bruce
has completed over 18 years of active military
service; is a graduate of the Medical Field
Service School; has been awarded the Legion
of Merit, and the Commendation Ribbon with
Metal Pendant; served in the Mediterranean
and European theaters of operations during
World War II; and has a top secret security
clearance,

M. Col. Clarence O, Brunner: Colonel
Brunner has completed over 20 years of active
military service and 7 years of nonactive
service; has been awarded the Legion of Merit
with Oak Leaf Cluster, the Bronze Star Medal
with 2 Oak Leaf Clusters, and the Com-
mendation Ribbon with Metal Pendant;
served in Europe during World War II and in
Korea during the hostilities there; and has
a top secret securlty clearance.

N. Maj. Wallace R. Buelow: Major Buelow
has completed over 12 years of active mili-
tary service, is a graduate of the Command
and General Stafl College, has been awarded
the Bronze Star Medal, served in Europe dur-
ing World War II, and has a top secret secu-
rity clearance.

O. Lt. Gen. Withers A. Burress: Lieu-
tenant General Burress has completed over
37 years of active military service; is a grad-
uate of the Command and General Staff
School and the Army War College; was
awarded the Distinguished Service Medal for
service as commanding general of the 100th
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Infantry Division in Europe during World

War IT; the Silver Star for gallantry in action -

near Neckargartach, Germany, on April 5,
1945, the Legion of Merit, and the Bronze
Star Medal with Oak Leaf Cluster; and has a
top secret security clearance.

P. Brig. Gen. Egbert W. Cowan: Brigadier
General Cowan has completed over 36 years
of active military service at the time of his
retirement in May of 1854; he served In the
Mediterranean and North African theaters
during World War II; he had a top secret
security clearance prior to his retirement.

Q. Lt. Col. Clifton J. Crumm: Lieutenant
Colonel Crumm has completed over 27 years
of active military service; is a graduate of
the Command and General Staff School; and
has a top secret security clearance.

R. Col. Coy L. Curtis: Colonel Curtis has
completed over 17 years of active military
service; is a graduate of the United States
Military Academy, Command and General
Staff College, and the Armed Forces Stafl
College; has been awarded the Silver Star,
the Bronze Star Medal, and the Commenda-
tion Ribbon with Metal Pendant; served in
the European theater of operations during
World War II; and has a top secret security
clearance.

8. Maj. James F. Dolson: Major Dolson has
completed over T years of active military
service and 4 years of nonactive service; has
been awarded the Bronze Star Medal, served
in the Pacific during World War II and in
Korea during the recent hostilities there; and
has a top secret securlty clearance.

T. Capt. Ludwig Dude: Captain Dude has
completed over 14 years of active military
service; is a graduate of the Counterintel-
ligence Corps School; and has a top secret
security clearance.

U. Col. Gerald G. Epley: Colonel Epley
has completed over 22 years of active mill-
tary service; is a graduate of the United
States Military Academy, the Infantry
School, the Command and General Staff
School, and the Army War College; has been
awarded the Legion of Merlt, the Bronze
Star Medal for valor, and the Commenda-
tion Ribbon with Metal Pendant; served in
the Far East following World War II and in
Eorea during the hostilities there; and has
a top secret security clearance.

V. Lt. Col. Lowell L. Forbes: Lieutenant
Colonel Forbes had completed over 13 years
of active military service and 9 years of non-
active service at the time of his retirement
on January 31, 1954; he served in the south-
west Paclfic during World War II; and he
had a top secret security clearance up to
the time of his retirement.

W. 1st Lt. Alfred M. Gade: First Lieuten-
ant Gade has completed over 9 years of
active military service and 2 years of non-
active service, was promoted to the grade
of captain in September 1954, served in the
CBI during World War II, and has a secret
security clearance.

X. Col. Harold W. Glattley: Colonel Glat~
tley has completed over 28 years of active
military service; has the educational equiva-
lent to graduation from the Armed Forces
Stafl College; has been awarded the Silver
Star with one Oak Leaf Cluster, the Legion
of Merit, the Bronze Star Medal, and the
Commendation Ribbon with Metal Pend-
ant; was surgeon of the United States Forces
or Bataan, Philippine Islancs, at the time
of the fall of the Philippines; was a prisoner
of war of the Japanese during which time
he was a leading United States surgeon in
various prisoner of war camps; and has a
top secret security clearance,

Y. Maj. James E. Harrls: Major Harris had
completed over 256 years of military service
prior to his retirement on August 31, 1954;
he had been awarded the Commendation
Ribbon with Metal Pendant; he served in
the European Theater during World War II
and in the Far East during the recent hos-
tilities in Eorea; and he had a top secret
clearance prior to his retirement.
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Z. Lt. Col. Gunnar H. Hage: Lieutenant
Colonel Hage has completed over 14 years of
active military service; is a graduate of the
Command and General Staff School and of
the Armed Forces Stafl College; has been
awarded the Bronze Star Medal and the
Commendation Ribbon with Metal Pendant;
served in Korea during the recent hostilities
there; and has a top secret security clear-
ance.

AA. Lt. Col. Emery E. Hyde: Lieutenant
Colonel Hyde has over 12 years of active mili-
tary service and 11 years of nonactive serv-
ice; is a graduate of the Armed Forces Staff
College; served in the North African and
Mediterranean Theater Campaigns during
World War II; and has a top secret security
clearance.

EB. Col. Wendell G. Johnson: Colonel
Johnson had completed over 31 years of ac-
tive military service at the time of his retire-
ment on September 30, 1954, he is a graduate
of the United States Military Academy and
the Command and General Staff School; he
had been awarded the Legion of Merit with
one Oak Leaf Cluster; served as military at-
taché in Cuba and in Spain during World
War II; and he had up until the time of his
retirement a top secret security clearance.

CC. Col. Stanley W. Jones: Colonel Jones
has completed over 35 years of active mili-
tary service; is a graduate of the United
States Military Academy; has been awarded
the Legion of Merit, the Bronze Star Medal,
and the Commendation Ribbon with Metal
Pendant with Oak Leaf Cluster; served as
Judge Advocate of the Ninth Army in
Europe during World War II; was promoted
to Brigadier General on October 5, 1954;
and has a top secret security clearance.

DD. Maj. Curtis R. Kirkland: Major Kirk-
land had completed over 16 years of active
military service at the time of his separation
on April 2, 1954; served in the Southwest
Pacific during World War II, had been
awarded the Bronze Star Medal with one
Oak Leaf Cluster; and had a top secret
security clearance during the time of his
handling of the Peress case.

EE. CWO Joseph T. LaMarca: Chief War-
rant Officer LaMarca has completed over 14
years of military service; served in North
Africa and Europe during World War II; was
relieved from active duty on August 31, 1954,
and reenlisted as a Master Sergeant on Sep-
tember 1, 1954; and has a top secret security
clearance.

FF. Col. Ruluff F. Leverich: Colonel Lever-
ich has completed over 13 years of active
military service and 11 years on nonactive
duty; has been awarded the Commendation
Ribbon with Metal Pendant; served in the
Far East during the EKorean hostilities; and
has a secret security clearance.

GG. Col. Samuel R. Lewis: Colonel Lewis
has completed over 24 years of active military
service and has been awarded the Commen-
dation Ribbon with Metal Pendant, with one
Oak Leaf Cluster; served in Europe during
World War II; and has a top secret security
clearance.

HH. Capt. Charles A. Lyon: Captain Lyon
has completed over 26 years of active mili-
tary service, was promoted to the grade of
major in April 1953, and was released from
active duty on February 1, 1954. He is now
serving as a master sergeant at the Presidio
of San Francisco, Calif.; and has a secret
security clearance.

II. Brig. Gen. Frank C. McConnell: Briga-
dier General McConnell has completed over
32 years of active military service; Is a grad-
uate of the Command and General Staff
School; has been awarded the Legion of
Merit with Oak Leaf Cluster, the Bronze Star
Medal, and the Air Medal; served in the
Southwest Pacific during World War II and
in the Far East during the Korean emer-
gency; was designated as a principal dele-
gate to the United MNations Command Armi-
stice Delegation in Korea in 1952; and has a
top secret security clearance.
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JJ. CWO Robert C. McDaniel: Chief War-
rant Officer McDaniel has completed over 13
years of active military service; has been
awarded the Commendation Ribbon with
Metal Pendant; and has a top secret secu-
rity clearance.

EK. Maj. Vernon McEenzle: Major Me-
Eenzie has completed over 13 years of active
military service; served in the India-Burma
theater during World War II; and has a top
secret security clearance.

LL. Maj. John J. McManus: Major Mec-
Manus had completed over 11 years of active
military service and 14 years of nonactive
duty at the time of his release from active
duty on November 4, 1954; had been awarded
the Bronze Star Medal; served in the Far
East Command during World War IT and in
Eorea during the recent hostilities there;
had a secret clearance up until the time of
his relief from active duty.

MM. Capt. Charles F. Maxwell: Captain
Maxwell has completed over 12 years of ac-
tive military service; is a graduate of the
Counter Intelligence Corps School and the
Provost Marshal General's School; was pro-
moted to the grade of major on April 17,
1953; served in the India-Burma theater
during World War II; and has a top secret
security clearance.

NN. Lt. Col. Willlam P. Meredith: Lieu-
tenant Colonel Meredith has completed over
10 years of active military service and 9
years of nonactive service; is a graduate of
the Command and General Staff College and
the Strategic Intelligence School; has been
awarded the Bronze Star Medal; served in
the Far East during World War II; and has
a top secret security clearance.

0O0. Lt. Col. George B. Moore: Lieutenant
Colonel Moore has completed over 12 years of
active military service; is a graduate of the
United States Military Academy and the
Command and General Staff School; has been
awarded the Silver Star for gallantry in ac-
tion in Tunisia during 1943, the Bronze Star
Medal with 2 Oak Leaf Clusters for valor and
the Purple Heart; and has a top secret se-
curity clearance.

PP. Capt. Armand E. Moreda: Captain
Moreda has completed over 14 years of active
military service; has been awarded the
Bronze Star Medal; and has a top secret
security clearance.

QQ. Ma]. Gen. John B. Murphy: Major
General Murphy has completed over 36 years
of active military service; is a graduate of
the United States Military Academy, the
Command and General Staff School, and has
the educational equivalent to the National
War College; has been awarded the Silver
Star for gallantry in action at Bitche, France,
on December 16, 1944, the Legion of Merit, the
Bronze Star Medal with Oak Leaf Cluster,
and the Commendation Ribbon with Metal
Pendant; was promoted to the grade of
major general on November 6, 1953; and has
a top secret security clearance.

RR. Col. Willis A. Perry: Colonel Perry
has completed over 24 years of active mili-
tary service; is a graduate of the United
States Military Academy, the Command and
General Staff School, the National War Col-
lege; and has the educational equivalent to
the Armed Forces Stafl College; has been
awarded the Legion of Merit; and has a top
secret security clearance.

SS. Brig. Gen. Herbert B. Powell: Briga-
dier General Powell has completed over 28
years of active service; is a graduate of the
Command and General Staff School and the
National War College; has been awarded the
Distinguished Service Cross, the Silver Star,
the Legion of Merit with Oak Leaf Cluster,
the Bronze Star Medal with 2 Oak Leaf
Clusters, the Air Medal, the Commendation
Ribbon with Metal Pendant, and the Purple
Heart; served as Chief of Staff of one of
the Infantry Divisions in the European
theater during World War II and com-
manded the 17th Infantry Regiment in
Korea at the time that unit spearheaded the
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advance to the Manchurian Border becom-
ing the only United States unit to reach
the Yalu River; and has a top secret se=-
curity clearance, He was promoted to major
general on October 1, 1954.

TT. Col. Roger G. Prentiss, Jr.: Colonel
Prentiss has completed over 26 years of
active military service; has been awarded
the Legion of Merit; and has a top secret
security clearance.

UU. Maj. William O. Prettyman, Jr.: Major
Prettyman has completed over 13 years of
active military service; has the educational
equivalent to the Medical Field Service
School; served in Europe during World War
II; and has a top secret security clearance.

VV. Capt. Albert Robichaud: Captain
Robichaud has completed over 12 years of ac-
tive military service; is a graduate of the
Counter Intelligence Corps School; has been
awarded the Bronze Star Medal with one Oak
Leaf Cluster; served both in Europe and in
the China theater during World War II and
in the Far East during the Korean hostili-
ties; and has a top secret security clearance.

WW. Col. Donald H. Smith: Colonel Smith
has completed over 13 years of active mili-
tary service; Is a graduate of the Command
and General Stafl College; has been awarded
the Bronze Star Medal and the Purple Heart;
served in the Mediterranean theater during
World War II and in the Far East during the
Korean conflict; and has a top secret secu-
rity clearance.

XX. Maj. Gen. Daniel B. Strickler: Major
General Strickler has completed over 11 years
of active military service and 26 years of non-
active service; is a graduate of the Command
and General Staff School; has been awarded
the Silver Star with Oak Leaf Cluster, the
Legion of Merit, the Bronze Star Medal with
Oak Leaf Cluster for valor, and the Purple
Heart; served as a battalion and regimental
commander in Europe during World War II
and later commanded an infantry division
in Europe; and has a top secret security
clearance.

YY. Lt. Col. Ronald F. Thomas: Lieuten-
ant Colonel Thomas has completed over 14
years of active military service and 12 years
of nonactive service; is a graduate of the
Command and General Staff School and the
Counter Intelligence Corps School; has been
awarded the Bronze Star Medal; was a bat-
talion commander in Europe during World
War II; and has a top secret security clear-
ance.

ZZ. Ma). Gen. Arthur G. Trudeau: Major
General Trudeau has completed over 30 years
of active military service; is a graduate of
the United States Military Academy, the En-
gineer School, the Command and General
Staff School, and the Army War College, and
has the educational equivalent of the Com-
mand and General Staff College, the Armed
Forces Staff College, and the National War
College; has been awarded the Distinguished
Service Medal with one Oak Leaf Cluster,
the Silver Star Medal with one Oak Leaf
Cluster for gallantry in action on April 12,
19853, and July 8, 1953, near Sokkagae, Korea,
the Legion of Merit, the Bronze Star Medal,
the Air Medal and the Commendation Rib=-
bon with Metal Pendant; has served in the
Western Pacific during World War II and
as commanding general, 7Tth Infantry Divi-
sion in Korea during the recent hostilities
there; and has a top secret security clearance.

AAA, Col. O. Elliot Ursin: Colonel Ursin
has completed over 15 years of active military
service; 1s a graduate of the Command and
General Staff School; has been awarded the
Bronze Star Medal and the Commendation
Ribbon with Metal Pendant; served in the
Southwest Pacific during World War II; and
has a top secret security clearance.

BBB. Capt. Floyd E. Van Sickle, Jr.: Cap=
tain Van Sickle has completed over 14 years
of active military service, has been awarded
the Commendation Ribbon with Metal Pend-
ant, served in the Pacific Ocean area during
World War II, was promoted to the grade of
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major in May of 1953, and has a top secret

security clearance.

CCOC. 1st Lt. Willlam L. Vinette: First
Lieutenant Vinette has completed over 7
Yyears of active military service and 1 year of
nonactive service; iIs a graduate of The Adju-
tant General's advanced officers’ course; was
promoted to the grade of captaln on Sep-
tember 16, 1954; and has a secret security
clearance.

DDD. Capt. Howard Wagner: Captain Wag-
ner has completed over 15 years of military
service; has been awarded the Commenda-
tion Ribbon with Metal Pendant; served in
Europe during World War II; and has a top
secret security clearance.

EEE. Col. William P. Wansboro: Colonel
Wansboro has completed over 16 years of
active military service; is a graduate of the
United States Military Academy and the
Army War College; has been awarded the
Commendation Ribbon with Metal Pendant,
served in Europe during World War II; and
has a top secret security clearance,

FFF. Lt. Gen. Walter L. Weible: Lieutenant
General Weible has completed over 36 years of
active military service; is a graduate of the
Coast Artillery School, the Chemical Warfare
School, the Command and General Staff
SBchool, the Army War College, the Army In-
dustrial College, and has the educational
equivalent to the National War College; has
been awarded the Distinguished Service
Medal with one Oak Leaf Cluster, the Leglon
of Merit, the Bronze Star Medal, and the
Commendation Ribbon with Metal Pendant;
served in the Pacific during the last few
months of World War II and in the Far East
during the Eorean conflict; and has a top
secret security clearance.

GGG. Map. Gen. Miller B. White: Major
General White has completed over 18 years of
active military service and 15 years of nonac-
tive service; Is a graduate of the Command
and General Staff School; has been awarded
the Distinguished Service Medal with Oak
Leaf Cluster and the Purple Heart; served as
Director of Personnel, War Department Gen-
eral Staff, and also in the Mediterranean
theater during World War II; and has a top
secret security clearance.

HHH. Lt. Col. Eric E. Winn: Lieutenant
Colonel Winn had completed over 29 years
of active military service at the time of his
retirement on September 30, 1954; was a grad-
uate of the Counter Intelligence Corps School
and the Strategic Intelligence School; served
in Europe during World War II and in the
Far East during the latter part of the Eorean
conflict; and had a top secret security clear=
ance at the time of his retirement.

III. Maj. Gen. Robert N. Young: Major Gen-
eral Young has completed over 31 years of ac-
tive military service; is a graduate of the
Command and General Staff School and has
the educational equivalent to the National
War College; has been awarded the Distin-
guished Service Medal with one Oak Leaf
Cluster, the Silver Star for gallantry in action
in France on January 30, 1945, the Legion of
Merit, the Bronze Star Medal with one Oak
Leaf Cluster, and the Purple Heart; served
in Europe during World War II and com-
manded the 2d Infantry Division in Korea;
and has a top secret security clearance.

JJJ. Brig. Gen. Ralph W, Zwicker: Brigadier
General Zwicker has completed over 27 years
of active military service; he is a graduate of
the United States Military Academy, the Naval
War College, and the National War College;
he has been awarded the Silver Star for gal-
lantry in action on the coast of Normandy
on June 6, 1944, the Legion of Merit with
Oak Leaf Cluster, the Bronze Star Medal with
two Oak Leaf Clusters, and the Commenda-
tion Ribbon with Metal Pendant; he com-
manded an infantry regiment in combat dur-
ing World War II, and was later made chief
of staff of one of the infantry divisions in
Europe; and he has a top secret security
clearance.

January 10

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

Mr. SALTONSTALL, I yield to the
Senator from Texas.

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to congratulate
the Senator from Massachusetts for fi-
nally obtaining from the Army the
information he has submitted for the
REecorp. It was long overdue.

I also wish to thank the Senator from
Massachusetts for joining in the reso-
lution proposed by other Senators and
myself to complete the investigations of
this case and other cases of this nature
which are still pending.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I thank the
Senator from Texas for his statement.

ANIMADVERSIONS ON THE PRESI-
DENT AND THE VICE PRESIDENT

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, I trust
that my sense of humor will never for-
sake me in the new year. I made a res-
olution to that effect. I trust also that
I shall not lack restraint and violate a
rule of the Senate, and thus invite cen-
sure.

However, according to the morning
newspapers, certain Democratic Mem-
bers of a very distinguished legislative
body enjoyed a political feast of reason
and flow of wit on Sunday by assailing
the Vice President and scoffing at the
President’s popularity, and flexed their
vocal muscles for the front pages in the
days to come.

One of them is quoted as saying:
“We're not afraid of Eisenhower.”

Another is quoted as saying, “I went
after Eisenhower and my opponent.”

Still another remarked, “This is open
season on the Vice President,” and then
added, “We're not particularly afraid of
the Vice President.”

It is a little difficult for me to under=
stand whether this is a naive kind of im-
maturity speaking, whether it is uncon=
scious humor, or whether the cold-war
drums are already beating. It sounds as
if the happy slogan “I like Ike” is about
to be changed to “I fight Ike.”

Mr. President, the new theme song
seems to be, “Who's Afraid of the Big
Bad Wolf?"

The harmony which the President in-
vited is apparently becoming the music
of the spears—not spheres.

On the other hand, I remember, from
my examinations of Shakespeare’s Ju-
lius Caesar very long ago, the words:
“The fault, dear Brutus, is not in our
stars, but in ourselves, that we are un-
derlings.”

It may also be, in the words of that
old English poet Pope, that all discord
is “harmony not understood.”

May it be that way.

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
STENNIS in the chair) laid before the
Senate messages from the President of
the United States submitting sundry
nominations, which were referred to the
appropriate committees.

(For nominations this day received,
see the end of Senate proceedings.)
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AMENDMENT OF RULE RELATING
TO STANDING COMMITTEES OF
THE SENATE

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. President, I
suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for
the quorum call be rescinded.

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

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. President, on
behalf of the majority leader, the Sen-
ator from Texas [Mr. Jornson], and the
minority leader, the Senator from Cali-
fornia [Mr. KNowLAND], as acting ma-
jority leader I submit a resolution and
ask for its immediate consideration.

The resolution provides for the amend-
ment of Senate Resolution 14, which was
unanimously adopted by the Senate on
last Thursday. The resolution deals
with the size of committees during the
84th Congress and with the distribution
of third-committee assignments.

On last Thursday third-committee as-
signments for the minority party were
left at 3, when they should have been in-
creased to 5. The resolution of amend-
ment simply takes care of the oversight,
and provides that, while the distribution
between the majority and the minority
in the Senate shall be 49 to 47, the major-
ity party shall have 16 third-committee
assignments and the minority party 5.

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

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion (S. Res. 19) was read, considered,
and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That during the B84th Congress
rule XXV of the Standing Rules of the Sen-
ate, as amended by Senate Resolution 14,
84th Congress, agreed to January 6, 1955, is
further amended by striking out “three”,
where it first appears in section (4) (a) of
such rule. and inserting in lieu thereof
“five,"

PROPOSED COMMISSION ON PER-
SONNEL SECURITY—THE CASE OF
WOLF LADEJINSKY

Mr. HUMFHREY. Mr. President, it
had been my intention to introduce a
joint resolution today, which I had pre-
pared, having to do with a joint commis-
sion for the purpose of studying our per-
sonnel security program. I have pre-
pared a short statement on the subject,
which will explain the purpose I had in
mind, and also the reason for the delay
in the presentation of this particular leg-
islative proposal.

Mr. President, many of us are serious-
1y concerned with the present operations
of our Government’'s security program,
as it pertains to Federal personnel.

All of us put foremost the security of
our country and want the program to
fully serve that purpose, but believe, as
the President apparently does, that such
security can and must be achieved with
fairness and justice to Government em-
ployees. ,

The President has set forth his own
personal code of fair play on many oc-
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casions, and most recently emphasized
his pledge of fairness and respect for in-
dividual rights in his message to this
Congress. Our task now is to see that
such fair treatment of individuals is ex=
emplified by deed rather than word.

The most recent example of incon-
sistency and injustice under this pro-
gram is that of Wolf Ladejinsky, a vet-
eran career officer of our Government,
with an outstanding record of combat-
ting communism which is recognized by
leaders of both parties. The full back-
ground of this unfortunate case has been
publicly aired, and need not now be fully
reviewed. Yet the tragic fact remains
that even after supposedly full clear-
ance, a cloud hangs over this man, in
spite of the fact that he is being asked
to undertake a sensitive position in a
vital area of the world.

According to the FOA, the decision to
clear Mr. Ladejinsky was based on an
up-to-date review of all available in-
formation, which included a full back-
ground investigation by the FBI. Mr.
Ladejinsky is being given a very impor-
tant assignment in one of the crucial
and critical areas of the world, Vietnam.

Mr. President, I digress from my pre-
pared statement to say that in that par-
ticular area of the world we are in the
very important stages of the aftereffects
of a negotiated truce and agreement.
What develops there may very well indi-
cate to us what will develop in all south-
east Asia.

It is in Vietnam, or in Indonesia,
where the struggle between freedom and
communism is at white heat. Yet our
Foreign Operations Administration finds
Mr. Ladejinsky qualified in every degree
for this very sensitive assignment.

Despite this fact, the Secretary of
Agriculture persists in maintaining that
Mr. Ladejinsky is a security risk and
could not be cleared for employment in
the Department of Agriculture as an
agricultural attaché.

This is a preposterous, incredible, and
almost unbelievable example of cruel and
inhuman treatment of a fellow Ameri-
can. It is one thing for responsible of-
ficers of this Government to argue
privately their respective positions on an
important matter or case. It is an en-
tirely different thing, however, to have
an officer of the Government of Cabinet
rank persist in making charges against
a public servant who has given many
years of service to his country when oth-
er high officials and Government depart-
ments have publicly stated that the
public servant—in this case Mr, Ladejin-
sky—was cleared and was suitable for
responsible assignment.

The Ladejinsky case has gotten out
of hand. Mr. Ladejinsky is being perse-
cuted, he is being abused, and he is being
asked to take a very important assign-
ment in a critical area of the world
while a Cabinet officer of the Govern-
ment continues to harass him and ques-
tion his loyalty and fitness.

To be sure, this makes a mockery of
the President’s security program. It ex-
poses our Government before the whole
world as being one of confusion and con-
tradiction. It truly challenges the lead-
ership of the President as the Chief
Executive of this Nation.
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Either Mr. Ladejinsky is a good se=
curity risk or a poor one; he is either
loyal or disloyal; he is either competent
or incompetent, and we can no longer
tolerate having high officials of the ad-
ministration publicly making conflicting
charges and countercharges on this
matter,

Mr. President, I digress to point out
that the State Department cleared Mr.
Ladejinsky. The Foreign Operations
Administration cleared him. Both de-
partments hold him available for assign-
ment on sensitive projects. Does the
Department of Agriculture have some
information so supersecret that the se-
curity clearance of Mr. Ladejinsky in
the State Department, under Mr. Mec-
Leod, and the security clearance by the
Foreign Operations Administration, were
not sufficiently good, honorable, and
acceptable to the Department of Agri-
culture?

I think it would be well if our col-
leagues find out what is the secret which
the Department of Agriculture may
have.

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

Mr. HUMPHREY. Not at this mo-
ment. I shall yield to the Senator from
Vermont at the conclusion of my state-
ment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Minnesota declines to
yield at this time.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, the
real tragedy in this case is what is be-
ing done to a fellow human being,
Where is the humanity of this adminis-
tration? Where is the compassion, the
decency, and the morality of this ad-
ministration? Did not the President
tell us that the difference between com-
munism and democracy is essentially
one of how we treat people? I ask the
administration this question: How are
you treating Mr. Ladejinsky? When
will this man be confronted with the
charges against him, charges by a Cabi-
net officer who has continued to assail
his character and his fitness to serve
his Government? Where is the rule of
fair play in this case?

Frankly, the time has arrived for the
President of the United States to put his
official house in order. The rule of law
is giving way to the rule of stubhorn
men. High sounding pious phrases are
no substitute for straightforward honest
talk and explanation.

No person in Government is safe or
secure if this kind of capricious action
is permitted to continue. The entire
civil service of our Government is under
attack and being slowly undermined.

Mr. President, I wish to make it crys-
tal clear that I support a security pro-
gram. I believe in a most careful
serutiny in carrying out such a program.
I would say that if all departments of
Government had found Mr. Ladejinsky
a poor security risk, there would be no
argument. But the truth is that only
one department has found Mr. Ladejin-
sky to be a bad risk; two other depart-
ments have found him to be a good risk
and a good servant of the Government,
competent, fit, and available for a sensi-
tive assignment.
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The morale of Government workers
in key positions can no longer stand this
kind of confusion, contradiction, and
castigation.

If Mr. Benson really believes that Mr.
Ladejinsky is such a bad security risk,
then he should take his case to the White
House for a decision, because two of his
fellow Cabinet members have disagreed
with him.

The Ladejinsky case is now a top
priority subject of Presidential decision.
Apparently, according to the FOA and
the press dispatches, Mr. Ladejinsky has
been cleared with White House approval.
If this be true, then Mr. Benson should
either apologize or resign, because he is
in open conflict with his own Govern-
ment.

But the Ladejinsky case is but a sym-
bol of the flaws in our security program
that would ever let such a situation de-
velop. It is to the removal of such flaws
that we should direct our attention. It
is proper for the appropriate committees
of the Congress to act without delay
toward analyzing, studying, and expos-
ing such flagrant abuses and inconsist-
encies in our security program.

Mr. President, the security program is
important. It must not be played with,
and it must not be made to look as if it
has no continuity, consistency, or co-
herence.

But our responsibility goes behind
that. Confidence of the public must
be restored in both the effectiveness of
our security program, and its fairness.
It is very important that we emphasize
its fairness. To do that, the entire un-
fortunate situation that has developed
around our security program, including
attempts to use it as a political weapon,
must be lifted rbove the realm of poli-
tics, and above the realm of partisan bias
either on the part of the administration
or the majority party or the minority
party in the Congress.

It has been in a sincere attempt to
reach that high level that I have publicly
proposed a bipartisan commission on
personnel security, composed both of
people from within our Government and
distinguished citizens from outside the
Government in whom the American peo-
ple can have full confidence.

I appreciate the constructive inferest
that has been shown by a number of my
colleagues in this proposal. I am
pleased at the support that has been
voiced for it by Members of the Senate
and Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives. I have made it in good faith,
and I believe it to be in the best inter-
ests of the American people as a whole,
regardless of party.

My proposal is to get the entire ques-
tion on higher ground, because we are
talking about the security of our Nation
and we are talking about people. We
want both security and fairness, and
the program does not need to become the
plaything of anyone. Instead, it is the
solemn, hard duty, and responsibility of
all of us. Security is something that
cannot be lightly tampered with, nor
should the fundamental rights of indi-
viduals under our democratic processes,

Although it was my intention to in-
troduce today a joint resolution calling
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for the creation of such a Commission,
the widespread interest that has been
manifested in this proposal has led me
to defer such action pending further
consultation with leaders of all com-
mittees which might be concerned and
with other Senators on both sides of the
aisle who have expressed interest and
concern about this problem. I should
like to say we wish to have support and
h;:llp from Senators on both sides of the
aisle.

It is my hope. that common accord
can be reached on the scope of activ-
ities of such a Commission as the one
I have in mind in making a bona fide,
constructive, long-range approach to
providing our country with effective se-
curity protection, without jeopardizing
fundamental rights of individuals under
our Constitution—in other words, to
prove that a free society can guard itself
against subversion and at the same time
can protect the liberties and the rights
of its citizenry. In this way we shall
prove to ourselves and to the rest of
the world that we can exercise careful
guard over the liberties of our people
and the security of our country. They
are not incompatible; in fact, they stand
together, and they must be protected
together.

Therefore, Mr. President, the joint
resolution will be presented to this body
as soon as the consultations I have in
mind have been completed. I wish to
receive the benefit of the counsel and
judgment of all who have expressed in-
terest similar to my own.

In concluding these remarks, Mr.
President, I say that I welcome what-
ever help, guidance, and assistance may
come from my friends on the Republi-
can side or from my friends on the
Democratic side. My hope is that we
shall be able to proceed in an orderly
way and to conduct ourselves in a
fashion which will bring respect to the
Congress of the United States.

Mr. ATIKEN. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Minnesota yield fo me?

Mr. HUMPHREY, I yield.

Mr. ATEEN. I am merely seeking in-
formation. Can the Senator from Min-
nesota advise the Senate as to when Mr.
Ladejinsky was first cleared by the State
Department for service in Japan?

Mr, HUMPHREY. He was cleared
twice, let me say, according to the in-
formation I have.

Mr., AIKEN. Can the Senator from
Minnesota give the approximate dates
when Mr. Ladejinsky was cleared?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I shall be glad to
submit that information in the Recorb.
The detail of the dates is not clear. But
I have checked with the State Depart-
ment. He has been cleared twice. The
last time—if I am not mistaken—was in
March 1953. But I am not sure of that
date.

Mr.
time?

AIKEN. When was the first

Mr., HUMPHREY. He was cleared
twice by this administration.

Mr. ATKEN. But he was working in
Japan before this administration took
office, was he not?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Oh, yes; he was
working with General MacArthur; and I
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understand that General MacArthur
held him in high esteem.

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. Ladejinsky was
cleared by the State Department for
service in Japan before the present ad-
ministration took office, was he not?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I understand he
was cleared before this administration
took office, and that he was cleared twice
by this administration. He is a career
civil servant.

Mr. AIKEN. EBut the question I asked
was whether he was cleared by the State
Department.

Mr. HUMPHREY, ¥Yes; in this ad-
ministration.

Mr. AIKEN. Was he cleared by the
State Department before this adminis-
tration took office?

Mr. HUMPHREY. Both; he was
cleared before this administration took
office, and he was cleared fwice by Mr.
McLeod.

Mr. ATKEN. In other words, the Sen-
ator from Minnesota thinks, does he not,
that Mr. Ladejinsky was voluntarily
cleared by Secretary Acheson?

Mr. HUMPHREY, I am not sure
whether Secretary Acheson cleared him
or not. I am sure that Mr. Ladejinsky
was cleared twice by the present State
Department and present administration.

Mr. ATKEN. But the Senator from
Minnesota agrees, does he not, that Sec-
retary Acheson should have cleared Mr.
Ladejinsky before he went to work in
Japan?

Mr. HUMPHREY. I imagine so, and
that undoubtedly he should have been
cleared under the loyalty program. But
obviously he was cleared by General
MacArthur, who had a very good security
system.

Mr. AIKEN. But my question is
whether Mr. Ladejinsky was cleared by
Secretary Acheson.

Mr. HUMPHREY. In honest answer
to that question, I must say I do not
know. But I do know that he was
cleared twice by fthe present State De-
partment officialdom.

I should like to give the Senator from
Vermont an answer to his question; I am
not evading it. If Mr. Ladejinsky
worked for the State Department, the
presumption is that he was cleared. But
I do not think that is at all the problem
presently before us.

Mr. AIKEN. But I think it is very
important.

Mr. HUMPHREY. What is important,
in my opinion, is that he has been
cleared by the Foreign Operations Ad-
ministration; and he has been cleared
twice by the State Department since
January 1953; and he has been cleared
within the past 10 days. Yet one officer
of this Government persists in saying
that Mr. Ladejinsky is a security risk.

Mr. ATKEN. Does not the Senator
from Minnesota agree that much of the
so-called magnificent work that Mr.
Ladejinsky performed in Japan—and I
do not say it was not good work; in fact,
I understand it was—was done before
the present administration took office?

Mr. HUMPHREY, Yes.

Mr. ATKEN. Therefore he must have
been cleared by Secretary of State
Acheson.,
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Mr. HUMPHREY. I imagine he was.
The Senator from Vermont wanted a
statement of facts. I am giving him
what facts I know, and I would be de-
lighted to look into the question he
raises and ascertain the facts. I called
up the State Department 2 days before
Christmas, when I saw that this cruel
and inhumane act had occurred, and in
some sense of righteous indignation, I
spoke to the Deputy Assistant Secretary
of State, Mr. Brown. The Assistant Sec-
retary of State and the Secretary of
State were not available; I could not
reach them. So I spoke to the Deputy
Assistant Secretary of State, and I asked
the pointed question, “Has Mr. Lade-
jinsky been cleared by your Depart-
ment?”

The answer was, “Yes; he has been
cleared twice.”

I asked, “When?"”

The reply was, “Under the administra-
tion of Mr. Dulles, since January 1953.”

I presume Mr. Ladejinsky was cleared
by the Acheson State Department ad-
ministration. If Mr. Ladejinsky worked
overseas, he should have been so cleared.
But that is not the point. The point in
this matter is that there is one security
program, and it is operated under execu-
tive order. That security program
should operate uniformly., There should
be a board of review or a board of ap-
peals, in case there may be conflict be-
tween agencies. But there is no such
board.

Mr. President, in this instance we see
equally responsible high officials dis-
agreeing on the basis of findings and on
the basis of investigatory examination by
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. We
see the State Department, which prides
itself today on top-level security clear-
ance, being told by officers in the De-
partment of Agriculture, “Your clearance
in the State Department is not adequate
for clearance in the Department of Agri-
culture.”

I say, first, that that is an insult to the
State Department. Or, perhaps, in the
light of the charges, the State Depart-
ment is not sufficiently careful. I hap-
pen to believe that it is. I am not in
possession of the facts. All I know is
that there is an honest disagreement.

In the meantime, not only is our Gov-
ernment embarrassed, not only are
Members of Congress embarrassed, but
the character of a distinguished public
servant, Mr. Wolf Ladejinsky, who has
proved for 20 years to be an outstanding
opponent of communism and a propo-
nent of effective democracy, has been
attacked. I say that is not fair. This
man is either good or bad. Either he is
a security risk or he is not. I ask that
the question be cleared up.

PRICES OF POULTRY AND OTHER
FARM PRODUCTS

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I desire
to bring to the attention of all Senators
one of the most important letters I have
received in a long time. It is from an
outstanding lady in the State of North
Dakota, a member of a pioneer family, I
received the letter this morning. It
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comes from Lake Williams, N, Dak., and
reads as follows:

Senator WiLLiam LANGER,
Washington, D. C.

Dear SEnaTOR: For a long time I've been
thinking about writing to you bu* put it off.
I have wondered to myself, just why, but
think the main reason was that I didn’t have
any faith in it as to doing any good to write
and when one doesn’t have faith and hope
one doesn’t have much, does one?

Several days ago over the news reports I
heard that Senator Youwe from North Da-
kota was going to try to have all North Da-
kota declared a disaster area so we would be
eligible for loans. Why? We farmers don't
want loans. We don’t need loans, if we get
a fair price for our produce, unless we have a
drought, of course.

I sold old hens last fall for 6 cents a pound.
A Leghorn hen, and a fair one, too, weighs
3 pounds alive. I got 18 cents for her.

In order that there may be no misun-
derstanding, I want every Senator to re-
alize that this woman received 18 cents
for a fine Leghorn hen.

Continuing with the letter:

I sold at least 100 spring chickens for 60
cents each. How can one ralse and produce
for the market at that price? I hope our pal
Benson has chicken for dinner once in a
while at that price.

I sold pullet eggs for 6 cents a dozen.

I notice that my distinguished friend,
the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr.
BarkLEY], is listening quite interestedly.
I know that this letter will remind him
of the drought area. We were in a ter-
rible situation during the drought. Even
at that time, however, the prices of eggs
and chickens were no less than they ap-
parently are at the present time.

I sold pullet eggs for 6 cents a dozen. We
got that back in the thirties, but then we
bought coffee for 25 cents a pound. Today
it is $1.25. To be fair, we should have 35
cents to 40 cents a dozen for eggs, and at least
#1 to $1.25 for live chickens. We farmers are
good spenders if we can make it. We also
like nice cars to drive, nice bathrooms and
refrigerators, and so forth. Our men like
new tractors and modern machinery to light-
en the work, but our hog and cattle prices
are so far out of line that we just can't buy
them after paying our taxes and buy everyday
things; and every year we are getting older,
too.

Why can't we have things more balanced
80 we could all make a good living and have
a little security?

‘Well, Senator, I am sorry if I have wasted
some of your valuable time, but I have
wanted to write this for a long time.

Thank you anyway.

Sincerely,
Mrs. LLoYD RANDALL,
A Farm Wife.

Lage WiLLiams, N. Dax.

This outstanding, fair-minded lady is
a member of one of the pioneer families
of the State of North Dakota. She is
not a crank. I think she has a legiti-
mate complaint. I am placing this let-
ter in the REcorp because I have received
similar complaints from other sources.
Some are not quite so serious as this one.
I ask that the letter be referred to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry,
in the hope that some action may be
taken which will eliminate the situation
with which, apparently, farmers all over
the country are faced in connection with
chicken and egg prices.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the letter will be referred to
the Committee on Agriculture and For-
estry.

ADDRESS BY BERNARD M. BARUCH
AT ANNUAL WINGS CLUE DINNER

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, I
should like to place in the REcorp the
text of an address delivered by one of
our most outstanding Americans, Mr.
Bernard M. Baruch. His talk was given
at a recent annual dinner of the Wings
Club, in New York City.

I believe my colleagues will be par-
ticularly interested in that part of the
address which embraces a thought-pro-
voking recommendation of this patriotic
and experienced -citizen, namely, the
enlargement of the National Security
Council so as to include some outstanding
patriotic citizens. Their sole task would
be to study and think through, for the
Council’s benefit, the growing problems
in connection with our domestic and
foreign policies in their relationship to
our national security.

I ask that this interesting address be
printed in the Recorp at this point as a
part of my remarks.

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

ApDRESs BY HON. BERNARD M. BARUCH AT
ANNUAL WinGs CLUB DINNER

It is the strange and ironic paradox of our
times that the fruits of human genius are
eo versatile that they may be employed for
either the destruction or salvation of man-
kind. The airplane may shower death upon
the earth or bind the peoples and nations of
the world together in ties of peaceful coms-
merce. Atomic energy is capable of extin-
guishing civilization or of raising it to un-
dreamed-of heights of prosperity and prog-
ress. If this be the paradox of our time, it
is also the challenge. We must so order the
world that the power of modern science and
technology will be devoted only to the en-
richment of life. If we have courage and
the wisdom atomic energy may, as Sir Win-
ston Churchill noted, eliminate war itself
instead of destroying civilization.

I do not intend to lecture an audience
such as this on the problems and potentiali-
ties of aviation. But it seems to me that this
industry faces the same basic problem and
dilemma that confronts us all.

That basic problem is, of course, the cold
war. Strange as it may seem, for 40 years
we have been either going into or coming out
of war. We Americans understand peace and
its ways. To a much lesser extent we under-
stand war and its ways. Though we have
committed grievous errors in the domestic
and economic aspects of war—errors for
which we are still paying in the inflation
which wracked our economy—in the huge
national debt—still, we have managed to pull
through. But in these times we are neither
at war nor at peace. Some might say that
we are both at war and at peace. We have
had to adjust ourselves to a situation new
to our experience and, indeed, allen to our
understanding. The aviation industry, for
example, must maintain its military program
and devote its research and resources—its
best minds—to the unpleasant prospect of
war. At the same time it must follow its
legitimate peacetime interests. If the in-
dustry—and the Nation—have taken on a
split personality, it is not surprising. The
cold war has generated a good deal of con-
fusion in the land. Unhappily, after 6 years,
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I have seen no determined and constructive
effort to dispel this confusion.

We simply have not thought through all
the problems confronting us, in all their in-
terrelationships. After 6 years of cold war
have we, for example, decided what our
economic policy should be toward our an-
tagonists, our allies, or the neutralists?
Have we devised a global strategy to replace
the disjointed and piecemeal responses with
which, for so long, we met the Soviet chal-
lenge? Have we determined the condition
upon which we are willing to reach an agree-
ment with the Soviets? Have we cataloged
all the elements of our strength and weak-
ness and have we succeeded in correcting
the latter?

These and many other problems are still
to be thought through. The course we
would pursue in peace will not do now. Nor
will the course which war dictates. We
need fresh thinking.

I have long advocated the enlargement of
the National Security Council to include the
most able and experienced men whose sole
task would be to study and think through
the problems of our times. The present
members of the National Security Council
are already overburdened with administra-
tive and departmental duties. They simply
do not have time for continuous thought.
The group I envision, composed of men of
the highest caliber, would be nonpartisan
not bipartisan. Thelr examination of a
problem and their recommendations would
be free from any taint of politics or political
controversy which exists between parties and
even branches of Government.

I do not advocate that thinking be con-
fined to a select body in Washington. Each
of us must do some fresh thinking for him-
self. Our arsenal for war is mighty. Our
instruments for peace are many—but they
are all useless unless reason and intelligence
direct them. We need a new campaign in
America—a campaign to get the facts, not
as we would like them to be, but as they are.
If the facts are not palatable we are entitled
to change them. If we cannot do that, we
must adjust to them. But we cannot ignore
them or run away from them save at our
own peril.

This search for the facts is particularly
important now when the Soviet Union seems
to be showing an interest tending toward
a modus vivendi. No one hopes more fer-
vently than I that peace can be made a
reality. But it will not come easily and we
must not permit ourselves to be deceived.
Now, more than ever before, we need clear
thinking. Until peace is attained we must
be prepared for war. I have urged a standby
mobilization preogram which would permit
us, in an instant, to throw all our strength,
economic and spiritual as well as military,
into any conflict. Such a program is still
essential.

We need strength and we need clear think-
ing. These we can have only if we devote our
hearts and our minds to the well-being of
our Nation as we do to the success of our
personal affairs. We must remember always
that our fate is one with the fate of America.
We cannot separate our own best interests
from the best interest of the country. We
must—all of us—think of our own problems,
our own needs, our own hopes within the
context of the problems, the needs, and the
objectives of the country. This land is our
proud possession and protector. It isone for
all. It must be all for one—America.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. CLEMENTS. I move that the
S2nate adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1
o’clock and 28 minutes p. m.) the Senate
adjourned until tomorrow, Tuesday, Jan-
uary 11, 1955, at 12 o'clock meridian.
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NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the
Senate January 10, 1955:
DEPARTMENT OF STATE
George V. Allen, of North Carolina, a For-
elgn SBervice officer of the class of career min-
ister, to be an Assistant Secretary of State.

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE

Henry A. Byroade, of Indiana, now an
Assistant Secretary of State, to be Ambassa~
dor Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of the
United States of America to Egypt.

John L. Tappin, of Maryland, to be Ambas-
sador Extraordinary and Plenipotentlary of
the United States of America to the United
Kingdom of Libya, to which office he was ap-
pointed during the recess of the Senate.

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE

Ervin L. Peterson, of Oregon, to be an

Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, to which

office he was appointed during the last recess
of the Senate.

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Philip Alexander Ray, of California, to be
General Counsel of the Department of Com-
merce, to which office he was appointed dur-
ing the recess of the Senate.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT

David W. Kendall, of Michigan, to be Gen-
eral Counsel for the Department of the
Treasury, to which office he was appointed
during the last recess of the Senate.

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY

Albert Pratt, of Massachusetts, to be an
Assistant Secretary of the Navy, to which
office he was appointed during the recess of
the Senate.

COMPTROLLER (GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES

Joseph Campbell, of New York, to be Comp-
troller General of the United States for a
term of 15 years, to which office he was
appointed during the last recess of the Sen-
ate, vice Lindsay C. Warren, retired.

ExrorRT-IMPORT BANK OF WASHINGTON

The following-named persons, who were
appointed during the recess of the Senate, to
the offices indicated:

Glen E, Edgerton, of the District of Co-
lumbia, to be President of the Export-Import
Bank of Washington.

Lynn U. Stambaugh, of North Dakota, to
be First Vice President of the Export-Import
Bank of Washington.

Hawthorne Arey, of Nebraska, to be a mem-
ber of the Board of Directors of the Export-
Import Bank of Washington.

George A. Blowers, of Florida, to be a mem-
ber of the Board of Directors of the Export-
Import Bank of Washington.

Vance Brand, of Ohio, to be a member of
the Board of Directors of the Zxport-Import
Bank of Washington.

CoMmoODITY CREDIT CORPORATION

Ervin L. Peterson, of Oregon, to be a mem-
ber of the Board of Directors of the Com-
modity Credit Corporation, to which office
he was appointed during the last recess of
the Senate.

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION

George C. McConnaughey, of Ohlo, to be
a member of the Federal Communications
Commission for the unexpired term of 7 years
from July 1, 1950, to which office he was
appointed during the recess of the Senate.

FEDERAL MARITIME Boarp

Ben H. Guill, of Texas, to be a member of
the Federal Maritime Board for the remain-
der of the term expiring June 30, 1957, to
which office he was appointed during the
recess of the Senate.

G. Joseph Minetti, of New York, to be a
member of the Federal Maritime Board for
the remainder of the term expiring June 30,
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1958, to which office he was appointed during
the recess of the Senate.
DIRECTOR OF LOCOMOTIVE INSPECTION

John A. Hall, of California, to be Director
of Locomotive Inspection, to which office he
was appointed during the recess of the
Senate.

Atomic ENERGY COMMISSION

John Von Neumann, of New Jersey, to be a
member of the Atomic Energy Commission
for the term expiring June 30, 1959, to which

office he was appointed during the recess of
the Senate.

NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD

Theophil Carl Kammholz, of Illinois, to be
general counsel of the National Labor Rela-
tions Board for a term of 4 years, vice George
J. Bott, term expired.

NatioNaAL SECURITY TRAINING COMMISSION

Albert J. Hayes, of Maryland, to be a mem-
ber of the National Security Training Com-
mission for the remainder of the term ex-
piring June 19, 1958, to which office he was
appointed during the recess of the Senate.

CoLLECcTOR OF CUSTOMS

Walter B. Heisel, of Alaska, to be collector
of customs for customs collection district No.
31, with headquarters at Juneau, Alaska, to
which office he was appolnted during the
recess of the Senate.

SvpreME CoURT OF THE UNITED STATES

John Marshall Harlan, of New York, to be
Assoclate Justice of the Supreme Court of
the United States, vice Robert H. Jackson,
deceased.

Unitep STATES DIsTRICT JUDGES

Edward J. Devitt, of Minnesota, to be
United States district judge for the district
of Minnesota. He is now serving under a
recess appointment.

William E. Miller, of Tennessee, to be
United States district judge for the middle
district of Tennessee, to fill a new position.

UnITED STATES MARSHAL

M. Frank Reld, of South Carolina, to be
United States marshal for the western dis-
trict of South Carolina. He is now serving
under a recess appointment.

UnrTEp STaTES Pusric HEaLTH SERVICE

The following candidates for personnel
action in the Regular Corps of the United
States Public Health Service:

I. FOR APTOINTMENT, SUBJECT TO QUALIFICA=
TIONS THEREFOR AS PROVIDED BY LAW AND
REGULATIONS, TO BE EFFECTIVE DATE OF
ACCEPTANCE

To be senior assistant surgeons
EKenneth W. Momeyer, Jr.
Len H. Andrus
To be assistant surgeons
Allen C. Plrkle
John F. Lee, Jr.
II. FOR PERMANENT PROMOTION
To be surgeons
William L. Ross, Jr.
Roger L. Black
To be senior assistant sanitary engineers
Lawrence C. Gray
Melvin W. Carter
Shinji Soneda
To be scientist
Colvin L. Gibson
To be senior sanitarian
Maurice E. Odoroff
To be vetlerinarian
Samuel Abramson
To be nurse officer
Marle F. Hansel
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IN THE Navy

Vice Adm. Ralph A. Ofstie, United States
Navy, to have the grade, rank, pay, and al-
lowances of a vice admiral while serving as
a fleet commander.

Vice Adm, Thomas S. Combs, United States
Navy, to have the grade, rank, pay, and al-
lowances of a vice admiral while serving as
Deputy Chief of Naval Operations (Alr).

Rear Adm. Harold P. Smith, United States
Navy, to be Director of Budget and Reports
in the Department of the Navy for a term
of 3 years.

Adm. John E. Gingrich, United States
Navy, retired, to be placed on the retired
list with the rank of vice admiral.

Vice Adm. Murrey L. Royar, Supply Corps,
United States Navy, to have the grade, rank,
pay, and allowances of a vice admiral while
serving as Chief of Naval Material.

Rear Adm. Ralph J. Arnold, Supply Corps,
United States Navy, to be Paymaster Gen-
eral and Chlef of the Bureau of Supplies and
Accounts in the Department of the Navy for
a term of 4 years.,

The following-named officers of the Navy
for permanent appointment to the grade of
rear admiral in the line and staff corps in-
dicated:

LINE

Edwin T. Layton

Frederick R. Furth

Robert L, Swart

Schuyler N. Pyne
Edward N. Parker Robert E. Cronin
Edmund B. Taylor Chester C. Smith
Frederick B. Warder Harold O. Larson
George C. Wright Thomas Burrowes
David M. Tyree Donald C. Varian
Lewis S. Parks Albert E. Jarrell
Willard K. Goodney Willlam G. Beecher,
Frederick N. Kivette Jr.

Ira E. Hobbs Charles H. Lyman IIT
Harry H. Henderson Paul D. Stroop
Joseph H. Wellings Fitzhugh Lee
Joseph M. Carson Frank O'Beirne
Charles F. Chilling- Francis D. McCorkle
worth, Jr. Elton W. Grenfell
John Bylvester Charles A. Buchanan
John M. Taylor William G. Cooper
James 8. Russell Clifford H. Duerfeldt
Henry C. Bruton George C. Weaver
Robert B. Pirie Albert G. Mumma

MEDICAL CORFS

James R. Fulton
Ocie B. Morrison, Jr.

SUPPLY CORPS
Lloyd H. Thomas

Joel D. Parks
William L. Enickerbocker

CIVIL ENGINEER CORPS
William Sihler
DENTAL CORPS
Ralph W. Taylor
In THE AIR FORCE

The following-named officers for promo-
tion in the Regular Air Force under the
provisions of sections 502, 508, and 509 of
the Officer Personnel Act of 1947, as amended,
section 306 of the Women’'s Armed Services
Integration Act of 1848, and section 107 of
the Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1947, as
amended, Those officers whose names are
preceded by the symbol (X ) are subject to
physical examination required by law, All
others have been examined and found physi-
cally qualified for promotion.

MAJOR TO LIEUTENANT COLONEL
Air Force

Leggette, Frank Browne, 18072A.

Patty, Homer Emmitt, 18102A.

Hills, Eenneth Bruce, 5680A.

Goodmanson, Murel Matthew, 5681A.

Holden, Paul Cole, 5682A.

Atwell, Lawrence Austin, 5683A,

Cope, William Samuel, 5684A.
¥ Leverette, Willlam Lawrence, 5685A.

John H. Sides
Victor D. Long
Henry Crommelin
Redfield Mason

Conkling, Emmett Virgil, 5688A.
‘Walsh, Michael Joseph, 5680A.
Taylor, Thomas Edward, 5690A.
Norcia, Benjamin, 56944,
Pettit, Weldon Monroe, 5695A.
Milliff, John, 19652A.

X Anderson, Arlo Sell, 5696A.

Hohs, Robert Leo, 5697A.

Ray, Robert Homer, 6698A.

Brill, Norris, 5700A.

Hogg, Robert, 5701A.

Scruggs, John Alexander, 5702A.
Carney, John Kilker, 5703A.
Hallem, Louls Carlyle, 5704A.
Hibbits, Francis Leonard, 5T05A.
Mellinger, Robert Thomas, 5T06A.
Glaenzer, Charles F., 5T0TA.
Wilson, Walter George, 5T10A.
Nudell, Fred Wellington, 5711A.
Staskewitz, Benjamin Edward, 5712A.

®X Gromak, Anthony Edward, 5T13A.

Dean, David Eennedy, 57T14A.
Mayberry, Samuel Waller, Jr., 5T16A.
Johnston, Willlam Edward, 5T17A.
Chilcote, Charles Arthur, 5718A.
Hensley, Joseph Woodrow, 5T19A.
Barr, Jennings Monroe, 57204,
Reeves, Elmo, 5723A,

McCombhs, Harold Kelly, 5T25A,
Gray, Russell Earl, 5726A.

White, Richard Durwin, 5728A,
SButton, John Liggett, 5T20A.
Balley, Harry Banks, 5730A.
Norman, William Roy, 5732A.
Griffin, Julious Columbus, 5T33A.
Rigney, Charles Edward, 5T34A.
Reising, Albert John, 5T35A.
Pryor, Charles Donald, 5736A.
Koenig, Perier Arnold, 5738A,
Duty, William Burkett, 5739A.
Slough, Andrew Elmer, 57T41A.
Mellor, Elfred Lionel, 5743A.
Ahrens, William Carl, 5744A,
Tigner, Edwin Brown, 5T45A.
Myers, Earle Russell, 5746A.
Eappeler, Frank Albert, 6747A.
Stiglich, John Jack, 5T48A.
Jenkins, Leaton Elbert, 5749A.
Hunter, Russell Bruce, 57T50A.
Holmes, Merrill Dennis, 5751A.
Swanson, Charles Kenneth, 5752A.
Dougal, Robert Elliot, 57544,
Finley, Willlam H., 5755A.

Hays, John Bennett, 5756A.
Dgornbos, Philip Ogden, 5757TA.
Decker, Robert Young, 5758A.
Roberts, Gore Frederick, 5759A.
Youngman, Reginald Bunker, 5760A.
Buttmann, Oscar, 5761A.

X Mills, Eugene Spencer, Jr., 5762A.

Smith, Clyde Harrison, 5763A.

¥ Leavitt, William Job, 5764A.

Lockman, Daniel Barkley, 5765A.
Townsend, Barry Baldwin, 6847A.
Morrison, Harry James, 57T6TA.
George, John Louis, 5768A.
Sturgis, James Edwin, 5769A.
Eliasen, Arnold Clarence, 5T70A.
Gordon, Willlam Price, Jr., 5771A.
Parr, Albert Thomas, 5772A.
Babhb, Claude Andrew, 5TT3A.
Acker, Halbert Hammond, 5775A,
Nickels, Loren Smith, 5TT7A.
Therrien, Patrick Elogius, 5780A.
Barrow, Tom Lee, 5781A.

Ross, John Sarhuel, 5782A.

Shaw, Donald Adrian, 5783A.
Wansley, Theodore, 57T84A.
Verbeek, Harry Peter, 5TB6A.
Raley, Claude Mason, 5787A.
Carson, William James, 578BA.
Pedersen, Carl Emil, 5789A.
Bowden, William Martin, 5T90A.
Toye, Edward Eugene, 5T92A.
Jensen, Ralph Soren, 5T93A.
Bazan, Edward Theodore, 5794A.
Bradley, Francis Trenholm, 5T85A.
Mann, Edward Milton, 5796A.
Miller, Thomas Aldred, 5T9TA.
Wood, Thomas Donnelley, 5798A.
Eellum, George Glenn, Jr., 6799A.
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‘Edwards, Robert Bruce, 5687A.

Goodwin, Vaughn Kirk, 5801A.
Sherborne, Henry Hall, 5803A.
Thompson, Dillard Norman, 5804A.
Bpieth, Robert, 5806A.

Larson, Edwin Cecil, 5808A.

‘Thiele, Harold Edwin, 5800A.
Riley, Joseph Richmond, 5811A.
Cram, Reginald Maurice, 5812A.
McCracken, Rufus LeRoy, 5813A,
Schweitzer, John Henry, 5814A.
Nyblade, Walter Frederick, 5815A.
Harlow, Paul Norman, 5816A.
Lichter, Carl Jerome, 581TA.
Weaver, Frederick, 5820A.
Westwood, John Raymond, 5821A.
Thomas, Clarence Lamar, 5822A.
Pittman, Bernard Merrill, 5823A.
Foster, Gilbert, 5824A.

Copeland, Lewls Anderson, 5826A.
Horvath, John, 5828A.

Fiss. Robert Wendell, 5820A.
Sullivan, Frederick Edward, 5830A.
Beck, Abe Jack, 5831A.

Minahan, John Carroll, 5832A.
Schudel, Charles Richard, 5833A.
Fowell, Byron Ronald, 5834A,

X Lewis, Samuel Henry, 5835A.
Lyons, Charles Maxwell, 5836A.
Goetzke, Kenneth Herman, 5839A.
‘Whittle, Frederick James, 5840A.,
Pollock, Keith Kermit, 5841A.
Hartbrodt, Frederick Alexander Vinecent,

5B42A.

- Markovich, George Michael, 5843A.
Bottoms, Robert Leland, 5845A.
Walker, Roy Ralph, 5846A.

FPurcell, Charles Joseph, 5840A,

Donohue, Elwood Paul, 5852A,

James, Newton Elder, 5854A.

Sawrie, William Ernest, 5855A.

Dinsmore, Dwight Reginald, 5856A.

Vickery, Benjamin Patterson, Jr., 585TA.

Archer, Oneal John Thomas, 5858A.

Behrens, George Herman, 5850A,

Jones, Allen Newton, Jr., 5862A.

Longino, Dick Randolph, Jr., 5864A.

Wilson, Frederick Willlam Hildebrand,
5865A.

Greene, Benjamin Olin, Jr., 5866A.

Query, Jack DeWitt, 5868A.

True, Oscar Harold, 5869A.

Wolf, John Joseph, 5870A.

Perry, Horace Edward, 58T1A.

Berger, Kenneth Stephen, 5872A.

» Cowan, Marion Glenn, 5873A.
Urbach, Leonard Henry, 5874A.
Taylor, Willlam Vaughn, 5875A.
Mattison, Robert Martin, 5877A.
Hudson, John Henry, 587T8A.

Jordan, Ralph Schaffer, 5879A.
Simmons, Joe Linn, 5880A.
Eichholz, Jerome Charles, 5882A.
Rotkis, Walter Anton, 5883A.
Miller, Walter Frederick, 5885A.
Dalton, Bernard Vincent, 5886A.
Balome, Richard Arlan, 5B89A.
Prewitt, Jack Kenneth, 5800A.
Kirkpatrick, Marshall Armine, 5891A.
McCash, Donald Kendall, 5892A.
Stuart, John Montgomery, Jr,, 5803A.
Griffin, Harry Norval, 5894A,

Craig, Joe Congdon, 5895A.
Gibson, Willlam Herf, 5896A.
Dalto, John, 589TA.

Voss, Nathaniel Reid, Jr., 5898A.
Summers, Clarence Eugene, Jr., 5800A.
Matthews, Edward Everett, 5001A.
Leet, Jonathan, 5902A.
Youngblood, Curtis Nolan, 5803A.
McCarthy, John Francis, Jr., 5904A.
Reeves, Ernest Arthur, 5905A.
Manthos, Atlee George, 5906A.
Hennessy, Robert John, 5907TA.
Hehrer, Eenneth, 5908A.

Davey, Kenneth William, 5900A.
Brandau, Otto Henry, 5810A.

Hall, Charles Edward, 5911A.
‘Warren, John Edgar, 5912A,

Carr, Richard Pendleton, 5913A,
Garrett, Skidmore Neale, 5915A.
Mosman, Ormond John, 5916A.
Callaway, Richard Dowdy, 5917A.
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Couch, Alexander Pritchard, 68018A.
Montgomery, Guilford Roland, 5919A.
MecCauley, Clarence Vernon, 5920A.
Chick, Lewls Willlam, Jr., 5821A.
Konopacki, Hubert John, 5923A.
Baker, Ancil David, 5924A.

Green, Franklyn Thomas, 5925A.
Pardee, Elliott Thomas, 5026A.
Olmsted, Charles Thaddeus, 592TA.
Carmack, John Edgar, 592BA.
Sturges, Claude C., Jr., 5929A,
North, Charles Lewis, 5833A.
Ranck, Nathan Hoover, 5935A.
Maas, Charles Fundin, 5936A.
Holller, Frederick Frank, Jr., 6837A.
Powell, Joseph Harllee, 5840A.
Moritz, Gene Phillip, 5941A.
Thornton, Julian Roy, Jr., 59424,
Watts, John Ruben, 5943A.

Druhe, Hubert Kenneth, 5044A,
Joseph, Franklin Arthur, 5947A.
Harrington, George Elliott, 5948A.
Williams, Leslie Benjamin, 5949A.
Geanetos, George Stephen, 5950A.
Moore, John Alton, 6951A.

Wilson, Charles Smith, 5952A.
Bansone, Rocco, 5953A.

Heene, Fred Lewis, 5954A.
Sulloway, Alexander Mark, 5955A.
Durham, Benjamin Jasper, Jr., 5957A.
Stitts, Glenn Theodore, 858A.
Helfort, Albert Francis, 5850A.
Works, Le Eustis, 5960A.

Payton, Theodore Franklin, 5961A.
Del Missier, Bruno Carl, 59624,
Archuleta, Rubel Vigil, 5963A.
Taylor, Ben, 6964A.

Allen, Samuel Lawrence, 5865A.
Oliver, Robert Russell, 5967A.
Huston, Sherman Leroy, 5868A.
Woods, Everett Newton, 5969A.
Cox, Robert Lewis, 59T0A.
MecNally, Joseph Edward, 5971A.
Hajek, Raymond Rowland, 59T3A.
Gardner, Laurence Ernest, 5074A.
McGarry, James Michael, Jr., 5976A.
Smith, Robert Channell, 5978A.
Tillery, James Hightower, 59T9A.
Gaddis, Albert Crawford, 5980A.
Edwing, Donald Edwin, 5981A.
Dice, Evan Adams, 5983A.

Neely, Russell Wayne, 6884A.
Bonvicin, Emanuel Frank, 5985A.
Strom, Charles Walter, 5986A.
Barrett, John Patrick, 5987A.
Forrest, Edward Lester, 6088A.
Allensworth, Hubert Lasater, 5900A.
Fornal, Joseph John, 5991A.
Koontz, Thomas Gale, 5992A.
Rowan, M. C., Jr., 5993A.

* Hounshell, Claude Eugene, 5894A,
Smith, Rodney Ellsworth, 5995A.
Schaffner, William Joseph, 5896A.
‘Wilson, John McLain, 5997A.
Dixon, Brendan, 5998A.

Beville, Claude, Jr., 5999A.
Marks, Russell Herbert, 6000A.
Shepperd, Virgil Earl, 6002A.
D'Annibale, Vincent James, 6004A.
Magee, Ernest Maurice, 6006A.
Langford, Karl Albert, G0OTA.
Darnold, Charles Reese, 6008A.
Pike, Robert Francis, 6000A,
Coffey, John Donald, 6010A.
Tribble, Randolph Louis, 6011A.
Lind, Harold August, 6012A,
Shaka, Napoleon Athan, 6013A.
Tunks, Emerson Ambrose Anthony, 6014A.
Nichols, Thomas Brooks, 6015A.
Carney, James Franklin, 18070A.
Gilmore, John Thomas, 6016A.
Heran, Paul James, 6018A.
McGinnis, Paul Benedict, 6019A.

X Williams, James Willis, 6020A.
Uhrig, Robert A., 6021A.
Wildinger, Joseph Valentine, 6022A.
Watwood, Louls V., 6024A.
Enowles, Kenyon Leroy, 6025A.
Grimm, Charles Burton, 6027A.
Fisher, Philip Fitzgerald, 6028A.
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Medical

Hoffman, Archie Arthur, 19222A.
McDonough, Joseph Francis, 19223A.
Miller, Hubert Wainright, 19224A.
Rizzolo, John, 19225A.

Dental

Traynham, Charles Hightower, 18892A,
Waldmann, Raymond George, 1B893A,
Garrison, Grayson Gwynne, 18894A.

Veterinary
McIntyre, James Clayton, 18903A.
Medical Service
Baer, Reuben Albert, 19428A,
Miller, Rahe August, 19420A.
Clark, Robert Emory, 19430,
Currier, Clyde Charles, 19432A.

CAPTAIN TO MAJOR
Air Force

Douglas, Robert Emmet, 10572A.
Shaw, John Blackshire, Jr., 10846A.
Zick, Marvin Darrell, 10911A.

»* Eddy, Harvey William, 109124,
Rudig, James William, 10913A,
Ashton, Morton Ross, 100144,
Benson, August Gerald, 10915A.

¥ Latkovich, George, Jr., 10916A.

¥ Melendez, Ismael Felix, 10917A.
Gellogly, William Francis, 10918A.
Sherman, John Edward, 10921A,

X Bhepperd, Willlam Morris, 10822A.
Timmons, Durward Earl, 10923A.
Brady, Bernard John, 10924A.
Huebner, William Anthony, 10025A.

¥ Vance, Zeb, Jr., 10926A.

Goller, Fred Franquet, 10027A.
Crawford, John Douglas, Jr., 10928A.

» Teliczan, Raymond Joseph, 10929A,
Bearden, Joe, 10930A.

Bralley, Walter Suvier, 10831A.,

¥ Gudith, Roy Elmer, 10932A.

Sells, Orliff Vincent, 10933A.
Carson, Charles Raymond, 10934A,
Atkinson, Ivan Charles, 10935A.
Stow, Kenneth Reeves, 10036A.

X Bmith, Charles Crowe, Jr., 1093TA.
Wisniewski, Stanley Joseph, 10838A.
Tacker, Lawrence James, 10939A.
KErier, Rene John, 10940A.
Dannelly, Frank Porter, 10941A.

» Thomas, David Bernard, 10942A.
Werner, Crowell B., 10944A,
Miller, Emmett Hart, Jr., 10945A.
Radar, Thomas Owen, 10946A.
Sowerby, Theo James, 10947A.
Coakley, Donald Virgil, 10948A.

» Giddings, Richard Elmer, 10949A,
» DeGlacomo, Gene Michael, 10950A.
Duiresne, Roland Joseph, 10951A.

X VandeBogart, Warren Melendy, 10953A.
Rollings, Raymond Sydney, 10954A.
Royce, Ralph Scott, 10955A.

Lambert, Dwight Arden, 10957A.
Bpears, Byron Polk, 10958A.
Jensen, Willard Cecillius, 10959A.
Davis, Paul Allen, 10960A.

Poe, William Edwin, 10961A.

Zeuty, Edward James, 10962A.
Friedline, George Jonathan, 10963A.
Garber, Harold Gregory, 10964A.
LeGrand, John Joseph, 10965A.
Donahue, Donald Augustine, 10966A.
Dent, George Herndon, 10067A,

» Miller, Clyde George, 10968A.

Syslo, Benedict Franci8, 10970A.
Matthews, Thurman R., 10971A.
Harrington, Jasper Jackson, 10072A,
Milotkowski, Henry Francis, 10973A.
¥ Sullivan, Robert James, 10074A.
Winham, Lucien Chesley, Jr., 10975A.
Benoy, Harlan Hults, 10976A.

¥ Odom, Felton Harris, 10977A.
Holden, William John, 10978A.
Hislop, James Stewart, 10979A.

> Thomas, Harry Jack, 10980A.

Lewin, Walter Willlam, 10981A.
Riddle, Cecil Edward, 10982A.
Illing, Richard George, 10983A.
Van Epps, John Siegfus, 10984A.
Anderson, John Herman, 10986A.
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Bradley, Leonidas Cicero, Jr., 10987A.
Roitsch, Clarence Alfred, 10988A.
Fleming, David Thomas, 10989A.
Gawthorp, Paul, 10990A.
Garrison, Harry Anthony, 10001A,
Bye, George Ewing, 10992A,
Ferguson, Roy Eugene, 10993A.
Secor, Howard J., 10094A.

¥ Furbee, Charles Elbert, 10995A.

* Merritt, Herschel Roscoe, 10998A.

X Taylor, Daniel James, Jr., 10989A,
Wilson, Richard Alvin, 11000A.
Bird, Sidney Albert, Jr., 11001A.
Roath, Willlam Roderick, 110024,
Warden, Ray Sterling, 11003A.
Yelton, John Fred, 11004A.
Cavoli, Willlam Joseph, 11005A.
Cronkhite, John Lyle, 11006A.
Nichols, John Clark, 11007A.
Murphy, Thomas Lavelle, 110084,
Duncan, Cecll Charles, 11009A.
Simpson, Drewry Narvin, 11011A,
Caldwell, John James, Jr., 11012A,
Sheffield, James Russell, 11013A.
Gladstone, James Tatum, 11014A,
Smith, Franklin Quick, 11015A.
Fehrenbacher, Joseph Harold Thomas,

11016A.

Mann, Linn Embry, 11017A.
Deakyne, Howard Carl, Jr.,, 11019A.
Rees, John Edward, 11021A.

Britt, Jessie Willard, 11022A.

Hubbs, Edgar Henry, 11023A.
Larsen, Marvin Henry, 11024A.
Turner, Stevens Heyward, 110254,

® Johnson, Frank Burtis, 11026A.

# Schleler, Erich Edwin, Jr., 11027A.
Hallett, Duane Hartley, 11028A.
Spencer, William Lewis, 110294,

X Moore, Earl Lester, 110304,
Oldham, Nile William, Jr., 11031A.
Briley, Carlus Lindon, 110324,
Aitken, John, Jr., 11033A.

Urban, John Alexander, 110344,
Milistefr, Lud James, 11035A.
Readhimer, Thomas Cecil, 11036A.

X EKelly, Doran Louis, 11037A.

Boyer, Max Weldon, 11039A.
Deitch, Raymond Roland, 11040A.
SBaabye, Herbert John, Jr., 11041A,
Flelds, Lloyd Fondren, 11042A.
Davis, William Francis, 11043A.

X Hensley, Harold Storey, Jr., 11044A,
Abernethy, Robert Joseph, 11045A,
Brennan, David Thomas, 11046A.
Plocher, Martin Ernest, 11047A.
Wockenfuss, Wilbur Eugene, 11048A,
Arens, Herbert Willlam, 110494,
Frost, Foy Benson, 11050A.
McVicker, Maurice Franecls, 11051A.
Sickels, George Harrington, Jr., 11052A,
McGill, John Raymond, 11053A,
Beebout, Vance LeeRoy, 11054A,
Berman, Harold, 110554,

Durston, Glyn, 11056A.

X Caplan, Aaron Edward, 11057A,
Lake, Robert Schmidt, 11058A.

X Hobson, Richard Eugene, 11050A,
Grant, John Clifford, Jr., 11060A,
Brandstrom, Alfred Raymond Williams,

11061A.

Crowder, Noral Farrel, 11062A.
Hockett, Chester A., 11063A.
Mack, Ernest Wilmer, 110644,
Mapes, Byron Alvin, Jr., 11065A..
Brazile, Berry Dee, 11067A.

X Matthews, Allen Randolph, 11068A.

Oxman, Jaffee Victor, 11069A.
Correll, Tommy Elbert, 11070A,
Karhuse, Carl Andrew, 11071A.

X Plott, Paul Aril, 11072A.

Scott, Charles Sidney, Jr., 11073A,

X O'Neil, Donald Edward, 110744,

Miller, Joseph Atlee, 11075A.
Nicholson, Jack, 11076A.

Cauble, Mark Waverley, Jr., 11077A.
Marsiglia, Joseph Pasquale, 11078A.
McMurray, Robert Auburn, 11080A.
Paap, Donald Herbert, 11081A,
Cronin, Harold Joseph, 11082A,
Redman, Frank Owen, 11084A.
O'Sullivan, Francis Joseph, 11085A.
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Byers, Howard Earl, 110386A.
Crampton, Willlam Cowles, 11087A.
Pearson, William Paul, 11088A.
Slade, Alliston, 11089A.

Dugger, James Ernest, Jr., 11090A.

X McClendon, Lee, 11091A.

Reed, Donald Albert, 11092A.
Lamb, Gordon Douglas, 11093A.
Speight, John Josh, Jr., 11085A.
Holmes, Elwin Franklin, 11097A.
¥ Bell, Gerald Benjamin, 11098A.
Stanley, Richard Edward, 11099A.
Bledsoe, Samuel Black, Jr., 11100A.
Friedman, Leon Jerome, 11101A.
Dillon, Francis Joseph, Jr., 11102A.
Weir, Gordon Thomas, 11105A.
Stout, Thomas Edward, 11106A.
¥ DuBols, William Jay, 11107A.
Smith, Eenneth A., 11108A.
McAuley, Walter J., Jr., 11109A.
Czapski, Edmund, 11110A.
DeVore, Ralph Nelson, 11111A.
Ferrari, Joseph Salvadore, 111124,

% Hathway, James Ayers, 11113A.
Hume, Robert Adelbert, 11115A.
Schwaderer, Willard Eugene, 11116A.
Cox, Nicholas Henry, 11117A.

X Manlove, Clifford Thomas, 11118A.
Whipple, Donald Eugene, 11119A.
McAuley, Milton Eenneth, 11120A.
Colchagoff, George Demeter, 11121A.
Gray, Billy Cooper, 11123A.
Nelson, Douglas Towle, 111244,

X Miller, James Andrew, 11125A.,
Netherton, Clyde Bryant, 11126A.
Lehman, Hugh Roberts, 11127A.
Hesterberg, Raymond Chester, 11128A.
Baker, William Virgil, 11129A.
Gold, Joe Milton, Jr., 11130A.
Fross, Horton Lawrence, 11131A.
Huston, James Leslie, Jr., 11132A.
Plattner, Milton, 11133A.

Allison, Eugene, 11135A.
Cain, James Walter, 11136A.
Loomer, Perry Douglas, Jr., 11137A,

X Shimanek, Robert James, 11138A.
Foxx, James Martin, 11139A.
Gardinier, Russell John, 11140A.
Mathis, Charles Eugene, 11141A.
Gisel, Clarence Paul, 11142A,
Barrett, James Herman, Jr., 11143A,
Wilson, Billy Baldwin, 11144A.
Conners, Thomas Aloysius, 11145A.
Wilemon, Max Walter, 11146A,
Moffatt, Robert, Jr., 11148A.

Alba, Michael, 11149A.

Purdom, Brooks Elbert, 11150A.
Sealy, Harry Haller. 11151A.
Millar, Harry Alvin, 11152A.
Griffin, Ralph Harvy, 11153A.
Little, Robert Dickson, 11154A.
Lynn, Bert Hausmann, Jr,, 11155A.
King, Lester Stanley, 11157A.
Burwell, John David, 11158A.
Gunther, Robert William, 11159A.
Littrell, William Leon, 11160A.
Remele, Courtney Albert, 11161A.

% Powell, Clarence Linton, 11162A.
Libby, William Albert, 11163A.
Henry, Charles Fogg, 11164A.

* Smith, William Henry, 11165A.

» Nixon, Horace Cecil, 11166A,
Brown, Claude Joseph, 11168A.

% Wylie, Harold Greever, 11160A.

X Schultz, Chester Martin, 11170A.
Donohue, John William, 111T1A.
Bimmons, Herbert Walter, 11172A.
Adams, Willlam Henderson, Jr., 11173A.
Junker, Jules Xavler, 8d, 11174A.
Andresen, Malcolm Knapp, 11175A.
Davis, Robert Emmett, 11177A.
Mazza, Vincent, 11178A.

Rich, Robert Stewart, 111794,

% Marr, Prederick William, 11180A.
Sculley, Raymond, 11181A.
Barker, Glenn Snyder, 11182A.,

* Rea, William Robinson, 11183A.
Mastropaolo, Salvatore, 11184A.

¥ Gannon, John Ernest, 11186A.
Brant, Francls Arthur, 11187A.
Rainwater, James Allen, 11188A,
Ostman, Byron Reynold, 11189A.
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% Griffin, Ira Lester, 11190A.

Polio, Nicholas Samuel, 11191A,
Cox, Luther Christian, 11193A.
Jones, Garland Maurice, 11194A.

% Nicholls, Walter Lee, Jr., 11195A.
North, Charles Anthony, 11196A.
Skawienski, Theodore Louis, 11197A.

¥ Stephens, Sidney Alexander, 11198A.
Brimberry, Will Olan, 11199A.
Bilyeu, Hal Errett, 11200A.

Black, William Howard, 11203A.
Pennington, Donald Jeffris, 11204A.
Welti, Conrad Joseph, 11205A.
Searle, Maurice Ortiz, 11206A.
Foster, Otis, Jr., 11207A.

Neal, Robert Jack, 11208A.

Booth, Clifford Richard, 11209A.

¥ Edelen, Carroll Lee, 11210A.

Hopper, Roy James, 11213A.
Sullivan, John Willys, 11211A.

X Jones, Harry Arthur Lawrence, Jr., 11214A.
Bickerstaff, Curtis Ergil, 11215A.
Washburn, Jesse Eugene, 11216A.
Saylor, David Wallie, 11218A.
Brinegar, Marion Frederick, 11219A.
Hogan, Floyd Hyer, 11220A.

Hostler, Gilbert Earl, 11221A,
Martin, Willlam Albert, 11223A.
Myrick, Morris Nichols, 11224A.
Larson, Milo George, 11225A.
Geck, John James, 11226A.
Hanlen, Joseph Richard, 1122TA.
Wallace, Arthur Lee, 11228A.

¥ Cook, Edwin Jarecki, 11220A.
Skaggs, Jesse Sparks, Jr., 11230A,

¥ Klemme, Meade, 11231A.

» Campbell, Claude Whitner, 11232A.
Parkerson, Eugene Campbell, 11233A
Beary, Eermit Edwin, 11234A.
Ryden, Reinhardt August, 11235A.
Bigler, Kerney Lee, 11236A.

Bauer, James Earl, 11237A.

Black, John Lewis, 11238A,
Staebell, Edward Franklin, 11230A.
Burgeson, Darell George, 11240A.
Jarrell, Howard Ray, 11241A.
Sanford, Raymond Pape, 112424,

¥ Clark, John Max, 11243A.
Greenwood, Thomas Willlam, Jr., 112444,
Hodgson, Charles Willis, 11245A.
Siegismund, Robert Wentling, 11246A.
Binnell, Francis Elwin, 11248A,
Hancock, Jack Leland, 11249A.

X Truman, Robert Virgil, 11250A.
Fowler, John Russell, 11251A.

Bush, John E., 11253A.
Davis, James Daniel, 11254A.
Jones, Jerome Judson, 11255A.

* Wickman, Robert John, 11256A.
Ledbetter, Llewellyn Harper, 11257A.
Crawford, Richard Wallace, 11258A.
Hollinger, Llewellyn Earl, 11250A.
Jarvis, Melvin Eugene, 11261A.
Jones, Fred Guy, 11262A.

% Berthiaume, Raymond Francis, 11263A.
Stephens, Glenn Frederick, 11264A,

¥ Miller, Samuel Ford, 11265A.

Smith, William Dulty, Jr., 11266A.
Brown, Robert Gardiner, 11267A.
Linebaugh, John Harvey Moore, 11268A.
Kehoe, Nicholas Bernard, Jr., 11269A.
Steiner, Irwin Oscar, 11270A.

Tormos, Jose Ramualdo, 11271A.
Moore, Floyd William, Jr., 11272A.

Medical

Randel, Hugh Wayne, 19357A.
Nauert, Nicholas Henry, Jr., 19606A.
Class, Robert Nelson, 19662A.
Vivian, Donald Norman, 19988A.
Condit, Norman Irving, 19956A.

% Merkle, Robert Woods, 19955A.
Lutz, Stanley, Jr., 19958A.
Hammers, Benjamin Nicol, 20006A.

Dental
* Thornberry, Wayne Walter, 18957A.
Myers, Warren Charles, 18958A.
Massey, John Thomas, 1B959A.
Herring, Woodward Miley, Jr., 19628A.
Veterinary
Nelson, Robert Kenneth, 19010A.
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Medical Service

X Doldge, William Thomas, 19483A.
Van Horn, Robert Moir, 19494A,
Rossl, Joseph Patrick, 19498A.
Hensley, Howard Crawford, Jr., 19495A.
¥ Gaines, Robert Lee, 19496A.
Lord, Douglas Venable, 19497A,
X Howell, Louis Grady, 19500A.
¥ Smith, Stuart Springer, 19502A.
X Horton, Russell Ervin, 19501A.

Chaplain

¥ Spellman, Richard Edward, 18801A.
¥ Schaefer, Roman Joseph, 18802A.
X Ressel, Delvin Edgar, 18803A.

Nurse

Hayden, Grace Josephine, 21915W.
Norred, Annice Elberta, 21928W.
McKenzie, Margaret Elizabeth, 21933W.
Berendsen, Dorothy Mildred, 21941W.
Erieble, Alice Rosalle, 21956W.

¥ Slattery, Lucile Constance, 21965W.
Jahr, Rhoda U., 20005W.

¥ Fintak, Florence Frances, 21983W.
Montgomery, Alice Lorena, 20980W,
Young, Eunice Florence, 20920W.
Smith, Mildred Elizabeth, 20934W.
Fill, Wanda Irene, 21096W.
Kelly, Evelyn Aleda, 20950W.

¥ Deason, Bernice Y., 20051W.

FIRST LIEUTENANT TO CAPTAIN
Air Force

Mahoney, Daniel Crowley, 23006A.
Marsh, Wesley Chandler, Jr., 23007A.
Faulkner, Norman Albert, 23008A.
Bryan, James Thomas, 23009A.

% Ouder, Melvin Lonny, 23010A.

X White, Thomas Leonidas, 25607A.

» Burks, Thomas Wilson, 24266A.

¥ Fahrney, John William, 25608A.
Yoder, Eeith Jay, 25609A.

¥ Sloop, Everett Eugene, 25610A.
“Forrest, Stephen Mitchell, 26673A.
Pearson, Carl Russell, 21796A.
Chew, John Cottle, 25611A.

Kelly, Willlam Joseph, 23183A.
Rankin, John Maynard, 21801A.

% Burton, Charles Rhoades, 23184A.

¥ Burckle, Alton George, Jr., 24267A.

% Crawford, William Arthur, Jr., 21797A.

» Haggard, Richard Lowell, 17725A.

* Ollvera-Barroso, Manuel, 17744A,
Rotstan, Robert, 17723A.

Blount, Buford Charles, 1T699A.
EKane, Richard Weldner, 17711A,

X Eckmann, Frederick Charles, 17718A.

¥ Watkins, Marvin Maurice, 17742A.

* Moir, James Ferriss, 1TT12A.

¥ Clements, Ben Hill, Jr., 1TT33A.
Bieber, Robert Warren, 17739A.

% Brennan, Joseph Xavler, 1772BA.
Montgomery, Bill Alexander, 17705A.
Mullan, Alfred William, Jr., 17709A.
Scroggin, Orville Oliver, 3d, 1TT38A,

¥ Horn, Robert Paul, 17743A.

»* Brumm, Robert Ellsworth, 17T717A.
Titus, Frank Alvin, 17741A.

¥ Meredith, Jim Tom, 17706A.
Springer, Paul Richard, 17715A.
McCleary, George Carlton, 17%.5A.

¥ Potter, Edward Magc, Jr., 17716A.
Thompson, George Willard, 17726A.
Burns, Robert Bernard, 17727A.
Escue, Walter Harbin, 17702A.

% Boyle, William Frederick, 17729A.

¥ Thomas, Alan Brainerd, 1T721A.

¥ Rea, Thomas Samuel, 1T707A.

» Allison, Thomas I, 17713A.

. XB8on, Herman Franklin, 17734A.

¥ Neville, Harry Walter, 17T04A.

% Boone, Warren Wallace, 17T0BA.
Trammell, Andrew Jack, 17T720A.
Moore, Winston Eugene, 17722A.
Ahrens, George Leo, 17732A.
Boswell, Marion Lillard, 17719A.
Anderson, Hunter Wilson, 17737A.
Baker, Wilson Kirby, Jr., 17740A.

% Schwalier, Charles Dale, 1T731A.

¥ Riley, Eldon Stanley, 17703A.

¥ Schwaner, Charles Fred, 17714A.
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Bmith, Clark Bridgland, 17730A.

% Pettitt, Bert Edward, Jr., 17698A.
Eent, Joseph Francis, Jr., 1T724A.
Hink, Harry Devere, 17710A,

» Chapman, John Monroe, Jr., 17T00A.
Winner, Donald Carlton, 17973A.
Smith, Mart Gary, Jr., 17976A.

* Phillips, Lowell Gene, 18050A.

X Hawes, Warren Harding, 18160A.
Stone, James Samuel, 18247A.

¥ Theus, Lucius, 18270A.

Snyder, George Francis, 18153A.

¥ Brisley, Bernard Anthony, 18265A.
Weeks, Roy Franklyn, Jr., 18189A.
Schmidt, George Robert, 18202A.

s Perry, Roland Archibald, 18231A.

% Lineham, Thomas Urlah, Jr., 18112A.
Gray, Donald Underwood, Jr., 18223A.
Kar, Edward George, 18252A.

% Van Bloom, Jay Clark, 18147A.

¥ Violet, Leonard, 18174A.

Smith, Bennie Cozzena, 18141A.

% Hicks, Malcolm Glenn, 18185A.

% Wilborn, William Thomas, 18194A.

% Schuering, Alvin George, 18166A.

* Malloy, William James, 18197A.

% Green, Norman Morgan, 18237A.
Spencer, Loren James, 18255A.

¥ Pierce, Russell Eurtz, Jr., 18118A.

% Talbot, George Edward, 18126A.

% Sanna, Francis Patsy, 18148A.
Urquhart, Roland Leslie, Jr., 18162A.

% Kester, Clifford Daniel, 181lA.

% Miller, John William, 18198A.
Lauterbach, Harris Young, 18256A.
Hinerman, Maurice Elwyn, 18218A,

‘s Crowther, Frederick Earl, 18221A.
Raphun, Leland Richards, 18130A.

% Hurlburt, Dana Follett, 18118A.

% Peters, Francis David, Jr., 18137A.
Humphries, Buford Milton, 18175A.
Randall, Richard Clary, 18212A.

» Bostick, Arthur Worth, 18239A.,
Locklear, James Quinton, 18133A.

¥ Mandina, Sidney Reginald I., 18125A.

% Traylor, Horace Cleveland, Jr., 18165A.
Goppert, Jean Glen, 1B167A.

% Jones, Richard Ernest, 18170A.

x% DuMontier, Louls Devine, 18171A.

¥ Hansen, Robert Paul, 18159A.
Adams, Gordon Sackett, 18186A.

% Philips, Thomas Roland, Jr., 18266A.
Morton, Walter Pinckney, Jr., 18129A.

% Alexander, Ernest Lee, 18143A,

¥ Doe, Irving Chester, 18155A.

¥ Gourley, Edwin Parker, 18181A.
Crowley, John McBride, 18217A.
Foote, Richard Harold, 18219A.

¥ Johanson, Alvin Lars Anton, 18248A.
Kennedy, Dean Lewis, 18235A.
Griffard, Robert Marcel, 18264A.

% Peterson, Harry William, 18275A.

¥ Luber, Vernon Norton, 18127A.

* Merino, Robert Francis, 18224A,

» Moehle, Charles Fred, 18131A.

% Gilpin, Harry Duncan, 18124A.

¥ Bray, Leslie William, Jr., 18136A.

% Shewan, Clifford Wayne, 18150A.

% Werber, William Alexander, 18178A.

» Eberhardt, Donald Elwin, 18182A.

» Byrn, John Stanford, 18196A.

X Gregory, Willie Preston, 18236A.,
Kirschman, Ivan Paul, 18258A,

¥ Moore, Jack Eenneth, 18135A.
Anderson, George Olaf, 18184A.

¥ Houghtby, James Eenneth, 18240A.
Rutherford, Richard Thomas, 18134A.

¥ Mills, Arthur Julius, 18180A,

X Curry, Ralph Jack, 182454,

X Bennett, George Alfred, 18154A.

¥ Kenyon, Benjamin Clarence, Jr., 18215A,

» Hochstetler, George Edward, 18216A.

¥ Howes, Lewis Langdon, 18220A.
Newton, Frederick Carter, 18228A.

¥ Hutchinson, Paul Eugene, 18158A.
Lopez, Donald Sewell, 18164A.
Schoefller, Clifford, 18179A.

Hanigan, Edward James, Jr., 18222A,

X Pendergraft, Wesley Lael, 18242A,

¥ Rementer, William John, 18250A.
Cook, William, Jr., 18257A.

Donegan, Charles Edward, 18283A.
Taylor, Charles Eersey, Jr., 18113A.,

» Light, Herbert Myron, Jr., 18128A.,

» Eubank, Graydon Enox, 18132A.

¥ Reuteler, Bruce Ervin, 18168A.

* Barter, John Wallace, 18208A.

¥ Baumann, Robert Price, Jr., 18203A.
McCully, Robert Humes, 18274A.

* Wolfe, Charles Spurgeon, 18176A.

X Rosenberg, Leslie Benjamin, 18210A.
Brinson, William Leslie, 1811TA.

¥ Mertely, Frank, 18201A.

Beno, William George, 18205A.

¥ Borders, Charles Wesley, 18149A.

» Hamilton, Calvin Lee, 18139A.
Paige, Carl Addison, 18241A.

% Jones, Donald Alfred, 18157A.

* Little, David Lee, 18253A.

X Melton, Carl Mudgett, 18180A.

» Payant, Peter, 18232A.
Stephenson, Wayne Louls, 18238A.
‘Williams, James Coleman, 18261A,

w Long, Robert Francis, 18142A,

¥ Reeder, William Dean, 18161A.
Melvin, Robert Elwood, 18193A.

* Lloyd, Glenn Howard, 18226A.
Baldwin, Richard Allen, 18262A.

w Burkhart, James Murrell, 18230A.

» Fahrney, Richard Lee, 18191A.
Ristau, Siegfried Edward, 18169A.

»® Wilson, Elbert, Jr., 18263A.
Martin, Eugene, Jr., 18233A.
Beisner, Gerald Jean, 18251A.
Eagle, Comly Joel, 18115A.
Nanney, James Thomas, 18177A.
Davis, Bruce, 18120A.

Hanton, John Thomas, 18138A.

» Johnson, Clarence LaVerne, 18213A.

» Hall, Benny Bob, 18272A,

% Bchmidt, Howard Richard, 18123A.

¥ Avise, Herbert Jack, 18114A,

¥ Bell, Robert Malcolm, 18145A.
Selble, Frederic Donald, Jr., 18225A,
Penick, Everett Smith, Jr., 18234A.

» Doran, Patrick Leo, 18207A.

» McNeil, Edwin Evan, 18102A,

% Cooper, Dewey Glenn, 18260A.

¥ Sinnett, Jefferson David, 19269A.

* Ellzey, J. Murray, 18204A.

» Ayres, Frank Lawrence, 18173A.
Hurst, Guy, Jr., 18243A.

Relsner, Horace Jackson, 182T71A.

% Hoffman, Charles Addison, Jr., 18244A,
Marshall, Sidney Currier, 18206A.
Preller, Gordon Charles, 18144A,

% Wilson, Richard Stanley, 18121A.

% Simpson, Russell Reavely, 19565A.

» Stevens, Wendelle Castyle, 18195A.

¥ Kenyon, Donald Edward, 18268A.

% Bohannon, James Raymond, Jr., 18146A.

¥ Collins, Perry Velmont, 18156A.
Jones, David Boone, 18183A.

» Peters, Warren Edmund, 18276A.

X McMinis, Jonathan Burns, 18249A,
Moore, Richard Raymond, 19795A.
Farnsworth, Al W., 18220A.

» Raley, Theodore Maxwell, 18200A.
‘Williams, Lawrence, 18152A.

3 Yeager, Paul Meryald, 18116A.

¥ Niemezyk, Julian Martin, 20671A.

» Baker, Marshall Erbie, 20675A.

» Adcock, James Kenneth, 20589A.

» Suttie, James, 20646A.

¥ Sandvig, Kenneth Leslie, 20605A,

X Warner, Walter Eugene, 20610A.

X McKay, Allen Fraser, 20613A.
Glover, Jerry C., 20650A.

X Gruber, Kenneth Willis, 20623A.

» Ecklund, Eugene, 20800A.

¥ Cralg, Robert Peter, 20649A.

¥ Collington, Frederick, 20663A,

* Fowler, Oscar Frank, 20583A.
Brown, Jack Riley, 20599A.
Dotson, Herbert Forrest, Jr., 20587A.,
Bobbitt, Aubrey Malcolm, 20644A.
Holt, Garland Edward, 20607A.

» DeGennaro, Carlo Nicola, 20570A.
Herrera, Alfred Charles, 20608A.
Moore, James Conway, Jr., 20664A,

¥ Jensen, Lloyd Eenneth, 20624A.
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Henry, Mervin Lester, 20604A.
Elliott, Donald Ancil, 20636A.

¥ Cummins, James Dirickson, Jr., 20618A.
Singer, Solomon Elias, 20666&.

» Barry, Russell John, 206564,

* McGowan, Samuel Benjamin, 20572A,

* Glines, Carroll Vane, Jr., 20679A.

% Jewell, Malcolm Eugene, 20588A.

% Stroff, Michael John, Jr., 20648A.
Long, Paul Henry, 20635A.

* Haynes, Clarence Gilbert, 20653A.

X Melucas, Paul Joseph, 20640A.

Perry, James Wallace, 20673A.
Doiron, Claude Joseph, Jr., 205696A.
¥ Rath, Leland John, 20620A,

¥ Willlams, Wilson Byron, 20668A.
Barns, Willlam Frederick, 20630A.

X 8Spiro, Bernard, 20627A.

McAnally, Paul Edward, 20581A.
Jones, Willlam Monroe, 20641A.
Burnett, Elvin Earl, 20601A.

¥ Sharp, Stuart Mayer, 20629A.

Hall, Harvey Preston, 20674A.
Busha, George Francls, 20628A.
Anderson, Charles Keller, 20618A.
Ernst, Willilam Joseph, 20609A.

X Clifton, Leecroy, 20650A.

Hill, Marcus Lee, Jr., 20622A.

¥ Myers, Andrew Jackson, Jr., 207T69A.

% Bush, Frederick Eugene, 20643A.

® Monaco, Anthony William, Jr., 20605A.

¥ Vincent, Robert Wilson, 20575A.
Prager, John William, 20586A.

% Urquhart, Charles Thomas, Jr., 20584A.

* Greene, Sidney, 20658A.

® Woolf, Simpson Molen, 20569A.
Johnson, George Alvin, 20672A.

* Vogler, Alfred Fritz, 20670A.

»* Miller, Edgar Cornelius, 20614A.

» Loman, William Thomas, Jr., 20669A.

¥ Sever, James Edward, 20692A.

X Magill, Francis William, 20652A.
McGaughey, Donald Keith, 20662A.
Maher, Thomas Joseph, 20855A.
Price, Robert Harold, 205671A.

¥ Jensen, Sigurd Lars, Jr., 20851A,

¥ Slade, William Arthur, 206T3A.
Staples, Johnston Raleigh, 20678A.
Canning, Douglas Strickland, 20577A.

X Welsh, Stephen Jackson, 20634A.

» 8aylor, Warren Daniel, 20637TA.

» Wendt, Willard Arthur, 20625A.

X Radecliffe, John Bilton, 20667A.
Montgomery, Joe Shelton, 20633A.

¥ Nole, Jack Dean, 20598A.

» Gaertner, Adolph, Jr., 20603A.

X Taylor, Joseph Thomas, 20611A.
Bass, Robert Allan, 20632A.

¥ EKohrman, Elwood Netherton, 20802A.
Lockhart, George Andrew, Jr., 20594A,

X Lawson, Francis Robert, 20606A.

»* Lunos, Austin. Edward, 20645A.
Stewart, Walter Claiborne, Jr., 20639A.

¥ Pedersen, Stanley Cartwright, 20617A.

» Sturm, Wilmer Ross, 208T6A.
Scarpero, Willlam John, 2067TA.

» Taylor, Jay Johnson, 20580A.

¥ Rogers, Dan Terrance, 20665A.
Orillion, Arthur Joseph, Jr., 20593A.
Crosby, Samuel Eugene, Jr., 20612A.

% Brownfield, Paul Wehrle, 20597A.

X Littlewood, Theodore Peterson, 20642A.
Farr, John Wesley, 20660A.

® Shawhan, Zac George, 20576A.

¥ Cooney, Jack Bernard, 20657A.
Newgarden, George Joseph, 3d, 20591A.
Yusievicz, John Joseph, 20582A.
White, Boyd Barnard, 20628A.

¥ Sheperd, Olen Dean, 20619A.

Fraser, Paul Victor, 20654A.

¥ Smith, J. B., 20638A.

¥ King, Edwin Vernon, 20585A.

¥ Gallagher, Rial Frederick, 20621A.
Gentzler, Robert Francis, 20678A.

¥ Spencer, Jack, 20661A.

Blanton, Franklin Dickinson, 21458A.
> EKelly, James Wyatt, 21462A.

X Cude, Willis Augustus, Jr., 21463A.
Aust, Abner Maurice, Jr., 20631A.
Henry, David Watters, Jr., 20580A.

X Miller, Sidney Harry, 21459A.
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Tony, Nicholas, 21464A.

* Shusta, Chester Joseph, 21461A.
Kemerling, William Earl, 21460A.
Lewis, Oliver Wendell, 18227A.,

» Frazier, Max Eugene, 21456A.
Hubbard, George Maurice, 21457A.

* O'Donnell, William Joseph, 20574A.
Vollmer, Charles David, 22630A.

¥ Pulling, Barton Sebring, 22569A.
Wood, Thomas Burke, 22686A.
Solomon, William George, 22627A.
Clay, Richard Laurence, 22647A.
Hagemann, Joseph Anthony, 22657A.
Hopkins, Robert Webster, 22660A.

» Miller, Orville Eugene, 22629A.

% Maxwell, Oren Vinson, 22637A.

X Gailer, Frank Lewis, Jr., 22592A,

¥ Kipping, Joseph Harding, 22582A.

¥ Doom, Richard Clinton, 225T9A.
Harding, Warren Wilson, 22685A.
Key, Oran Richard, Jr., 225894,

¥ Gonge, John Foster, 22600A.

s Mills, Clarence Howard, 22650A.

» Smoak, Andrew Washington, 22652A.

X Paul, Charles Timothy Arthur, 22622A.

X Kalin, Byron Roger, 22626A.

¥ Taylor, Jimmie, 22572A.

X Christensen, Eeith La Var, 22639A.

X Bledsoe, Carroll Harris, 22682A.

» Parman, Henry Oland, Jr., 22697A.

xDill, Glenn Estes, Jr., 22615A.
Copher, Paul D., 22619A.

¥ Feagin, Luther Wesley, 22687A.

* Phillips, William Charles, 22680A.
Watkins, Audrey Harold, 22663A.
Babb, James Walton, 22606A.

» Deffebach, Harry Wolsey, 22604A.

» Bush, Russell Lloyd, 22654A.

¥ Coletti, Victor Philip, 22609A.
Gulinson, Joseph Louls, 22671A.

¥ Porter, Fletcher Schley, 22672A.

x Keils, Walter Anthony, 22599A.

X Edgar, Willlam Robert, 22665A.

¥ Cook, Archie Lanier, 22695A.

» Ames, Douglas Melbourne, 22584A.

X Warren, Joseph Baker, 22586A.
Roberson, Harvey B., 22587A.
Loughnan, Victor James, 22573A.

% Abraham, Bruce Howard, Jr., 22591A,

X Mpyers, George Boyd, 22621A.
Owens, Charles Durwood, 22610A.

X Lykins, David William, 22635A.

X Petkus, Walter Adam, 22613A.

% Gillespie, Keith Lamar, 22576A.

X West, Flelding Franklin, 22614A.
Clark, Kenneth Bemis, 22625A.
Abendhoff, Gerhard Robert, 22628A.
Elliott, Frank Worth, Jr., 22664A.
Wilson, Richard Carroll, 22588A.
Williamson, Willie George, 22692A.
Grace, Harold Wayne, Jr., 22694A.
LaLonde, Robert Frederick, 22T03A.
Van Hoy, Leslie Bryant, 22645A.
Rolfe, Wilson, 22670A.

Davies, Joseph Potter, Jr., 22T702A.
¥ Callahan, John Gregory, 22700A.
Mitchell, Colling Parks, 22570A.
Ezell, Willlam Otis, 22649A.
Johnson, Fon Edwin, 22598A.

X Stewart, Douglas Donald, 22680A.

»McDonnell, Robert Henry, 22696A,

» Bridges, John Lunsford, 22643A.

» Derrick, Irvin Hendrix, 22605A.

¥ Walding, Willlam Harvey, 22611A.
Neal, Arthur Mehard, 22617A.
Wood, William Amos, 22595A.

» Johnson, Robert Colman, 22648A.

¥ Cotellesse, Peter, 22G699%A.
McDonald, Willlam Tommy, 22673A.

X Rood, Eric Westburg, 22620A.

X Hansen, Leroy Blaine, 22578A.
Burnham, Welbon De Kalb, 22640A.

» Rodewald, Warren August, 22679A.
Davidson, B. H. 22575A.

¥ Fish, Bruce Baker, 22623A.

» McDermott, Chauncey Lereign, 22633A.

» McAllister, Floyd Melvin, 22636A.

X "Wilson, William Walter, 22571A.

* Jones, Robert Lee, 22693A.

Smith, Lloyd Dixon, 22585A.
Daniel, Harlan Frederick, 22580A.

Lunsford, George Mortimer, 22646A,

‘% Page, Waldo Mark, 22602A.
Johnson, Arthur Hiram, 22684A.
Steves, Walter Thomas, 22581A.
Thomchak, Howard Michael, 22601A.
Fenley, Rellf Albert, 22608A.
Hanna, Keith Chance, 22642A,

% Horey, Raymond Stephen, 22593A.

» Alden, William Ames, 22658A.
Bartholomew, Gabriel Peter, 22659A.,

¥ Morgan, D. P., Jr., 22688A.
Burrlss, Richard Clark, 22641A,

% Clisham, Winston Harold, 22618A.

* Marshall, Gerald Roy, 22596A.

» Herrewig, Alvin Paul, 22634A.

* McDonnell, James Godfrey, 22705A.

X Cummins, Harry Timothy, Jr., 22594A.

¥ 8illiman, James Gordon, 22644A.
Hubbard, Thomas Parker, 22590A.

» Kovach, Michael Martin, 22683A.

X Brunson, Lloyd Earl, 22669A.,

» Baxton, David William, 22674A,
Davis, Charley Lee, 22T01A.

* McKone, Joseph Francis, 22666A.

x Kohl, Don Resseguie, 22655A.
Braeunig, Ewald Christian, 22597A.

Lafferty, William Anderson, Jr., 22667A.

X Findlay, Ralph Farner, 22631A.

® Welsh, William Plorence, 22676A.
Lien, Arthur Marvin, 22574A.
Muldoon, James Edward, Jr., 226561A.
Burgess, John Raymond, 22698A.
Murphy, William John, Jr., 22681A.

¥ Bmith, Richard Willis, 22583A.

% Grovert, Robert Eugene, 22577A,
Roberts, Howard Grey, 22603A.

* Tremblay, Armand Laval, 22624A,
White, Raymond Eldon, 22661A.

»* Butz, John Louis, 22678A.

Adams, Charles J., 22656A.

X Willlams, Morris Franklin, 22632A.

» Eckman, Robert Lee, Jr., 22638A.

* Kinkead, Joseph Clyde, 22677A.

X Stewart, James Lenzey, 22691A.,

® Gillingham, Rowley Ems, 22616A.

» Anderson, George Robert, 23653A.

* Miller, Myron Dale, 23708A.

Rymer, Frank Pierce, Jr., 23689A.
Cecil, Thomas, Jr., 28654A.
Farnum, Mark, Jr., 23667A.
Blake, Thomas Alfred, 23698A.

» Vohs, Lester John, 23670A.
Marshall, Richard William, 23705A.
Ramsdell, George Raymond, 23661A.

» 8mith, William Harrison, Jr., 23685A.

Shimonkevitz, William Francis, 23711A,

Noziglia, Robert Everett, 23675A.
Murray, John Edward, 23656A.

* 8mith, Edward Frank, 23674A.
Russell, Charles Clark, 23660A.

¥ Dunn, Buel Albert, 23701A.
Clowry, John Patrick, 23687A.
Fish, Howard Math, 23704A.

¥ MecAllister, Warren William, 23672A.
Statum, Glen Wade, 23668A.

» Hoban, Richard Matthew, 23658A.

X Keller, Floyd Eugene, 23712A.
Wilson, Donald L., 23662A.
Nestle, Roger Willlam, 23660A.

¥ Foust, Willlam Lee, 23690A.

Sims, Willlam McNaire, Jr., 23680A.

X Francis, Philip Bruce, 23663A.
Cahill, Joseph Eugene, 23713A.
Scherler, Arnold Eduard, Jr., 23697A.

* Gates, Talbert Mark, 23688A.
Weyhrich, Melvin Peter, 237T00A.

X Kougias, George Christopher, 23682A.

X Fromm, Robert Arthur, 23679A.

» Euhlmann, Duane Arthur, 23702A.
Light, Delbert John, 23692A.
Poladian, Robert, 23695A.

Minow, James Wallace, 23651A.
Lyndes, Harry Everett, Jr., 23706A.
Linecoln, Brian Jerome, 23703A.
Segura, Wiltz Paul, 23681A.

» Page, Donald Grey, 23683A.
Smith, Edgar Harrison, 23684A.
Boyd, Henry LeRoy, 23652A.

X Whitley, Albert Grant, 23707A.
Caylor, William Robert, 23665A.

> Plercy, Jeff Johnston, 23677A.
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Christie, Robert Lee, 23710A.
Blake, John Edward, 23671A.

X Hardcastle, Frank Lockwood, 23693A.
X Ziegler, John Christopher, 238657A.
Shelton, William Ernest, 23659A.
First, David Frederick, 23664A.

Teel, Wilford Lamar, 23691A.
Culbertson, Leon Gail, 23696A.
X Heller, Emerson Earl, 23678A.
X Wilson, Ernest Riley, 23694A.
Pohl, Nelson Otto, 23709A.
Chamberlain, Clarence Newton, Jr., 23686A.

X Stoneberger, Harold William, 23699A.
Naylor, Harold Linkey, 23676A.

X Woody, Rufus, Jr., 23655A.

X Perry, William Edward, Jr., 23673A.
Alger, Robert Allaire, 23666A.

X Macauley, Bill Thomas, 243324,
Haigler, Claude Sweringer, 24308A.
Watson, Albert Thomas, Jr., 24337A.
Harris, Elsey, Jr., 24309A.

¥ Bamuelson, Dale Leroy, 24310A.

% Pine, Forrest Stanley, 24323A.
Hall, Roland Paige, 24342A.
Johnson, George Albert, 24341A,
Peterson, Howard Warren, 24307A.

¥ Phillips, Wendell, 24322A.

X Sullivan, Willlam Joseph, 24334A.

X Syphers, Victor Kendrick, 24316A.
Pacharzina, Carl Alvin, Jr., 24311A.

X Johnson, Wendell Andrew, 24333A.
Allard, Lionel Charles, Jr., 24331A.
Morris, Jack Bret, 24326A.

‘Wiley, Robert Bernard, 24338A.
Schmidt, David Julius, 24320A.
Christopher, Frederick Lenwood, 243154,
KErynovich, George, 24313A.

Edwards, Lloyd Carol, Jr., 24314A.

» Jenkins, Willard Dolphas, 24344A.

» Egender, Herbert Franklin, 24317A.

X Malone, Paul Edward, 24329A,
Hill, James Arthur, 24324A.
Stapleton, Leroy Earl, 24343A,
Booton, Glen Eugene, 24335A.

¥ Kuhn, Joseph Anthony, 24321A.,

X Shepard, Van Huber, 24339A.

X King, Stephen Joseph, 24330A.
Baisden, Orville Ray, 24336A.

* Riordan, Daniel Willlams, 24327A.

» O'Hara, David Balley, 24310A.

» Cavalll, George August, 24340A.
Reed, Charles Shelby, 24328A.

X Becker, Robert Herbert, 24318A.
Audick, Albert Eugene, 24345A.

X Hector, Arnold Ernest, 24325A.
Leech, Richard Gerald, 24312A.

» Bodinger, Norman Barron, 23715A.,

X Kirby, Elwin Glenn, 23714A.
Stevens, Jack Duane, 20679A.

X Gasaway, Nicholas Edwin, 21798A.
French, Fay Eugene, 237T16A.

X 8lover, Julius Elwood, 23012A.
DuFault, William Francis, 20680A.

% Botte, David Anthony, 21799A.
Steele, William Nicholas, 22707A.
Prager, Arthur, 20681A.

¥ Winfree, Douglas Woodson, Jr., 18278A.

X Balyards, John Albert, Jr., 18279A,

X Wheeler, James Isaac, 23717A,

X Vega, John William, 18280A.

X Clark, Earl Otis, Jr., 20682A.
Bocken, Richard Charles, 25612A.

« Torvestad, Robert James, 24268A.

X Fishel, Martin David, 24698A.
White, Lee Wayne, 24696A.
Mulvey, Gordon Ernest, 2469TA.
Albright, John Scott, 24703A.

¥ Bennett, Henry Wayne, 24695A.

* Goyne, Carroll Heard, Jr., 24728A.
Keutman, Charles Henry, 24699A.

¥ Johnson, Robert Manon, 24706A.
Farrar, Aubrey O'Neal, 24702A.
Mason, Wendell Leon, 24T08A.
Brush, Donald John, 24700A.

X Post, Gerald Joseph, 24707A.
Crisman, Marcus Blair, Jr., 24T04A,

¥ Shannon, Willlam Earl, 21802A.

X Pace, Robert Eugene, 22710A.

X Gleaves, Donald Heavner, 18282A.

* Thorn, James Read, 25613A.

Matte, Joseph Zannet, 20615A.
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‘% Jackson, Charles Wilbur, 18284A,
Williams, Donald Alan, 26674A,

¥ Gardner, Edith Rose, 266756W.
Rigsby, Cecil Harding, 18285A.,
Smith, Norman Stanley, 24346A.
Bernard, Duane Richard, 25615A.

* Moberley, Ralph Herbert, Jr., 26614A,

X Consta, Arthur Leo, 23T18A.
Hament, Carrol, 20045A.
League, Miles Richard, 18286A.

X Tanner, Theodore John, 18287A.

X Bchleuss, Louis Frederick, 23719A.
Gross, Eenneth Eugene, 18289A.

» Pulley, John Hubert, Jr., 18288A.
Edwards, Robert Frederick, 22711A.,

¥ Werbeck, Donald Louis, 18200A.
Terrell, Harry Evans, Jr., 18201A.

¥ Snyder, Orrin William, 3d, 22712A.

X Pattillo, Charles Curtis, 23720A.

»* Buchanan, Robert Sylvester, 18292A.

¥ Sharp, David Martin, 18293A.

> Shiver, Morris Eugene, 182944,

X8mith, Gayle LeRoy, 20683A.
Jashinski, Victor Harry, 24709A.

¥ Ferrato, Theodore Peter, 22713A.
Thompson, Lawrence A., Jr., 18205A.

» Peters, Earl William, 20684A.
Rothery, William James, Jr., 23721A.

‘X Walter, Harvey Peter, 18296A.
Blalock, Woodrow Wilson, 18297A.
Toothman, Byron Rimbey, 20686A.

¥ MecQuown, John Ragan, 23722A.
Jordan, Vincent Anthony, 26676A.
Lockridge, Clarence Reynolds, 18298A.
Sexton, Roy Denver, 26677A.

¥ Hilton, Garland Bruce, Jr., 23723A.

» EKasten, Nelson, 22T14A.
Btevens, Robert Merrill, 23724A.
Thornell, John Francis, Jr., 2434TA.

¥ Reichart, Stuart Richard, 24269A.
Galpin, Harry Tower, 24348A.

X Trommershausser, John, 18300A.

¥ Jenks, Harford Perry, 18280A.
May, Edward Stanley, 18301A.

* Pattillo, Cuthbert Augustus, 22T15A.

X Braddock, James Edward, 24349A,
Snyder, John Thomas, 18302A.

» Reid, Addison Taylor, 18303A.
Tannenbaum, Leon Marvin, 2068TA.

¥ Schwab, Jack Clifford, 22716A.
Palmer, William Joseph, 18304A.

¥ Gehri, Donald Harry, 22T17TA.

XLewis, Willlam Henry, 237T25A.

Medical

% Snedden, Hal Edward, 23123A.
EKoehn, Robert Cecil, Jr., 25732A.

Dental

Turner, James Allen, 26321A.

¥ Hagen, Sidney Allen, 23178A.

Veterinary

Grau, William Henry, Jr., 23073A.
Greer, Russell Flagg, 21867A.
Davis, Harold Clayton, 23075A.
Bilderback, Willlam Riley, 23216A.
Douglas, Jack Donnalee, 25331A.
Garner, Howard Scott, 25660A.
Harris, Milford Douglas, Jr., 256T0A.

¥ Ringley, Donald William, 24225A.

¥ Griffin, Thomas Ponton, 23217A.

* Barnes, Charles Miller, 23218A.
Benson, Richard Earl, 242264,

¥ Reeves, Johnie Lee, 23220A.
Clayton, Frederick Ware, 23219A.

¥ Moe, Douglas Ford, 26645A.
Barron, Charlie Nelms, 25671A.

¥ Young, Robert Joiner, 24227TA,

¥ Nold, Max Marcell, 23597A.

X McGown, Murlin Lee, 23508A.
Howells, William Veatch, 256672A,

¥ Crandell, Robert Allen, 24229A.

% Bailey, Robert William, 24231A,

»Houk, Donald Clement, 24228A.

* Phelps, Gene Collins, 24230A.

X Terry, John Leary, Jr., 24232A.

Medical Service

X Herrin, Daniel Monroe, Jr., 216204,
» Little, Herman Ivy, 21616A,
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% Holihan, Prancls Leonard, 2160TA.
Ruffing, Donald Joseph, 21621A,

X Schult, Harold George, 21617A.
Johnson, John Alfred, 21611A.
Beck, William Stanislaus, 21612A.

¥ Cook, Raymond John, 21610A.
Nicely, Harry Benson, Jr., 21622A.

X Zellers, Billy Bob, 21614A.

X Marolf, Eenneth Loyd, 21613A.
‘Winkelblech, Donald Ray, 21624A.

X Woolf, Henry McCune, 21615A.
Garner, Walter Frank, 21609A.

¥ Allinson, John Nils, 21626A.

X Whitt, Orbin Russell, 21625A.

X Weller, William Edger, 21618A.
Roftis, Robert Jesse, 21623A.

> Smyth, KEenneth Eugene, 21619A,
Werderman, Charles John, 21872A.
Connolly, Owen Francis, 21868A.

X Foley, Prank Robertson, 21870A.

® Baul, Lee Irvin, 21871A.

* Kimball, Lorenzo Kent, 21869A.

> Tayloe, Leon Thomas, 23076A.

»* Swimmer, Adolph Harold, 24233A.

¥ Lubrant, Anthony John, 21627A.

Chaplain

Graeber, Joseph Marlin, 23210A,
Denehy, John Francis, 24683A.

¥ Eetter, Leander Joseph, 23211A.
Boardman, Willilam Armistead, 25631A.

» Verbeke, Robert Henry, 24684A,

¥ King, Willlam Joseph, 24685A.

X Kullowatz, Vernon Frederick, 24686A.

Women’s Medical Specialist

¥ Deming, Elsle L., 20901A.

SECOND LIEUTENANT TO FIRST LIEUTENANT
Air Force

Walters, Marvin Lee, 23116A.
Bronner, Edmond James, 23115A.
Johnson, Samuel Robert, Jr., 25936A.
O’'Malley, Gene Jolliffe, 25937A.

% Bennett, John Harley, 23139A,
Gray, David Lawrence, 23142A,

¥ Gustafson, George Alan, 23140A.

X Yanecek, Earl Eugene, 23144A.

X VanGorder, Francis Cleve, 23145A.
Mayo, Jack Bernard, 25038A.
Humphrey, Eugene Channing, 25030A.

¥ Welch, Billy Jack, 23146A.

X 8mith, Arthur Clair, Jr., 24605A.
Lawson, Richard LaVerne, 25940A.

» Donohue, William John, Jr., 24173A.

» Buckland, Alwyn Charles, 23153A.

» Rozsa, Allen Claire, 24606A.

» Davila Aponte, Luls Angel, 23147A.

» Astrella, Ralph John, 24609A.

» Christenson, Arnold Petri, 24610A.
Bond, Jack David, 26583A.

 Stoltenberg, Richard Edward, 24612A.,

X Brown, Willlam Earl, Jr., 23193A.
Brown, Stuart LeRoy, Jr., 23192A,

¥ Larue, James Eugene, Jr., 23191A.

X Low, James Frederick, 23194A,
Berger, Warren George, 23198A.
Miller, Alfred Marion, Jr., 23195A.
Ingram, Benjamin Franklin, Jr., 23210A.

X Parks, Roland William, 23197A.

» Moore, Thomas Lee, 23196A.

Hunt, Billie Bob, 23200A.

¥ Hayford, Robert Louis, 250424,
Eauttu, Paul Alfred, 25041A.
O'Connell, Donald Roger, 2658GA.
Tracy, Fred Lewis, 26587A.

¥ Pate, Willlam Bernard, 26584A.

X Pratt, Carl Ely, Jr., 26585A.
Chapman, Henry Alan, 26588A.
Milstead, Robert Evans, 24613A.

» Mitchell, Robert Jean, 24614A,

»Wood, Richard Jack, 24615A.
Winston, Marjory Eva, 25943W.
Tarver, William R., 26590A.

»Brown, Norma Elaine, 265890W.
Dellaripa, James Michael, 26591A.

X Swing, Herbert Ralston, Jr., 231494,
Paul, William Sidney, 23151A.
Green, Elmer Harold, Jr., 23150A.
Herrick, Ronald Charles, 26592A.
James, Francis Edward, Jr., 26503A.

January 10

Miller, Charles B., 26595A.
Ashe, Mary Ellen, 26506W.
King, Gilberta, 25944W.

*Eramer, Edward Francis, Jr., 23154A.

¥ Cooper, Byrum Wilson, 24867A.
Koetting, Donald Joseph, 23620A.
Thomas, John Powers, 23624A.

»Doak, Malcolm Robert, 23628A,

* Gillory, Byron Morris, 23621A.

» Athanas, George Lyke, 23610A.

X Bounds, Jesse Clemson, Jr., 23620A.

* Saville, David Barnhardt, 23623A.

X Disch, Thomas Harold, Jr., 23627A.
Forsman, Billy Baker, 23626A.

Toma, Joseph Shaker, 25046A.
Bakken, Robert Wayne, 25045A.
Collins, Eenneth Stanley, 26507A.
Spencer, James Hoyte, Jr., 26598A.

» Warner, William Ayres, 23158A.

* Light, Wilbur Smith, 23156A.

* Bauman, Wendall Carter, 23150A.

X Quinn, James Lester, 231556A.
Browning, George Moore, Jr., 23157A.

X Hoffman, Charles Raymond, Jr., 23160A.,
Doerty, Walter Lafayette, Jr., 22777A.

¥ Bridgman, Oscar Cleon, Jr., 256047A.
Whitaker, Benjamin Merrill, 24868A.
Folline, William Benjamin, 26599A.

¥ Valentine, Garrison Norton, 24617A.
Myers, Richard Lee, 24616A.

X Walker, Ian Gordon, 24618A.
Puryear, Edgar Francis, Jr., 23252A,

X Foster, Murphy James, Jr., 23253A.

» Akers, George Storms, 24967A,

» Jones, Aldred Wilson, 24970A.

* Vanderheide, Norma Gall, 2497T1W.

¥ Anding, Thomas Earl, 24968A.
Foster, Harl Randal, 26600A.
Gaylord, Bradley, Jr., 23635A.

X Fisher, John Levi, 23641A.

» Shearon, James Thomas, 23644A,
Somers, Eugene Kinkead, 23649A.
Rose, Charles Eenneth, 3d, 23647A.

X Lee, John Thomas, Jr., 23642A,

X Jancauskas, Alidore Anthony, 23638A.,

X Sanet, Edward, 23648A.

¥ deClairmont, Ralph Gregg, 23636A.

» Romack, Joseph Conrad, 23646A.

X Roesener, Arlie Keith, 23640A.

X Smith, Edwin Luther, 23645A.

X Randerson, John Tremper, 23643A.

* Kline, Cozier Snider, 23632A.

X Neuner, Louls George, Jr., 23633A.

¥ Cameron, Lyle Willis, 23634A.

X Kohlmeier, Edward John, 26604A.

X Kelly, Henry Miles, 26601A.
Seufert, William Sherman, 206603A.
Donnelly, Charles Lawthers, Jr., 26605A.
Weissgarber, Martin, Jr., 26606A.
Gray, Fred William, 26602A,

¥ Ford, Claude Junior, 24619A.

X Partridge, Robert Wilson, 26607A.

Medical Service

® Little, Robert Lorenzo, 24256A.

X March, James Edward, 25346A.
Moyer, James Earl, 25683A.

¥ Cortner, Robert Harold, 25347A.

# Dowell, Frank Herbert, 25348A.
Mengebier, Robert Arthur, 25742A,

¥ Mixson, Marion Hagood, Jr., 25340A.

X Brenner, Theodore Engelbert, 25684A.

X Hirsch, Jerome Albert, 25350A.

X Buckeridge, Francis Arthur, 25351A,
Archibald, Erwin Roger, 25685A.
Clayton, Eugenia, 25686W.

Huggins, Henry Alexander, Jr., 25687A.

X McLain, George Hobson, Jr., 256852A.
Hadley, Neil Blaine, 26669A.

Nurse

¥ Bands, Mary Louise Ryder, 23246W.

¥ Wells, Helen, 23247TW.

X Maisey, Alberta Frances, 23243W.

¥ EKing, Wanda Mae, 23244W.

Women's Medical Specialist

X Potter, Olive Justine, 23248W.

(NoTeE.—Dates of rank of all officers nom=-

inated for promotion will be determined b:
the Secretary of the Air Force.) [
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

MoxpAY, JANUARY 10, 1955

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

Dr. Frank F. Warren, president of
Whitworth College, Spokane, Wash., of-
fered the following prayer:

Eternal God our Father, in the spirit
of reverence we would come into Thy
presence this day. Thou hast told us
that we ought to pray and not to faint.
We look at our world and at the tasks
which are ours, and too often we grow
faint in the realization of our personal
shortcomings. Help us to realize anew
the divine strength which is ours for the
asking, the wisdom which is ours for the
seeking, and the understanding of Thy
divine will for ourselves, our Nation, and
the world.

We ask this day for Thy divine bless-
ing upon the Congress of the United
States. The problems that confront us
as a nation are multitudinous and the
decisions made this day may be mo-
mentous. May each Member of the
House realize anew the wisdom that
comes from above, and may hearts and
minds be open to Thy leadership. Help
us to be great enough to put behind us
the trivia of life and may we unite on all
that is essential. Forgive us for all that
Thou dost see in our conduct and con-
versation unworthy of us and cleanse our
hearts through the indwelling of Thy
Spirit through Christ our Lord. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of
Thursday, January 6, 1955, was read and
approved.

SUNDRY MESSAGES FROM THE
PRESIDENT
Sundry messages in writing from the
President of the United States were com-
municated to the House by Mr. Tribbe,
one of his secretaries.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate, by Mr.
Carrell, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed a joint reso-
lution of the following title, in which
the concurrence of the House is re-
quested:

8. J. Res. 4. Joint resolution to provide for
the continuation in office of certain mem-
bers of the Commission on Governmental
Operations.

THE HONORABLE EDMUND P.
RADWAN

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following communication, which
was read:

JanuUaRY T, 1955.
Hon. Sam RAYBURN,
Speaker, House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

Sm: In accordance with your designation
of me, pursuant to House Resolution 11,
84th Congress, adopted by the House of
Representatives, to administer the oath of
office to Representative-elect EpMunp P.
‘RapwaN, of the 41st District of New York,
I have the honor to report that on the Tth
day of January 1955, at Buffalo, Erie Coun-
ty, State of New York, I administered the
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oath of office to Mr. Rapwan, form pre-
scribed by section 1757 of the Revised Stat-
utes of the United States, being the form
of oath administered to Members of the
House of Representatives, to which Mr. Rap=
WwAN subscribed.
I have the honor to be,
Yours respectfully,
EpwaRp A. RaTH,
County Clerk, Erie County, N. Y.

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker,
I offer a resolution (H. Res. 71) and ask
for its immediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as
follows:

‘Whereas EpMunp P. RapwaN, a Represent-
ative from the State of New York, from the
41st District thereof, has been unable from
sickness to appear in person to be sworn
as a Member of this House, but has sworn
to and subscribed to the oath of office be-
fore Mr. Edward A. Rath, Erie County clerk,
Buffalo, N. Y., authorized by resolution of
this House to administer the oath, and the
sald oath of office has been presented in his
behalf to the House, and there being no
contest or question as to his election:
Therefore be it

Resolved, That the sald oath be accepted
and recelved by the House as the oath of
office of the said Epmunp P, RADWAN a8 a
Member of this House.

The resolution was agreed to, and a
E?Jtlzion to reconsider was laid on the
e.

SWEARING IN OF MEMBER

Mr. PASSMAN appeared at the bar of
the House and took the oath of office.

ELECTION OF MEMBERS TO
COMMITTEES

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, T offer a
resolution (H. Res. 72) and ask for its
immediate consideration.

: The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
oOWS:

Resolved, That the following Members be,
and they are hereby, elected members of
the following standing committees of the
House of Representatives:

Committee on Appropriations: John Taber,
New York; Richard B. Wigglesworth, Mas-
sachusetts; Ben J. Jensen, Iowa; H. Carl
Andersen, Minnesota; Walt Horan, Washing-
ton; Gordon Canfield, New Jersey; Ivor D.
Fenton, Pennsylvania; John Phillips, Cali-
fornia; Errett P. Scrivner, Kansas; Frederic
R. Coudert, Jr., New York; Cliff Clevenger,
Ohio; Earl Wilson, Indiana; Glenn R. Davis,
Wisconsin; Benjamin F. James, Pennsyl-
vania; Gerald R. Ford, Jr., Michigan; Edward
T. Miller, Maryland; Charles W. Vursell,
Illinois; T. Millet Hand 2d, New Jersey; Har-
old C. Ostertag, New York; Frank T. Bow,
Ohio.

Committee on House Administration:
Karl M. LeCompte, Iowa; Albert P. Morano,
Connectlcut; Paul F. Schenck, Ohio; Joseph
L. Carrigg, Pennsylvania; Robert D. Harri-
son, Nebraska; Robert J. Corbett, Pennsyl-
vania; John B. Bennett, Michigan; Patrick
J. Hillings, California; Oliver P. Bolton,
Ohio; Glenard P. Lipscomb, California.

Committee on Ways and Means: Daniel A.
Reed, New York:; Thomas A. Jenkins, Ohio;
Richard M. Simpson, Pennsylvania; Robert
W. Kean, New Jersey; Noah M. Mason, Illi-
nois; Hal Holmes, Washington; John W.
Byrnes, Wisconsin; Antoni N. Sadlak, Con-
necticut; Howard H. Baker, Tennessee;
Thomas B. Curtis, Missouri.

The resolution was agreed to.
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SELECTION OF MAJORITY WHIP

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
desire to make an announcement.
Those Members who served in the 83d
and past Congresses know that the dis-
tinguished gentleman from Tennessee,
Mr. Priest, has been the Democratic
whip.

Mr. PRIEST now assumes the very re-
sponsible position of chairman of the
very important Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce. He has him-
self made the decision that the duties
of that chairmanship are such that he
feels constrained to confine his activ-
ities to that position.

As a result of that it became neces-
sary to select a majority whip. I am
very pleased to announce to my col-
leagues today that the Speaker and I,
in conference, have designated and se=-
lected the distinguished gentleman from
Oklahoma, Mr. CarL ALBERT, t0o be the
majority whip during this Congress.

CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES,

HousE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Washington, D. C., January 3, 1955.
The Honorable Joun McCorRMACK,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D.C.

DeAr JOHN: In replying to your urgent re-
quest that I continue as the Democratic whip,
let me say first of all that I am deeply grate-
ful to you for extending to me the oppor-
tunity to serve again in that position.

I shall always cherish among my finest
memories the very close and fine relation-
ships with you and Speaker RAYBURN during
the time I served as the Democratic whip.

I wish very much that I could feel that it
would be possible for me to continue as the
whip and at the same time assume the
chairmanship of the Committee on Inter-
state and Forelgn Commerce. I have served
on that committee for 12 years and I know
something about the load that the chairman
of the committee must carry. This has been
& difficult decision for me to make, but I feel
that I cannot do both jobs as I think they
should be done and I shall give to the posi=
tion of chalrman the best I have in energy,
effort, and thought.

Let me assure you again that this is a de-
cision that has not been easily reached and
further assure you that I shall always be
grateful for your friendship and your co=
operation during the time I served as the
Democratic whip and to pledge to you and
to whoever may be appointed to this posie
tion my very closest cooperation at all times,

‘With best wishes, I am

Sincerely yours,
J. PERCY PRIEST.
JANUARY T, 1955.
Hon. J. PERCY PRIEST,
House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Percy: I am in receipt of your letter
of January 3 and I want you to know I re-
gretted very much the decision you made
that you did not feel you could continue as
Democratic whip, that the arduous duties of
your chairmanship of the all-important Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce
constituted your first attention anc required
your constant attention. You performed
your duties throughout the years you were
Democratic whip in an outstanding and most
effective manner. I always valued the close
relationship that existed between you and
Speaker RAYBURN and myself, and your loy-
alty and devotion to both the Speaker and
myself.

As chairman of the very important Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce
you will make an outstanding record for
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yourself and make marked contributions to
the progress of our country and the benefit of
our people. It is needless for me to tell you
that in any way I can cooperate with you,
either personally or officially, it will always
be a pleasure for me to do so.

With kind personal regards, I am

Sincerely yours. .

SELECTION OF MINORITY WHIP

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusefts. Mr.
Speaker, I desire to announce on the
part of the Republican Members that we
have reappointed our very efficient whip,
Mr. Les ARENDS, of Illinois.

FOREIGN ECONOMIC POLICY OF
THE UNITED STATES—MESSAGE
FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE
UNITED STATES (H. DOC. NO. 63)

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following message from the Presi-
dent of the United States, which was
read and referred to the Committee on
Ways and Means and ordered to be
printed:

To the Congress of the United States:

For the consideration of the Congress,
I submit my recommendations for fur-
ther developing the foreign economic
policy of the United States. Although
largely based upon my special message
to the Congress of March 30, 1954, these
proposals are the product of fresh review.

The Nation’s enlightened self-interest
and sense of responsibility as a leader
among the free nations require a foreign
economic program that will stimulate
economic growth in the free world
through enlarging opportunities for the
fuller operation of the forces of free
enterprise and competitive markets.
Our own self-interest requires such a
program because (1) economic strength
among our allies is essential to our secu-
rity; (2) economic growth in under-
developed areas is necessary to lessen
international instability growing out of
the vulnerability of such areas to Com-
munist penetration and subversion; and
{3) an increasing volume of world pro-
duction and trade will help assure our
own economic growth and a rising stand-
ard of living among our own people.

In the worldwide struggle between the
forces of freedom and those of commu-~
nism, we have wisely recognized that the
security of each nation in the free world
is dependent upon the security of all
other nations in the free world. The
measure of that security in turn is de-
pendent upon the economic strength of
all free nations, for without economic
strength they cannot support the mili-
tary establishments that are necessary
to deter Communist armed aggression.
Economic strength is indispensable, as
well, in securing themselves against in-
ternal Communist subversion.

For every country in the free world
economic strength is dependen® upon
high levels of economic activity inter-
nally and high levels of international
trade. No nation can be economically
self-sufficient. Nations must buy from
other nations, and in order to pay for
what they buy they must sell. It is es-
sential for the security of the United

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

States and the rest of the free world that
the United States take the leadership in
promoting the achievement of those
high levels of trade that will bring to all
the economic strength upon which the
freedom and security of all depends.
Those high levels of trade can be pro-
moted by the specific measures with re-
spect to trade barriers recommended in
this message, by the greater flow of capi-
tal among nations of the free world, by
convertibility of currencies, by an ex-
panded interchange of technical coun-
sel, and by an increase in international
travel.

From the military standpoint, our na-
tional strength has been augmented by
the overall military alliance of the na-
tions constituting the free world. This
free world alliance will be most firmly
cemented when its association is based
on flourishing mutual trade as well as
common ideals, interests, and aspira-
tions. Mutually advantageous trade re-
lationships are not only profitable but
they are also more binding and mrore en-
during than costly grants and other
forms of aid.

Today numerous uneconomie, man-
made barriers to mutually advantageous
trade and the flow of investment are
preventing the nations of the free world
from achieving their full economic po-
tential, International trade and invest-
ment are not making their full contribu-
tion to production, employment, and in-
come. Over a large area of the world
currencies are not yet convertible.

We and our friends abroad must to-
gether undertake the lowering of the un-
Jjustifiable barriers to trade and invest-
ment, and we must do it on a mutual
gasisl;l so-that the benefits may be shared

v all.

Such action will add strength to our
own domestic economy and help assure
a rising standard of living among our
people by opening new markets for our
farms and factories and mines.

The program that I am here recom-
mending is moderate, gradual, and re-
ciprocal. Radical or sudden tariff re-
ductions would not be to the interest of
the United States and would not accom-
plish the goal we seek. A moderate pro-
gram, however, can add immeasurably to
the security and well-being of the United
States and the rest of the free world.

TRADE AGREEMENT AUTHORITY

I request a 3-year extension of Pres-
idential authority to negotiate tariff
reductions with other nations on a grad-
ual, selective, and reciprocal basis.
This authority would permit negotia-
tions for reductions in those barriers
that now limit the markets for our goods
throughout the world. I shall ask all
nations with whom we trade to take sim-
ilar steps in their relations with each
other.

The 3-year extension of the Trade
Agreements Act should authorize, sub-
ject to the present peril and escape
clause provisions:

1. Reduction, through multilateral
and reciprocal negotiations, of tariff
rates on selected commodities by not
more than 5 percent per year for 3 years;

2. Reduction, through multilateral
and reciprocal negotiations, of any tariff
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rates in excess of 50 percent to that level
over a 3-year period; and

3. Reduction, by not more than one-
half over a 3-year period, of tariff rates
in effect on January 1, 1945, on articles
which are not now being imported or
which are being imported only n
negligible quantities.

THE GENERAL AGREEMENT ON TARIFFS AND

TRADE

For approximately 7 years the United
States has cooperated with all the major
trading nations of the free world in an
effort to reduce trade barriers. The in-
strument of cooperation is the General
Agreement on Tariffs and Trade.
Through this agreement the United
States has sought to carry out the pro-
provisions and purposes of the Trade
Agreements Act.

The United States and 33 ofther
trading countries are now reviewing the
provisions of the agreement for the
purpose of making it a simpler and more
effective instrument for the development
of a sound system of world trade. When
the current negotiations on the revision
of the organizational provisions of the
General Agreement are satisfactorily
completed, the results will be submitted
to the Congress for its approval.

CUSTOMS ADMINISTRATION AND FROCEDURE

Considerable progress has been made
in freeing imports from unnecessary
customs administrative burdens, Still
more, however, needs to be done in the
three areas I mentioned in my message
last year: (1) the simplification of com-
modity definitions, classification and
rate structures; (2) improvement in
standards for the valuation of imports;
and (3) further improvement of pro-
cedures for customs administration, -

An important step toward simplifica-
tion of the tariff structure was taken by
the Congress last year with the passage
of the Customs Simplification Act which
directs the Tariff Commission to study
the difficulties of commodity classifica-
tion of imports. The interim report of
the Tariff Commission to be made by next
March 15 should help enable the Con-
gress to determine whether further leg-
islative steps should then be taken or
should await submission of the final re-
port.

The uncertainties and confusion aris-
ing from the complex system of valua-
tion on imported articles cause unwar-
ranted delays in the determination of
customs duties. I urge the Congress
to give favorable consideration to leg-
islation for remedying this situation.

The improvement of customs admin-
istration requires continuous effort, as
the Congress recognized by enacting the
Customs Simplification Acts of 1953 and
1954. The Treasury Departm:nt in its
annual report to the Congress will re-
view the remaining reasons for delay or
difficulty in processing imported articles
through customs and will propose still
further technical amendments to sim=-
plify customs procedures.

UNITED STATES INVESTMENT ABROAD

The whole free world needs capital;
America is its largest source. In that
light, the flow of capital abroad from our
country must be stimulated and in such
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a manner that it results in investment
largely by individuals or private enter-
prises rather than by Government.

An increased flow of United States pri-
vate investment funds abroad, especially
to the underdeveloped areas, could con-
tribute much to the expansion of two-
way international trade. The underde-
veloped countries would thus be enabled
more easily to acquire the capital equip-
ment so badly needed by them to achieve
sound economic growth and higher liv-
ing standards. This would do much
to offset the false but alluring promises
of the Communists.

To facilitate the investment of capital
abroad I recommend enactment of legis-
lation providing fer taxation of business
income from foreign subsidiaries or
branches at a rate 14 percentage points
lower than the corporate rate on domes-
tic income, and a deferral of tax on in-
come of foreign branches until it is re-
moved from the country where it is
earned.

I propose also to explore the further
use of tax treaties with the possible rec-
ognition of tax concessions made to for-
eign capital by other countries. Under
proper safeguards, credit could be given
for foreign income taxes which are
waived for an initial limited period, as
we now grant credit for taxes which are
imposed. This would give maximum
effectiveness to foreign tax laws designed
to encourage new enterprises.

As a further step to stimulate invest-
ment abroad, I recommend approval by
the Congress at the appropriate time of
membership in the proposed Interna-
tional Finance Corporation, which will
be affiliated with the International Bank
for Reconstruction and Development.
This Corporation will be designed to in-
crease private investment in less devel-
oped countries by making loans without
Government guaranties. Although the
Corporation will not purchase stock, it
will provide venture capital through in-
vesting in debentures and similar obliga-
tions. Its operation will cover a field
not dealt with by an existing institution.

The executive branch will continue
through our diplomatic representatives
abroad to encourage a climate favorable
to the private enterprise concept in in-
vestment.

We shall continue to seek other new
ways to enlarge the outward flow of
capital. :

It must be recognized, however, that
when American private capital moves
abroad it properly expects to bring home
its fair reward. This can only be ac-
complished in the last analysis by our
willingness to purchase more goods and
services from abroad in order to provide
the dollars for these growing remit-

tances. This fact is a further compel-

ling reason for a fair and forward-look-
ing trade policy on our part.

TECHNICAL COOPERATION

The United States has a vast store of
practical and scentific know-how that is
needed in the underdeveloped areas of
the world. The United States has a re-
sponsibility to make it available. Its
flow for peaceful purposes must remain
unfettered.
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United States participation in techni-
cal cooperation programs should be car-
ried forward. These programs should be
concerned with know-how rather than
large funds. In my budget message next
week, I shall recommend that the Con-
gress make available the funds required
to support the multilateral technical co-
operation programs of the United Na-
tions. The bilateral programs of the
United States should be pressed vigor-

ously.
INTERNATIONAL TRAVEL

The United States remains committed
to the objective of freedom of travel
throughout the world. Encouragement
given to travel abroad is extremely im-
portant both for its cultural and social
importance in the free world, and for its
economic benefits. Travel abroad by
Americans provides an important source
of dollars for many countries. The
executive branch shall continue to look
for ways of facilitating -international
travel and shall continue to cooperate
with private travel agencies.

One legislative action that would be
beneficial in this field is the increase
of the present duty-free allowances for
tourists from $500 to $1,000 exercisable
every 6 months. I recommend the pas-
sage of such legislation.

TRADE FAIRS

International trade fairs have been of
major importance to foreign countries
for many years, and most of the trading
nations have strengthened the promo-
tional aspects of their industrial displays
in many fairs with a central exhibit de-
signed to emphasize the industrial prog-
ress and achievement of the nation.

Soviet and satellife exhibits, for ex-
ample, have been costly, well planned,
and housed in expensive structures de-
signed to convey the impression that the
U. S. 8. R. is producing on a large scale
for peace and is creating a paradise for
workers.

The United States, which has a larger
volume of international trade than any
other nation, until recently has been
conspicuous by its absence at these trade
fairs. American visitors and partici-
pants have pointed out the failure of
their Government to tell adequately the
story of our free-enterprise system and
to provide effective international trade
promotion cooperation.

As a result, I have undertaken an in-
ternational trade fair program under the
direction of the Department of Com-
merce. Since the inauguration of this
program in August, participation has
been authorized in 11 fairs to be held
before June 30. Sixteen additional fairs
are being considered for exhibition pur-
poses in the latter part of the year. The
first fair in which the United States pre-
sented a central exhibit is that at Bang-
kok, which opened December 7, 1954, At
it our exhibit was awarded first prize.
Over 100 American companies supplied
items for inclusion in it.

I shall ask the Congress for funds to

continue this program.
CONVERTIBILITY

Convertibility of currencies is required
for the development of a steadily rising
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volume of world trade and investment.
The achievement of convertibility has
not been possible in the postwar period
due to dislocations caused by the war,
inflation, and other domestic economic
difficulties in many countries, which have
contributed to an imbalance in interna-
tional trade and payments. However,
steady progress, particularly by Western
European countries, is being made to-
ward our mutual objective of restoring
currency convertibility., The foreign
economic program proposed here will
make an important contribution to the
achievement of convertibility,

AGRICULTURE

No single group within America has a
greater stake in a healthy and expanding
foreign trade than the farmers. One-
fourth to one-third of some major crops,
such as wheat, cotton, and toba=co, must
find markets abroad in order to main-
tain farm income at high levels.

If they are to be successful, programs
designated to promote the prosperity of
agriculture should be consistent with our
foreign economic program. We must
take due account of the effect of any
agricultural program on our foreign eco-
nomic relations to assure that it con=-
tributes to the development of healthy,
expanding foreign markets over the
years.

CONCLUSION

The series of recommendations I have
just made are all components of an inte-
grated program, pointing in a single di-
rection. Each contributes to the whole.
Each advances our national security by
bringing added strength and self-
sufficiency to our allies. Each contri-
butes to our economic growth and a ris-
ing standard of living among our people.

DwicHT D. EISENHOWER.

TrHE WHITE HOUSE, January 10, 1955.

PERMISSION TO CONSIDER EMER~
GENCY APPROPRIATION BILL ON
THURSDAY

Mr, CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on Appropriations have leave on Thurs=
day next to report and take up for con-
sideration an emergency appropriation
bill.
I may say, Mr. Speaker, that funds
appropriated by this bill will be needed
before the close of the week, and for
that reason, if I have the approval of
the gentleman from New York [Mr.
Taserl, I ask that the committee be
permitted to bring it up on the day re-
ported, the 3-day rule to the contrary
notwithstanding. The bill is otherwise
privileged for immediate consideration.

Mr., TABER. Mr. Speaker, reserving
the right to object, I can see nothing for
us to do except to pass some bill along
the line of the budget estimate that will
be presented. Therefore, I shall not
object.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gontleman from
Missouri [Mr. CANNON]?

There was no objection.
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REPORT ON ACTIVITIES UNDER
PUBLIC LAW 480—MESSAGE FROM
THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED
STATES (H. DOC. NO. 62)

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following message from the Presi-
dent of the United States, which was
read, and, together with the accompany-
ing papers, referred to the Committee on
Agriculture and ordered to be printed:

To the Congress of the United Stales:

I transmit herewith my first semian-
nual report on the activities carried on
under Public Law 480, 83d Congress, as
required by that law.

Public Law 480 is an expression by
Congress of its determination to deal
with the abundance of our agricultural
production in a constructive way. De-
spite the problems created by this abun-
dance, we may be thankful we live in a
land which is able to produce plentifully
rather than one which suffers the afflic-
tion of food shortages.

The enclosed report includes the dollar
value of the foreign currency for which
commodities exported pursuant to sec-
tion 102 (a) of the act have been sold,
as well as the estimated order of magni-
tude of the total country programs
which have been generally agreed on but
not fully negotiated, together with the
cost to the Commodity Credit Corpora-
tion of such sales. The report also con-
tains a summary of the policies and op-
erating techniques envolved for the ad-
ministration of the act during the first
6 months of its existence.

DwicHT D. EISENHOWER,

TaE WHITE Housk, January 10, 1955.

POSITIONS OF CLERK FOR THE MA-
JORITY WHIP AND MESSENGER IN
THE MAJORITY CAUCUS ROOM

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr., Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent for the imme-
diate consideration of a resolution,
(H. Res. 73).

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That, effective January 6, 1855,
the positions of clerk for the majority whip
and messenger in the majority caucus room
at the basic salary rates of $3,000 and $1,740
per annum, respectively, shall be vacated,
and in lieu thereof there shall be pald out
of the contingent fund of the House, until
otherwise provided by law, compensation for
office personnel for the majority whip to be
appointed by him at rates of compensation
totaling not more than $5,000 basic per an=-
num.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, reserv-
ing the right to object, as I understand
it, this does not change the amount?

Mr. McCORMACK. No. It permits
the majority whip to allocate the amount
as he desires. I may say that I obtained
that permission 2 years ago as minority
whip. This now applies to the mejority.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the resolu-
tion?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to and a
?%i]'.ion to reconsider was laid on the

able.
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POSITIONS OF SECRETARY, LEGIS-
LATIVE CLERK, CLEREK, ADDI-
TIONAL CLERK, ASSISTANT
CLEREK, AND STENOGRAPHER IN
THE MAJORITY LEADER'S OFFICE

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent for the imme-
diate consideration of a resolution (H.
Res. 74).

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That effective January 6, 1955,
the positions of secretary, legislative clerk,
clerk, additional clerk, assistant clerk, and
stenographer, in the majority leader’s office
shall be vacated and in lieu thereof there
shall be paid out of the contingent fund of
the House, until otherwise provided by law,
compensation for office personnel for the ma-
jority leader to be appointed by him at rates
of compensation totaling not more than
$18,340 basic per annum,

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
may say that the same situation applies
here. There is no increase in the total
amount, but it does give the majority
leader freedom as to the allocation of
the amount rather than being frozen to
a certain amount for certain positions.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to, and a
motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

ADDITIONAL: COMPENSATION TO
THE CHIEF JANITOR AND ASSIST-
ANT CHIEF JANITOR

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent for the immedi-
ate consideration of a resolution (H. Res.
75)., ’

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, That effective January 6, 1955,
there shall be pald out of the contingent
fund of the House, until otherwise provided
by law, additional compensation to the chief
janitor and the assistant chief janitor (mi-
nority), Doorkeeper's department at the
basic salary rate of $1,100 and $300 per annum
respectively.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, this
represents a $300 increase in the base
salaries for two employees, one majority
and the other minority, whose positions
are mentioned in the resolution I have
just offered.

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, this is
agreeable to us.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

The resolution was agreed to, and a
agtion to reconsider was laid on the

le.

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM FOR THE
BALANCE OF THE WEEEK

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. MCCORMACK. Mr, Speaker, the
gentleman from Missouri [Mr, CANNON]
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obtained unanimous consent in relation
to bringing up certain emergency appro-
priation items on Thursday next. That
resolution, including those items, will
come up at that time with my under-
standing that they are noncontroversial,
so there will be no rollcall. Those items
would not come out of committee unless
they were unanimous, and I am making
this statement so that the Members
might be aware of the fact that those
are emergency appropriation items. One
relating to the FHA involves windfalls
and additional employees. The second
involves foreign claim settlements and
an appropriation in connection with
that. The third involves the Commodity
Credit Corporation in connection with
group team work for which funds are
lacking, and fourth, an item or items
in connection with the legislative as-
pects of the appropriation bill.

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, if the
gentleman will yield, I wonder if the
gentleman could tell us at this time what
the House might expect this week.

Mr. MCCORMACK. I have no knowl-
edge of anything else.

Mr. MARTIN. Is it the purpose to
adjourn from Tuesday to Thursday?

Mr. McCORMACK. Yes. Tomorrow,
as I understand, a message will come up
on the postal-civil-service pay Govern-
ment group health.

Mr. MARTIN. A message from the
President?

Mr. McCORMACK. Yes; and there is
a message on Thursday on the Armed
Forces reserve plan and military pay.
And, it is the intention to go over from
Tuesday to Thursday.

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

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Iowa.

Mr. GROSS. The legislation Thurs-
day will not include any funds to pay
those 11 characters who were suspended
from the United Nations?

Mr. McCORMACK. No. My under-
standing, may I say to the gentleman
from Iowa, is that it is a unanimous re-
port from the 40 members as of now.
Of course, there are 20 on the Demo-
cratic side and 20 on the Republican side
with 10 vacancies still to be filled on our
side. Ome appropriation relates to FHA
and the other one is a foreign claims
settlement. What it is, I am unable to
answer,

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

Mr. McCORMACK, Yes.

Mr. GROSS. I just wanted to be sure
that no funds appropriated by this Con-
gress will pay those 11 persons, the fifth-
amendment Communists, of the United
Nations.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Of course, I am
not a member of the committee.

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

Mr. McCORMACK. I yield to the
gentleman from Texas.

Mr. THOMAS. There is nothing in
here except some ordinary routine items,
administrative costs for the Foreign Set-
tlement Commission, and for FHA, and
I understand there is one item on agri-
culture. It will not give anybody any
trouble.
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Mr. McCORMACEK. I was sure that
was so but I could not definitely answer
the gentleman’s question and I never
want to make a statement unless I can
back it up. I am glad the gentleman
from Texas furnished the information
that I could not give.

THE LATE JOHN G. COOPER

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JENKINS].

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I arise
to call the attention of the House to the
fact that on last Friday a very distin-
guished former Member of this House
passed away. I refer to the Honorable
John G. Cooper, who served with dis=-
tinction in this House for 22 successive
years.

Mr. Cooper was born in 1872 and spent
most of his life in Youngstown, Ohio.
He had by reason of his industry and
good character been elevated to a posi-
tion of responsibility with one of the rail-
roads in his section of the State. His
first political service was that rendered
as a member of the State Legislature
for the State of Ohio. After serving one
term in the State legislature, he was
elected to membership in the United
States House of Representatives. His
service in the House of Representatives
began on March 3, 1915. He served 11
successive terms, for a total service of 22
years in Congress.

Mr. Cooper was a man of high char-
acter and great natural ability. These,
with his fine qualifications, brought to
him the esteem and respect of all his
colleagues, with the result that he had a
great deal of influence in Congress.
Soon after he left Congress, he was given
the position of chairman of the board of
claims of the Ohio Industrial Commis-
sion. He served in this capacity with
distinetion until 1945.

Mr. Cooper died last Friday at the
home of his son in Hagerstown, Md. His
body was taken to Youngstown where
he was buried at the side of his wife.

Again, Mr. Speaker, I wish to say that
Mr. Cooper was a fine citizen, a very
capable Congressman, and a true Ameri-
can in every way. We who knew him
will miss him.

May he rest in peace.

1 yield to the gentlewoman from Ohio
[Mrs. FrancEs P. BoLTON].

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr.
Speaker, I should like to associate my-
self with everything my distinguished
Ohio colleague [Mr. JENKINS] has said,
and to add my word of respect and ad-
miration for the man who, after a long
life of service slipped away 2 or 3 days
ago. John Cooper was a man one could
not but admire, respect, and love. Yes,
he was a locomotive engineer who rose,
as men can and do in this free land of
ours, to sit in this great body. And how
" he loved his country and how well he
represented the heart and soul of Amer-
ica, every moment that he was here,
indeed every moment since he left us.
Those of us who knew him are better
off for his living.

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the distinguished gentleman from
New York [Mr. TABER].
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Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, it was my
privilege to know John Cooper very well
and to serve with him upon a special
committee a little over 25 years ago,
which laid out a program for the con-
struction of the present Federal prison
system. Mr. Cooper was the chairman
of that committee and made a fine rec=
ord. Iam very sorry to hear of his pass-
ing.

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the distinguished gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. KIRWAN].

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Speaker, I join
my colleague from Ohio [Mr. JENKINS]
in paying my respects to John Cooper.
He represented for 22 years the district
which I now represent.

John Cooper was a gentleman, one
of the finest characters who ever came
to this House; so well loved that he was
known all over the district he repre-
sented as John G. He represented the
district well, had a fine family, truly a
good American. As I say, he was loved
and respected.

I repeat that I join my colleague from
Ohio [Mr. JENKINS] in paying my re-
spects to John G., and may God have
mercy upon him.

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the distinguished gentleman from
Massachusetts [Mr. McCorRMACK].

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker,
when I first came to Congress our be=-

loved late colleague, John Cooper, was

one of the outstanding Members of Con-
gress and one of its finest Members; a
mental giant, a man who served his peo-
ple, his State and country and the Con-
gress of the United States with great
distinction, making marked contribu-
tions to the progress of sound, construc-
tive legislation through the Congress.

I was grieved when I read of his death.
I join the Ohio delegation in their ex-
pressions of sympathy en this occasion.

Mr. JENKINS. I thank the gentle-
man.

I yield to the distinguished gentleman
from Massachusetts [Mr. MARTIN],

Mr. MARTIN. Mr. Speaker, I should
like to join my colleagues in these words
of regret at the passing of former Con-
gressman John Cooper, with whom I was
privileged to serve. He was a man of
outstanding ability and a great legis-
lator. Always kind and courteous he
was beloved by all. His death is a great
loss to the State of Ohio.

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield
to the gentleman from EKansas [Mr.
Horel.

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, I join the
gentleman from Ohio in the expressions
to which he has given voice with respect
to the character and life of the late
John G. Cooper, of Ohio.

When I came here in 1927, John G.
Cooper was one of the ablest and most
distinguished Members of this body. I
soon Jearned to appreciate his high
qualities of heart and mind and it was
not surprising to find the high regard
in which he was held by the member-
ship of the House. It was with very
great regret and sorrow that I learned
of his death.
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GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that all Members of
the House be permitted to extend their
remarks in the Recorp at this point, on
the life and achievements of the late
John G. Cooper.

The SPEAEKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. OLIVER P. BOLTON. Mr.
Speaker, I join my colleagues in an ex-
pression of respect and regret at the
passing of the Honorable John Gordon
Cooper, who served in this body with
honor and distinction for nearly a quar-
ter of a century. He had been a member
of this body for 14 years when my father
began his first term here. As dean of
the Ohio delegation, John Cooper was
looked up to by the younger members
for his fairness, fatherly counsel, and
kindliness. He represented his district
for a total of 22 years until 1936, yet
there are many, many of my constitu=-
ents in the counties of Ashtabula and
Trumbull who still have close personal
remembrances of him, their last Repub-
lican representative for 16 years. I ex-
tend to his family my sympathy for
their loss, but they can be proud, I
know, of the mark he made in his
four score years of devoted service to his
country in these halls,

THE LATE HONORABLE CLYDE
WILLIAMS

The SPEAKER. The Chair recoge=
nizes the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
CARNAHAN].

Mr. CARNAHAN. Mr, Speaker, it is
with deep regret and a feeling of per-
sonal loss that I announce to the House
the death of the Honorable Clyde Wil-
liams, former Member, who died Novem-
ber 12, 1954. Congressman Williams,
for many years represented the Eighth
Congressional District of Missouri, the
district I now have the honor of repre=
senting.

Congressman Williams is an excellent
example of the typical American suc=
cess story. From an humble beginning
as a farm boy in Jefferson County, Mo.,
to the Halls of Congress; a gulf that
could only be bridged in a free country,
that is the story of Clyde Williams.

The people of the Eighth District knew
they had a great statesman in Clyde Wil-
liams. They consistently sent him back
term after term to represent them in the
Congress of the United States. Mr. Wil-
liams was first elected to Congress in
1926. During this session he served ca-
pably on the House Naval Affairs Com=-
mittee, From 1931 to 1943 Mr, Williams
was one of the most influential Members
on the Banking and Currency Commit-
tee. It was while serving on this very
important Committee that Mr. Willilams
coauthored major amendments to the
Reconstruction Finance Corporation
laws that enabled our domestic industry
to successfully meet the demands of
World War II.

Clyde Williams was born on a farm
near Grubville, Jefferson County, Mo., on
October 13, 1873. He attended counfry
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schools, De Soto High School, and the
State Normal School at Cape Girardeau,
Mo. He was graduated from the law
department of the University of Missouri
in 1901.

He was admitted to the bar the same
year and commenced practice in De Soto,
Mo. Mr. Williams was elected prose-
cuting attorney of Jefferson County in
1902 and served in that capacity until
1908. He also held the honored post of
Democratic State Chairman in 1938.

After leaving Congress, Mr. Williams
engaged in legal work for the RFC in
Washington from 1943 until 1945. At
that date he retired from public and
political activity and lived in retirement
at his home in Hillsboro, Mo.

I am sure many of you remember Clyde
Williams. The recollection of his warm
smile, his ready wit, his marvelous mas-
tery of the spoken word and his unques-
tioned honesty, will live on in the hearts
of his many friends in the Congress and
in his beloved State and district. And
with the passing of time the great leg-
islative accomplishments of Clyde Wil-
liams will effectually blend into their
well-earned place in history.

I join his many friends in sending to
his family deepest sympathy in their
great loss.

THE LATE MARTIN F. SMITH

The SPEAKER. The Chair recog-
nizes the gentleman from Washington
[Mr. Mackl.

Mr. MACK of Washington. Mr.
Speaker, it is my sad duty today to
announce to the House the death in
this city on October 25, 1954, of the
Honorable Martin F. Smith who for 10
years, from 1933 to 1943, was a Member
of the House of Representatives from the
Third District of Washington, which I
now represent.

Martin Smith was born in Chicago.
He was educated in the schools of that
city and studied law at Northwestern
University. When 20 years of age he de-
cided to go West. He settled in the little
lumbering, seaport town of Hoquiam,
Wash. In Hoquiam he did accounting
while pursuing his studies of the law.
In 1912, when only 21 years of age, Mar=-
tin Smith was admitted to the Wash-
ington State bar.

He served as a private in World War I.

Always interested in politics, Martin
Smith served his city as municipal judge,
as councilman and later as its mayor,
winning the office by the largest major-
ity ever obtained by any mayoralty
candidate. Later, in 1932, he was nomi-
nated on the Democratic ticket for Con=
gress from the Third District and in
November 1932 became the first Demo-
cratic candidate in the then 22-year
history of the district ever to carry it.
He won reelection to Congress 4
times, serving a total of 10 years.

The Third District of Washington is
in fact a peninsula. It is bounded for
its full length on the west by the Pa-
cific Ocean, on the south by the navi-
gable waters of the great Columbia River,
and on the north by the navigable waters
of Puget Sound. The Third District of
Washington has more ports than any
congressional district in the Nation,
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Martin Smith, therefore, naturally
sought and secured a place on the river
and harbor committee, where he became
an influential member. He obtained
several waterway projects of interest to
his district.

He was much interested in public
power and was among those who worked
to bring about the first power dam de-
velopments on the Columbia. His in-
terest in behalf of Spanish-American
War Veterans caused that organization
to elect him to honorary membership.

But tides in politics change. In 1942
after he had been in office 10 years, the
political tide ran out for Martin Smith
and he was defeated by a Republican.

Soon thereafter Mr. Smith was ap-
pointed to the Board of Immigration
Appeals from which he resigned 2 years
later to run unsuccessfully in 1944 for
the Democratic nomination for United
States Senator. A month later he was
appointed as a special assistant to the
Attorney General of the United States
which position Martin Smith was hold-
ing at the time of his death.

Martin Smith never lost interest in
Congress and the friends and associates
he made there and several times each
year he would come on to the Hill to sit
through an afternoon session of the
House and to visit with old timers who
knew him when he was a Member.

We extend to his widow and the two
daughters and their families, who sur-
vive him, our sincerest sympathy.

FIELD PRICES OF NATURAL GAS

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, may I
call the attention of the membership of
the House to the special order granted
this afternoon to my colleague the gen-
tleman from Texas [Mr. IgRArD] to speak
on the subject of the authority of the
Federal Power Commission to set field
prices on natural gas. Mr. IKARD’S
speech will deal with the decision ren-
dered by the Supreme Court in the so-
called Phillips case in June of last year.

If you are from oil- and gas-produc-
ing areas, you are, of course, intensely
interested in this decision and will be in-
terested in hearing my colleague’s dis-
cussion. If you represent areas where
natural gas is consumed, you will be in-
terested in what he has to say from that
standpoint. This should include many
Members of the House of Representa-
tives, but if it does not include all, then
I call your attention to the fact that a
fundamental philosophy is involved. It
has to do with whether we allow govern-
ment by bureaucracy and a further con-
trol of a vital industry by the Federal
Government.

If you are from an oil- and gas-pro-
ducing area, you will be interested in Mr.
Ixarp’s discussion of how this decision
and the orders of the Federal Power
Commission will affect this most impor-
tant industry. If you are from those
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areas where natural gas is consumed, I
think you may be convinced by Mr.
Ixarp’s discussion that your consumers
will not receive cheaper gas by reason of
prices at the production and gathering
point being controlled by the Federal
Government. All, of course, are inter-
ested in our national defense, and this
factor will be developed. I hope before
many weeks we will have legislation on
the floor of this House to clarify the au-
thority of the Federal Power Commis-
sion in the control of price on natural
gas. In my opinion, it was never the in-
tent of Congress that the Federal Power
Commission should have such control,
and, as will be pointed out by the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. Ixarpl, the Fed-
eral Power Commission itself, after long
and careful consideration, came to that
conclusion. The Supreme Court in the
so-called Phillips case decided otherwise,
and now the Commission, unless Con-
gress acts, has the responsibility of such
control and will proceed to impose its
regulations.

I hope you will be on the floor to hear
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. IKARD],
a man eminently qualified to speak on
this subject.

TARIFFS ON TEXTILES

Mr: LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks and include a statement.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Speaker, with the
extension of my own remarks in the
Recorp, I am including a statement
made before the Committee for Reci-
procity Information on behalf of the
American Cotton Manufacturers Insti-
tute by R. Houston Jewell, vice president
of the Crystal Springs Bleachery, of
Chickamauga, Ga., and Mr. Robert
Jackson the executive vice president of
the American Cotton Manufacturers
Institute, Inec.

This statement is a most illuminating
and really an alarming one and I hope
it will be read by every Member of this
House in whose district cotton textiles
are produced.

In the name of protecting Japan it
looks like the bright-eyed boys in the
State Department and the do-gooders
are willing to destroy the American cot-
ton textile industry. Japan was for-
merly our enemy and it was due to the
impressive record of the cotton industry
that we were able to clethe our soldiers
and give them tents under which to sleep
and be protected from the elements thus
aiding us to defeat Japan and the other
members of the Axis. Shall we now de-
stroy our cotton textile industry just
to prevent Japan from trading with other
nations? The question answers itself.
I am sure that we are not going to stand
by and see this happen to one of the
great industries of our country.

I have today introduced a bill which
would prevent the President from enter-
ing into any trade agreements with any
country that would further reduce the
tariffs on textiles. Already they have
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been drastically reduced and to reduce
them further would be a peril threaten-
ing the very life of the industry. I will
have more to say about this threat as the
year goes on if any attempt is made to
lower these tariffs.

TARIFF NEGOTIATIONS ON AMERICAN COTTON
MANUFACTURES AND RELATED ITEMS IN
FORTHCOMING AGREEMENTS WITH JAPAN AND
OTHER COUNTRIES

(Statement before the Committee for Reci-
procity Information, December 21, 1954, of
the American Cotton Manufacturers Insti-
tute presented by R. Houston Jewell, vice
president, Crystal Springs Bleachery, and
Robert €. Jackson, executive vice presi-
dent, American Cotton Manufacturers In-
stitute, Inc.)

(Other associations expressly endorsing this
statement: Association of Cotton Textile
Merchants, the Narrow Fabries Association,
National Assoclation of Cotton Manufac-
turers, Southern Garment Manufacturers
Association, the Thread Institute, Tufted
Textile Fabrics Association, the Underwear
Institute, the Yarn Distributors Assocla-
tion)

The cotton manufactures to be considered
for tariff concessions in forthcoming trade
agreements comprise almost the entire cloth
production of the American cotton textile
industry. It includes all countable cotton
cloth, that is, cloth which can be basically
described by the number of threads per inch
and by yarn numbers and by weight. In
addition, the list covers the products of the
industry's chief customers. This coverage
includes most apparel items made either of
woven or knitted fabrics, with the single
exception of cotton hose.

The published list does not necessarily
imply that concessions will actually be
granted on every item. It does imply, how-
ever, that every item is the subject of a
potential concession. The comprehensive
nature of the list leaves us with the con-
clusion that the entire cotton textile in-
dustry of the United States is regarded as
potentially expendable.

This conclusion is reinforced by reference
to schedule XIII, Manufactures of Rayon or
Other Synthetic Textile. Here are listed syn-
thetic yarns and filaments of rayon or other
synthetic textile, of cut fiber or staple fiber or
any other type. This is a listing of the most
extraordinary significance to the cotton in-
dustry of the United States. Tariff conces-
sions on cotton goods are a threat to domes-
tic cotton consumption and therefore a
threat to the American cotton farmer.

Tariff concessions on synthetic yarns are
another danger. Such an action taken when
the price of cotton is being upheld by the
agricultural program can have no other re-
sult than a wide disparity between the price
of rayon yarns and the price of raw cotton,
The competitive effect would be to compel
the cotton mills of the United States to
switch from cotton to rayon. No better de-
vice could be contrived to sound the doom
of the American cotton farmer along with
the American cotton-manufacturing in-
dustry.

We feel that it is highly relevant to point
out that no other major industry is to any
important degree exposed to the potential
sacrifice considered for the cotton Indus-
try. The American people feel that the
great mass-production industries of the
United States are so much more cfficient
than foreign industries as to be immune to
the dangers of unlimited foreign competition.

Hence we expect that the articles selected
for tariff reduction would include the prod-
ucts of these great superefficient mass-pro-
duction industries. They are either not on
the list at all, or are relatively minor items.

With respect to the other great industries
of the mass-production type, we can say
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from the list of negotiable items that they
are most tenderly treated.

Stating our proposition in positive terms,
the list supports strongly the conviction that
the tarlff program of the United States, as
currently set up, strikes at the little fellows,
especially those who most need protection,
It is a program which threatens to under=
mine the small business of America. It is a
program that admits that a number of in-
dustries will be hurt and that Government
alds and subsidies will have to be relied on
to put the bread of charity into the mouths
of their workers. We now know what indus-
tries and activities are in danger. Cotton
agriculture, threatened by tariffi reductions
on synthetic yarns, is a great segment of our,
economy. But, it is made up of little fellows.

The cotton-manufacturing industry of the
United States, taken as a whole, is a giant
industry with an invested capital of more
than #6 billion and an army of workers ex-
ceeding a million and a quarter. But its com-
ponent parts are mostly little fellows. Sev-
enty-five percent of the industry is made up
of small independent units, no one of which
has as much as 1 percent of the total
business.

The great iron and steel industry, whose
giant proportions tax the imagination,
comes under Schedule III, Metals and Manu-
facturers of. There is listed there thumb-
tacks, needles, nail files, surgical and dental
instruments, shotguns and pistols. As an
example of complete mopping up on a little
fellow is the inclusion of bicycle bells, which
is about all that is left of the bicycle indus-
try. And so it goes throughout the entire
1list, whether we look at chinaware and glass-
ware, or agricultural products where the di-
rect targets are the poultrymen, the fisher-
men, the dairymen, the berry pickers, and the
growers of lily bulbs and mushrooms.

The authors of the negotiable list have a
long and varied assemblage of articles in
Schedule XV, Sundries. From a host of
small industries, they list rubber balls, beads,
hats and bonnets, toothbrushes, handbags,
laces, dog leashes, candles, hair combs, to-
bacco pouches, umbrella handles, and frog
legs. We consider the formulation of this
list of expendable industries as a proper sub-
ject of congressional investigation. We
shall request such investigation.

The Small Business Administration, which
is one of the leading bipartisan constructive
efforts on Capitol Hill, will be sorely put to
it to find applicants in the future for their
loans and other aids to small business.

In the case of the cotton textile industry,
at least 75 percent of which is small business,
previous trade agreements have already im-
posed tariff reductions on about 91 percent
of the industry’s production. The cuts have
averaged about 37 percent. For many indi-
vidual items they have amounted to as much
as 50 percent, and on a limited number the
cuts have already reached the permissible
maximum of 75 percent.

All of the important concessions granted
have gone to the major textile exporting
countries of Western Europe—the United
Kingdom, Switzerland, the Netherlands,
Italy, Germany, France, Belgium, and Aus-
tria. As a result of these concessions, the
average ad valorem equivalent on imported
cotton goods as computed by the Tariff Com~
mission as of January 1, 1952, is 22.4 percent.
Were this computation brought down to
date, it would probably show an appreciably
lower average duty because of the increased
proportion of higher guality finished imports
which carry a lower ad valorem rate.

Of the concessions granted to the United
States, most have been nullified, some have
been revoked, and in omnly one instance,
namely the concession granted by Canada,
has there been continuous and complete
fulfillment.

The import restrictions of Western Europe
have amounted to a virtually complete em-
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bargo against textiles from the United States
and incidentally from Japan. The same im-
port restrictions have also been typical of
most of the underdeveloped countries of the
world and have been strengthened by a con-
tinued uptrend of textile tariff rates in most
countries.

Despite all these developments, the United
States has not only kept faith in its conces-
sions, but has generalized them to all the
free countries. As a consequence Japan has
become the chief beneficiary. Her exports to
the United States exceed those of all other
countries combined and currently our im-
ports from Japan are sharply rising. Contin-
uance of this trend will make American
tarifl rates a matter of little importance to
the United Kingdom and the countries of
Western Europe. Whatever our rates may
be, Western Europe will be unable to com-
pete with Japan in the American market
except on limited ranges of specialty goods.

The truth is that the United EKingdom
and all of the textile-manufacturing coun-
tries of Europe fear Japanese competition
guite as much as does the American in-
dustry, even though their manufacturing
costs are lower than those of the United
States.

For a long perlod proponents of lower
tariffs have declared that lower wages in
foreign countries were offset by correspond-
ingly lower efficlencies. Textile manage-
ments know that this is not so. Japan now
has a cotton-manufacturing industry whose
efficiency is equal to or above the industries
of Europe and which compares favorably
with the average efficiency of the American
industry.

The Japanese Industry is new. At the end
of World War II, its residue of spindles from
the losses of war was less than 115, million,
Since that time the spindleage has grown
to about 815 million, the growth represent-
ing completely new and modern equipment.
In fact a considerable number of Japanese
cotton mills now stand at the world’s top
level of textile efficiency. Yet thelr average
wages are in the neighborhood of 13 cents
an hour, which is one-tenth of the average
cotton textile wage in the United States.
Raw material costs are essentially the same
in Japan, the United States, and Western
Eurcpe. Of the remaining costs about one-
half consist of wages. With a wage cost,
therefore, which is roughly one-third of that
prevalling in Western Europe and one-tenth
of that in the United States, Japan has a
competitive advantage over the entire West-
ern World which reaches its maximum in
comparison with the United States.

The wage picture for the major cotton
textile-manufacturing countries is as fol=-
lows, on an average hourly straight-time
basis:

United States $1.30
Switzerland .43
United Eingdom.. oo - .40
France _________ = .38
Italy (estimated) .30
India . 005
o ot ra b B S SN B L R e e =0 apy
Japan __ . 136

It is the position of the American industry
that present tariff rates constitute no bar-
rier to expanding imports of Japanese goods.
In fact the volume of imports from that
country could have been vastly greater dur-
ing the past 2 or 3 years had the Japanese
chosen to invade the American market.
They did not so choose for the following
reasons: (1) The volume of Japanese ex-
ports was expanding at a reasonably satis-
factory rate without necessity of large ex-
ports to the United States. Japan is once
more the world’'s leading exporter of cotton
goods and this year the total volume is ex-
pected to reach 1.2 billion yards; (2) the
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Japanese industry knows that the United
States industry is also an overcapacity in-
dustry, dependent on its export trade to
avoid heavy surpluses and domestic market
depression. In this view, the Japanese have
been very realistic. They have not joined
with the Unfted Kingdom and the countries
of Western Europe in the clamor for Amer-
{can tariff reductions on textiles; (3) the
Japanese dollar position has been kept very
comfortable by the enormous expenditures
of the United States in that country. For
the past 2 years, in fact, dollars have been
far more abundant in Japan than the soft
currencies. Japan has had to draw heavily
upon Ler dollar account to buy goods from
the sterling area, from Latin America, and
from a number of the European countries.
On several occasions she has been forced to
use dollars for the purchase of sterling be-
cause of the virtual sterling area embargo
against Japanese goods.

These things being eo, the question may
be asked why the inflow of Japanese cotton
goods has doubled and possibly quadrupled
during September, October, and November of
the current year, as indicated by cargo mani-
fests at the port of New York and by cabled
reports of shipments from Tokyo but not
yet reported by the Bureau of the Census.
During these 3 months Japanese textile im-
ports on an annual basis would be the
equivalent of 150 million yards or more, thus
reaching the peak levels of 1936 and 1937.
The explanation may be the statements from
the United States Government regarding the
liberalization of Japanese imports into the
United States.  The Japanese have been
made to feel that they now have an open
invitation to invade the American market.

During the past several years the Ameri-
can industry has come to have respect for
the Japanese, both as textile manufacturers
and as sound appraisers of the economic and
political difficulties which beset the world
textile trade. In a number of textile con-
ferences we have jolned them in a study of
international textile trade difficulties and the
means of their solution. We have not been
in disagreement on any major point.

At Buzxton, England, in September 1952
the Japanese stated their analysis of cotton
textile problems as did the American dele-
gation. The Japanese report is published
in the proceedings of that conference. We
recommend this analysis to the attention of
the committee and submit herewith a copy
as part of the record.

Represertative excerpts are, and I quote:
*“The postwar trade recession is due, we be-
lieve, to a decline in consumption in the
agricultural countries. * * * Consumption
in the countries of Asia and Africa fell from
7.8 yards before the war to 5.6 yards after
the war, showing a 30-percent decrease,
which comes to as low as one-fifth of the con-
sumption level in the major cotton manufac-
turing countries. * * * Consequently it is not
too much to say that the trend of world cot-
ton textile trade is affected more by the
level of consumption in the underdeveloped
areas than by any other factors. * * * To
increase consumption in the underdevel-
oped countries is the most effective way to
expand trade. The road therefore to ex-
panded trade is to elevate the income level
of those underdeveloped countries.”

The great paradox of world textiles is the
enormous production over capacity of the
major manufacturing countries in contrast
to the distressing undersupply and scarci-
ties of underdeveloped countries which are
the natural importing areas.

The Japanese textile export problem is not
different from that of the United States, the
United Kingdom, and Western Europe. They
share an overall problem which cannot be
solved by these manufacturing countries
selling their surpluses to each other. What
has happened to Japanese trade has hap-
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pened to our trade and the British trade and
is exactly measured in the following table:

Principal markets for Japanese cotton cloth
exports

[Millions of square yards)

Annual January-
Country av A August
1 1954
Aden._.. 53.2 1.5
Argentin T e i
Anstralia . 3. 6 36.4
British East Afriea__ 104.0 1.1
British West Afriea 7.6 2.9
Burma 24.4 8

United States of America._...

The comparisons show that almost all of
the Japanese trade losses have occurred in
Asia, Argentina, and in sterling areas outside
Asia. The British takings of Japanese goods
since the war, were wholly for reexport.
British consumption of Japanese goods is
debarred.

The relatively high United States imports
in the prewar period were due to the con-
centrated invasion of Japanese goods from
the autumn of 1936 to the spring of 1938,
which was the major factor in bringing about
in 1938 the deepest depression the American
industry has known. That peak level has
been regained in the months since August.

In other words the American industry is
now being laid open again to the disastrous
consequences which past experience all but
guarantees.

In former years our Government could see
no grounds for a reciprocal trade agreement
with Japan. After a survey by the Tariff
Commission an increase was recommended
in the customs duties on Japanese cloth.
This recommendation was promptly put into
effect.

Since that time the Japanese industry has
become vastly more efficient, the range and
quality of their production have increased,
and our tariff duties have been lowered.

We now reproduce for the committee a
consolidation of 9 weeks of cargo manifests
showing the imports at New York of Japanese
plece goods and articles of apparel.

Manifests from other ports are not avail~
able for thls recent period, September 15 to
November 17. For the 9-week perlod, imports
of piece goods are indicated as being in ex-
cess of 20 million yards, and imports of
apparel items and specialty articles are esti-
mated to approximate 5 million more. Con-
verted to an annual equivalent the total
figure would approach 150 million yards.

PARTIAL LIST OF IMPORTS OF TEXTILE CARGOES
FROM JAPAN COMING INTO THE PORT OF NEW
YORK SEPTEMBER 15 TO NOVEMBER 17, 9
WEEKS
Gray broadcloth, 2,358 bales.

Gray printeloth, 1,811 bales.

Gray shirting, 2,220 bales.

Gray poplin, 1,033 bales.

Gray sheeting, 30 bales.

Plece goods and textiles (not described),

2,287 bales and 871 cases.

Needlepoint, cotton, 41 cases.
Colored piece goods, 150 bales.
White piece goods, 187 bales and 5 cases.
Printed piece goods, 60 cases,
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Indian prints, 71 cases.

Handkerchief cloth, 1569 bales and 18 cases.

Gingham, 312 bales and 108 cases.

Combed gingham, 366 bales.

Rayon gingham, 48 bales and 79 cases.

SBeersucker, 8 bales.

Rayon piece goods, 228 bales and 253 cases.

Cotton and rayon ticking, 53 bales.

Velveteens, 23 bales and 1,102 cases.

Tablecloth, damask, and manufactures
thereof, 215 bales and 3,197 cases.

Handkerchiefs (cotton, rayon, and mixed),
137 bales and 245 cases.

Kitchen and dish towels, 911 bales and
20 cases.

Cotton and rayon bedspreads, 64 bales.

Pillowcases, 45 bales and 69 cases.

Cotton gloves, 31 cases.

Rayon robes, 6 cases.

Ladies' blouses, 150 bales and 941 cases
and 194 cartons.

Men's and boys' shirts (chiefly of flannel,
corduroy, or gingham), 1,214 cases and 1,272
cartons.

In the doctrine of lower tariffs, one of
the central planks is that industrial adjust-
ments forced by international competition
are the same as those caused by internal
competition.

That can best be answered by some spe-
cific illustrations. When horses and buggies
were superseded by automobiles, the auto-
mobiles didn’t come in from Europe, they
were made in the United States of America.
‘When the old-fashioned water wheels on a
thousand rivers were superseded by turbines
and dynamos, the turbines and dynamos
were built in the United States, not abroad.
‘When the iron and steel industry and much
of the boot and shoe industry left New Eng-
land years ago, they landed in the Middle
West, not in Czechoslovakia. When New
England later lost most of her spindles, they
found haven in the South, not in Japan.
When the bulk of cotton agriculture left the
Southeast, it didn't go to Brazil. It went to
Texas, New Mexico, Arizona, Arkansas, and
California.

To these could be added a thousand more
lustrations to show that adjustments from
internal forces produce a net gain which
remains In our own national economy in-
stead of taking flight to foreign countries.

Could anyone suppose that the United
States would be better off if its boot and
shoe industry had gone to Czechoslovakia,
its automobile industry to Great Britain,
its dynamo manufacturing to Switzerland,
its textile industry to Japan, its chemistry
to Germany, and its cotton culture to Latin
America?

Another dangerous doctrine is the assump-
tion that trade should be balanced on a
country-by-country basis, particularly where
the United States is concerned.

A particular country can economically
balance its trade only in relationship to the
entire world of trading nations. If a coun=-
try’s trade policy represents normal eco-
nomic intelligence, its imports are supple-
mentary to its own production and will be
procured from the most advantageous
sources, Thus a country's most advan-
tageous areas of supply may be entirely dif-
ferent from the most advantageous areas of
export. This simple natural principle is
the basis of all multilateral trade,

Prior to the war Japan's balance of trade
with the United States was one of academlie
interest. She had the essential overall bal-
ance in her total world trade. She sold the
bulk of her products to the underdevel-
oped areas of the world—mainly Asia and
Oceania—and from the proceeds bought her
foodstuffs, cotton, and other raw materials
from the United States and elsewhere. That
was the normal natural pattern of Japanese
trade.

It is now protested that Japan can no
longer do this. Why? Inconvertible cur-
rencies, trade restrictions, political embar-
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goes. If these are the answers, these con-
stitute the problem.

Thus viewing its component parts, we see
that the problem is not within but without
the borders of the United States. There the
solution must be found.

It I8 not found by setting up the United
States tariff system as a substitute problem.
This recourse not only postpones attack on
the real problem; it does no favor in the
meantime to Japan or the world trade. An
unnatural trade pattern cannot long stand.

There is no more reason to permit unre-
stricted access of Japanese cotton goods into
the United States than to permit the un-
restricted import of raw cotton from Brazil,
or of dairy products from Denmark and Hol-
land, or wheat and wheat flour from Canada,
or of certaln nuts and fruits from southern
Europe. In each instance, equally, there
would be, in effect, the same type of attack
on American employment, incomes, invest-
ment, and standards of life.

Such outcomes cannot be tolerated for
agriculture, Neither should they be tol-
erated for the manufacturing industries
whose raw-material consumption and whose
payrolls are indispensable to the progress
and prosperity of agriculture.

We, therefore, hope that our foreign eco-
nomic policy may find its guidance in world
realities and carry through to those solutions
which are basic and enduring.

With such a program and code of faith,
there would be little concern that for a short
time continued aid might be advisable for
Japan. That is of slight significance when
measured against the restoration of normal
and natural markets for Japan and the
maintenance of economic health in the
United States.

MINIMUM WAGE LEGISLATION

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to address the House for
1 minute.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to
express some views with regard to my
interest in the minimum wage of $1.25
per hour as provided for in the bill I
have introduced today.

According to press reports and his
state of the Union message President
Eisenhower will recommend to the 84th
Congress an increase to 90 cents per hour
in the minimum wage under the Fair
Labor Standards Act. His recommen-
dation is far from adequate and demon-
strates an unrealistic consideration of
the current economic situation.

Thirty-six dollars a week for a 40-
hour week does not provide a family with
the minimum budget required in any
part of the country under present prices
according to the Bureau of Labor Sta-
tistics.

Millions of workers in this country are
working for substandard wages in sea-
sonable industries and living under de-
pressed conditions. This threatens to
undercut the wage levels of all workers.
In fact these conditions have destroyed
the wage level and working standards of
thousands of workers. Many have been
forced out of jobs entirely through plant
liguidations and relocations to areas
where manufacturers have an unfair
competitive advantage because they ex-
ploit their employees by paying submar-
ginal rates. This practice makes it
inecreasingly difficult for us to bring new
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industry into the areas of the coal fields
where the acute and chronic unemploy-
ment is a national disgrace.

The national minimum of $1.25 an
hour is thoroughly justified and is cer-
tainly not excessive in view of rising liv-
ing standards and living costs. A mini-
mum wage based upon increases in the
cost of living and worker productivity
since the establishment of the 1938 and
1939 minimum would be in excess of $1
an hour. Moreover, since the minimum
of 40 cents an hour was provided for by
Congress, average gross hourly wages of
manufacturing production workers have
risen 182 percent and per capita disposal
income has risen 189.5 percent. An in-
crease in the minimum wage corre-
sponding to these increases would re-
quire a minimum of $1.25 an hour.

A realistic floor beneath wages would
be important factors in preventing unde-
sirable industrial dislocation and unfair
competition as well as exploitation of
low-wage employees; would boost pur-
chasing power, living standards, and
productivity; create more jobs; and
would be important economic stabilizing
factors.

THE LATE HONORABLE HUGH
GIBSON

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute, to revise and extend my re-
marks and include certain editorials.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I wish
to call to the attention of the House the
ereat loss suffered by the United States
by the death of Hugh Gibson, the Direc-
tor of the Intergovernmental Committee
for European Migration.

Mr. Gibson served the United States on
numerous oceasions in many capacities,
and his service reflected great credit on
him and on the Republic he loved so well,

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

Mr. WALTER. I yield.

Mr. KEATING. I wish to associate
myself with the remarks the gentleman
has made regarding the Honorable Hugh
Gibson. He served his country well and
will long be remembered for the very
magnificent job he did with this com-~
mittee.

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Gibson devised
various methods of taking surplus popu-
lations from Europe that ultimately
would have relieved a great deal of pres-
sure. It is the hope and prayer of those
of us interested in this problem that
someone can be selected to succeed him
who to some degree at least can carry
on this fine work. Personally I have lost
a dear friend of many years. His guid-
ance and enthusiasm gave me an insight
of a great problem I otherwise would not
have had.

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

Mr. WALTER. I yield.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. T
may say to the gentleman that I have
known no finer diplomat or more patri-
otic gentleman than Hugh Gibson. I
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knew him well; my husband knew him

well. We worked with him throughout

the time he was in the diplomatic field.

‘We also knew of the great work he did

before he entered the diplomatic service.

His passing leaves me with a very full

heart, full of deep gratitude.

Mr, WALTER. Mr. Speaker, under the
permission granted me, I include the fol-
lowing newspaper editorials regarding
Mr. Gibson and his great work:

[From the New York Times of December 13,

1954]

HueH S. GmBsoN DiEs AT GENEVA—LONG A
DIPLOMAT AND RELIEF AIDE—FOREIGN SERV-
IcE OFFICER 30 YEARS, HEAD OF COMMITTEE
FOR MiGcraTION, Was 71
GENEVA, December 12. Hugh S. Gibson, re-

tired United States diplomat and Director of

the Intergovernmental Committee for Eu-
ropean Migration, died this morning at the
age of T1.

The veteran diplomat, who had served the
United States at many posts throughout the
world and had represented his country at
dozens of international conferences, suc-
cumbed to a heart attack at about 9 o'clock
at his home outside Geneva.

Mr. Gibson’s son, Michael, who was on a
visit to Paris, returned to Geneva.

Although suffering from a broken bone in
his foot and able to move about only in a
wheelchair, Mr. Gibson had presided at the
principal sessions of his committee’s semi-
annual meeting 10 days ago. He told the
opening session of the 24-nation group that
European political and economic stability
for the next 10 years could be assured only
through the emigration of 5,000,000 Euro-
peans.

During 46 years in international affairs, 30
of them as a Foreign Service officer, Mr.
Gibson represented the United States on
many important and dramatic occasions.

His name first became known when, as
Legation secretary in Brussels, Belgium, he
took part with Brand Whitlock, United States
Minister, and others, in vain efforts to save
Miss Edith Cavell, a 50-year-old British
nurse, from being shot by the Germans for
acts allegedly inimical to their invading
army early in World War I.

From this time until his death, Mr. Gib-
son held many and varied posts in the United
States diplomatic service and with organi-
zations having a semiofficial governmental
standing. In World War I and later, he was
associated with Herbert Hoover in interna-
tional relief work, and many of his State
Department assignments were made to areas
in which this training could be useful.

Hugh Simons Gibson was born in Los An-
geles on August 16, 1883. He was a son of
Frank Gibson and Mary Simons Gibson. His
father was a Scottish-born bank cashier.

Mr, Gibson received his preliminary edu-
cation from private tutors and completed
courses in the Ecole Libre des Sciences Poli-
tiques in Paris in 1807. His first post in the
Foreign Service was that of secretary at the
legation in Tegucigalpa, Honduras, in 1908.

From 1911 to 1913 he was secretary at the
legation in Havana.

After service in Belgium and at other
posts, during World War I, Mr. Gibson be-
came first secretary to the United States
Embassy in Paris toward the close of the war.
He left this post in 1918 when Congress
appropriated $100 million to establish the
American Relief Administration to provide
food for certain European countries. He
served as director general of this organiza-
tion, of which Mr. Hoover was chairman. In
the 8 months between the end of the fight-
ing and the signing of the final treaty of
peace, Mr. Gibson and Mr. Hoover had dis-
tributed nearly 5 million tons of foodstuffs.

In addition to his duties with Mr. Hoover,
Mr, Gibson served on an interallied commis-
slon that made the first post-World War I
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report on the condition of the war-ravaged
Balkans.

In 1919 Mr. Gibson was appointed Minister
to Poland, a post that called for more relief
administration work than diplomacy during
the formative years of the new republic.

From 1924 to 1927 Mr. Gibson was Minister
to Switzerland, then a key post because of
the presence in Geneva of the headquarters
of the League of Nations.

In this and other similar duties, Mr. Gibson
took a lead in movements to reduce arma-
ments, but these efforts for the most part
were not entirely successful. In that same
year he was chairman of the United States
delegation to the Conference for Limitation
of Naval Rearmament, which had wider, if
more controversial, results.

He returned to Belgium as Ambassador in
1927. He held this position until 1933 and
was returned to it by President Franklin D.
Roosevelt in 1937. He retired from the post
the next year.

In the period between his two terms as
envoy to Belgium, Mr. Gibson was Ambassa-
dor to Brazil. While in this post, he served
as the United States representative on a
mediation group that ended the 7-year-old
Chaco war between Bolivia and Paraguay.

Mr. Gibson retired from the Foreign Serv-
jce in 1938. His long experience in relief
work later resulted in his appointment to
the migration committee.

In 1821 Mr. Gibson married Mlle. Ynés
Reyntiens, a daughter of Maj. Nicholas Reyn-~
tiens, of the Belgian Army. She was a
maternal granddaughter of the seventh Earl
of Abingdon of England. Mrs. Gibson died
on March 19, 1950.

-

Hoover Laups GIBsON—PRAISES HIM AS A
“GREAT PUBLIC SERVANT"—DULLES IN
TRIBUTE
Former President Herbert Hoover yester-

day termed Hugh S. Gibson “one of America’s

great public servants.”

“He was a man of complete Integrity and
devotion to our country,” Mr. Hoover said.
“He was trusted all over the world. His elec-
tion to his present position as director of the
Intergovernmental Committee on European
Migration by the representatives of a score
of nations is but an indication of that
‘trust.”

STATEMENT BY SECRETARY

WasHINGTON, December 12.—John Foster
Dulles, Secretary of State, said he was deeply
grieved by the news of Mr. Gibson’s death,
saying Mr. Gibson had been a close personal
friend for many years.

“Mr. Gibson was a man of unusual per-
sonal charm and wit and endeared himself
to a wide circle of friends,” Mr. Dulles said.

“The American people will, I know, regret
the passing of this great American who served
his country under the most difficult condi-
tions with distinction and honor.”

LANE HAILS FORMER CHIEF

Arthur Bliss Lane, who was United States
Ambassador to Poland, 1944-47, and who pre-
viously had served under Mr. Gibson when
the latter was Minister to Poland, sald:

*The regrettable passing of Hugh S. Gibson
creates a grievous chasm in human achieve-
ment., He had a wit and brilliant intelli-
gence which were outstanding. He had also
the adventurous quest of goals to conquer.”

HucH GIBSON

Hugh Gibson, who died yesterday in
Geneva, Switzerland, at the age of 71, was
not only a distinguished career diplomat,
he might also be called a career humani-
tarian. Whether the enterprise at hand was
the vain one of trying to save Edith Cavell
from a German firing squad in the First
World War, or ending the war in the Chaco,
or administering vast war or postwar relief
projects; whether it was working for dis-
armament or considering, as in one book he
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did, *“The Problems of Lasting Peace™;
whether it was representing his own Govern=-
ment with effectiveness and dignity or direct=
ing a committee for finding new homes for
refugees and migrants—the work on which
he was engaged when he died—Hugh Gibson
gave to the task a brilliant mind, a deep
understanding of other persons and nations
and a profound sympathy.

Never advertising his own virtues or
achievements, always giving himself unself-
ishly and single mindedly, he was not in his
later years much in the public eye. He took
his joy in the useful work he was able to do,
and it was his good fortune to go on doing it
to the very day of his death.

[From the New York Times of
December 14, 1954]

RITES FOR GIBSON TOMORROW

GENEvA, December 13.—Western diplomats
assembled in the Chateau de Genthod today
to pay their last respects to Hugh S. Gibson,
former American diplomat. Mr. Gibson died
yesterday in his Geneva lakeside home of a
heart attack at the age of 71. A funeral
gervice will be held in the Roman Catholic
Church of Notre Dame in Geneva at 11 a. m.
Wednesday., Mr., Gibson will be buried in
Geneva.

[From the New York Herald Tribune of
December 13, 1954]
HucH GiBsow

Hugh Gibson, who has just died in Geneva
at the age of 71, was one of the most devoted,
energetic, and resourceful emissaries Ameri-
ca ever sent forth into the world of diplo-
macy. He once referred to himself as a
diplomat who did “not wear spats.” He
might have said with equal accuracy that he
was a diplomat who was not afraid to roll
up his sleeves, and a human being whose
concern was for people as well as for nations.
When to these traits were added his capac-
ity to make friendships, his abilities as an
organizer and his talents as a writer, a pic-
ture of Mr. Gibson's unusual attainments
began to emerge.

From 1914 to 1938 hardly a great event
in international affairs took place in which
Mr. Gibson did not play some part. As
secretary of the American Legation in Brus-
sels in 1914 he did what he could to mitigate
the effects of warfare upon the populace, and
his strenuous efforts on behalf of Edith
Cavell, the English nurse executed by the
Germans, brought him wide notice. Later
on he represented America in many coun-
tries, holding the ambassadorships to Switz-
erland, Belgium, and Brazil. A close friend
of President Hoover, he continued in the
diplomatic service under President Roosevelt,
retiring in 1938.

Although he left the diplomatic service
years ago, Mr. Gibson never ceased his efforts
to bring help and hope to the international
scene. Since 1851 he had been director of
the Intergovernmental Committee for Eu-
ropean Migration, organized by 20 nations.
He was in the midst of work on its behalf
when he collapsed, dying as he had lived, in
the service of his fellowmen.

[From the Washington Evening Star of
December 14, 1954]

HucH 8. GiBsoN

‘When news of the death of Hugh 8. Gibson
came to Washington on Sunday, there must
have been many whose minds flashed back
to 39 years ago and one of the great stories
of all time—the execution of Nurse Edith
Cavell by the Germans in Brussels, October
12, 1915. He was among the Americans who
strove in vain to save her. The memory
abided with him all the rest of his days, and
it influenced him toward noble humanitarian
achievement.

Mr. Gibson was already a career Forelgn
Service officer when World War I started. He
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-was Herbert Hoover's prineipal lieutenant in

the Belgian relief work. Later he was United
States Minister successively to Poland,
Switzerland, Belgium and Luxembourg,
Brazil, and. again Belgium and Luxembourg.
He represented his country also at the Lon-
don Naval Conference, the Geneva Disarma-
ment Conference, and the Buenos Aires
Mediatory Conference which settled the
Chaco War. The last task of his life was that
of directing the enterprises of the Intergov=
ernmental Committee for European Migra=
tion, finding new homes outside Europe for
thousands of displaced individuals and
families.

A small, frail, gray man, Mr. Gibson always
was immersed in his job. His sympathies
were boundless, and he never was too heavily
burdened to accept additional responsibili-
ties. The clarity and efficiency of his mind
were demonstrated in his books on foreign
affairs, in some of which he had Mr. Hoover
as his collaborator. But his outstanding
quality was his consecrated spirit. He was
selfless in his devotion to humanity, and for
that especially he is entitled to grateful
remembrance.

SrEECcH OF THE HoNORABLE HucH S. GimsonN
Berore THE COUNCIL oF THE ICEM AFTER
His REELECTION AS DIRECTOR ON NOVEMBER
30, 1954

Honorable members of the council, I thank
you most sincerely for the honor you have
bestowed upon me by electing me to con-
tinue as Director of the Intergovernmental
Committee for European Migration under its
constitution.

It is an honor which I highly appreciate.
The Commitiee has become part of my life,
and is my chief and constant personal con=-
cern.

I have an unbounded faith in its value to
mankind and in its vast potentialities.

Long and varied experience of interna-
tional bodies has made me realize that this
is the most constructive organization for
close and fruitful collaboration between
governments of free sovereign states on an
1:?.:?zuanclil:lg scale of membership and activ-
ties.

It is bound fo succeed in the accomplish-
ment of its task, being firmly based on the
community of interests of all its members—
that most sound but so rare foundation of
mutual understanding and coordination of
efforts.

The coming into force of the constitution
marks the beginning of a new era in the
Committee’s history. It provides the hither=
to missing element of stability, indispensable
to future development by means of expanded
services and of more definite long-range
planning. It comes at a time when past
experience allows the member governments
more competently to appraise the Commit-
tee’s effectiveness and more confidently to
plan its future.

A new chapter of the Committee’s his-
tory is about to open.

The final draft of the constitution was
adopted on October 19, 1953, by the sixth
session of the Committee in Venice. Con-
sldering the wide variety of legislative pro-
cedures of the 16 governments who have now
ratified it and made possible its coming into
force, and the vast volume of legislation
on problems of urgent importance which
their respective parliaments have been faced
with, it is gratifying to note that this con-
stitution should have been officially accept-
ed by so many governments in so short a
time. It shows their interest in the Inter-
governmental Committee for European Mi-
gration, in its stabilization and its future
development. I am particularly happy that
Chairman CHAUNCEY W. REED, who so0 ably
presided over the adoption of the constitu-
tion in Venice, and steered it through the
legislative procedures of the United States
Congress to its final enactment by the
United States Government, is present here
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today. I am sure that we all regard the
eminent chairman of the House Committee
on the Judiclary in a sense as the father of
this document which is so important to the
Committee. I express the fervent hope that
the acceptance of the constitution by the
remaining member governments will soon
follow and that, fortified by the increased
stability provided by its constitution, the
Committee will attract the governments of
other interested countries to join its mem-
bership, thereby expanding the scope of its
eflective international collaboration.

THE ISLAND OF CYPRUS

Mr. MORANO. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Con-
necticut?

There was no objection.

Mr. MORANO. Mr. Speaker, recently
I introduced a concurrent resolution de-
claring that it be the sense of the Con-
gress that the United States Mission to
the United Nations should take all pos-
sible steps expeditiously to bring about a
consideration by the United Nations of
the applicability of the principle of self-
determination of peoples in the case of
the population of the Island of Cyprus.

Mr. Speaker, on the agenda of the
ninth session of the General Assembly
of the United Nations, there appeared as
item 62 for consideration by the General
Assembly:

Application, under the auspices of the
United Nations, of the principle of equal
rights and self-determination of peoples in
the case of the population of the Island of
Cyprus.

On December 17 of last year, the Gen-
eral Assembly, by a vote of 50 to 0, with
8 abstentions, approved the following
resolution:

The General Assembly, considering that,
for the time being, it does not appear ap-
propriate to adopt a resolution on the ques-
tlon of Cyprus, decides not to consider fur-
ther the item entitled “Application, under
the auspices of the United Nations, of the
principle of equal rights and self-determi-
nation of peoples in the case of the popu-
lation of the Island of Cyprus.”

1 have constantly supported the United
Nations and United States participation
in that organization. I feel, however,
that this decision to take no action now
when it is so crucially needed strikes a
blow at justice and the principle of self-
determination. This is all the more =0
when we consider that over 80 percent of
the population of this island in the Medi-
terranean are Greek. It hasalways been
inhabited by Greeks. In 1878, the Brit-
ish administration, under the nominal
sovereignty of the Sultan, succeeded the
Oftoman domination. In November 1914
Cyprus was annexed to the British Em-
pire, and in 1925 the Government of the
United Kingdom made the island a
crown colony.

Today, in Cyprus—

As stated in the letter of the President
of the Council of Ministers of Greece to
the Secretary-General of the United Na-
tions, under date of August 16, 1954—
one of the most ancient cradles of western
clvilization, the colonial status still survives,
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imposed on a people whose destiny has been
linked with the cause of freedom.

The failure on the part of the United
Nations to assume its moral responsibil-
ity to act on an issue which is being
watched by the entire world is particu-
larly difficult to comprehend when it is
recalled that one of the cardinal prin-
ciples of the United Nations is “to de-
velop friendly relations among nations
based on the respect for the principle of
equal rights and self-determination of
peoples.”

One of the encouraging results of our
foreign-aid program has been the revival
of Greece into a strong member of the
free world alliance and the North At-
lantic Treaty Organization. The Greeks
have done a magnificent job in restoring
their country to a position of strength in
a vital area of the world. In this area
and elsewhere the Communists are

‘steadily at work, through constant at-

tempts at subversion and through their
insidious propaganda. To deny Cyprus
its self-determination gives aid and com-
fort to the Communists in their propa-
ganda drive.

Cyprus is relatively small. Its popu-
lation is only 520,000, but the issue is a
large and important one. It is the issue
of colonialism versus self-determination.
Have we learned nothing from Indo-
china? Are we learning nothing from
North Africa? The strong feeling
aroused by United Nations failure to act
has resulted in civil disorder and riots
in Cyprus and Greece.

On August 14, 1941, there was issued
by the President of the United States
and the Prime Minister of the United
Kingdom a Declaration of Principles,
known as the Atlantic Charter. The
third principle of the Atlantic Charter
contains a declaration of respect for
“the right of all people to choose the
form of government under which they
will live.” The British victory in the
United Nations over the small island of
Cyprus is a denial and mockery of a
principle to which she has pledged her-
self in the Atlantic Charter.

The vote in the General Assembly has
been described by the British representa-
tive to the United Nations, Anthony Nut-
ting, “as a great and important victory
for commonsense.” Mr, Speaker, this is
not my concept of commonsense, com-
mon decency, or common justice, and I
know it is not the American concept.
I hope, therefore, that as expressed by
the Greek representative to the United
Nations. “Very soon the United States
Government will be back to its traditional
policy for the principle of self-determi-
nation” and that our delegation to the
United Nations will press this matter at
every possible opportunity.

Cyprus is not a local colonial squabble;
it is an international matter of the high-
est importance involving, in the final
analysis, the security of the United
States.

AMENDING THE TRADE AGREE-
MENTS ACT
Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to address the House for
1 minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. KEAN. Mr. Speaker, we have
just heard President Eisenhower’s spe-
cial message to the 84th Congress out-
lining his foreign-trade policy.

The cornerstone of the President’s for-
eign-trade program, in my opinion, will
be the section to amend the Trade Agree-
ments Act. Briefly, this legislation will
give the President the power to negotiate
to reduce annually those tariffs which
he believes should be reduced in the
country’s best interest by 5 percent each
yvear for the next 3 years, and it will pro-
vide for a 3-year extension of the Presi-
dent’s authority to negotiate trade agree-
ments.

I concur wholeheartedly with the ad-
ministration’s philosophy in its foreign-
trade program.

I feel that the 84th Congress should
let the world know what our future trade
policy is to be, that the economic policy
of the United States—where we stand
and in what direction we are going—
musft be known soon by our friends of
the free world so that they can plan their
economic future and enact legislation to
implement the policies they must adopt.

I feel that unless the 84th Congress
enacts the President’s Trade Agreements
Act the United States will be seriously
handicapped in its role as leader of the
free world.

Failure to act would be to play directly
into the hands of the Kremlin and would
effectively undermine our efforts to halt
the flow of strategic material to the
Soviet bloe.

In the Republican 83d Congress I was
glad to introduce the bill to carry out
the President’s program. This Congress
is controlled by the Democrats. Fortu-
nately, the new chairman of the Ways
and Means Committee is in agreement
with the President on foreign-trade leg-
islation. He has also introduced a bill
to implement the program. By intro-
ducing my bill again, I am pleased to
give my endorsement to the President’s
program, I believe that a majority of
Republicans in the House of Representa=
tives will also endorse this worthwhile
legislation when they are called to vote
on it on the floor of the House of Repre=
sentatives.

FURTHER MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT
A further message in writing from the
President of the United States was com=
municated to the House by Mr. Tribbe,
one of his secretaries.

REPORT ON TRADE AGREEMENT
ESCAPE CLAUSES (PURSUANT TO
THE PROVISIONS OF SECTION 6
(b) OF THE TRADE AGREEMENTS
EXTENSION ACT OF 1951)—MES-
SAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF
THE UNITED STATES (H. DOC.
NO. 64) ]

The SPEAKER laid before the House
the following message from the Presi-
dent of the United States, which was
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read, and together with the accom-
panying papers, referred to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means and ordered
to be printed:

To the Congress of the Uniled States:

Pursuanf to the provisions of subsec-
tion (b) of section 6 of the Trade
Agreements Extension Act of 1951 (65
Stat. 72, 73), I hereby submit to the
Congress a report on the inclusion of
escape clauses in existing trade agree-
ments.

This report was prepared for me by
the Interdepartmental Committee on
Trade Agreements.

DwicHT D. EISENHOWER.

Trae WHITE HoUsg, January 10, 1955.

(Enclosure: Report on Trade Agree-
ment Escape Clauses.)

THE ROSE SHOULD BE OUR
NATIONAL FLOWER

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
address the House for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from
Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON. Mr.
Speaker, I am introducing today a reso-
lution to designate the rose as the na-
tional flower of the United States. An
identical resolution is being introduced in
the Senate by the Honorable MARGARET
CHASE SMITH.

The United States is the only major
country in the world without a national
flower, and I feel we should add this sym-
bol to the national identification of the
United States. The rose has long rep-
resented courage, loyalty, love and devo-
tion, and has become an international
symbol of peace.

I am told that recent opinion polls
show roses to be the overwhelming fa-
vorite of the American people. This year
it is estimated that more than 75 million
roses will be sold in the United States
to persons who will wear them—as I am
doing today—or give them to others, or
use them to beautify their homes. Some
30 million American gardners and house-
wives grow roses each year, and public
parks in virtually every major city in
the country cultivate rose gardens for
the benefit and enjoyment of the public.

THE PRESIDENT'S SECURITY PRO-
GRAM HITS PAY DIRT

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute, to revise and extend my
remarks and include extraneous matter.

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

There was no chjection.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, it al-
ways seems to be more newsworthy to
attack a program or a person than to
defend. A case in point is the new secu-
rity program instituted by this admin-
istration which has been attacked by the
extremists on both sides.

A man by the name of Joseph Peter-
sen, a former code expert in the National
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Security Agency, has just been sentenced
to 7 years in prison for espionage. It has
now been revealed that the way he was
caught was by means of a routine check
under the new security program insti-
tuted by President Eisenhower.

Here was a very serious security risk
who had been working for the Govern-
ment for years and who would still be on
the payroll today, undetected and unap-
prehended, had this administration not
acted promptly and vigorously.

There are bound to be mistakes made
in the administration of any such pro-
gram, but let us remember this Petersen
case before indulging in too violent
criticism.

One of Washington's most alert and
able journalists, Jack Steele, of the
Scripps-Howard Newspaper Alliance, is
the enterprising reporter who has dug
into the facts and disclosed the manner
in which Peterson was caught. Under
leave granted, there follows his column
as it appeared in the Washington Daily
News:

A RoUTINE CHECK
(By Jack Steele)

Joseph Sidney Petersen, Jr,, the former
National Security Agency code expert sen-
tenced to 7 years in prison for espionage,
was caught as a direct result of the Eisen-
hower administration’s security program.

The fact that Petersen was apprehended
through the operations of the security pro-
gram—which is now under heavy Democratic
fire—was not disclosed when he was indicted
or sentenced.

He pleaded guilty to passing code secrets
to a foreign power.

A Defense Department spokesman con-
firmed today that the first leads in the case
came from a routine reinvestigation of
Petersen.

Military intelligence agents making this
security check came across the first evidence
of Petersen's activities. Y

Since the leads pointed to possible espio-
nage, the Defense Department called in J. Ed-
gar Hoover and turned the case over to the
FBI.

The FBI then made the full investigation
which led to Petersen’s arrest and indict-
ment.

Under the security program, the Defense
Department has jurisdiction over the Na-
tional Security Agency. The Agency's super-
secret code and communications work is
mainly for the military services.

The Department spokesman said military
intelligence agents were convinced Petersen
was a “lone wolf"” and was not linked with
any espionage ring.

Federal Judge Albert Byran, in sentencing
Petersen yesterday, said the former code ex-
pert had “deliberately violated the trust and
confidence placed in him by our country.”

Judge Bryan was permitted to examine in
private some of the information Petersen
admitted having turned over to a Dutch mil-
itary attaché.

He said passing two of the documents
*could have led to very, very serious conse-
quences for the security of the United
States.”

Petersen insisted he had pleaded guilty to
safeguard “the security of- the Nation,”
noting that a trial might have led to public
disclosure of the secret documents.

Peterson’s attorney alsoc contended that
two documents stamped ‘‘top secret” were
grossly overclassified.

Judge Bryan conceded that Petersen’s con=-
fession and his cooperation with the FBI
and intelligence officers after his arrest were
extenuating circumstances.

But he said that did not soften Petersen's
deliberate leak of secret information which
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might have had terrific consequences to
United States security.

The 40-year-old clerk faced a possible
maximum sentence of 10 years in prison and
& $10,000 fine, The Government withdrew
two other espionage counts in return for his
guilty plea.

Disclosure that the Petersen case was un-
covered through the security program came
as this program was under heavy criticism
for the Agriculture Department’'s firing of
Wolf Ladejinsky, the Department’s attaché
in Tokyo.

LOWERING OF TARIFFS ON
TEXTILES

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to
revise and extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection
to the request of the gentlewoman from
Massachusetts.

There was no objection.

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr.
Speaker, I join my colleague the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr, LanEaM] in
strongly protesting to the President any
reduction or any lowering of tariffs on
textiles.

I appeared before the Tariff Commis-
sion a few weeks ago when the cotton
manufacturers had a hearing and also
appeared on the same day before the
Committee on Reciprocity protesting the
lowering of the tariffs on cotton and
woolen textiles.

May I remind the Members of the
House that we had the same battle some
years ago prior to the war with Japan
against that country’s tremendous in-
crease in the volume of cotton textiles
being brought into the country. The
great volume of importations did not
elevate the low standard of living in
Japan or change its general economic
condition. These importations did how=-
ever come very close to breaking the
back of the American textile industry.
It did threaten ruination to many of our
communities, The allowing of these
textiles to come into our country did not
prevent war and it would be well for us
to keep this fact very firmly in mind.

A day or so ago one of our excellent
newspaper reporters informed me the
Pentagon is now authorizing the pur-
chase of and is actually buying woolen
and cotton underwear from Japan for
our servicemen in the armed services.
I am checking on this report to discover
if this is actually the fact. It would be
a rather horrible sitfuation if we per-
mitted the unemployment of people of
our own country in order to help other
countries reduce and avoid unemploy-
ment. We have sacrificed billions of
our substance to rehabilitate other
nations some of whom were enemies in
World War II. Must we now sacri-
fice our skilled labor here at home and
sacrifice our standard of living? We
have generously provided the eapital for
these countries to purchase new, mod-
ern, up-to-date textile machinery for
their new plants which we also built.
Must we now give them our domestic
market and force our own industries in-
to oblivion? Is this sound economics for
our country? Certainly it is the con-
trary. It is unsound economics and un-
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sound thinking. Based upon sound eco-
nomic thinking this proposal to reduce
the tariffs on textile importations can-
not be supported. I am completely op-
posed to any reduction. Our textile in-
dustry needs protection and adequate
protection if it is to survive in world
competition without a reduction in the
American standard of living. I have
- been a Member of Congress for quite a
number of years and I do not intend to

stand by and see the great American tex--

tile industry ruined and used as a pawn
for temporary political favor on the in-
ternational chessboard of politics. In-
stead I intend to fight.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan asked
and was given permission to address the
House for 15 minutes today and 15 min-
utes tomorrow, following the legislative
program and any special orders hereto-
fore entered.

COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENTAL
OPERATIONS

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent for the imme-
diate consideration of Senate Joint Reso-
lution 4 to provide for the continuation
in office of certain members of the Com-
mission on Governmental Operations.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

Resolved, ete., That section 3 of the act

entitled “An act for the establishment of a
Commission on Governmental Operations,”
approved July 10, 1953 (67 Stat. 143), is
amended, effective December 31, 1954, by add-
ing at the end thereof the following new
subsection:
. “(e¢) Continuation of membership upon
change of staus: Notwithstanding the pro-
visions of subsection (a), & person ap-
pointed to the Commission In the status of
a Member of Congress or in the status of a
person in the executive branch of the Gov-
ernment, but who thereafter ceases to have
such status, shall nevertheless continue as
a member of the Commission. If such per-
son returns to private life (except for his
membership on the Commission), he shall,
from and after such change of status, re-
ceive the same compensation as a person
originally appointed to the Commission frome
private life.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mas-
sachusetts?

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
have cleared this with the minority
leader. The prime purpose of this reso-
lution, which has passed the Senate, is
to enable the former Senator from Mich-
igan, Mr. Ferguson, who has been a
member of the Commission, to continue
as a member. Of course, it is a wise
thing, if any others are affected, to have
it apply to them, because they have been
on the Commission for months, and we
will have the benefit of their studies and
their experiences rather than to put a
new man on. So, that is the purpose of
this resolution.

Mr. PATMAN. Mr, Speaker, reserv-
ing the right to object, I hope the gen-
tleman will not insist on the passage of
this resolution now. I would like to say
something about it when it comes up. I

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

am opposed to it not because of the gen-
tleman from Michigan because I like
Senator Ferguson very much and my
objections do not concern Senator Fer=-
guson personally. But, it is a matter of
principle that is involved. I do not like
the resolution in so far as it sets a new
precedent and I wolild like to say some-
thing against it when it comes up regu-
larly.

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

Mr. PATMAN. Iyield.

Mr. MARTIN. I understand that
there is no partisanship connected with
it. If Mr. Ferguson was not permitted to
continue on the Commission, another
Republican would be named. That be=-
ing the case, why is it not good judgment

to permit one to continue who has had.

experience, for several months longer?

Mr. PATMAN. If the gentleman
would like me to go into it more fully, I
will be very glad to do so. It dates back
to the time when Mr. Truman was Presi-
dent. The idea was sold to him that
there should be a bipartisan commission,
and Mr. Truman sponsored it. He was
for it. He asked that the Commission
be appointed, that a bill be passed by the
Congress creating it, and then Mr.
Hoover was made Chairman of the Com=-
mission on the theory that it would be
bipartisan; that a Democratic President
would select an outstanding Republican
Chairman of the Commission, and then
they had an equal number of Demo-~
crats and Republicans on the Commis-
sion so as to show it was bipartisan.
Well, later on under this aaministration
it was recreated, but instead of the Pres-
ident selecting an outstanding Demo-
crat, a member of the opposite party to
be the head of it like President Truman
did, Mr. Hoover was reappointed, and
instead of having an equal number of
Republicans and Democrats, I think you
will find that there is a larger number of
Republicans. Now, questions like that
are questions I want to look into and
have something to say about it when it
comes up. In fact, the Legislative
Branch of the Government should not
delegate its power, anyway. I am op-
posed to that part of it. We should not
farm out our legislative duties. We are
in reach of the people, They can reach
us through their votes as intended under
our Constitution and laws.

IAr. MARTIN. The gentleman is op=
posed to the Commission, is that it?

Mr. PATMAN. They cannot reach
the Hoover Commission.

Mr. MARTIN. The gentleman, as I
1.1lnderstand, is opposed to the Commis-
sion.

Mr. PATMAN. I want to find out
about the status of the membership and
personnel to make sure it is bipartisan
as intended and I want to give further
consideration to this proposed new pol-
icy of permitting a Member of Congress
to continue his legislative powers after
he is no longer a Member of Congress.

The Hoover Commission has unusual
legislative powers. It can even present
hills for Congress to consider.

Mr. McCORMACEKE. The gentleman
indicates that he might object?

Mr. PATMAN. Yes.
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Mr. McCORMACE. Mr. Speaker, un-
der the circumstances, I withdraw the
resolution.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
the resolution is withdrawn,

There was no objection,

—————r———

JOINT COMMITTEE ON ATOMIC
ENERGY

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the pro-
visions of title 42, section 1815, United
States Code, the Chair appoints as mem-
bers of the Joint Committee on Atomic
Energy the following Members on the
part of the House: The gentleman from
North Carolina, Mr. DuraaM; the gentle-
man from California, Mr. HoLIFIELD; the
gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Price; the
gentleman from Texas, Mr. Kmwpay; the
gentleman from New Mexico, Mr. DEMP-
sEY; the gentleman from New York, Mr.
CoLE; the gentleman from California,
Mr. HINsHAW ; the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania, Mr. Van ZanpT; and the gentle-
man from Connecticut, Mr. PATTERSON,

FEDERAL REGULATION OF PRODUC-
TION AND GATHERING OF NAT=-
URAL GAS

The SPEAKER. Under previous order
of the House, the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. IkarDp] is recognized for 30 minutes.

Mr. IKEARD. Mr. Speaker, the pro-
duction and gathering of natural gas
within the gas-producing States has re-
cently been subjected to centralized
Federal regulation for the first time in
history.

This resulted from a decision of the
United States Supreme Court. The case
is known as the Phillips Petroleum case,
and is reported as Phillips Petroleum
Co. against Wisconsin in 347th United
States reports, page 672. Prior to this
decision, the independent companies en-
gaged in the production and gathering of
natural gas had planned and conducted
their business under the careful regula-
tion of State conservation commissions
without interference from Washington.
However, the Phillips decision interprets
the Natural Gas Act of 1938 so as to give
the Federal Power Commission jurisdic=
tion over the sale of natural gas by inde=
pendents, to interstate carriers. The
Federal Power Commission itself had
previously decided that it possessed no
such jurisdiction. The Commission’s
decision had been made after the taking
of 10,000 pages of testimony, and was
reflected in a well-thought-out decision
with only one Commissioner dissenting.

Natural gas comes both from wells
which produce only natural gas and from.
oil wells as the gas adjoining or dis-
solved in the oil deposit is released as
the oil comes up out of the well. In
both cases, the natural gas instead of
being stored near the well as is sometimes
the case with oil, is piped directly away
unless there is no market for the par-
ticular well, in which case gas is flared
off by being burned. When gas is sold,
it passes through a meter by which it is
measured and goes then to the pipelines
of a concern which gathers and resells it
to an interstate pipeline company. The
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gathering company may also produce its
own gas and gather it for similar resale.

The Phillips Petroleum Co., although a
large oil company, also produces, gathers,
processes, and sells natural gas. It sells
its own natural gas and also natural gas
produced by others. The gas which it
buys is approximately 50 percent of the
gas sold by Phillips Petroleum Co. The
Supreme Court case did not concern it-
self with the oil operations of the com-
pany, but only with its natural-gas
operations.

Phillips is known as an “independent”
natural-gas producer in that it does not
Engage in the interstate transmission of gas
from the producing fields to consumer
markets and is not affiliated with any inter-
state nstural—gas plpeline company. (Phil-
lips Petroleum Co. v. Wisconsin (347 U, S.
674-675).)

Phillips sells gas to five interstate pipe-
line transmission companies. These in-
terstate carriers transport the gas to con-
sumer markets in which they resell it to
consumers and to local distributing com-
panies located in 14 different States.
The Phillips gas flows from the wells
“through a network of converging pipe-
lines of progressively larger sizes to 1 of
12 processing plants, where extractable
products and impurities are removed.”
Two of these systems are located in two
States. Each of the remaining 5 is
located in only 1 State.

After processing is completed, the gas flows
from the processing plant (which is owned by
Phillips) through an outlet pipe, of varying
lengths up to a few hundred feet, to a de-
livery point where the gas Is sold and de-
livered to an interstate-pipeline company.
The gas then continued its flow through the
interstate-pipeline system until delivered in
other States.

The Natural Gas Act, as enacted in
1938, provided in section 1 (b) as follows:

The provisions of this act shall apply to
the transportation of natural gas in inter-
state commerce, to the sale in interstate com-
merce of natural gas for resale for ultimate
public consumption for domestic, commer-
cial, industrial, or any other use, and to
natural-gas companies engaged in such
transportation or sale, but shall not apply to
any other transportation or sale of natural
gas or to the local distribution of natural gas
or to the facilities used for such distribution
or to the production or gathering of natural
gas.

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

Mr. IKARD. I yield to the gentleman
from Oklahoma.

Mr. ATBERT. The gentleman is mak-
ing a very fine statement concerning an
act which has been important to the gas
industry and to decisions of the Supreme
Court. Does it not boil itself down to
this, that under the Phillips Petroleum
Co. case, contrary to anything that had
ever been anticipated, the Federal Gov-
ernment is controling the natural gas
production right at the wellhead? 1Is
that a fair statement?

Mr. IKARD. The distinguished gen-
tleman from Oklahoma is exactly right.
As I will attempt to develop here, that is
something that was not in any way in-
tended by the Congress at the time of
the enactment of the Natural Gas Act,
and it is beyond the farthest dreams of
those people that considered it.
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Mr. ALBERT. I want to congratulate
the gentleman on the fine statement he
has made.

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

Mr. IKARD. I yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. POAGE. Is it fair to say that
there are but 2 bases on which we might
justify control, 1 being the inter-
state character of the movement from
the gathering plants, from the point
where Phillips sells his gas to some dis-
tant consumer in some other State?
That is the basis on which the Federal
Gas Act was passed and justified, was
it not?

Mr, IKARD. That is right.

Mr. POAGE. Then, as I understand it,
there is the theory that public utilities
or a monopoly should be regulated by
government, but we have generally
agreed that if there were not an inter-
state movement there the regulation
should be by the States. Does the gen-
tleman agree that that is generally
sound?

Mr. IKARD. I do.

Mr. POAGE. In this case there is not
even any natural monopoly or public
utility feature involved, is there?

Mr. IKARD. That is right. One other
thing is that most public utilities are
thought of as operating in an area where
speculation has been removed.

Mr. POAGE. And where there is a
guaranteed return.

Mr. IKARD. Certainly, as the gentle-
man well knows, there is probably no
more speculative business in the country
today than the search for and develop-
ment of natural gas.

Mr. POAGE. I cannot think of a more
hazardous undertaking than going out
and trying to find the gas and produce
the gas. Once the gas is produced and
is moved in commerce, after it gets
into interstate commerce, it ceases to be
a speculative undertaking, because there
is a return at the end and that is known,
and the amount of gas coming in and the
amount coming out and the prices are all
known. But these people producing gas
have no knowledge of whether they are
going to get gas or not when they drill.
They have no monopoly in the produc-
tion because if you have land that is
suspected of being productive of gas you
can sell it to the highest bidder.

Mr. IKARD. Yes. They not only have
no assurance they are going to get gas,
but the odds are something like 6 to 10
against them that they will not get it.

Mr. POAGE. So there is neither the
interstate character nor the utility char-
acter present that would justify any
Government regulation of the business
of producing gas. Is that right?

Mr. IKARD. That is right.

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

Mr. IKARD. I yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. BURLESON. It might also be
said, and I am sure the gentleman will
agree, that about 85 percent of all the
drilling for oil and gas is done by what
might be termed the small-business man
in the oil and gas business. In other
words, the small, independent operator
goes out to search for oil and gas, and
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6 times out of 10 he misses. He must
find an area where oil and gas can be
produced. Then what happens? The
major companies move in and develop
it. Is that not the history of the oil and
gas industry?

Mr, IKARD. I think it is important
here to understand we are not talking
about tremendous companies and com-
bines, but we are -talking about small,
independent businessmen like the cor-
ner merchant, or somebody like that,
people who are relatively small and who
are in a business that has a high mor-
tality rate.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. IKARD, I yield.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. At the
present time do the public utilities com-
missions, as for instance in the State of
Michigan, have anything to do with or
have any jurisdiction over the sale of
gas in the State of Michigan which
comes in from Texas?

Mr. IKARD. I am not sure I under-
stand the gentleman’s question, but did
I understand him to ask if this had any-
thing to do with the gas which goes into
Michigan from Texas?

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. That
is right.

Mr. IKARD. We are not talking here
about the authority of the Federal
Power Commission to regulate the move-
ment of natural gas in interstate com-
merce which would affect the thing that
the gentleman is talking about. What
we are talking about here is the right of
the Federal Power Commission to regu-
late the price of gas from the initial pro-
ducer at the well head, which is entirely
different. We are talking about some-
thing here which represents about 10
percent of the cost of your gas in Michi-
gan. So you see, I really think, if you
did away with the producer entirely, in
other words, if the people in Michigan
got their gas free, it would not affect the
price that they pay a great deal, because
about 90 percent of the cost of the gas is
laid down up in this part of the country
which goes into transmission, distribu-
tion, gathering, and that sort of thing.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan, I thank
the gentleman.

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

Mr. IKARD. I yield to the distin-
guished gentleman from Louisiana [Mr,
Boges].

Mr. BOGGS. I should like to compli-
ment the gentleman on the statement
that he is making. I have the honor to
represent a large oil- and gas-producing
district. There is no issue which con-
fronts our industry at the present time
which is more important than the cne
to which the genfleman is addressing
himself. I hope the gentleman will ac-
quaint the whole country with the vital
issues involved.

Mr. IKEARD. I thank the gentleman
very much.

Section 4 of the Natural Gas Act au-
thorizes the Federal Power Commission
to regulate the “rates and charges made,
demanded, or received by any natural-
gas company for or in connection with
the transportation or sale of natural gas
subject to the jurisdiction of the Com-
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mission.” And a natural-gas company
is defined as “a person engaged in the
transportation of natural gas in inter-
state commerce, or the sale in interstate
commerce of such gas for resale”—sec=
tion 2 (6).

The Phillips Petroleum case involved
one question which concerned the juris-
diction of the Federal Power Commission
and involved a dispute as to whether
“the rates charged by a natural-gas pro-
ducer and gatherer in the sale in inter-
state commerce of such gas for resale”
are subject to regulation by the Federal
Power Commission.

Phillips admitted that it had engaged
in “the sale in interstate commerce of
natural gas for resale.” Although that
admission would bring it within a phrase
in the first part of the Commission’s
jurisdictional charter, it did not bring
it within the definitive last part of the
section. The admission was properly
made in view of earlier decisions of the
United States Supreme Court—Inter-
state Natural Gas Co. V. Federal Power
Commission (331 U, S. 682, 687-689; and
Michigan-Wisconsin Pipe Line Co. V.
Calvert (347 U. S. 157, 166-168).

However, Phillips contended that it
was exempted from the jurisdiction of
the Commission by the latter part of
section 1 (b) of the Natura]l Gas Act
which provided that the provisions of
the act “shall not apply to any other
transportation or sale of natural gas or
to the local distribution of natural gas
or to the facilities used for such distribu-
tion or to the production or gathering of
natural gas.”

The petitioner particularly empha-
sized its contention that its sales are part
of the “production or gathering of nat-
ural gas” to which the Commission’s
jurisdiction does not extend, according
to the express language of the last part
of section 1 (b) of the Natural Gas Act.

The producers and gatherers of nat-
ural gas had since 1938 conducted their
business on the justified assumption that
the independent production and gather-
ing of natural gas were not subject to
Federal regulation, even though the gas
was sold to interstate pipeline transmis-
sion companies whose operations were
subject to the Federal Power Commis=
sion’s jurisdiction.

As is pointed out by the dissenting
opinion of Mr. Justice Douglas, the hear-
ing and debates in Congress on the bills
which evolved into the Natural Gas Act
were concerned with interstate pipelines,
not with independent producers of gas.

These hearings gave little or no con-
sideration to any need for regulating
the sales by independent producers to
the pipelines. The case of Columbian
Fuel Corp, second FPC, pages 200, 207—
exempted from regulation an independ-
ent producer of gas which Mr. Justice
Douglas said was in all material respects
comparable to Phillips Petroleum Co.
As he pointed out, that decision was
made by officials intimately familiar
with the background and history of the
Natural Gas Act. There was only one
dissent even at that time. The Su-
preme Court Justice continued by say-
ing:

That construction of the act by the Com-
mission has persisted from that time (see
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Billings Gas Co. (2 F. P. C. 288); the Fin=
Ker 0il and Gas Production Co. (6 F. P. C.
92); Tennessee Gas & Transmission Co. (6
F. P. C. 98) down to its decision in the pres-
ent case (10 F. P. C. 248).

That construction by the Commission,
especially since it was contemporaneous
(United States v. American Trucking Assns.
(310 U. 8. 534, 539)) and long continued
(Federal Power Commission v. Panhandle
Eastern Pipe Line Co. (337 U. 8. 498, 513) ), is
entitled to great weight (347 U. S. at 689).

Regulation by the Federal Govern=-
ment of the price at which an inde-
pendent producer sells his natural gas
will bring all of his operations under
Federal control because it is necessary as
part of the machinery of regulation, to
establish a rate base in the light of the
expenses of all the operations of the
company. As Mr. Justice Douglas con-
cludes:

The effect 1s certain to be profound. The
price at which the independent producer
can sell his gas determines the price he is
able or willing to pay for it (if he buys from
other wells). The sales price determines his
profits. And his profits and the profits of
all the other gatherers, whose gas moves into
the interstate pipelines, have profound ef-
fects on the rate of production, the methods
of production, the old wells that are con-
tinued in production, the new ones explored,
etc. Regulating the price at which the in-
dependent producer can sell his gas regu-
lates his business in the most vital way any
business can be regulated. That regulation
largely nullifies the exemption granted by
Congress (347 U. S. at 690).

Mr. Justice Clark also wrote a dissent-
ing opinion with which Mr. Justice Bur-
ton concurred.

Clark took the position that the regu-
latory gap which the Natural Gas Act
was intended to fill with Federal regula-
tion was at the end of the interstate
pipeline transmission between the pipe=
line company and the local distribution
system; that it was not at the beginning
of the interstate journey. He pointed
out that the general language in the
opinion which referred to the situation
at the end might also seem to cover the
situation at the commencement of the
pipeline, but that it was not intended to
do so and should not be construed to
have done so. He emphasized that the
majority brings every gas operator, from
the smallest producer to the largest
pipeline, under Federal regulatory con-
trol, contrary to the intention of the
Congress, the understanding of the
States, and that of the Federal Power
Commission itself.”

He adds:

By today's decision, the Court restricts the
phrase “production and gathering” to “the
physical activities, facilities, and properties™
used in production and gathering. Such a
gloss strips the words of their substance, If
the Congress so intended, then it left for
Btate regulation only a mass of empty pipe,
vacant processing plants, and thousands of
hollow wells with scarecrow derricks, monu-
ments to this new extension of Federal power.
It was not so understood. The States have
been for over 35 years and are now enforeing
regulatory laws covering production and
gathering, including pricing, proration of
gas, ratable taking, unitization of fields,
processing of casinghead gas including prior-
ity over other gases, well spacing, repressur-
ing, abandonment of wells, marginal area de-
velopment, and other devices. Everyone is
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fully aware of the direct relationship of price
and conservation.

He points out that Phillips Petroleum
Co. “performs no such middleman or
transmission functions” as Interstate
Natural Gas Co. had done—347Tth United
States Reports, page 697—and concludes
at 347th United States Reports, page
698:

In the words of Mr. Justice Jackson, we
believe “that observance of good faith with
the States requires that we interpret this
act as it was represented at the time they
urged its enactment, as its terms read, and
as we have, until today, declared it, viz, to
supplement but not to supplant State regu-
lation. (Federal Power Commission V. East
Ohio Gas Co., supra, at 490.)

The majority opinion was written by
Mr, Justice Minton with whom Mr. Jus-
tice Frankfurter concurred in a separate
opinion. The majority concluded that
the finding of the Federal Power Com-
mission that the sale was within the
production or gathering of natural gas
exemption was without adequate basis
in law. This, in effect, nullified the ex-
pert deliberation which had gone into
the collection and analysis of the 10,000
pages of testimony in the case before the
Federal Power Commission., The ma-
jority of the Supreme Court held that
production and gathering, in the sense
that those terms are used in section 1
(b), end before the sales by Phillips
occur. The majority opinion attempts
to distinguish the Columbian Fuel Corp.
case and to indicate that the subsequent
decisions of the Federal Power Commis=
sion have not all been consistent.

In the Phillips ease the Court relies
heavily upon its earlier decision in In-
terstate Natural Gas Co. v. Federal Power
Commission (331 U. S. 682). That com-
pany produced or purchased natural gas
which it sold within the same State to
three interstate pipeline companies. In
that case, the Supreme Court said:

We have held that these sales are in in-
terstate commerce. It cannot be doubted
that their regulation is predominantly a
matter of national, as contrasted to local
concern * * *. Unreasonable charges en-
acted at this stage of the interstate move-
ment (of gas) become perpetuated in large
part in fixed items of costs which must be
covered by rates charged subsequent pur-
chasers of the gas, including the ultimsate
consumer.

The earlier opinion noted that excep-
tions to the primary grant of jurisdic-
tion in section 1 (b) of the Natural Gas
Act are to be strictly construed.

The majority opinion in the Phillips
case points out that petitioner attempts
to distinguish the Interstate Gas case on
the grounds “that the interstate com-
pany transported the gas in its pipelines
after completion of gathering and was
affiliated with an interstate pipeline
company and therefore subject to Com-
mission jurisdietion in any event.” How-
ever, Mr. Justice Minton concluded that
the Court has based its decision in the
Interstate case “on the broader ground
that sales in interstate commerce for re-
sale by producers to interstate pipeline
companies do not come within the ‘pro-
duection or gathering' exemption.”

In answer to the petitioner’s conten-
tion that Congress intended to regulate
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only the interstate pipeline companies,
the Court said that the act gave the Com-~-
mission jurisdiction over either the
transportation or over the sale for resale
in interstate commerce of natural gas.
It pointed out that this grant of power
was in the disjunctive and added that
the transportation and the sale could
have been connected by the conjunctive
word “and,” and would thereby have
required both the transportation and the
sale by a company as the basis for the
Commission’s jurisdiction over the com-
pany and its transactions. The Court
felt that the Congress had intended to
give the Federal Power Commission con-
trol over “all wholesales of natural gas
in interstate commerce.”

The Court's opinion concluded—at
347th United States Reports, page 685:

Regulation of the sales in interstate com-
merce for resale made by a so-called inde-
pendent natural-gas producer is not essen-
tially different from regulation of such sales
when made by en affiliate of an interstate
pipeline company. In both cases, the rates
charged may have a direct and substantial
effect on the price paid by the ultimate con-
sumers, Protection of consumers against
exploitation at the hands of natural-gas
companies was the primary aim of the Nat-
ural Gas Act. Federal Power Commission v.
Hope Natural Gas Co., supra at 610. At-
tempts to weaken this protection by amenda-
tory legislation exempting independent nat-
ural-gas producers from Federal regulation
have repeatedly failed, and we refuse to
achieve the same result by a strained inter-
pretation of the existing statutory language.

In a footnote to this statement it was
said that:
Among the bills introduced in recent Cons
s to restrict the existing jurisdiction
of the Federal Power Commission over nat-
ural-gas producers are: H. R. 4051, 80th
Congress, 1st session; H. R. 4099, 80th Con-
gress, 1st session; H. R. 1758, 81st Congress,
1st session; and S. 1488, Blst Congress, 1lst
session.

In concurring with the majority, Mr.
Justice Frankfurter wrote a separate
opinion emphasizing his view that the
Court’s construction of 1 (b) of the Nat-
ural Gas Act was supported by what he
called an authoritative gloss coming
from the history of the act. It was his
contention that the Natural Gas Act was
intended to give the Federal Power Com-
mission jurisdieticn over that part of the
natural gas industry which the States
were prohibited from regulating by the
decision of the Supreme Court in Mis-
souri v. Kansas Gas Co. (265 U. 8. 298)
and Public Utililies Commission v, Attle-
boro Steam and Electric Co. (273 U. S.
83). He concluded that Congress “wrote
the doctrine of the Attleboro case in the
Natural Gas Act and said in effect that
an Attleboro situation was to be taken
over by Federal regulation and was not to
be left to the fluctuation of adjudications
under the commerce clause.”

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

Mr. IKARD. I yield.

Mr. POAGE. I wonder if the gentle-
man can tell us if it is physically or eco-
‘nomically possible for anybody to engage
in the gathering of natural gas and to
furnish the money necessary to gather
the gas if he is not going to be allowed
to sell it.
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- Mr. IKARD. They just are not going
to do it.

Mr. POAGE. He cannot eat it, he
cannot store it; consequently he has got
to sell it.

Mr. IKARD. He cannot store it.

Mr. POAGE. And he has got to sell
it to somebody who is going to move it;
consequently it is perfectly clear that
the decision of the Supreme Cour: com-
pletely nullifies any exemption for any-
body gathering natural gas,

Mr. IKARD, Absolutely.

Mr. POAGE. He simply will have to
sell it.

Mr, IKARD. That is right.

Mr. POAGE. There will be correc-
tive legislation proposed before the pres-
ent Congress and possibly by the gentle-
man from Arkansas who occupies the
chair, who has studied this question very
extensively. I am hopeful that correc-
tive legislation will be enacted during
this session.

Mr. IKARD. The gentleman from
Arkansas who now occupies the chair is
one of the best-informed men in the
country on this question. I know there
will be several bills introduced. I in-
tend at some later date to introduce one
myself and I know there are many others
that will be introduced for considera-
tion.

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. IKARD. I yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. The history
of this situation is that the Federal
Power Commission originally refused to
take jurisdiction of these people the gen-
tleman is talking about. Then the Su-
preme Court came along and actually
violated the substantial evidence rule in
overruling the Federal Power Commis-
sion, did it not?

Mr. IKEARD. Yes.

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. In other
words, they have upheld these various
bureaucratic ideas about bringing peo-
ple under Federal control, but the first
time one of the bureaus said it did not
have control of somebody the Supreme
Court reversed itself and took them in.

Mr. IKARD. Yes.

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. That is the
situation we are facing and that is the
reason we must have legislation on the
subject to define it completely.

Mr. IKARD. The gentleman has
touched upon a rather unique part of
this. It is probably one of the few cases
in history where a Federal commission
or bureau has said, “We do not have
Jjurisdiction,” but the courts have made
them assume it.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan.
Speaker, will the gentleman yicld?

Mr. IKARD. I yield to the gentleman
from Michigan.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Would
the passage of legislation such as the
gentleman suggests be construed in any
way as advising the Supreme Court that
it should confine itself to the interpre-
tation of laws that we enact rather than
to itself legislate?

Mr. IKARD. I am afraid it does not
have that purpose. It does, though,
amend the act so that it may be subject

Mr.
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to just one interpretation and I think
that would be that the Federal Power
Commission did not have jurisdiction.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Then it
would be in the way of an explanation
to the Court as to what the Congress
meant? <

Mr. JEARD. Yes. Some people are
sometimes fuzzy as to what the Congress
intends.

In the light of the Supreme Court’s de-
cision in the Phillips case, the Federal
Power Commission on July 16, 1954, is-
sued an order with respect to the inde-
pendent producers and gatherers of nat-
ural gas covered by the Court’s decision.
It was estimated that more than 4,000 of
them would be included in this category.
The new rules were made retroactive to
June 7, the date of the Court's decision.
They required sales contracts which were
in effect on that date to be filed with
the Commission by October 1, 1954,
They also prohibited an increase in rates
without their first being filed with the
Commission so that any proposed in-
crease could be suspended pending
hearings and decision.

In addition, applications for certifi-
cates authorizing transportation and
sale in interstate commerce were re-
quired to be filed by October 1. This was
order No. 174. One of the Commission-
ers dissented from the issuance of this
order on the grounds that it was ex
parte, retroactive, and that it denied per-
sons subject to it rights guaranteed them
by the Natural Gas Act and by the
Constitution of the United States.

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. IKARD. I1yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Can the gen-~
tleman tell us what the numerical divi-
sion of the Court was in this decision?

Mr. IKARD. Five to three.

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Can the gen-
tleman tell us how the Chief Justice
voted on this matter, the present Chief
Justice?

Mr, IKARD. He voted for the meas-
ure.

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. PBringing all
these people under Federal control?

Mr, IKARD. Yes.

Mr. ROGERS of Texas. Now, had he
voted against that, we would not have
this situation, would we?

Mr. IKARD. Well, that is true, yes.

On October 6, 1954, the Commission
issued order 174-A which revised and
superseded its order 174. Upon petition
the Commission on September 8 sched-
uled oral argument on the revised order
for September 22, in its offices in Wash-
ington, D. C. On September 24, the
Commission modified its order 174-A by
extending its deadline from Octcber 1 to
December 1, 1954, and by making certain
clarifying amendments. Two companies
subject to the order obtained stays from
Judge Wayne G. Borah of the United
States Court of Appeals for the Fifth
Circuit in New Orleans, La., in cases
brought by them for review of the Fed-
eral Power Commission’s Order 174-A.
These companies were Magnolia Petro-
leum Co. and the Ohio Oil Co. The stays
were issued on November 15 and 18, re-
spectively,
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The General Counsel of the Federal
Power Commission on November 23, 1954,
published an opinion that those stays
were efféctive only with respect to the
two companies involved in those two
suits, and that the Commission was
therefore, under no restraint to re-
frain from further consideration of order
174-A as applied to other companies.
Other companies are not seeking similar
stays. The companies which obtained
the stays are said to believe that the stay
orders permit them to cancel their con-
tracts with pipeline transmission com-
panies under a clause authorizing can-
cellation in the event that the Federal
Power Commission assumes jurisdiction
of the company’s sale of natural gas to
the pipeline. !

Proceeding under the Administrative
Procedure Act, the Union Producing Co.
obtained a temporary stay in the United
States District Court, District of Colum-
bia. On December 20, 1954, Judge Holtz~
off refused the FPC's motion to dismiss,
and, therefore, this case will go to trial
on its merits, namely, that the plain-
tiff, as a producer of natural gas, is nob
subject to the Natural Gas Act, and on
the further ground that the orders—174
and 174-A—are said to have been il-
legally issued.

On November 24 the Federal Power
Commission announced that it expected
to modify its order 174-A in order to
afford such companies an opportunity to
seek Court review of the order. The
Commission nevertheless said that it
anticipated substantial compliance with
the order. The same Commissioner who
dissented from the original order re-
newed his dissent in an opinion accom-
panying order 174-A.

On December 17, 1954, order 174-B
was issued, which again amended 174-A.
Although this new amendment made a
few technical changes that eliminated
some of the paper work required of the
independent producer, it was of no bene-
fit to him as far as basic regulation by
the FPC is concerned. In fact, it pro-
vided for more regulation in that cer-
tain escalator clauses in sales contracts
would not be recognized by the FPC after
May 1, 1955.

The latest development in the series
of actions the FPC has undertaken since
June 7, 1954, is to set a hearing for Jan-
uary 11, 1955, in which the FPC will hear
from producers, consumers, State regu-
latory bodies, and so forth, on the sub=-
ject of Fixing of Rates To Be Charged
by Independent Producers for Natural
Gas Sold in Interstate Commerce tor
Resale—Consideration of Principles and
Methods To Be Applied. In this con-
nection, it is to be noted that while many
independent producers will appear, still
others will not appear because they take
the position that in this instance the
FPC is exceeding its jurisdiction as set
out in the Supreme Court’s decision in
the Phillips case.

The Commission is following the pol-
icy of promptly enforcing the power given
it by the Supreme Court in an across-
the-board freeze of natural-gas prices,
and of later giving consideration to the
problems and views of the industry.

The Chairman of the Commission has
said that the Commission was not con-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

fined to any inflexible method of deter-
mining natural-gas prices, and would
soon ask industry members, State com-
missioners, and representatives of con-
sumer interests to submit suggestions.
Although it is somewhat heartening to
learn that the Commission is intent on
listening to the views of those affected by
its natural-gas price regulations, never=-
theless, his statement emphasizes the
powerful discretion lodged in the Com-

‘mission to use its own judgment as to how

the price of natural gas should be deter-
mined and what, in the final analysis,
that price will be. No regulation hés a
more persuasive effect than price regula-
tion, as those who were subject to OPA—
as who was not—will well remember.

The Chairman of the Commission went
on to say, in effect, that the necessity for
finaneial rewards commensurate with the
risks of exploring and developing natu-
ral-gas reserves will be recognized by the
Federal Power Commission. “We intend
to recognize this indisputable fact, in our
ratemaking,” he said. However coopera-
tive this expression of goodwill may ap-
pear, it is not to be forgotten that price
for risk taking, in our free-enterprise
economy is determined in the market
place. Only when risk becomes stabi-
lized and there is little or no competition
can one identify the enterprise as a pub-
lic utility to be subjected to Govern-
ment regulation.

The FPC order suddenly freezes prices
and contractual terms retroactively as
they were last June 7. An industry, par-
ticularly such a spectaculative one as the
production of natural gas, is constantly
in a state of flux. To freeze it suddenly
brings its myriad units and its dynamic
growth to a jarring halt.

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

Mr. IKARD. I yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. BURLESON. Has the gentleman
observed that there is considerable
propaganda around over the country to
the effect that if the Federal Govern-
ment controls the price of natural gas
at the gathering point or in the field,
that they will receive cheaper rates for
gas? Contrarily, is it not very reason-
able to assume that if the small pro-
ducers and gatherers of natural gas are
controlled by the Federal Power Com-
mission, it is going to have the effect
of contracting the natural gas business
to the point that a few corporations in
the country will have control of the
gathering and the distribution of natural
gas and also that the lack of explora-
tion, of discovering new reserves for
natural gas, will be contracted and
therefore, in the long run, mean that
the consumer is bound inevitably to pay
a higher price for his gas?

Mr. IKARD. That is exactly right.
The effect of the order eventually will
be to force out of business the small-
business men who are the independent
producers of natural gas and to concen-
trate these great natural reserves in
the hands of a few tremendous com-
panies, the result of which will be in-

creased prices to the consumer. There
is no question about that.
Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. Mr.

Speaker, will the gentleman yield?
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Mr, IKARD. I yield to the gentleman
from Louisiana.

Mr. BROOKS of Louisiana. I want
to say that I am listening with a great
deal of interest to the gentleman's re-
marks, At a later date I want to get
some time of my own to speak on this
subject extensively. In the meantime
I want to say that in my judgment—
and I have studied this question—the
road we are following now, if it is un-
checked, is going to lead to the nation-
alization of oil and gas and perhaps coal
and perhaps other industries. So, I
think we are making a serious mistake if
we do not do something in the Congress
to check the march that we are making
down that road toward nationalization.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Harris). The time of the gentleman
has expired.

Mr. IKARD. Mr., Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that I may be al-
lowed to proceed for an additional 10
minutes.

The SPEAEKER pro tempore. I should
like to remind the distinguished gentle-
man that there is another special order
to follow.

Mr. IKARD. In that case, Mr, Speak=-
er, I withdraw my request.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I believe I have the next special
order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The
gentleman is correct. The gentleman
has 15 minutes.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I should
be very glad to yield to the gentleman,
because I should like to hear the finish
of his discussion, if he is allowed to
proceed without too many interruptions,

The SPEAEER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gentle-
man, that he be permitted to speak for
an additional 10 minutes?

There was no objection,

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

Mr. IKEARD. I yield.

Mr. MAHON. The gentleman is mak-
ing a very excellent presentation, and
I do not want to interrupt except to say
that I think he is performing a service
to the House and to the country by
presenting this issue early in the Con-
gress. I hope, with him, that during the
session favorable action may be taken to
remedy this situation.

Mr. IKARD. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr,
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. IKARD. I yield.

Mr., HOFFMAN of Michigan. This
question was asked by one of our col-
leagues from Texas a little while ago.
It had to do with members of the Su-
preme Court and on which side they
were. As I recall it, the gentleman
asked about the Chief Justice. To get
away from any partisan feeling or any
implications of that kind, so that the
gentleman can continue, I should like
to suggest this, Is it not true that the
Chief Justice is what is commonly
known as a moderate progressive or a
progressive moderate?

Mr. IKARD. I will say to the gentle-
man that my purpose here is not to
indulge in shades of political definitions.
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Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. I did
not think it was.

Mr. IKARD. Gas producers, includ-
ing such companies as Humble Oil &
Refining Co., Phillips Petroleum Co.,
Texas Co., Magnolia Petroleum Co., and
Stanolind Oil & Gas Co. are refusing to
contract more gas to interstate pipe-
lines. One official of a major company
is quoted as saying:

We are not offering any gas for sale in
interstate commerce at thic time.

This attitude on the part of preducers
is not a capricious one and warrants
an explanation. It is not that the pro-
ducers are going on a sit-down strike or
that they are demanding higher prices
for their gas. The answer lies in the
simple, economic and practical fact that
a producer cannof continue to sell, or
contract to sell for long periods of time,
his product when he cannot tell what
price the FPC will allow him. All he
wants is his contract price which in all
instances is the fair field price or the
prevailing market price at the time he
sold. Very few producers completely
finance themselves, and it is their bank-
ers who must demand some certainty as
to price. Therefore, the producing in-
dustry cannot continue to grow if the
FPC regulates the producer in the man-
ner as they now contemplate doing.

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

Mr. IKARD, I yield.

Mr. GAVIN. If the Federal Power
Commission may regulate the price of
gas at the wells, what is to stop them
from issuing an order to regulate the
price of 0il? That would be the next
phase of the situation. I wonder if the
gentleman would care to discuss that.

Mr. IKARD. I should like to say to
the gentleman that I intend to discuss
that in a very few moments. I think the
gentleman’s point is well taken, and I
intend to say more about it in a few
moments.

The effect of the Commission’s order
freezing gas prices at the wellhead has
been practically to stop cold the indus-
try’s national expansion. The seven
States in the South and Southwest
which produce gas have been exporting
to other parts of the country almost as
much as they consume themselves.
There were ambitious plans to supply
other areas. These have been put on
the shelf because of the order. Conse-
quently, some communities which
would soon have been supplied with nat-
ural gas will go without it. If this and
other heating fuels are subjected to the
kind of regulation enforced by this
order, competition will stagnate, and
lack of competition is the best way to
exploit consumers. Contrast this result
with what Mr. Justice Minton wrote
in the Supreme Court’s majority
opinion:

Protection of consumers against exploita-
tion at the hands of the natural gas com-

panies was the primary purpose of the Nat-
ural Gas Act.

Much gas produced along with oil will
be wasted by venting—or burning—if the
State regulatory commissions, in the in-
terest of conservation, do not prevent it.
The State commission sometime shut
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down oil wells to prevent wastage of gas.
And, consequently, often the oil com-
panies are willing to go to the expense
of building gas pipelines to gather the
gas, in order to be allowed to open their
oil wells. This absorption of gas trans-
portation cost by the profits of oil op-
erations results in gas at low prices to
consumers. If the gas operation were
separated, as Federal regulation may
force it to become, gas cost and so prices
would have to rise; and Federal regula-
tion might cause an increased gas price
to consumers.

A conflict between State conservation
policy and Federal price policy seems to
be arising in Oklahoma where a mini-
mum price for which gas can be produced
has been set by the Oklahoma Corpora-
tion Commission in order to justify pipe-
line construction. The price was set at
9.8262 cents per thousand cubic feet and
upheld by a United States circuit court
of appeals on the ground that the State
could set prices for conservation pur-
poses. If there is conflict of views be-
tween State and Federal commissions as
to what price is necessary to protect a
natural resource and what price is nec-
essary to satisfy demands of those who
urge Federal regulation, how can the is-
sue be resolved?

The States right to regulate the price
charged by natural gas producers is in-
volved in another case now on appeal in
the United States Supreme Court by the
Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America.
Two other pipeline companies, Panhan-
dle Eastern and Michigan-Wisconsin,
joined in the request for review of the
order of the Oklahoma court upholding
an Oklahoma Corporation Commission
order fixing minimum prices for natural
gas sold to interstate pipelines. If the
idea of Federal domination and abso-
Iute control of this vital industry is car-
ried out, then would not conservation of
an essential natural resource suffer? If
price does not justify building a pipeline
to a gas field, will a State commission
continue to bar wasting of gas? Cer-
tainly there could be no law to require a
company to build a pipeline.

The Federal Government can and has
exercised wide powers in many fields.
It has been demonstrated time and time
again that it can require men to do any
number of things such as to serve in the
military, or pay taxes, but I doubt if even
the greatest advocate of Federal control
of the gas industry would venture a pre-
diction that even an all-powerful Fed-
eral Government could force anyone to
hunt and explore for gas when the price
of that product is unknown and unde-
termined. On the contrary, the regula-
tions of the Federal Power Commission
will certainly discourage producers to
continue their never-ending search for
new supplies of natural gas which are so
essential to maintain an adequate sup-
ply at a fair price for our expanding
economy.

There has been some respectable opin-
jon to the effect that Federal control
of the petroleum industry would mean
cheaper prices for the consumer. This
line of thinking is hard to follow, when
it is a known fact that less than 10 per-
cent of the price paid by the consumer
for natural gas goes to the producer,
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The rest of the price represents the cost
of gathering, transportation, and distri-
bution. In view of this, it can be readily
seen that even if the producer made a
gift of the gas to the consumer, the price
would not be materially affected.

The production of oil and gas Is so
closely related that it is impossible to
divorce one from the other. The pro-
duction of gas is an integral part of oil
production, and it certainly seems rea-
sonable to assume that the next step that
those who would impose dictatorial Fed-
eral control on the gas industry would
be the regulation of the production of
oil. What would happen if the policy
of the Texas Railroad Commission might
come into conflict with the policy of the
Federal Power Commission? I am fear-
ful that there are many who would argue
long and loud that the policy of the
Federal Commission would prevail if the
policy established by the Commission is
not changed by proper legislative action.
‘We can all prepare ourselves for the Fed-
eral Power Commission to move in and
take over the oil industry. No other con-
clusion can be reached, for the gas in-
dustry, which they now, under the doc-
trine of the Phillips case, has set out
to control is such an integral part of oil
recovery that forcing the separation of
oil from gas by artificial regulation is
not only uneconomical and wasteful but
is also impossible from a practical point
of view.

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

Mr. IKARD, I yield to the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. VURSELL. I think a study of the
oil and gas business of the Nation shows
they have to operate together to operate
efficiently and furnish the country with
plenty of their products at the lowest
possible price,

I am a little alarmed to find the Su-
preme Court taking the position it has
taken now, which is absolutely against
the consumer, against the producer, for
greater regulation, for more application
of bureaucracy, and against a business
that has been able to furnish oil and
gas together to the people of the Nation
in unlimited quantities of the finest pos-
sible grade at only a little more than
it could be gotten for 20 years ago. In
fact, if you took the taxes off oil today,
it would have cost you 7 cents more 20
years ago than it does now, and they
put this high-grade gasoline, which is a
byproduct of oil, into your cars, service
your cars, and wipe off the windshield.
Yet we find certain people in Govern-
ment that would stop the progress and
turn the wheels back and interfere with
these two great business organizations
that have done so much not only for
the defense of our country but for the
industrial development and happiness
and comfort and use of all of the Ameri-
can people. I hope a remedy can be
found to override this decision of the
Supreme Court. Ishall be happy tosup-
port the gentleman in his efforts toward
that end.

Mr, IKARD. I thank the gentleman
very much. I know that he is probably
one of the best-informed men in this
body on the problems affecting the oil
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industry,
his views.

Although the Chairman of the Federal
Power Commission denies any intention
to bring oil or other industries under the
jurisdiction of the Commission, I think
everyone would feel a lot better, and
obviously we would all be safer from
further encroachment of Federal au-
thority, if an amendment to the Natural
Gas Act were enacted clearly reflecting
the intent of Congress as to the juris-
diction of the Commission.

It is my hope that this brief review of
the complicated problems arising out of
the decision of the Supreme Court in the
Phillips case has made clear the con-
fusion that this decision and the subse-
quent actions under it by the Federal
Power Commission has created in the
production and gathering of natural gas.
Effective public practices which have
been developed over the years have been
undermined. It should be repeated here
that the production of natural gas does
not possess the attributes of a public
utility, and it is one of the most specula~-
tive and competitive enterprises in our
whole American economy in which there
exists not the slightest hint or suspicion
of monopoly. Those engaged in this
business face high odds against finding
and bringing in paying fields of natural
gas. They are not in any sense in that
type of business which heretofore has
been thought of as a public utility which
requires Government regulation for the
public good; however, they have effec-
tively and increasingly been regu!ated_ in
the public inferest by State bodies which
have kept close to the problems in prop-
erly developing gas fields. Are these
effective working relationships between
the State governments and private busi-
ness to be permanently disrupted by a
decision based on a forced interpretation
of statutory language? Certainly the
answer should be “No.” It is necessary
that Congress quickly consider and pass
amending legislation which will clarify
the jurisdiction of the Federal Power
Commission and make clear that the pro-
ducing and gathering of natural gas
which Congress had intended to exempt
from the jurisdiction of the Federal
Power Commission is really as a matter
of fact exempt; that such producing and
gathering is a matter of State concern
which the Federal Government should let
alone. I am introducing legislation that
will have this effect, and it is my hope
that many of you will join in urging im-
mediate favorable action on this question
by the Congress.

I am certainly glad to have

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that following
my announcement of the appointment of
the majority whip and the remarks I
made about the distinguished gentleman
~ from Tennessee, I may be permitted to
include an exchange of letters between
me and the gentleman from Tennessee
[Mr. PrRIEST].
The SPEAKER. Without objection, it
is so ordered.
There was no objection.
CI—14
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THE EKOHLER STRIKE—A STRANGE
WAY TO LESSEN UNEMPLOYMENT

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from Michigan [Mr. HoFFMman] is
recognized for 15 minutes.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re-
vise and extend my remarks and include
certain letters.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, a strange way to minimize un-
employment. Let me read to you from
an issue of the UAW-CIO News which, I
think, came to the desk of all of us yester-
day, Sunday.

Under a picture which, of course, can-
not be printed in the Recorp, I find this:
“Protest United States Strikebreaking—
President Allan J. Graskamp of CIO Auto
Workers Local 833 (right), presents to
Bradley Welfare, Pentagon aide, peti-
tions from 7,500 Sheboygan County, Wis.,
citizens protesting awarding of defense
contract to strike-bound Kohler Co.,
near Sheboygan.”

On page 9, of the same paper, at the
top line, we find the following: “Long
Strike in Tenth Month.”

Then across the page—in large type—
'I"{Um(:i!e Whiskers Gives Kohler Helping

and.”

I suppose “Uncle Whiskers” refers to
Uncle Sam,

Then we have an article by Charles
Baker, UAW-CIO publicity department,
which reads this way:

The Eohler strike last week went into its
10th month.

Among the members of strikebound local
833 of the CIO Auto Workers, the feeling is
growing that the biggest remaining obstacle
to a just settlement is “Uncle Whiskers.”

They point out that Federal laws and Fed-
eral action are the chief support to their
tear-gas-loving employer.

For example: Since the approaching build-
ing season is the second in which Kohler
Co. will not be a major factor in the con-
struction market they should have real bar-
gaining power. But the Defense Department
has just put props under Kohler Co, by
awarding it a $2 million shell contract.

Kohler Co. spokesmen have admitted los-
ing $46,000 a day on the strike, but much
of this can be absorbed by carry-back and
carry-forward provisions of tax laws covering
corporations.

Eohler Co. has been found guilty of violat-
ing National Labor Relations Board regula-
tions. The company has refused to comply
with NLRB order, and has it bottled up in
the courts where it may remain for months.

The company is getting partial production,
but only by recruiting scabs, most of them
unskilled workers with no factory experience.
While refusing to comply with NLRB sug-
gestions that it bargain in good faith, the
company is encouraged to continue its monu-
mental strike-breaking effort by Taft-Hartley
provisions enabling decertification votes by
scabs only.

Few present-day locals have been subjected
to the caveman tactics employed by Kohler
Co. Its president, Herbert V. Kohler, ad-
mitted under oath that the use of tear gas
(now removed from the plant) has his ap-
proval.

Traitors to the work force who led early
(and unsuccessful) efforts to recruit a sig-
nificant scab force from Kohler workers
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were rewarded with fine new homes inside
Eohler Village.

Other turncoats have been made depu-
ties on the Eohler Village police force which
has a tear gas supply which union attorneys
contend is a clear violation of the law.

Eohler Co. has turned down a dozen at-
tempts by State, local and Federal institu-
tions to get it to bargain in good faith; has
run to court more than a dozen times in
efforts to hogtie the union.

The Kohler Co. president even threatened
a man on the picket line with a billy club.
(He was on the policymaking levels in the
1944 strike when the company’s private army
fired on a crowd, killing two persons and
wounding 46.)

The Kohler situation Is a striking example
of how Federal laws are rigged against unions,

And how are the Kohler workers reacting
to all this? Recently they voted 98.5 percent
in favor of continuing their strike until they
get a just contract.

And they'l get it.

The article in the same issue refers to
certain correspondence. The first is a
letter from Senator James E. MURRAY, to
Herbert V. Kohler, president of the
Kohler Co., dated December 31, 1954,
which is as follows:

WasHINGTON, D. C., December 31, 1954.
HerperT V. KOHLER,
President, Kohler Co.,
Kohler, Wis.:

I have been advised that the labor-man=
agement dispute between Kohler Co. and its
employees which has been going on since
April 5, 1954, has been characterized by
flagrant and persistent violations of National
Labor Relations Board orders and complaints
issused under the Labor-Management Rela-
tions Act. I am further advised that union
members in EKohler are intimidated by the
fear that your company has built up an in-
dustrial munitions arsenal within the plant
and that company policy in its relations
with the unlon is predicated on a willingness
to resort to use of such arms rather than to
the collective-bargaining procedures which
the Congress has established. I am further
advised that our Federal tax law may be
used by your company indirectly and In
violation of the intent of those laws as a
means of prolonging the dispute and as a
strike-breaking weapon. Should these alle-
gations have substance, I believe the Senate's
Committee on Labor and Public Welfare will
most certainly want to investigate the situa-
tion at Kohler. Will you therefore please ad-
vise me immediately as to:

1. What quantities and types of industrial
munitions if any, are or have been stored on
the company premises at any time since the
beginning of the current labor dispute on
April 5, 19547

2. Your company’s policy with respect to
the intended use of any such industrial
munitions, including tear gas, during the
current dispute?

3. If the Echler Co. is losing $46,000 a day
in expenses because of the strike, as you
are reported to have stated to the United
States District Court in Milwaukee, what if
any part of this $13 million in strike costs,
will your company attempt to recapture
under the carryback-carryforward provi-
sions of the tax law?

4. Why have you and other company offi-
clials rejected efforts to negotiate an agree-
ment with the employees’ recognized collect-
ive bargaining agent, including the proposal
to submit the dispute to arbitration made
by Gov. Walter J. Eohler?

JamMmes E. MURRAY.

The answering letter reads:

Dear Sm: Answering your day letter dated
December 31, 1954, the advice you say you
have received is completely erroneous.
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1. The charge of “flagrant and persistent
violations of the National Labor Relations
Board orders and complaints™” on the part of
the company is absurd. No NLRE order has
ever been issued in connection with the
strike or events relating to it, so none could
be violated.

As you should be aware, a complaint is-
sued by the Board is not equivalent to con-
viction, and there can be no violation of a
complaint.

A complaint, dated October 26, 1954, was
issued by the regional office of the NLRB
on charges filed by the union July 12, 1854,
and is scheduled for hearing January 25,
1955. The complaint alleges unfair labor
practices commencing in February 1954, but
the charges were not filed by the union un-
til 5 months later, as a last desperate expe-
dient after a campaign of illegal coercion,
mass picketing, and violence had failed.

2. No one has been intimated by any ac-
tion or threat of action by the company.

Many persons have been intimidated by
the reign of terror carried on by the United
Auto Workers—CIO since the first day of
the strike, which has included assaults and
beatings, some so brutal that the victims
were hospitalized for extended periods and
their recovery was in doubt; kidnaping, mass
picketing, shotgun blasts into homes, picket-
ing of homes, smashing of windows and paint
bombings of homes and automobiles, slash-
ing of tires, damaging of property with acid
and chemicals, threats and coercion. There
have been over 300 of these acts of violence
and vandalism which still continue.

One UAW-CIO goon imported from De-
troit is now serving a sentence in the State
penitentiary for assault with intent to do
great bodily harm, while another imported
UAW-CIO goon is a fugitive from justice
on a similar charge, and is being assisted
by the union's lawyers in fighting extra-
dition.

In answer to your specific questions:

1. The company has had armed guards
since the beginning of the war, as was re-
quired by Government security regulations
in connection with defense contracts.

During the early part of the strike there
was stored on company premises 275 tear-
gas shells and 2 guns for discharging them.
This materiel was in the custody and control
of a deputy sheriff, and the district attorney
of Sheboygan County has determined, after
investigation, that no law was violated in
the possession or control of this tear gas.

2. The materiel was kept for the protec-
tion of the plant, including Government
property for which the company was re-
sponsible, as well as the personal safety of
persons lawfully in the plant. No one who
did not contemplate an illegal assault on the
plant or on persons lawfully in it has ever
had any reason to fear the use of any means
of plant protection.

Knowing, as all employees did and do,
that the company had these protective re-
sponsibilities and had had armed guards long
before the strike, the union made this a
subject of questioning at a hearing before
the Wisconsin Employment Relations Board
in order to create a phony issue solely for
publicity purposes. The hearing resulted in
an injunction against the union for mass
picketing and other violent, coercive, and
illegal conduct during the strike.

There was reasonable cause for the com-
pany to apprehend an assault on its plant
and make preparations to meet it, as shown
by the following facts:

(a) From the first day of the strike the
company's plant was besieged by a riotous
mob, estimated by the union at as high as
2,500.

(b) The sheriff of Sheboygan County pub-
licly expressed his inability or unwilling-
ness to restore law and order, stating that

he feared attempts to do so would lead to
bloodshed.
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(c) In 1934 the company experienced ex-
tensive damage to its plant and injury to
the persons of its employees as a result of a
riot during a strike.

(d) Invasions of plants have occurred dur-
ing strikes conducted by this same union,
the UAW-CIO. The CIO assault on the
Shakespeare plant in Kalamazoo, Mich., re-
sulted in brutal beatings of the personnel
and made the plant a shambles.

The company intends to exercise its right
to defend its plant and the safety of per-
sons lawfully within it from any riotous and
unlawful assault in the event that law-en-
forcement officers refuse or fail to do their
duty.

3. The company has not stated that it is
losing $46,000 a day in expenses because of
the strike.

In a proceeding in the United States Dis-
triet Court in Milwaukee last May, the com-
pany pointed out that it had been com-
pletely deprived of the use and occupancy
of its plant by an illegal mass picket line
from April 5.

It estimated this loss, based on insurance
policies covering loss of use and occupancy
from other causes, at $46,000 per day.

The company's operations for the year
1954 cannot result in the application of the
carryback-carryforward provisions of the tax
law, since we operated at a net profit.

4, We have not rejected efforts to nego-
tiate an agreement with the collective bar-
gaining agent.

We executed a contract with the UAW-CIO
in 1953 and have at all times been willing
to execute another contract provided agree-
ment could be reached as to its terms.

We have had 62 bargaining meetings, 47
of which were with the assistance of Fed-
eral conciliators, State conciliators, and other
mediators, a total of over 260 hours.

‘We have refused, and will continue to re-
fuse, to be coerced by illegal conduct of the
union into agreeing to demands which we
know to be against the best interests of the
company and its employees.

We are enclosing herewith copy of our
reply to Gov. Walter J. Kohler, Jr., which
sets forth in full our reasons for rejecting
his proposal that we give an arbitrator the
authority to write a contract for us.

In summary, we refuse to divorce authority
and responsibility by giving a person who
has no experience with our business or re-
sponsibility for its successful operation the
authority to prescribe vital elements of cost,
including wages, fringe benefits, and work-
ing schedules, while we remain responsible
for operating the business and providing em-
ployment.

The practice of bailing labor unions out
of impossible positions in which their own
rash demands and conduct have placed them
has increased labor disputes, not decreased
them.

If an investigation is undertaken by the
Senate’s Committee on Labor and Public
Welfare, we shall insist that this company
be given an adequate opportunity to present
its case.

Such an investigation, to be impartial,
must include the illegal and coercive con-
duct of the union beginning the first day
of the strike and continuing to date.

Your telegram is merely a rehashing of
propaganda the union has carrled on for
months and could well have been lifted
from their publications.

That you intended it as propaganda is evi-
denced by the fact that it is the union that
has given it to the newspapers and radio
stations.

Accordingly, our reply is being made avail-
able to the channels of news distribution
and will be given the widest possible pub-
licity.

Very truly yours,
EKoHLER Co,,
Per HerserT V. KEOHLER,
President.

January 10

Also I call attention to a letter written
previous to that dated July 9, 1954, ad-
dressed to Gov. Walter J. Kohler, Jr, I
have no knowledge as to whether Walter
is related to Herbert, but in any event the
letter is the company’s answer to a propo-
sition that an arbitrator be appointed to
write the contract. The letter reads as
follows:

Gov. WaLTeEr J. KOHLER, JI.,
State of Wisconsin,
Ezecutive Office, Madison, Wis.

Dear Smk: This will acknowledge your let-
ter of July 8, 19564, suggesting that we have
an arbitrator make a contract for us with
the UAW-CIO.

We are fully aware of the economic con-
sequences of the strike at Eohler Co. It was
the union which called this strike and must
bear the responsibility therefor.

The economic and other consequences
have been greatly aggravated by the fact that
for eight weeks the plant was closed by an
illegal mass picket line which by coercion
and violence prevented employees who de-
sired to come to work from doing so.

They have been further aggravated by the
reign of violence and intimidation which still
persists in this county despite the cease and
desist order the Wisconsin Employment Re-
lations Board issued against the union.

We believe this phase of the matter should
be your proper concern as chief law enforce-
ment officer of the State.

‘We are concerned not only with the imme-
diate consequences of the strike, but with
the long term effects upon the economic wel-
fare of the company, the community, and the
State, were we to submit to an improvident
settlement under the pressure of illegal
coercion.

Such a settlement would—

1. Impair the ability of the company to
compete successfully and, in the long run, be
to the detriment of its employees, the com-
munity and the State.

2. Insure that illegal violence and coercion
would continue to be concomitants of strikes.
We are convinced that so long as violence in
connection with a strike is rewarded by fa-
vorable settlements, it will continue.

The offers which we have made to the
union represent, in our considered judg-
ment, the maximum which we can offer,
giving due consideration to the future of
the company as a producer and as an em-
ployer of labor.

In the past 2 years, since we have been
dealing with this union, we have granted
wage increases of 18 cents per hour, plus
fringe benefits estimated by the union at an
additional 6 cents per hour.

We have granted wage increases of 8 cents
per hour in the past year.

Our wages, including our present offer to
the union, exceed the average for Sheboygan,
where the plant you head is located, by 43.4
cents per hour, and by $23.30 per week.

Experience has shown that arbitration of
the terms of a labor contract, or of wages,
leads to settlements based on ‘‘peace at any
price,” which promote further labor unrest
and do not result in any permanent solution.

As you are aware, one of the principal
issues in dispute is the extent to which the
judgment of an arbitrator having no knowl-
edge of the business or its problems and no
responsibility for its successful operation,
should be substituted for the judgment of
the management of the company.

We have agreed to arbitration on the ap- .
plication and interpretation of any contract
we have made or may make.

We have refused to divorce authority and
responsibility by glving an arbitrator the
authority to manage the business while the
responsibility for mistakes remains ours.

We will not grant to anyone, having no
experience with the business and no respon-
sibility for it, the ultimate authority to pre=



1955

scribe such vital elements of cost as wages,
working schedules, fringe benefits, etec.

One of the major demands of the union is
for the union shop.

We have refused to coerce our employees
to join a union against their will and will
continue to refuse.

We will not give anyone the authority to
order us to grant the union shop or other
form of compulsory union membership.

We have been unable, even with the assist-
ance of the mediation officers of both the
State government and the Federal Govern-
ment, to get this union to agree to terms
which we can in good conscience accept.

We will not yield to any pressure to make
a “peace at any price” settlement. This
would sssure that the union, having been
rewarded for its rash and illegal conduct,
would continue it and that we could look
forward to continued trouble in the future.

The practice of bailing labor unions out
of impossible positions in which their own
rash demands and conduct have placed
them has increased labor disputes, not de=
creased tl'em.

We do not accept your suggestion that we
turn the making of a contract and the de-
cislon as to wages over to an arbitrator.

You are so far wrong in your suggestion
that our refusal to let an arbitrator write a
contract for us will embarrass us before the
public, that we shall see to it that the stand
we have expressed in this letter gets the
fullest publicity.

Sincerely,
HerperT V. KOHLER,
President, Kohler Co.

The only statement I care to make in
addition to this correspondence and
what I have already said is that this is a
very strange way to increase employ-
ment. If you will read the correspond-
ence, of which I assume each and every
Member of the House has a copy this
morning, you will learn that that strike
has been on for 10 months.

Of course, there is a great deal of un-
employment. Because it needs the
material, the Government—the Defense
Department—proposes to award a con-
tract for $2 million for the production
of defense material to Kohler, yet the
president of the union who is presumed
to represent the employees, protests the
awarding of that contract to the com-
pany. Does he wish to put the company
out of business? If he does, has he ar-
ranged for jobs for members of his
union?

What his action means is this: If you
are in business and I am your employee,
and we cannot agree, I hope you fail.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
extend remarks in the Recorp, or to re-
vise and extend remarks, was granted
tou

Mrs. KeE and to include a statement.

Mr. Froop and to include a statement.

Mr, SmrTe of Mississippi and to include
extraneous matter.

Mr. Lonc and to include a letter.

Mr. HOPE.

Mr. Scorr in three separate instances,
in each to include extraneous matter.

Mr. BEnTLEY and fo include extrane-
ous madtter.

Mr. BroyHILL and to include extrane-
ous matter.

Mr. HALE.

Mr. YOUNGER in two instances.
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Mr. McCormack and to include an ad-
dress by General Ridgway.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to Mr. Yares (at the
request of Mr. MouLpEr) for 10 days, on
account of death in family.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr, ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly
(at 1 o’clock and 52 minutes p. m.) the
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues-
day, January 11, 1955, at 12 o’clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

207. A letter from the BSecretary of the
Navy, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-
lation entitled “A bill to amend the part of
the act entitled ‘An act making appropria-
tions for the naval service for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1921, and for other pur-
poses,” approved June 4, 1920, as amended,
relating to the conservation, care, custody,
protection, and operation of the naval petro-
leum and oil-shale reserves”; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

208. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed leg-
islation entitled “A bill to amend the act of
June 19, 1948 (ch. 511, 62 Stat. 489), relating
to the retention in the service of disabled
commissioned officers and warrant officers of
the Army and Air Force”; to the Committee
on Armed Services.

209, A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed leg-
islation entitled “A bill to amend the Na-
tional Defense Facilities Act of 1950 to pro-
vide for additional facilities necessary for
the administration and training of units of
the Reserve components of the Armed Forces
of the United States, and for other pur-
poses™; to the Committee on Armed Services.

210. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed leg-
islation entitled “A bill to authorize at the
United States Military Academy and at the
United States Air Force Academy an addi-
tional permanent professor, and for other
purposes”; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

211. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed leg-
islation entitled “A bill to authorize the
Secretaries of the Army, the Navy, and the
Air Force, with the approval of the Secretary
of Defense, to cause to be published official
registers for their respective services"; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

212. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-
lation entitled "A bill to repeal Public Law
820, 80th Congress (62 Stat. 1098), entitled
‘An act to provide a revolving fund for the
purchase of agricultural commodities and
raw materials to be processed in occupied
areas and sold'”; to the Committee on
Armed Services.

213. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-
lation entitled “A bill to amend sectlon 508
of the Career Compensation Act of 1949, as
amended, relating to the compensation of
cadets and midshipmen'; to the Committee
on Armed Services.

214. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-
lation entitled “A bill to amend the Uni-
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versal Military Training and Service Act, as
amended, to remove the requirement for a
final physical examination for inductees who
continue on active duty in another status
in the Armed Forces”; to the Commitiee on
Armed Services.

215. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation entitled “A bill to clarify the
status of citizens or nationals of the Repub-
lic of the Philippines who are retired mem-
bers of the uniformed services and who hold
offices of profit or trust under the Republic
of the Philippines, and for other purposes";
to the Committee on Armed Services.

216. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-
lation entitled “A bill to amend the Career
Compensation Act of 1949, as amended, to
allow credit for certain service for purposes
of pay, and for other purposes”; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

217. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-
lation entitled, “A bill to amend section
201 (e) of the Career Compensation Act of
1949, as amended, to provide for advance
payments of certain pay and allowances of
members of the uniformed services, and for
other purposes”; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

218. A letter from the vice president,
Chesapeake & Potomac Telephone Co., trans-
mitting the annual report of the Chesapeake
& Potomac Telephone Co. for the year 1954;
to the Committee on the District of Colum-
bia,

219. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a proposed con-
cession permit with the Naches Co., Inc.,
which will, when executed by the superin-
tendent on behalf of the Government, au-
thorize the company to operate portable
and/or semiportable rope ski tows and to
provide light lunch service, to sell skl acces=
sories and supplies, and to rent skis within
Mount Rainier National Park during the term
of 9 months from October 1, 1954, through
June 30, 1955, pursuant to the act of July
31, 1958 (67 Stat. 271); to the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs.

220. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a proposed
award of a concession operating permit to
the Ranier National Park Co. which will,
when executed by the Director of the National
Park Service on behalf of the Government,
authorize the furnishing of accommoda=-
tions, facilities, and services for the publie
in Mount Rainier National Park, Wash,, for
a period of 5 years from January 1, 1954,
pursuant to the act of July 31, 1953 (67 Stat.
271); to the Committee on Interior and In-
sular Affairs.

221. A letter from the Secretary of Com=-
merce, transmitting a certification by the
Administrator of Civil Aeronautics of the
cost of rehabilitation and repair of damages
caused by the United States Navy at the
Mercer County Alrport, Trenton, N. J, in
the sum of $110,854, pursuant to section
17 (b) of the Federal Airport Act, as amend-
ed; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

222. A letter from the chairman, board of
directors, Future Farmers of America, trans-
mitting a report on the audit of the accounts
of the Future Farmers of America for the
fiscal year ended June 30, 1854, pursuant to
sgection 14, paragraph (b), of Public Law 740,
8lst Congress; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

223. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-
lation entitled “A bill for the relief of Col.
Walter E. Ahearn, and others”; to the Coms-
mittee on the Judiciary.

224, A letter from the executive director,
Reserve Officers Assoclation of the United
States, Inc., transmitting the audit report of
the Reserve Officers Association of the United
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States, Ine., for the period as of March 31,
1954, pursuant to section 15 (b) of Public
Law 585, 81st Congress; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

225. A letter from the executive officer,
National Advisory Committee for Aeronau-
tics, transmitting the annual report of all
tort claims paid by the National Advisory
Committee for Aeronautics, for the period
January 1, 1954, to December 31, 1954, pur-
suant to Public Law 773, 80th Congress; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

226. A letter from the Commissioner, Im-
migration and Naturalization Service, De-
partment of Justice, relative to the case of
Nick A. Mavros or Nicholas P. Cimeon or
Nicholas Simeon or Nicholas Symeon, Case
No. A-1119913, and requesting that it be
withdrawn from those pending before the
Congress and returned to the jurisdiction of
the Service; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

227. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed leg-
islation entitled “A bill to amend the act
of April 23, 1930, relating to a uniform
retirement date for authorized retirements
of Federal personnel”; to the Committee on
Post Office and Civil Service.

228. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed leg-
.islation entitled “A bill to authorize the
grant or retrocession to a State of concur-
rent jurisdiction over certain land"; to the
Committee on Public Works.

229. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed leg-
islation entitled “A bill to authorize the
transfer of hospitals and related facilities
between the Veterans’ Administration and
the Department of Defense, and for other
purposes”; to the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs.

230. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a draft
of a proposed provision pertaining to the
fiscal year 1955 for the Department of Agri-
culture (H. Doc. No. 59); to the Committee
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed.

231. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a pro-
posed provision increasing limitations for
the fiscal year 1955 for the Federal Housing
Administration (H. Doc. No. 60); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered
to be printed.

232. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a draft
of a proposed provision pertaining to the
fiscal year 1955 for the Foreign Claims Settle-
ment Commission (H. Doe. No. 61); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered
to be printed.

233. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-
lation entitled A bill to authorize the Secre-
tary of Defense and the Secretaries of the
Army, the Navy, and the Alr Force to repro-
duce and to sell copies of official records of
their respective departments, and for other
purposes”; to the Committee on Armed
Bervices.

234. A letter from the Chalirman, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, transmitting a
report showing certain final valuations of
properties on a list of carriers, pursuant to
section 19a of the Interstate Commerce Act;
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

235. A letter from the Chairman, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, transmitting
the 68th Annual Report of the Interstate
Commerce Commission; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

236. A letter from the Acting Secretary of
the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a pro-
posed bill entitled “A bill to amend section
490 of title 14, United States Code, relating
to the settlement of claims of military and
civililan personnel of the Coast Guard, and

for other purposes”; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.
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237. A letter from the Acting Secretary
of the Treasury, transmitting a draft of a
proposed bill entitled “A bill to authorize bi-
ennial inspection of the hulls and bollers of
cargo vessels, and for other purposes”; to
the Committee on Merchant Marine and
Fisheries.

238. A letter from the Commissioner, Im-
migration and Naturalization Service, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting copies of
orders entered in the cases where the author-
ity contained in section 212 (d) (3) of the
Immigration and Nationality Act was ex-
ercised in behalf of such aliens, pursuant
to section 212 (d) (6) of the Immigration
and Nationality Act; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. PATMAN:

H.R.1753. A bill to promote the further
development of public-library service in
rural areas; to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

By Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN:

H.R.1754. A bill to amend the Agricul-
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 19837 so
as to remove domestic trade barriers aflect-
ing milk and milk products; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

H.R.17556. A bill to extend certain bene-
fits to persons who served in the Armed
Forces of the United States in Mexico or
on its borders during the period beginning
May 9, 1916, and ending April 6, 1917, and
for other purposes; to the Committee on
Veterans' Affairs.

H. R. 1756, A bill to amend the War Claims
Act of 1948, so as to extend the benefits of
such act to persons captured or interned
by, or in hiding from, the Japanese Govern-
ment in China during World War II; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

H.R.1757. A bill providing for construc-
tion of a highway, and appurtenances there-
to, traversing the Mississippi Valley; to the
Committee on Public Works.

H.R.1758. A bill to amend the Social
Security Act, as amended, to permit indi-
viduals entitled to old-age or survivors
insurance benefits to earn $250 per month
without deductions being made from their
benefits; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

H.R.1759. A bill to amend the Tariff Act
of 1930 to remove the restrictions on the
importation of feathers of wild birds for
use in the manufacture of artificial files used
for fishing; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

By Mr. AUCHINCLOSS:

H.R.1760. A bill to provide for the con-
struction of certain Government buildings
in the District of Columbia; to the Commit-
tee on Public Works.

By Mr. BALDWIN:

H.R.1761. A bill to relleve certaln vet-
erans who relied on an erroneous interpre-
tation of the law from liability to repay a
portion of the subsistence allowances which
they received under the Servicemen’s Read-
Justment Act of 1944; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr, BELCHER:

H.R.1762. A bill to provide for the con-
veyance of certain lands by the United States
to the city of Woodward, Okla.; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. BENNETT of Florida:

H.R.1763. A bill to permit retired per-
sonnel of the uniformed services and their
widows and children to recelve benefits
under the Federal Employee's Compensa-
tion Act without relinquishing retirement
pay or annuities based on retirement pay,
to which they are otherwise entitled; to the
Committee on Education and Labor,
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By Mr. BENTLEY:

H.R.1764. A bill to amend the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act in order to allow
credit for certain periods of civilian ems=-
ployment abroad by the Government of the
United States in satisfying the requirements
of 5 years’ residence within the United
States immediately preceding the date of
filing petition for naturalization; to the Com=
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BERRY:

H.R.1765. A bill to amend the wheat-
marketing guota provisions of the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. BOGGS:

H.R.1766. A bill to amend section 7237
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, to pro-
vide penalties for certain narcotie-law of-
fenses; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

H. R. 1767. A bill to revise the Federal Cor-
rupt Practices Act, 1925, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on House Admin-
istration.

H.R.1768. A bill for the relief of the Jef-
ferson and Plaguemines Drainage District
and certain persons whose properties abut
on the Federal Government's right-of-way
for Harvey Canal in Louisiana; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

H.R.1769. A bill to direct the Secretary
of the Army to establish a national cemetery
in the southern portion of Louisiana; to the
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

H.R.1770. A bill to provide for the im-
provement of the waterway between Bara-
taria Bay, La., and the Gulf of Mexico; to
the Committee on Public Works.

H.R.1771. A bill to amend the Ship Mort-
gage Act, 1920, so as to facilifate marine-
mortgage transactions by eliminating cer-
tain procedural difficulties arising under that
act; and to make preferred marine mortgages
available on all towboats; to the Committee
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

H.R. 1772. A bill to amend subsection 216
(c), part II, of the Interstate Commerce Act
to require the establishment by motor car-
riers of reasonable through routes and joint
rates, charges, and classifications; to the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

By Mr. BOYLE:

H.R.1773. A bill to authorize the State of
Illinois and the sanitary district of Chicago,
under the direction of the Secretary of the
Army, to help control the lake level of Lake
Michigan by diverting water from Lake
Michigan into the Illinois Waterway; to the
Committee on Public Works.

By Mr. BURDICK:

H.R.1774. A bill to abolish the Verendrye
National Monument, and to provide for its
continued public use by the State of North
Dakota for a State historie site, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on In-
terior and Insular Affairs,

By Mr. BYRD:

H.R.1775. A bill to establish quota limi-
tations on imports of foreign residual fuel
oil: to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. CHRISTOPHER:

H.R.1776. A bill to repeal section 348 of
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938,
which prohibits payments under the Agri-
cultural conservation program in certain
cases; to the Committee on Agriculture,

By Mr. COLE:

H.R.1777. A bill to amend the Atomie
Energy Act of 1954; to the Joint Committee
on Atomic Energy.

By Mr. COLMER:

H.R.1778. A bill to provide for the ap=-
pointment of an additional district judge
for the southern district of Mississippl; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. COON:

H.R.1779. A bill to authorize the Secre-~
tary of the Interior to construct, operate,
and maintain the Juniper division of the
Wapinitia Federal reclamation project, Ore=
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gon; to the Committee on Interior and In-
sular Affairs.
By Mr. DAVIS of Tennessee:

H.R.1780. A bill to provide tax equity
through the taxation of cooperative corpo-
rations and to provide tax credits for re-
cipients of dividends from genuine coopera-
tives; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. DEROUNIAN:

H.R.1781. A bill to amend the Federal
Property and Administrative Services Act
of 1949 to provide for payment of taxes or
payments in lieu of taxes with respect to real
property transferred from Government cor-
porations to other agencies of the Federal
Government; to the Committee on Govern-
ment Operations.

By Mr. DOLLIVER:

H.R, 1782. A bill to extend rural mail de-
livery service; to the Committee on Post
Office and Civil Service.

H.R.1783. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code to authorize the refund of
manufacturers' exclse taxes pald on gasoline
and lubricating oils used exclusively for
agricultural purposes; to the Committee on
Ways and Means,

T1.R. 1784. A bill to provide for apprentice
or other training on the job in agricultural
occupations; to the Committee on Veterans'
Affairs.

By Mr, DONDERO:

H.R.1785. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code to provide that certain gains
and losses in respect of contracts for the
sale of real property, or in respect of mort-
gages on real property, shall be capital gains
and losses; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. EDMONDSON:

H.R.1786. A bill to provide for the sale
of certain lands in Haskell County, Okla.; to
the Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs.

H.R. 1787. A bill granting the consent of
Congress to the States of Kansas and Okla-
homa, to negotiate and enter into a com-
pact relating to their interests in, and the
apportionment of, the waters of the Arkansas
River and its tributaries as they affect such
States; to the Committee on Public Works.

H.R.1788. A bill granting the consent of
Congress to the States of Arkansas and Okla-
homa, to negotiate and enter into a com-
pact relating to their interests in, and the
apportionment of, the waters of the Arkansas
River and its tributaries as they affect such
States; to the Committee on Public Works.

By Mr. FERNANDEZ:

H.R.1789. A bill to amend the Civil Serv-
ice Retirement Act of May 29, 1930, as
amended, to provide for the inclusion in the
computation of accredited service of certain
periods of service rendered States or instru-
mentalities of States, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service.

By Mr, FLOOD:

H.R.1790. A bill to amend the Falr Labor
Btandards Act of 1938 to fix the minimum
wage at $1.25 an hour; to the Committee on
Education and Labor.

By Mr. FOGARTY:

H.R.1791. A bill to provide for Federal
financial assistance to the States in the con-
struction of elementary and secondary school
facilities, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

By Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN:

H.R.1792. A bill to permit the President
under certain circumstances to suspend cer-
tain provisions of law embodying the buy
American principle; to the Committee on
Public Works.

H.R. 1793, A bill to prescribe certain limi-
tations with respect to outpatient dental care
for veterans; to the Committee on Veterans'
Affairs.

H.R.1794. A bill to effectuate the recom-
mendations in the report of the Commission
on Judicial and Congressional Salaries pur-
suant to the act of August 7, 1953 (Public
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Law 220, 83d Cong.); to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

H.R.1795. A bill to increase the amount
of articles acquired abroad by residents of
the United States which may be brought into
the country without payment of duty; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr, FRIEDEL:

H.R.1796. A bill to increase the personal
income tax exemptions of a taxpayer, in-
cluding the exemptions for a spouse and de-
pendents and the additional exemptions for
old age and blindness, from $600 to $800;
to the Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. HALE:

H.R.1787. A bill to provide the United
States with a gold standard and redeemable
currency, and to correct other defects in the
monetary system of the United States; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr, HAND:

H.R.1788. A bill to establish a National
Superhighway Commission to provide for
plans and surveys for the construction of a
national superhighway system; to the Com-
mittee on Public Works.

H. R. 1798. A bill to provide for the deduc-
tion and credit of contributions or subscrip-
tion charges to certain prepayment health
service plans for the purposes of the Federal
income tax, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

By Mr. HILL:

H. R. 1800. A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of a Veterans’ Administration dom-
fciliary facility at Fort Logan, Colo.; to the
Committee on Veterans' Affairs,

By Mr. HOLMES:

H. R. 1801. A bill to authorize the purchase,
sale and exchange of certain Indian lands on
the Yakima Indian Reservation, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs.

H. R. 1802. A bill to authorize the leasing of
certain lands of the Yakima Tribe to the
State of Washington for historical and for
park purposes; to the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs.

By Mr. HORAN:

H.R. 1803. A bill to provide for the disposal
of certain Federal property in the Coulee
Dam area, to provide assistance in the estab-
lishment of a municipality incorporated un-
der the laws of Washington, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs.

H. R. 1804. A bill to authorize a survey and
investigation with respect to the relocation
of the Ferry County Highway, paralleling
Lake Roosevelt, Columbia Basin project; to
the Committee on Interior and Insular Af-
fairs.

By Mr. JOHNSON of California:

H.R. 1805. A bill to provide a limitation
on the application of section 691, Internal
Revenue Code of 1854, and of section 126, In-
ternal Revenue Code of 1939, to prevent con=
fiscatory double taxation of livestock, grow=-
ing and harvested crops in the estates of
deceased farmers; to the Committee on Ways
and Means.

By Mr. KEAN:

H.R.1806. A bill to amend the act en-
titled “An act to incorporate the Roosevelt
Memorial Association,” approved May 31,
1920, as heretofore amended, so as to permit
such corporation to consolidate with
Women's Theodore Roosevelt Memorial Asso=-
clation, Inc.; to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia.

By Mrs. KEE:

H.R. 1807. A bill to establish quota limi-
tations on imports of foreign residual fuel
oil; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

H.R.1808. A bill to provide that certain
individuals who served on active duty with
the Armed Forces for a period of 180 days
and who served overseas shall not be liable
for induction under the Universal Military
Training and Service Act; to the Committee
on Armed Services.
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By Mr. KING of California:

H. R. 1809. A bill to increase from $600 to
8700 the personal income-tax exemptions of
a taxpayer (including the exemption for a
spouse, the exemption for a dependent, and
the additional exemption for old age or
blindness); to the Committee on Ways and
Means. '

By Mr. EING of Pennsylvania:

H.R. 1810. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Codes fo extend to fruit and vege-
table storage facilities the same amortization
deduction now provided for grain-storage
facilities; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. KLEIN:

H.R.1811. A bill to provide salary in-
creases for teachers, school officers, and other
employees of the Board of Education of the
District of Columbia whose salaries are fixed
and regulated by the District of Columbia
Teachers’ Salary Act of 1947, as amended; to
the Committee on the District of Columbia,

By Mr, LANHAM:

H.R. 1812. A bill to provide that the rates
of duty on certain goods manufactured from
cotton shall not be reduced below the rates
applicable to such goods on January 1, 1955;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. LOVRE:

H.R.1813. A bill to amend the wheat-
marketing-quota provisions of the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. McCORMACK:

H.R. 1814. A bill to amend section 345 of
the Revenue Act of 1951; to the Committee
on Ways and Means,

H. R.1815. A bill to amend the Fair Labor
Standards Act of 1938 so as to increase the
minimum hourly wage from 75 cents to
$1.25; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.

H.R. 1816. A bill to declare the tidewaters
in the waterway (in which is located Fort
Point Channel and South Bay) above the
easterly side of the highway bridge over Fort
Point Channel at Dorchester Avenue in the
clty of Boston nonnavigable tidewaters; to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

H. R. 1817. A bill to authorize the expendi-
ture of public funds for the assistance of
State, municipal, and other nonprofit youth
projects; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.

By Mr. MADDEN:

H.R. 1818. A bill to amend the Falr Labor
Standards Act of 18938 to establish a $#1.25
minimum hourly wage, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Education and
Labor,

By Mr. MATTHEWS:

H.R. 1819. A bill to provide uniformity in
the rates of disability compensation payable
to certain veterans; to the Committee on
Veterans' Affairs.

H.R.1820. A bill to provide for a Veter=
ans’ Administration neuropsychiatric hos=
pital of 1,000 beds at Gainesville, Fla.; to the
Committee on Veterans' Affairs.

H.R. 1821, A bill to provide that checks
for benefits provided by laws administered
by the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs may
be forwarded to the addressee in certain
cases; to the Committee on Veterans' Af-
falrs.

By Mr. METCALF:

H.R.1822. A bill creating a Federal com-
mission to formulate plans for the construc=
tion in the District of Columbia of a civic
auditorium, including an Inaugural Hall of
Presidents, and a music, fine arts, and mass
communications center; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

H. R. 1823, A bill to establish public use of
the national forests as a policy of Congress,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. MILLER of Nebraska:

H.R. 1824. A bill to establish national pol-

icy respecting the development and use of
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water resources, to redefine the authority of
the Secretary of the Interior with respect to
water resource development, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs.

By Mr. MORRISON:

H. R. 1825, A bill creating a Federal Com=-
mission to formulate plans for the construc-
tion in the District of Columbia of a civic
auditorium, including an Inaugural Hall of
Presidents and a musie, fine arts, and mass
communications center; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. MOSS:

H.R.1826. A bill to increase the rates of
basic compensation of officers and employees
in the field service of the Post Office Depart-
ment; to the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service.

By Mr. O'HARA of Illinois:

H. R. 1827. A bill to authorize the State of
Tllinois and the Sanitary District of Chicago,
under the direction of the Secretary of the
Army, to help control the lake level of Lake
Michigan by diverting water from Lake Mich-
igan into the Illinols waterway; to the Com-
mittee on Public Works.

H.R.1828. A bill to amend the Fair Labor
Standards Act of 1938 to establish a $1.25
minimum hourly wage, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.

By Mr. PERKINS:

H.R.1829. A bill to authorize the con-
struction of certain public works for naviga-
tion and flood control on the Big Sandy
River and the Tug and Levisa Forks, and for
other purposes; to the Committee on Pub-
lic Works.

By Mr. PILLION:

H.R.1830. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1954 to provide that cer-
tain employees’ cooperative earnings shall be
excluded from gross income; to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. POAGE:

H. R. 1831. A bill to amend the Commodl-
ty Credit Corporation Charter Act in order
to protect innocent purchasers of fungible
goods converted by warehousemen from
claims of the Commodity Credit Corporation;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. POLK:

H.R.1832. A bill to repeal section 348 of
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938,
which prohibits payments under the Agri-
cultural conservation program in certain
cases; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. RADWAN:

H.R. 1833. A bill to amend the Water Pol-
Jution Control Act, so as to confer authority
upon the Surgeon General to assist in the
elimination, control, and abatement of pol-
lution in certain international waters; to the
Committee on Public Works.

By Mr. REED of New York:

H.R.1834. A bill to amend the Agricul-
tural Adjustment Act of 1938 to exempt cer-
taln wheat producers from liability under
the act where all the wheat crop is fed or
used for seed on the farm, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. REES of Eansas:

H.R.1835. A bill to provide for the dis-
charge of tax liens on certain real property
deeded to the United States of America sub-
ject to unpaid taxes; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. RILEY:

H. R. 1836. A bill to authorize the Admin-
istrator of Veterans' Affairs to reconvey to
Richland County, 8. C., lands surplus to the
needs of the Veterans' Administration hos-
pital reservation, Columbia, 8. C.; to the Com-
mittee on Veterans' Affairs.

H. R. 1837. A bill giving the Commissioner
of Education the authority to issue to cer-
tain local educational agencles quitclaim
deeds to certain temporary facilities, upon a
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showing of need therefor; to the Committee

or. Government Operations.
By Mr. RODINO:

H.R. 1838. A bill to allow a deduction for
income-tax purposes of certain expenses in-
curred by the taxpayer for the education of
a dependent; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

By Mr. ROGERS of Colorado:

H. R. 1839. A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of a Veterans’ Administration domi-
ciliary facility at Fort Logan, Colo.; to the
Committee on Veterans' Affairs.

H.R. 1840. A bill to strengthen the Rob-
inson-Patman Act and amend the antitrust
law prohibiting price discrimination; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. STEED:

H. R. 1841. A bill to prohibit an individual
from traveling in interstate or foreign com-
merce in connection with the abandonment
of his dependent chil i; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. TEAGUE of Texas (by request) :

H.R. 1842, A bill to further amend section
622 of the National Service Life Insurance
Act of 1940; to the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs.

By Mr. THOMSON of Wyoming:

H.R. 1843. A bill authorizing the Secretary
of the Interior to transfer certain property
of the United States Government (in the
Wyoming National Guard Camp Guernsey
target and maneuver area, Platte County,
Wyo.) to the State of Wyoming; to the Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs,

H.R.1844. A bill to amend the acts au-
thorizing agricultural entries under the non-
mineral land laws of certain mineral lands in
order to increase the limitation with respect
to desert entries made under such acts to 320
acres, to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs.

By Mr. WHITTEN:

H.R. 1845. A bill to provide a 1-year pe-
riod during which certain veterans may
be granted United States Government life
(converted) Insurance or national service life
insurance, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Veterans' Affairs.

H.R. 1846. A bill to provide that pensions
shall be extended to the widows and children
of deceased World War II veterans on the
same conditions as they are now extended to
the widows and children of deceased World
War I veterans; to the Committee on Vet~
erans’' Affairs,

H.R. 1847. A bill to provide for payments
to the States with respect to certain lands
of the United States; to the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs,

H.R. 1848. A bill to provide the House of
Representatives with a staff to make reports
on proposed legislation, and objective anal-
ysis of the reports from the executive branch
on proposed legislation; to the Committee
on House Administration.

H.R.1849. A bill directing that special
consideration be given to excess agricultural
commodities produced in the United States
when entering into foreign trade agreements
under section 350 of the Tariff Act of 1930,
as amended; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

H. R. 1850. A bill to provide for the waiver
of premiums on the national service life in-
surance and United States Government life
(converted) insurance issued to certain for-
mer servicemen who are disabled; to the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs.

H. R. 1851. A bill to provide that the Sec-
retary of Agriculture be included as a mem-
ber of the Advisory Board of the Export-
Import Bank of Washington and as a mem-
ber of the National Advisory Council of the
International Bank for Reconstruction and
Development; to the Committee on Banking
and Currency.

H.R. 1852, A bill to provide that 75 per-
cent of all moneys received by the United
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States from the sale or lease of mineral
rights in certain of its lands be paid to the
former owners of such lands; to the Commit-
tee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

H.R.1853. A bill to promote the general
welfare through the appropriation of funds
to assist the States and Territories in provid-
ing more effective programs of public educa-
tion; to the Committee on Education and
Labor.

' H.R.1854. A bill to authorize the con-
struction of highways and other facllities
within the boundaries of Government-
owned lands for recreational or other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Public Works.

H.R. 18556. A bill to amend the act ap-
proved April 24, 1950, entitled “An act to
facilitate and simplify the work of the
Forcst Service, and for other purposes”; to
the Committee on Agriculture.

H.R. 1856. A bill providing for construc=
tion of a highway, and appurtenances there-
to, traversing the Mississippl Valley; to the
Committee on Public Works.

H. R. 1857, A bill defining certain unfair
trade practices, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi:

H.R.1858. A bill to provide for the ap-
pointment of an additional district judge
for the southern district of Mississippl; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WILSON of Indiana:

H.R. 1859, A bill to repeal section 348 of
the Agricultural Adjustment Act of 1938,
which prohibits payments under the agri-
cultural conservation program in certain
cases; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. WINSTEAD:

H.R.1860. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1954 to allow the deduc-
tion of certain premiums paid for life and
fire insurance in computing the Federal in-
come tax; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

H.R.1861. A bhill to provide for determi-
nation through judicial proceedings of
claims for compensation on account of dis-
ability or death resulting from disease or
injury incurred or aggravated in line of
duty while serving in the active military or
naval service, and for other purposes; to
the Committee on Veterans' Affairs,

H.R.1862. A bill to repeal those provi-
sions of law which exclude from the Fed-
eral old-age and survivors insurance em
service performed by an individual in the
employ of his son, daughter, or spouse, and
service performed by a child in the employ of
his father or mother; to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

By Mr, YOUNGER:

H. R. 1863. A bill to provide that the sale
of narcotic drugs to a minor shall be a crimi-
nal offense punishable by death or life im-
prisonment; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

H.R.1864. A bill to create a Department
of Urblculture, and to prescribe its func-
tions; to the Committee on Government
Operations.

By Mr. ZABLOCKI:

H.R. 1865. A bill to amend section 213 of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 (relating
to medical expenses); to the Committee on
Ways and Means.

Mrs. FRANCES P. BOLTON:

H. J.Res. 102. Joint resolution designating
the rose as the national flower of the United
States; to the Committee on House Admin-
istration.

By Mr. BOW:

H. J. Res. 103. Joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States, relating to the legal effect
of certain treaties and other international
agreements; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.
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By Mr. CELLER:

H.J.Res. 104, Joint resclution to provide
for the creation of a Commission on Security
in Industry; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. COLMER:

H. J. Res. 105. Joint resolution to increase
1955 cotton allotments of certain farms re-
ceiving 5 acres or less; to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. BURDICK:

H.J.Res. 106. Joint resolution declaring

the 14th day of June in each year to be a
+legal holiday, and requesting the President to
issue a special proclamation commemorat-
ing the 176th anniversary of the flag of the
United States; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. HAGEN:

H.J. Res. 107. Joint resolution to permit
the United States of America to release re-
versionary rights in a 36.769-acre tract to
the Vineland School District of the County
of Kern, State of California; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HAND (by request) :

H.J. Res. 108. Joint resolution designating
the first Sunday in June of each year as
Shut-In’s Day; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. HORAN:

H. J.Res. 109. Joint resolution relating to
Father's Day; to the Committée on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. O'HARA of Illinois:

H. J. Res. 110. Joint resolution placing cer-
tain individuals who served in the Armed
Forces of the United States in the Moro Prov-
ince, including Mindanao, and in the islands
of Leyte and Samar after July 4, 1802, and
their survivors, in the same status as those
who served in the Armed Forces during the
Philippine Insurrection and their survivors;
to the Committee on Veterans' Affairs.

By Mr, FELLY:

H.J.Res. 111. Joint resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States relative to the making of
treaties and executive agreements; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RILEY:

H. J.Res. 112. Joint resolution to release
reversionary right to improvements on a
8-acre tract in Orangeburg County, 8. C.; to
the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. STEED:

H. J. Res. 113. Joint resolution to establish
the Highway Finance Corporation; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. WINSTEAD:

H. J. Res. 114, Joint resolution designating
the 26th day of May of each year, beginning
with the year 1955, as National Hillbilly
Music Day; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

By Mr. CORBETT:

H. Res. 76. Resolution amending the rules
of the House of Representatives so as to re-
store the 21-day rule; to the Committee on
Rules.

By Mr. HILL:

H. Res. 77. Resolution creating a Standing
Committee on Small Business in the House
of Representatives; to the Committee on
Rules.

By Mr, KEATING:

H. Res. 78. Resolution to appoint a select
committee regarding the conduct of investi-
gations; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. WHITTEN:

H. Res. 79. Resolution creating a select
committee to conduct an investigation and
study of the use of facilities and manpower
by the Department of Defense and by other
departments and agencies of the Govern-
ment; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. ROGERS of Texas:

H. Res. 80. Resolution to provide funds for
the expenses of the select committee author-
ized by House Resolution 60; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration.
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

By Mr. ABBITT:

H. R. 1866. A bill for the relief of Mr. and
Mrs. Thomas V. Compton; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN:

H. R. 1867. A bill for the relief of Henry J.

Lim; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. ANFUSO:

H.R. 1868. A bill for the relief of Ernest
Tomassich and Yoko Matuso Tomassich; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.1869. A bill for the relief of Luis
Deriberprey; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

H.R. 1870. A bill for the relief of Eliseva
Kaufman (Saltz); to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr, BATES:

H.R. 1871. A bill for the relief of Marian
Wojelk-Wojnowski; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H.R.1872. A bill for the relief of Joao
Henrigques Gravato; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. BERRY:

H.R. 1873. A bill for the relief of James
Flying Horse; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. BOGGS:

H. R. 1874. A bill for the relief of the Em-
ployers' Liability Assurance Corp.; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 1875. A bill for the relief of A. J.
Crozat, Jr.;, to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

H. R. 1876. A bill for the relief of Martin M.
Sorensen; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

H.R. 1877. A bill for the relief of Roberto
Fantuzzi; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.1878. A bill for the relief of Mrs,
Gertrud Maria Schurhoff; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BOYEIN:
H.R. 1879. A bill for the relief of Luisa

Gemma Toffani and Rosa Sometti; to the

Committee on the Judieclary.

H.R.1880. A bill for the rellef of E.
Brevard Walker and E. Brevard Walker, Jr.,
trading as E. B. Walker & Son Lumber Co.;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 1881. A bill for the relief of Bianca
Carpensee and Margherita Bruni; to the
Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. BROWN of Ohio:

H. R. 1882. A bill for the relief of Eva Elis-
abeth Uber English; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

H.R. 1883. A bill for the rellef of Mar-
garete Gartner; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. BUCKLEY:

H.R. 1884. A bill for the relief of Vitus
Johannes De Vries and his wife, Antonie
Paula Else De Vries; to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

H.R.1885. A bill for the relief of Orlando
Lucarini; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 1886. A bill for the relief of Irving I.
Erdheim; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 1887. A bill for the relief of Dr. Tsi
Au Li (Tsi Gziou Li), Ru Ping Li, Teh Yu Li
(a minor), and Teh Chu Li (a minor); to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 1888. A bill for the relief of Sister
Lelia Juditta Rorai; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. BYRD:

H.R.1889. A bill for the relief of Dr.
George Hsi-Sun Chen; to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

H. R. 1890. A bill for the rellef of Dr. T. F.
Tsal; to the Committee on the Judiclary.
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By Mr. CEDERBERG:

H.R.1891. A bill for the relief of Chung
Herp Youn; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

H.R.1892. A bill for the relief of Dr. Lu
Ho Tung and his wife, Ching-hsi (nee Tsao)
Tung; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 1893. A bill for the relief of Myung
Sik Hong; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DENTON:

H. R. 1894. A bill for the relief of Eenneth

Cecil; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. DIGGS:

H.R.1895. A bill for the relief of Lorenzo
Aglipay (also known as James or Jimmy
Filores); to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. DONDERO:

H.R. 1896. A bill for the relief of Sandra
Lea MacMullin; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. DORN of New York:

H.R.1897. A bill for the relief of Giuseppe
Tumbarello; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

H. R. 1898. A bill for the relief of Dr. Heze-
kiah Nicodemus, his wife Grace, and daugh-
ter Sally; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. EDMONDSON :

H.R.1899. A bill authorizing the United
States Government to reconvey certain lands
to R. R. Crew, A. G. Gibson, C. F. Bliss, Jr.,
and others; to the Committee on Public
Works.

H.R.1900. A bill authorizing the United
Btates Government to reconvey certain lands
to George C. Stratton and Ellen J. Stratton;
to the Committee on Public Works.

By Mr. FENTON:

H.R.1001. A bill for the relief of Galen H.
Clark Packing Co., Inc., to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. FLOOD:

H.R. 1802, A bill for the relief of Paul
Skuntz; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.1903. A bill for the relief of Rabbi
Moshe Rosenblatt; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. FRIEDEL (by request) :

H.R.1804. A bill for the relief of Ioannis
(John) Kritikos; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H. R. 1905. A bill for the relief of Hugo Ed-
ward EKullberg; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H.R.1906. A Dbill for the relief of Fay
Jeanette Lee; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. GUBSER:

II. R. 1807. A bill for the relief of James

Wilson; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. HAGEN:

H. R, 1908. A bill for the relief of Chu Hal-
Chou; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

H. R. 1809. A bill for the relief of Rodolfo
Pugeda de la Cerna; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. HAND:

H.R.1910. A bill for the relief of Blanka
Goldstein; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.,

H. R. 1011. A bill for the rellef of Charlotte
Schwalm; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

H.R. 1912, A bill for the relief of Howard
Rieck; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H. R. 1913. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Anna
Elizabeth Doherty; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. HOEVEN:

H.R.1914. A bill for the relief of Shalom
Fred Ron; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. HOLTZMAN:

H.R. 1915. A bill for the relief of Donata
Giorgio; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.1916. A bill for the relief of Markos
G. KEaminis; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.
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H.R.1917. A bill for the relief of Ezra
Chitayat; his wife, Violet; and their daugh-
ters, Georgette and Linda; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr, HORAN:

H.R.1918. A bill for the relief of Hal A.
Marchant; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.
ar?.rn. 1919, A bill to authorize the award
of a medal to Clyde Pangborn and Hugh
Herndon, Jr.; to the Committee on Banking
and Currency.

By Mr. JOHNSON of California:

H. R. 1820. A bill for the relief of Ane Earlic
Vlasich; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.1921. A bill for the relief of Alex-
andria S. Balasko; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H.R.1922. A bill for the relief of Everett
A. Ross; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.1923. A bill for the relief of EKevin
Murphy; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 1924, A bill for the relief of Hermos
Michael Esho; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H.R.1925. A bill for the relief of Henry
Brambila; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. JUDD:

H.R. 1926. A bill for the relief of Nellie A.

Ridings; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mrs. KEE:

H.R.1927. A bill for the relief of Ralph
Michael Owens; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. EING of California:

H.R.1928. A bill for the relief of Basil
Constantine Mavromichalis; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ELEIN:

H. R. 1929. A bill for the relief of Eufemia
Bencich; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.1930. A bill for the relief of Anna
Anzalone; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 1931. A bill for the relief of Bartolo-
meo Montalto; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H.R.1932. A bill for the relief of Sotirios
Peppas; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.1933. A bill for the relief of Dason
Equipment Corp.; to the Committee on the
Judieiary.

H. R. 1934. A bill for the relief of Giuseppe
Rosario DiStefano; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H.R. 1935. A bill for the relief of Giuseppa
Curro Tati; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

H.R. 1936. A bill for the relief of Antonio
Doncovio; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

H. R.1937. A bill for the relief of Andrea
Ferrara; to the Committee on the Judiclary,

H.R.1938. A bill for the relief of Elsa
Schott Ciccia; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

H.R.1939. A bill for the relief of Rosa
Stangl; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H. R. 1940. A bill for the relief of James J.
Andrews; to the Committee onr the Judiciary.

H. R. 1941. A bill for the relief of the estate
of Mateo Ortiz Vazquez, deceased; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.10842. A bill for the relief of Rosarfo
Piacentino; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

H. R. 1943. A bill for the relief of John G.
Zeros; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.1044. A bill for the relief of Chin
Yam Yee; to the Committee on the Judiciary,

H.R.1945. A bill for the rellef of Albert
Rossi; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.1946. A bill for the relief of Fritz
Hauser; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.1947. A bill for the relief of Katar-
zyna Pienkos; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.
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By Mr. LANHAM:

H.R.1948. A bill for the relief of John
Grady Cobb; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

H.R.1949. A bill for the relief of Dr.
Alfredo Garcla Gordillo, Mrs. Concepcion
Garcia Benet, Alfredo Garcia Garcla, and
Maria Angeles Garcia Garcia,; to the Commit=-
tee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LONG:

H.R.1950. A bill for the relief of Stjepan
B. Carija, Nevenka Olga Carija, Tatjana Mira
Carija, and Igor Ivan Carija; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. McCARTHY:

H.R. 1851. A bill for the rellef of George
Lahood; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H. R. 1952. A bill for the rellef of Clarence
Christensen; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. McMILLAN:

H.R. 1953. A bill for the relief of Virginia

Hell; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. METCALF:

H.R. 1954. A bill for the relief of Ingrid

Samson; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. MARTIN:

H.R. 1955. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Hilda
Rinn Marchand and her daughter, Gudrun
Rinn; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

H.R. 1856. A bill for the relief of Arthur
Guilherme Dos Reis Melo Pereira; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 1857. A bill for the relief of Namiko
Nitoh and her child, George F. X. Nitoh; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

H. R. 1958. A bill for the relief of Ingeborg
Luise Fischer; to the Committee on the Ju-
diciary.

H.R. 1959. A bill for the relief of Elfrieda
Haber]l and her children, Frank Haberl, Rose-
mary Haberl, and Peter Haberl; to the Com=-
mittee on the Judiclary.

H. R. 1960. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Inge-
borg Maria Zoechbauer Horgan; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

H.R.1961. A bill for the relief of Miss
Martha Kantelberg; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H.R.1862. A bill for the relief of Miss
Athena Kitsopoulou; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

H.R. 1963. A bill for the rellef of Mr. and
Mrs. Clarence M. Augustine; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 1964. A bill for the relief of Mrs.
Hildegard Herrmann Costa; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

H.R.1965. A bill for the relief of Robert
Finley Delaney; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. MOSS:

H. R. 1966. A bill for the relief of Tal Jong
(Billy) Ryu; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

H. R. 1967. A bill for the relief of Onorato
Biagioni; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. NICHOLSON:

H.R.1968. A bill for the relief of Maria
do Santo Christo Amaral Moniz; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr, O'BRIEN of Illinois:

H.R.1869. A bill for the relief of Chin
Buck Sun; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

By Mr. PELLY:

H.R.1970. A bill for the rellef of Mrs.
Bertha Bider; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. POAGE:

H.R.1971. A bill for the relief of Leila

Park; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. RADWAN:

H. R. 1972. A bill for the relief of Pasquale

Lucente; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. REED of New York:

H.R.1973. A bill for the relief of Mrs.
Chiu-An Wang (nee Alice Chiacheng Sze);
to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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H.R.1974. A bill for the relief of Shirley
W. Rothra; to the Committee on the Judici-
ary

By Mr. RIEHLMAN:

H.R.1975. A bill for the rellef of Hanka
and Eenneth Kerman; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. RODINO:

H.R.1976. A bill for the relief of Luigi
Tomasella; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary. .

H.R.1977. A bill for the relief of Julio
Martinez-Lopez; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H.R.1978. A bill for the relief of Ying
Eie Mok; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ROGERS of Colorado:

H.R. 1979. A bill for the relief of Chokichi
Iraha; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 1980. A bill for the relief of Hamdi
Ahmad-Tamini; to the Committee on the
Judieiary.

H.R.1981. A bill for the relief of Dora
Camalich; to the Committee on the Judici-

H. R. 1982. A bill for the relief of the Den-
ver Live Stock Exchange; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

¥ Mr. ROGERS of Texas:

H.R. 1983. A bill for the relief of George
Earl Heinrich Willy Junker; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiclary.

H.R.1984. A bill for the relief of Zivoin
Mitich; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SHEPPARD:

H.R.1885. A bill for the relief of Maria
Rosa Largaiolli; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H. R.1886. A bill for the rellef of Robert
h::. Deckard; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 7

By Mr. SHORT:

H.R.1987. A bill for the relief of Kimie
Hayshi Crandall; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. SHUFORD:

H. R. 1988. A bill for the relief of Gerasimos
Athanase Haberis; to the Committee on the
Judiciary,

H.R. 1989. A bill for the relief of George
D. Hopper; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

H.R.1980. A bill for the relief of Michael
Aristides Tseperkas; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin:

H. R. 1991. A bill for the relief of Nouritza

Terzian; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. STEED:

H.R.1992. A bill for the relief of Jabor
Hassan El Assaad; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. THOMAS:

H.R.1993. A bill for the relief of Mr.
and Mrs. Alkos Giagtzis; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

H.R.1994. A bill for the reconveyance by
the General Services Admrinistration of cer-
tain surplus realty to the Hermann Hospital
estate, Houston, Tex.; to the Committee on
Government Operations.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi:

H.R.1995. A bill for the relief of Mrs.
John William Brennan; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr, WILLIAMS of New York:

H. R. 1896. A bill for the relief of Giovannl
Battista Campoli; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. YOUNGER:

H.R.1997. A bill for the relief of Linda
Beryl S8an Filippo; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. ZELENEKO:

H.R.1908. A bill for the relief of Jose
Ramon Pineiro; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H.R.1999. A bill for the relief of Heinz
Eohn; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
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PETITIONS, ETC.

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

48. By Mr, HOSMER: Petition of Dr. Olin
B. Proctor, a resident of the 18th Congres-
sional Distriet of California, relating to a
clalm to certain submerged lands within
the continental limits of the United States
and off the shores of Los Angeles and Orange
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Counties, Calif.; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

49. By the SPEAEKER: Petition of Helen L.
Lichtweis, Peorla, Ill., requesting that the
Federal oath of office be denied to Robert
Bruce Chiperfield for the term of office for
the 84th Congress; to the Committee on
House Administration.

50. Also, petition of Helen L. Lichtweis,
Peoria, Ill., relative to amendments to the
Constitution of the United States of Amer-

217

fca: Amendment I—"To petition the Govern-
ment for a redress of grievance”; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration.

51. Also, petition of Francisco Cepero, 1951
Blanca Cerra Street, Santurce, P. R., relative
to Civil No. 85-4, legal protection to filing
fees pald on Civil No. 4833 and liquidated
damages, Francisco Cepero, Plaintiff V.
United States Government, Defendant,
southern district of New York; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

The President’s State of the Union
Message

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OoF

HON. RICHARD L. NEUBERGER

OF OREGON
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr. NEUBERGER. Mr. President, T
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the REcorp a brief statement which
I released on January 10, 1955, regard-
ing the President’s state of the Union
address, and the comments contained
therein on the role of the Federal Gov-
ernment in developing hydroelectric
power.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

STATEMENT BY HoN. RICHARD L. NEUBERGER, OF
OREGON

In his state of the Unlon message on
January 6, 1955, President Eisenhower aban-
doned the pretense of an impending Federal
power monopoly, which has so long served
as a political scarecrow for the opponents
of continued public power development in
the Columbia River Basin.

Inasmuch as the likelihood of a Federal
power monopoly has been cited by Secretary
McEKay as a main reason for abandoning the
magnificent Hells Canyon power site to the
Idaho Power Co., I call upon the Secretary
to reverse his stand.

At McNary Dam in Oregon, on September
23, 1954, the President warned against Fed-
eral operation of a gigantic, overwhelming
nationwide power monopoly.

On Novemrber 4, 1854, Budget Director
Hughes warned against committing the Na-
tion to a policy of establishing a nationwide
Federal power monopoly.

In campalgn speeches in Oregon, the Sec-
retary of the Interior likewise warned fre-
quently against this so-called Federal power
monopoly.

But in his 1956 state of the Union message
to the Congress, the Presldent flatly de-
clared that “Federal hydroelectric develop-
ment supply but a small fraction of the
Nation's power needs."”

I think this is symbolic of the administra-
tion's confusion in the field of power. It
emphasizes why our great public-power
program in the Pacific Northwest has come
to a standstill under this administration.
For many months the President and his
leading subordinates warned us of the im-
minence of a Federal power monopoly. Now
the President himself tells the Nation that
the Federal Government generates only a
tiny portion of the cbuntry’s waterpower.

This, of course, is the true situation, rather
than the misleading talk of Federal monopoly

used to swing votes last fall. “The Federal
Government today generates only about 13
percent of our electricity, as contrasted with
81 percent by private utility corporations.

With the President recognizing that Fed-
eral kilowatts are but a small segment of the
national total, Hells Canyon cannot be con-
sidered as in any way contributing toward a
possible Federal power monopoly.

Thus the state of the Union address ef-
fectively repudiates one of the principal
arguments used to oppose and block a high
multipurpose dam in Hells Canyon—the
kind of dam advocated in the famous 308
report of the Army engineers.

I urge authorization of such a project
by the 84th Congress.

e —

Imports of Foreign Residual Fuel Oil

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. ELIZABETH KEE

OF WEST VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, January 10, 1955

Mrs. KEE. Mr. Speaker, today I in-
troduced in the House of Representatives
a bill to establish quota limitations on
imports of foreign residual fuel oil. This
bill is designed to check the present un-
fair competition now facing the coal in-
dustry of the United States. The con-
tinued unrestricted flow of cheap, foreign
residual fuel oil created this unfair com-
petition.

The depression now existing in the
coal producing areas of the United States
is unprecedented in the history of the
entire industry. It is heartbreaking to
see the mass unemployment; workers
denied the right to employment through
no fault of their own in one of America’s
major and most important industries.
This unemployment, with its resultant
unrest, has also spread to the railroads
and other major industries dependent
upon the production of coal.

On a recent trip to Burope I had an
opportunity to see at first hand a number
of communities where industrial recovery
has been slow and real prosperity is still
not in sight. Let me point out, how-
ever, that nowhere did I find the eco-
nomiec stagnation that has enveloped the
coal producing communities of West Vir-
ginia since foreign residual oil began its
relentless surge into the fuel markets of
the east coast.

To my way of thinking, our first obli-
gation is here at home, and for that
reason I would say that the time for

action is long since past due. From ex-
perience we know that the executive
branch of government will not correct
this grossly unjust situation. In fact, it
has yet to take the first effective step to
limit this importation of foreign residual
fuel oil. Therefore, this limitation of
imports must come through congres-
sional action and we must act now.

In conclusion, let me point out that
this same foreign product has washed out
coal production capacity that is vital to
a defense program. If an emergency
should come, none of the platitudinous
statements about high levels of trade will
be of any value in meeting the demands
of a stepped-up industrial effort in a fuel-
hungry mobilization economy. We will
need coal and more coal, but we will not
get it unless we act now to keep our coal
mines open in the interim period.

A Department of Urbiculture

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. J. ARTHUR YOUNGER

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr. YOUNGER. Mr. Speaker I am
today reintroducing my bill for the erea-
tion of a Department of Urbiculture at
Cabinet level to deal with the special
problems and welfare of municipalities.

These include such economic and so-
cial problems as slums, dope, juvenile de-
linquency, housing, and smog.

Smog, fast becoming a nationwide
problem in metropolitan areas, was men-
tioned by the President in his state-of-
the-Union message as a problem in need
of a strengthened combative program.
This would fall under the jurisdiction of
the new department, if created.

The bill, which I introduced last July
shortly before adjournment of the 83d
Congress, has created tremendous inter-
est among Washington legislators, who
feel it could lead to the solution of one
of the most imporfant problems of
American cities.

When the Department of Agriculture
was established in 1862, 80 percent of the
population lived on farms. Now the sit-
uation is reversed, with 85 percent in
urbs.;). communities and only 15 percent
rural.
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It is only natural then that Govern=-
ment emphasis should be placed on solv=
ing the problems of this new majority of
urban dwellers as it formally was for the
majority of rural dwellers.

The bill, which has received extensive
press coverage on a national scale, has
brought forth a velume of correspond-
ence from interested citizens and groups
approving the action.

The term urbiculture was a coined
word to describe a “new science” which
would result from the discovery and ap-
plication of natural law to the utilization
of urban lands.

The new department would consoli-
date the urban functions of various other
Federal agencies—notably Home Fi-
nance, Housing, Public Health, Depart-
ment of Justice—which have dealt with
areas of the problems of city folk.

Rules of Procedure

EXTENSION OF REMAREKS

HON. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR.

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, when the
rules of the 84th Congress were before
the House for adoption I proposed an
amendment in the form of House Reso-
lution 61, a resolution which was ap-
proved by the Subcommittee on Legisla-
tive Procedure of the Committee on
Rules of the 83d Congress. This sub-
committee was composed of the gentle-
man from Colorado [Mr. CHENOWETH],
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr,
SmrtH], and myself as chairman.

Since this amendment was not adopt-
ed at the beginning of the session I plan
to request the Committee on Rules to
hold a hearing on this proposal.

House Resolution 61 provides as fol=-
lows:

House Resolution 61

Resolved, That paragraph 25 (a) of rule XI
of the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives is amended by striking out “standing"
and by adding at the end thereof the fol-
lowing: “The rules of committees are hereby
made the rules of subcommittees so far as
applicable. Committees and subcommittees
may adopt additional rules not inconsistent
with the Rules of the House."

Sec. 2, Paragraph 25 (e) of such rule is
amended by inserting *, finding,” after
‘measure.”

Sec. 3. Paragraph 25 (g) of such rule is
amended by striking out “standing commit-
tees or their subcommittees” and inserting
in lieu thereof “committees.”

BEc. 4. Paragraph 25 of such rule is
amended by adding at the end thereof the
following new subsection:

*(h) Unless otherwise provided, commit-
tee action shall be by vote of a majority of
a quorum.”™

Sec. 5. (a) Paragraph 26 of rule XI of the
Rules of the House of Representatives is
amended by Inserting *“(a)" after “26."” and
by adding at the end thereof the following
new subsections:

“(b) No person shall be employed for or
assigned to Investigative activities until ap-
proved by the committee.
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*(¢) Unless otherwise provided, subpenas
to require the attendance of witnesses, the
glving of testimony, and the production of
books, papers, or other evidence shall be
issued only by authority of the committee,
shall be signed by the chairman or any
member designated by the chairman, and
may be served by any person designated by
the committee, the chairman, or the signing
member,

“(d) No witness shall be compelled to give
oral testimony for broadcast, or for direct
reproduction by motion picture photography,
recording, or otherwise in news and enter-
tainment media if he objects.

“(e) Oaths may be administered and hear-
ings may be conducted and presided over by
the chairman or any member designated by
the chairman, Unless the committee other-
wise provides, one member shall constitute
a quorum for the receipt of evidence and
the taking of testimony; but no witness shall
be compelled to give oral testimony before
less than two members if, prior to testifying,
he objects.

“(f) Witnesses shall be permitted to be
advised by counsel of their legal rights while
giving testimony, and unless the presiding
member otherwise directs, to be accompanied
by counsel at the stand.

*“(g) Witnesses, counsel, and other persons
present at committee hearings shall main-
tain proper order and decorum; counsel shall
observe the standards of ethics and deport-
ment generally required of attorneys at law.
The chalrman may punish breaches of this
provision by censure or by exclusion from
the committee's hearings, and the commit-
tee may punish by citation to the House as
for contempt.

“(h) Whenever the committee determines
that evidence relating to a question under
inquiry may tend to defame, degrade, or in-
criminate persons called as witnesses there-
in, the committee shall observe the follow-
ing additional procedures, so far as may be
practicable and necessary for the protection
of such persons:

*(1) The subject of each hearing shall be
clearly stated at the outset thereof, and evi-
dence sought to be elicited shall be perti-
nent to the subject as so stated.

“(2) Preliminary staff inquiries may be
directed by the chairman, but no major
phase of the investigation shall be developed
by calling witnesses until approved by the
committee.

*“{3) All testimony, whether compelled or
volunteered, shall be given under oath.

“(4) Counsel for witnesses may be per-
mitted, In the discretion of the presiding
member and as justice may require, to be
heard briefly on points of right and proce-
dure, to examine their clients briefly for
purposes of amplification and clarification,
and to address pertinent questions by writ-
ten interrogatory to other witnesses whose
testimony pertains to their clients.

*(5) Testimony shall be heard in executive
session, the witness willing, when necessary
to shield the witness or other persons about
whom he may testify.

**(6) The secrecy of executive sessions and
of all matters and material not expressly
released by the committee shall be rigorously
enforced.

“(7) Witnesses shall be permitted brief
explanations of affirmative or negative re-
sponses, and may submit concise, pertinent
statements, orally or in writing, for inclu-
sion in the record at the opening or close
of their testimony.

“(8) An accurate verbatim transcript shall
be made of all testimony, and no alterations
of meaning shall be permitted therein,

‘“(9) Each witness may obtain transeript
copies of his testimony given publicly by
paying the cost thereof; copies of his testi-
mony given in executive session shall be
furnished the witness at cost if the testimony
has been released or publicly disclosed, or if
the chairman so orders,
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*(10). No testimony given in executive ses=
sion shall be publicly disclosed in part only.

(1) Whenever the committee determines
that any testimony, statement, release, or
other evidence or utterance relating to a
question under inquiry may tend to defame,
degrade, or incriminate persons who are not
witnesses, the committee shall observe the
following additional procedures, so far as
may be practicable and necessary for the
protection of such persons:

“(1) Persons so affected shall be afforded
an opportunity to appear as witnesses,
promptly and at the same place, if possible,
and under subpena if they so elect. Testi-
mony relating to the adverse evidence or
utterance shall be subject to applicable pro-
visions of part (h) of this rule.

“{2) Each such person may, in lieu of ap-
pearing as a witness, submit a concise, perti-
nent, sworn statement which shall be in-
corporated in the record of the hearing to
which the adverse evidence or utterance
relates.

“(J) The chairman or a member shall when
practicable consult with appropriate Federal
law-enforcement agencies with respect to
any phase of an investigation which may
result in evidence exposing the commission
of Federal crimes, and the results of such
consultation shall be reported¢ to the com-
mittee before witnesses are called to testify
therein.

*{1) Requests to subpena additional wit-
nesses shall be received and considered by
the chairman in any investigation in which
witnesses have been subpenaed. Any such
request received from a witness or other
person entitled to the protections afforded
by part (h) or (i) of this rule shall be
considered and disposed of by the committee.

“(m) Each committee conducting investi-
gations shall make available to interested
?ersons copies of the rules applicable there-
n.”

Sec. 6. Rule XXII of the Rules of the House
of Representatives is amended by adding at
the end thereof the following new para-
graph:

“7. All bills and resolutions to authorize
the investigation of particular subject matter
shall define such subject matter clearly, and
shall state the need for such investigation
and the general objects thereof.”

Mr. Speaker, I have also included cop-
ies of various reports of our Subcom-
mittee on Legislative Procedure contain-
ing these and other recommendations
which will be found elsewhere in this
issue of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

Rules of Procedure

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR.

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, under
leave granted I would like to have the
following report of the Subcommiitee
on Legislative Procedure of the Commit-
tee on Rules of the 83d Congress inserted
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

House Resolution 571 has been rein-
troduced as House Resolution 61 of the
84th Congress.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON LEGISLATIVE PROCEDURE
(Statement by Mr. Scorr to the Committee
on Rules, May 1854)

Your subcommittee was appointed June
10, 1953, to make a study of legislative proce-
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dure with particular reference to procedure
governing the conduct of investigations by
congressional committees. This summary of
findings and recommendations which I am
submitting today is in the nature of an in-
terim report. In the past 11 months we have
held extensive hearings, have studied vari-
ous pending proposals and suggestions made
to us, and have developed a proposed set of
rules which is submitted, in its latest ver-
sion, herewith. ;

A formal analysls and report, intended to
accompany the proposed rules, is in prepa-
ration. This latest revised draft is submitted
meanwhile, for consideration by the full com-
mittee, in order to expedite its being re-
ported out in final form at an early date. A
copy of House Resolution 571 is attached.

I am deeply appreciative of the contribu-
tions of both my colleagues, Mr. SmrTH and
Mr. CHENOWETH, have made throughout this
undertaking, We have differed among our-
selves from time to time, so our conclusions—
in which we all now concur—have resulted
from deliberation, discussion, and a good
measure of amiable give-and-take. The end
product of our efforts is doubtless much
improved on this account.

THE NEED FOR RULES OF PROCEDURE

Public interest in problems relating to
congressional investigations has been grow-
ing steadily. In recent years, the entire
Nation has been made consclous of the
sweeping powers vested in Congress for the
purpose of conducting factfinding inquiries.
It is unfortunate that the public knows so
little of the scores and hundreds of routine
investigations which are quietly and effi-
ciently conducted each year by committees
of Congress, and that only the most sen-
sational and controversial fall under the
spotlight,

But because of this distorted observation,
and because a few regrettable episodes have
been so widely publicized, a large segment
of the public has come to believe that con-
gressional investigations are not infrequently
unfair, or even outright abusive of the rights
of persons affected.

At the same time, and this impressed your
subcommittee very much, both Members of
Congress and responsible members of the
public at large seem urgently aware that
the coin has another side, that persons called
as witnesses before these congressional bodies
have sometimes contrived, in their turn, to
affront the investigators, to defy their pow-
ers, and generally to frustrate the investi-
gative purpose without being in any way
penalized or punished therefor.

So the apparent need for rules of pro-
cedure is twofold, to satisfy everyone con-
cerned that proceedings before investigating
committees will be held to reasonable stand-
ards of fair play, on the one hand, and to
assure potentially defiant witnesses that
congressional committees have adequate
powers to get tough if they need to, on the
other. As will be emphasized hereafter, the
danger of weakening the necessary powers
of committees has been kept in view
throughout this work; your subcommittee
adopted as a starting premise the proposi-
tion that no rules of procedure would be
proposed which could operate in any way to
impair the legitimate investigative actlvities
of congressional committees.

Thus while a need for rules of procedure
exists, and while the promulgation of such
rules is strongly recommended, yet we note
that even the word rules is almost too re-
strictive in its connotations. What is called
for seems more accurately describable as
principles, i. e., precepts of fair play, set
forth for the guidance of committees and
the reassurance of witnesses.

Your subcommittee heard more than a
score of witnesses, including 10 Members of
Congress and representatives of bar associa=-
tions, labor groups, church groups and vet-
erans’ organizations. The testimony was
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overwhelmingly in favor of an exercise of
Congress’ rule-making powers in this field,
though we were repeatedly warned of the
danger already noted, i. e., the danger of
unduly restricting Congress in the process.

One witness, the Honorable George MEADER,
urged upon us the proposition that under the
doctrine of Christoffel v. U. 8. (338 U. 8. 84
(1949) ), any rules whatsoever, promulgated
to govern the conduct of investigations by
congressional committees, would subject
committee action pro tanto to review by
the courts. Representative Mgeaper there-
fore opposed all rule-making efforts. We
have given this point careful study, and
have concluded that the doctrine of the
Christoffel case (wherein the Supreme Court
relied upon a rule of the Senate for guidance
in interpreting and applying a Federal per-
jury statute) would be inapplicable to rules
of the type it is recommending.

In sum, it is concluded that rules of pro-
cedure for committee investigations are both
necessary and proper—with the reservation
that such rules should be conservatively cast
to serve as standards of guidance without
imposing burdensome procedural restric-
tions. Committees are not courts. It is
a mistake to equate committee hearings
with the highly technical and formalized
procedures that have been developed in the
judicial domain. Your subcommittee has
carefully rejected proposals and suggestions
which appeared to be cast in the rigid form
of judicial rules.

Furthermore, we have taken a relatively
conservative position in other respects as
well. The original version of House Resolu-
tion 447, prepared to consolidate all the
seemingly meritorious ideas and suggestions
which had been submitted in the hearings
and in earlier bills and resolutions, contained
& number of features which have subse-
quently been deleted. The version sub-
mitted herewith by your subcommittee is
the product of repeated revisions, so that it
represents a fair minimum, and in no sense a
radical maximum.

At the end of this presentation we shall
summarize briefly, for your information, the
more important additional suggestions which
have been considered and rejected in our de-
liberations.

Finally, in concluding this presentation,
we shall note briefly three pending bills
which would strengthen the hands of inves-
tigating committees, and which are deemed
appropriate for consideration and endorse-
ment by your subcommittee since they also
concern procedures, and tend to complement
the rules proposed herein.

EXISTING RULES

The power of each House of Congress to
determine its own rules of procedure is di-
rectly conferred by the Constitution (art. I,
sec. 5, cl. 2). It seems clear that this is
the appropriate power to be called into play
for the instant purpose. Determining pro-
cedures to be followed by its committees is
within the province of each House of Con-
gress, and should not be attempted by joint
action of the two Houses; for even if uni-
formity between the two were insisted upon
and achleved at the outset, each would re-
main free to depart from the uniform pat-
tern at any time. Rules currently in force
in the Senate differ materially from those
now observed by the House of Representa-
tives.

Indeed, it is precisely this absolute, un-
qualified, and continuous control by each
House over its own rules that provides ulti-
mate assurance against the dangers of unduly
hampering House proceedings, If the new
provisions are adopted as House rules. No
rule thus adopted will be enforcible, as a
practical matter, if the House does not wish
to enforce it: and no rule will remain bind-
ing, as a precedent or otherwise, if the House
wishes to drop it. This is the status of exist-
ing rules. It is the status properly to be
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accorded the new provisions recommended
by your subcommittee. Even the rights
directly conferred on witnesses (and there are
only three—see paragraph 26 (d), (e), and
(f) of the draft) would merely operate to
excuse witnesses who relied on them from
compulsion, 1. e., from punishment for con-
tempt. They do not create any basis for
outside intervention,

The present rules of the House of Repre-
sentatives number 42; of these, only 3 relate
to committees. Rule X governs the creation
and composition of the House's 19 standing
committees; rule XI determines the powers
and duties of committees; and rule XIII con-
cerns procedures for the calendaring and
consideration of the reports of standing
committees.

Matter pertaining to the Iinvestigative
function thus logically belongs in rule XI.
This rule contains in turn 29 numbered
paragraphs, of which only 2, paragraphs 25
and 26, presently relate to the general fact-
finding powers and functions of committees.

The amendments which your subcommit-
tee proposes are therefore designed to be in-
corporated within paragraphs 25 and 26 of
rule XI, The existing text of these two para-
graphs is unaffected, except for slight edi-
torial changes. Thus the structure of the
rules is undisturbed and the entire proposal
(except the slight addition to rule XXII, on
the subject of resolutions) consists only of
enlarging 2 subdivisions of 1 rule.

ANALYSIS OF PROPOSED RULE

The changes proposed to be made in the
present text of paragraph 25 (i. e., by the
draft attached), are indicated in the follow-
ing full reproduction thereof; their purpose
needs no elaborate explanation. They merely
broaden the paragraph so as to make it ap-
plicable to special and select committees and
to all subcommittees, as well as to standing
committees:

“25. (a) The rules of the House are hereby
made the rules of its committees so far as
applicable, except that a motion to recess
from day to day is hereby made a motion of
high privilege in said committees. The rules
of committees are hereby made the rules of
subcommittees so far as applicable. Com-
mittees and subcommittees may adopt addi-
tional rules not inconsistent with the rules
of the House.

“{b) Each committee shall keep a com-
plete record of all committee action. Such
records shall include a record of the votes on
any question on which a record vote is de-
manded.

“{c) All commitiee hearings, records, data,
charts, and files shall be kept separate and
distinct from the congressional office records
of the Member serving as chairman of the
committee; and such records shall be the
property of the House and all Members of
the House shall have access to such records.
Each committee is authorized to have printed
and bound testimony and other data pre-
sented at hearings held by the committee.

“(d) It shall be the duty of the chairman
of each committee to report or cause to be
reported promptly to the House any measure
approved by this committee and to take or
cause to be taken necessary steps to bring
the matter to a vote.

“{e) No measure, finding or recommen-
dation shall be reported to the House from
any committee unless a majority of the com-
mittee were actually present.

“(f) Each committee shall, so far as prac-
ticable, require all witnesses appearing be-
fore it to file in advance written statements
of their proposed testimony, and to limit
their oral presentation to brief summaries
of their argument. The staff of each com-
mittee shall prepare digests of such state-
ments for the use of committee members.

“(g) All hearings conducted by commit-
tees shall be open to the public, except execu-
tive sesslons for marking up bills or for
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voting or where the committee orders an
executive session.”

The new subsection (h), added at the
end of paragraph 25 (by sec. 4 of the draft)
establishes the general principle, "unless
otherwise provided,” that all committee ac-
tions shall be taken by vote of a majority
of a quorum of the committee. This is a
very generalized provision intended to sug-
gest that committee authority must not be
usurped by the chairman or by any individ-
ual member, unless the same has been spe-
cifically delegated.

The present language of paragraph 28 of
rule XTI, incorporated into the rules from the
Legislative Reorganization Act of 19486, is
unchanged by the draft, and reads in its
entirety as follows:

“26. To assist the House in appraising the
administration of the laws and in develop-
ing such amendments or related legislation
as it may deem necessary, each standing com-
mittee of the House shall exercise continu-
ous watchfulness of the execution by the
administrative agencies concerned of any
laws, the subject matter of which is within
the jurisdiction of such committee; and, for
that purpose, shall study all pertinent re-
ports and data submitted to the House by
the agencles in the executive branch of the
Government.”

The meat of the proposals contained in the
draft are incorporated in the new subsections
to be inserted immediately after the present
text of paragraph 26. These begin at page 2,
line 8 of the draft, and will be briefly ex-
plained in the order in which they appear.

26 (b). This recognizes a mnew problem
which has proved acute in some instances,
namely, the authority of any single member
to select people to go forth as investigators
and to deal with the public in the name of
the committee. It is believed that the com-
mittee itself should have the final say in
this matter, at least in the rare instances
when controls become important. Note that
regular professional staff members hired by
standing committees are already subject to a
gimilar requirement (rule XI-27 (a)).

26 (c). This subsection on the issuance
and service of subpenas is paraphrased from
the speclal provisions in rule XI which con-
trol the subpena powers conferred specially
on three standing committees (rule XI-2
{b), B (d), and 17 (b). Such subpenas are
to be issued “only by authority of the com-
mittee” unless the committee makes other
provisions and, in effect, delegates its author-
ity to the chairman or a single member. The
terms as to signature and service are in-
tended to be as broad as possible to defeat
any purely technical attack on the validity
of a committee subpena.

26 (d). This is the first of the three ab-
solute rights conferred personally upon wit-
nesses appearing before committees. It is
the right to be spared compulsory appear-
ances in news and entertainment broadcasts
via television or radio, if the witness inter-
poses an objection. It is noteworthy that
some of the views expressed to the subcom-
mittee on this point supported a far stronger
rule, mamely, an unqualified prohibition
agalnst such coverage of committee hear-
ings. Your subcommittee believes that the
instant middle-of-the-road provision affords
adequate protection.

26 (e). The first sentence of this subsec-
tion affirms the statutory power of any mem-
ber to administer oaths, and resolves all
guestions as to who may preside over com-
mittee hearings. The second sentence deals
with the thorny problem of whether one
member may sit alone to hear witnesses and
receive evidence. It is very desirable to
establish the validity and regularity of the
one-man quorum in ordinary circumstances,
because of the holding in the Christoffel case
alluded to above. But at the same time so-
called one man subcommittees have been
severely criticized from time to time. The
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proposal therefore contains two safeguards:
It 1is specified that the committee may
“otherwise provide,” 1. e., may pass a rule
of its own imposing a more rigid gquorum
requirement; and—the second absolute right
conferred on witnesses—no one may be com-
pelled to testify before a single member if he
makes timely objection. In the latter event,
at least two members must be present to hear
the testimony. Consideration was given to
requiring the presence of more than two
members and/or members representing more
than one political party, but it was con-
cluded that two would suffice to prevent the
abuses sometimes charged to one alone,
while the requirement as to partisan repre-
sentation might make it possible for a mi-
nority to block a committee’s work entirely
by merely absenting itself.

26 (f). This is the third absolute right of
witnesses, to be “advised by counsel of their
legal rights.” Counsel may also accompany
the witness at the stand “unless the presid-
ing member otherwise directs.,” The last-
noted limitation is to make it perfectly clear
that counsel may be ordered to stand aside
if he indulges in the commonplace practice
of coaching the witness so that the latter is
in effect merely parroting the testimony of
his adviser. "

26 (g). This subsection merely prescribes
general standards of behavior for counsel
and other persons attending the hearings.
The chairman’s right to punish by censure
or exclusion and the committee's right to
cite offenders to the House are specifically
noted.

26 (h). Into this subsection have been
gathered all the seemingly meritorious pro-
tections which have been urged from time to
time for the special benefit of witnesses in-
volved in investigations aimed at their own
reputations or possible guilt. Emphasis on
the fact that the rules are really mere pre-
cepts and prineiples of fair play are obvious-
ly most apposite here.

It will be noted that the introductory lan-
guage of subsection (h) leaves complete and
absolute discretion in the committee as to
the application of all which follows. The
entire subsection applies only “whenever the
committee determines” that some particular
evidence to be adduced may tend to injure
some particular person or persons to be called
as witnesses—and even after such a finding
the committee Is bound only to follow the
epecified procedures “so far as may be prac-
ticable and necessary for the protection of
such persons.” Thus, it will be seen that the
sudivisions of subsection (h), numbered (1)
through (10), truly have the force of sug-
gestions of fair play, and nothing more.

Subdivislions (1) through (3) of 26 (h) are
self-explanatory. Subdivision (4) pertains
to the rights of counsel (1. e., under these
clrcumstances, where the witness is some-
what in the position of a defendant), and
it will be noted that here, out of an excess
of caution, still further gualifications have
been added: “in the discretion of the presid-
ing member” and “as justice may require.”
The rights, so diluted and qualified, are: to
be heard briefly by the committee in argu-
ment, to examine their own clients briefly
for clarification, and to question other wit-
nesses by means of written interrogatories
submitted through the committee.

Bubsection 5 provides that to the extent
necessary to shield the witness and other
persons about whom he may testify, testi-
mony should be taken in an executive ses-
slon, If the witness is willing. The last
clause is in recognition of an opposite con-
sideration, namely, the possibility of afford-
ing protection to witnesses against potential
abuses of the secret session, which your sub-
committee considered and abandoned. Sub-
divisions (6) through (10) appear to be self-
explanatory.

26 (1). This subsection 1s designed to
protect persons who, while not called as
witnesses, may nevertheless be injured by
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evidence adduced before a committee. Note
that the same elaborate modifications, re-
ducing the entire subsection to a mere
affirmation of principle, are incorporated in
the introductory language. The two sub-
divisions that follow merely give persons so
affected a double option: to appear as wit-
nesses in their own behalf (and to enjoy the
benefits and protections conferred by 26
(h) if they do so), or to submit a sworn
statement in lieu of such appearance, The
words “under subpena” have been added
merely to assure payment of mileage fees,
etc., which are available only to witnesses
appearing under compulsion, in case exten-
sive travel is necessary to enjoy the benefits
of the provision.

26 (j). This is another provision which is
rendered advisory oniy by insertion of the
words “when practicable,” and which is nar-
row in its application but potentially im-
portant when it does come into play. When=~
ever investigating committees approach
fields where Federal law-enforcement agen-
cies are active, there is danger that the
former may defeat efforts of the latter. An
unimportant Communist hanger-on, for
example, called as a witness by an investi-
gating committee, might easily defeat long-
laid plans to apprehend and prosecute his
important bosses; and the same is true of
other Federal law enforcement, including
the enforcement of regulatory statutes and
the punishment of tax evasion. This sub-
section therefore suggests that a representa-
tive of the committee should confer with
Federal law-enforcement agencies involved,
and should report the results of such con-
ference back to his colleagues before the
committee plunges into the field.

26 (k). This provision concerns a prob-
lem which occasionally presents itself where
a witness, or a nonwitness involved in a
particular hearing, believes he has a merito=-
rious case for demanding that the committee
should call additional witnesses on his be=-
half. It is simply specified that such re-
quests shall be considered by the committee
itself if they emanate from a person who
has been found to be threatened with injury
under subsections (h) or (i).

26 (1). This requirement is self-explana-
tory. It is contemplated that if rules such
as those proposed here are adopted, a single
standard print could be made available for
use and distribution by all committees have
ing need of them.

Finally, the new paragraph proposed to
be added at the end of rule XXII—which
pertains not to precedure but to the form
and content of petitions, memorials, bills,
and resolutions submitted to the House—is
offered as a suggested improvement in the
investigative process at another point,
namely, in relation to the subjects upon
which investigations are authorized in the
first place. Resolutions calling for special
investigations are presently sometimes
worded so generally that it is not clear
what is sought to be studied, and the sug-
gested language would enjoin the sponsors
of such measures to take pains to reveal
and justify the objects which they are
pursuing.

ADDITIONAL PROPOSALS REJECTED

As has been emphasized already, the draft
resolution analyzed in the foregoing discus-
sion is conservative in scope and operation.
Several of the proposals now pending in the
House go further. Your subcommittee stud-
ied all of these with care, and conslidered,
besides, numerous suggestions offered in the
course of the testimony it heard.

The features which are noted hereafter
were rejected during the deliberations of
your subcommittee, and are not contained in
the final version of our draft resolution.
Nonetheless, several of the most interesting
are discussed briefly, since it is believed they
will likely be the subjects of further discus-
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slon when the final version of the draft is
reported.

Generalizing the investigative power: Un-
der present rules of the House of Representa-
tives, as established by the Legislative Reor-
ganization Act of 1946, only three standing
committees enjoy subpena powers—Appro-
priations, Government Operations, and Un-
American Activities. Other standing or select
committees desiring to send for persons or
papers must seek and obtain special author-
ization from the House for this purpose. It
is noted that such powers are vested in all
committees of the Senate by a single blanket
provision. While a similar provision would
make for greater uniformity of authority and
practice among House committees, it would,
at the same time, remove a potentially im-
portant check, i. e., the necessity of affirma-
tive action by the House before any but the
three named committees is entitled to make
use of these investigative prerogatives.

The witness' absolute right to be heard in
public: There is some basis for urging that
witnesses should be entitled, if they insist,
to be interrogated in public rather than be-
fore a secret session. It was suggested to
your subcommittee that secret hearings could
be used as star chamber proceedings to place
the witness at a very unfair disadvantage.
Nevertheless, the opposite consideration
seemed more weighty: Certain witnesses,
especially uncooperative individuals sum-
moned from the executive branch, could seri-
ously embarrass certain inquiries by demand-
ing publicity. The executive session is more
frequently a device for protecting witnesses
than a threat, and it is to be hoped that other
safeguards, such as the requirement of an
accurate transcript in the case of witnesses
whose reputations are in jeopardy, etc., will
prove adequate. Note that the phrase “the
witness willing” has been retained in sub-
section (h) (5) (draft, p. 4, line 13), as a
suggestion that the witness’' desire to be
heard publicly ought always to be taken into
account.

Appeal, review, or enforcement machinery:
It has been suggested that reference should
be made to the manner in which rules gov-
erning the conduct of investigations might
be enforced. Proposals embracing elaborate
enforcement provisions were considered. It
is recognized that enforcement problems in
connection with rules of procedure differ
slightly from problems relating to general
rules of the House in that personal, adversary
interests of outsiders are not at stake in
usual applications of the latter.

Nevertheless, we belleve elaborate ma-
chinery and detailed procedures should not
under any circumstances be considered for
this purpose, for essential flexikility would
be sacrificed thereby. At most, an informal
submission of problems arising under such
rules might be made at the outset to some
body less than the full House, e. g, to the
Rules Committee or a similar House group.
This matter seems best left open for fur-
ther consideration after experience has been
accumulated with actual problems of en-
forcement, ete.

The right of cross-examination: Opinions
are widely divided on whether counsel for
a witness should ever be permitted to cross-
examine his client or other witnesses directly.
After carefully considering the alternatives,
your subcommittee decided to recommend
the use of written interrogatories only. In
appropriate circumstances, the committee
could still permit limited cross-examination
if it wishes to do so; thus the omission
merely serves to discourage potential abuses
by contentious advocates.

RELATED PROPOSALS IN PENDING LEGISLATION

In conclusion, we wish to note briefly three
bills now pending before the House, which
deserve consideration in connection with
these proposed rules of procedure: H. R. 4975
and H. R. 6899, introduced by Mr. KEATING,

_and H. R, 7955, introduced by myself.
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H. R. 4975 would greatly improve the ma-
chinery now available to congressional com=-
mittees to deal with persons who refuse to
testify or otherwise to comply with commit-
tee subpenas and orders. At present, the
only recourse for a committee when so de-
fied is to submit a resolution citing the de-
fiant person for contempt before the full
House, after which, if the resolution is
passed, the matter must be referred to a
United States attorney for prosecution as a
criminal offense under title 2, United States
Code, section 192,

The result is delay, often amounting to
months or even years, before the issue comes
to trial. And in consequence, contempt con-
victions under this statute are very rare;
defying the authority of congressional com-
mittees has become relatively safe; except-
ing the cases of Communists, Federal courts
have bent over backward to exonerate per-
sons hailed before them under this statute.
Under Mr. KEaTiNG's proposal, the commit-
tee would be given another alternative. It
could address itself forthwith to a Federal
district court, and make application for
an order of the court compelling obedience
to its own subpena, etc. If the relief sought
by the committee were improper for some
reason, the deflant witness would be entitled
to a hearing and to immediate exoneration;
if the committee’s position proved sound,
immediate compliance would be compelled,
by the sanctions of the court's own plenary
contempt powers. It is noteworthy that the
proposal has ample precedents. Federal
agencies such as the FTC, the SEC, the ICC,
etc., have long enjoyed precisely this power
in ald of their fact-finding prerogatives, and
have found it to work admirably for all
parties concerned.

Mr. KeaTing’s second bill, H. R. 6899, is
an immunity measure, almed at reviving the
powers once enjoyed by Congress under title
18, United States Code, section 3486, but
which have been virtually dead for many
years. With such powers, congressional com-
mittees could once again overcome pleas of
privilege under the fifth amendment by
granting immunity for any incriminating
effects of testimony sought to be compelled.
Such legislation in slightly different form
has already been favorably acted upon by
the Senate, (S. 16, 83d Cong.). H. R. 6899
has the unqualified endorsement of Attor-
ney General Brownell, and has also been
formally approved by the American Bar As-
sociation. The passage of such immunity
legislation would tend to reduce or eliminate
a number of difficulties now encountered in
congressional investigations dealing with
controversial matters.

My bill, H. R. 7955, makes a simple change
in the existing congressional contempt
statute, title 2, United States Code, section
192, by adding the offense of misbehavior.
At present, a witness whose affront consists
not in defying the authority of a commit-
tee but in offensive conduct in its presence,
etec.,, is not punishable under the statute.
Committees have occasionally been obliged
to put up with very serious abuses on ac-
count of this deficiency. H. R. 7956 corrects
the situation, so that such offenders can be
properly dealt with in the courts.

Rules of Procedure

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR.

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, under leave
granted, I insert the following state-
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ments concerning House Resolution 571,
83d Congress. This resolution has been
reintroduced as House Resolution 61,
84th Congress.

RULEs oF PrOCEDURE, HoUsE REsoLUTION 571

Representative HuH Scorrt, Republican of
Pennsylvania, today introduced a revised
version of the proposed rules of procedure
for committees in the House of Representa-
tives being developed by & subcommittee
(Scorr, chairman; CHENOWETH, Republican,
of Colorado; SmITH, Democrat, of Virginia)
of the House Rules Committee. The new
resolution is House Resolution 571. Scortr
emphasized that this final version has yet
to be considered by the full Rules Commit-
tee of the House. He added that he had
been assured of such consideration by the
full committee (of which he is a member)
in the near future.

Said Scorr, “This Is the product of more
than a year’s work; we have heen through
four revisions, and I feel that we are very
close to a final version which should be ac-
ceptable to everyone.”

The Scott subcommittee was created in
1953 to make a study of House Resolution 29
(introduced by Representative KEATING, Re-
publican, of New York) and other proposals
then pending on the subject of rules of pro-
cedure. After holding extensive hearings,
the subcommittee introduced a set of rules
incorporating its own views, together with
ideas and suggestions it had received. This
was House Resolution 447, introduced on
February 17, 1954. Subsequently, House
Resolution 447 was widely circulated for
criticism, and modified in successive revi-
sions. House Resolution 571 is the result.

Senate Resolution 253, Introduced on May
24, 1954, by Senator BuUsH, Republican, of
Connecticut, for revision of the Rules of the
Senate, closely follows the Scott subcom=
mittee's proposals for House Rules revision.
The similarity between the two resolutions
may serve to expedite action during the
present session of Congress. Both Scorr and
BusH are urging their respective Houses to
take action on these proposals at once.

“I think the administration tends to share
our viewpoint; the American people want
something to be done to insure fair play
before congressional committees. And cur-
rent interest is at an all-time high because
of the televised hearings which have at-
tracted so much attention to the whole in-
vestigative process. There is & widespread
feeling that the pursuit of desirable ends
requires clear statement of the ground rules
governing the means (i. e. the methods) em-
ployed.

“In both Houses, rules proposals have be-
come so popular that there is no serious
question of partisan disagreement. Our sub-
committee’s work has proved more timely
and fruitful than we dared hope. My only
regret is that we did not have the benefit
of so much support and emulation earlier,
when the calendar was less crowded with
priority items.

“The only substantial difference between
House Resolution §71 (and Senate Resolu-
tion 258) and those currently sponsored by
our Democratic colleagues is in the matter
of enforcement of the rules we propose, Our
subcommittee considered suggestions as to
special enforcement procedures and rejected
them—at least for the present—on the
ground that the mere adoption of a real set
of ground rules will probably suffice. When
everyone knows the rules, no one will be
likely to flout them. The whole trouble now
is that there is no accurate standard to
measure by. The American people have a
very strong sense of fair play. If we give
them something definite to judge by, they
will insist on reasonable compliance. And
of course Congress already has ample en-
forcement machinery if it wants to compel
obedience to its rules by its own Members.”
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Scorr explained that his resolution is pro-
posed for adoption by the House of Repre-
sentatives only, since the existing rules of the
House and the Senate differ in some particu-
lars and since neither House could be ex-
pected to surrender exclusive power over its
own proceedings. The resolution is thus in
the form of an amendment to the existing
rules of the House (a feature accepted in the
Bush resclution in the Senate).

In brief summary, the resolution provides:

1. All committees and subcommittees of
the House are to be subject to uniform rules
of procedure.

2. All committee action must be approved
by a vote of a majority of a quorum of the
committee (or subcommittee).

3. Committee personnel to be assigned to
investigative activities must be approved by
the committee.

4, The committee shall have control over
the issuance of subpenas, unless it expressly
delegates this power.

5. Witnesses shall have the absolute right
to bar television and radio broadcasting of
their testimony if they object to it.

6. One-man guorums are allowed only if
the witness is willing to give his testimony
before a single member; otherwise, on de-
mand of the witness, at least two members
must be present. This is designed to meet
criticism of the so-called one-man subcom-
mittees, without, at the same time, unduly
hampering committees in the conducting of
routine hearings.

7. Witnesses are given an absolute right to
legal counsel.

8. All participants in a hearing must ob-
serve proper order and decorum, subject to
censure and punishment,

9, Whenever a witness is llkely to be in-
jured in his reputation or defamed or in-
criminated, by the nature of the inquiry, the
committee will be expected to follow certain
additional procedures:

(a) The subject of each hearing must be
clearly stated and all evidence adduced must
be relevant to the subject.

(b) No new line of investigation can be
developed until the committee approves it.

(c) Everyone appearing in such proceed-
ings must testify under oath.

(d) Counsel for witnesses may address the
committee briefly and may ask questions of
his own client to clear up points on the
record. Questions to other witnesses, when
pertinent, may be submitted in writing.

(e) Executive sessions must be used to
protect the witness when necessary.

(f) The secrecy of executive sessions must
be protected.

(g) Witnesses will be permitted to submit
brief-written statements for inclusioa in the
record.

(h) An accurate transcript must be kept.

(i) Transcript coples must be made avail-
able to the witness.

(j) No testimony heard in executive ses-
sion shall be released in part only.

10. Anyone, not being called as a witness,
who Is named in a derogatory or irresponsi-
ble fashion in a hearing shall be entitled to
appear promptly as a witness and testify in
his own behalf, in refutation of charges or
alleged “smears,” or to submit a written
statement for incorporation in the record.
This provision is designed to protect inno-
cent persons from unwarranted assaults upon
their reputations by any participant in, or
before, an investigative committee.

11, The committee will be required to con-
guit with law-enforcement agencies, such as
the FBI, before undertaking investigations
into areas where they might conflict with
law-enforcement activities. The purpose of
this is to avoid blundering into criminal cases
which the enforcement agencies have already
prepared—a real danger where extensive un-
dercover work has been done but not yet
presented to a grand jury.

12. The committee will entertain proper
requests to call additional witnesses, from
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witnesses or others who feel that such addi-
tional testimony is necessary in their behalf,

13. The foregoing rules of procedure shall
be freely available to all interested persons.
It is essential that witnesses be advised of
the “ground rules” relating to their rights
and responsibilities.

14. Resolutions introduced in the House
for the purpose of authorizing investigations
must specify exactly what is proposed to be
investigated and what is expected to be ac-
complished by the investigation.

ADDITIONAL STATEMENT BY REPRESENTATIVE
HucH ScoTT, CHAIRMAN, SUBCOMMITTEE ON
LeGisLATIVE ProceEpURE, HoUusE RuLes CoM-
MITTEE ON HouseE RESoOLUTION 571, AND IN=
TERIM REPORT RELATING THERTO

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I am sub-
mitting today an interim report on the work
of our subcommittee in developing rules of
fair play to be proposed for congressional
committees.

Because of the heavy workload that always
falls on this committee during the last weeks
of a session, It has not been possible to
secure an earlier hearing. Also, we have
wished to avoid any interpretation of these
proceedings as being in anyway in conflict
with hearings before a committee of the
other body. The objects of general rules of
fair play are much broader than any of the
issues that attracted so much attention dur-
ing recent hearings; it would have been
harmful to confuse the two—just as, I think,
it was greatly harmful to let people confuse
the televised proceedings with courtroom
standards or practices as much as they did.

I aimed from the outset to be able to have
a set of rules revision proposals considered
by our full committee and reported out to
the House before this session ended. That is
still my hope. The American people are
concerned with the problem; the President
has alluded to it a number of times; and it
is an exclusive, internal responsibility of
ours which must be met, in recognition of
the need for clarification of exlsting rules.

The full analysis and formal report re-
ferred to in our interim report has been de-
ferred to await this presentation. But we
can complete it rapidly if you wish to act
before adjournment.

Otherwise, I suggest that you authorize us
to prepare and submit our formal report
on or before the opening day of the first ses-
sion of the new Congress. If I have the
honor to serve again next year, and if we
have not achieved our goal before then, I
intend to offer these revisions of the rules
as the first order of business when we re-
convene.

We have worked long and carefully and our
proposals are sound. One additional item,
which has been developed in the deliberation
of the recently-formed Senate subcommittee
addressing itself to the same subject, is a
special limitation on the creation of subcom-
mittees—whether the chairman can do it or
whether only the full committee ought to
have the power. In my opinion this would
have to be “committee action,” subject to
the rule we propose at lines 3 and 4 of page
2 of House Resolution 571. But you might
wish to consider it specially.

In concluding, let me reaffirm my strong
disagreement with the estimable people who
have suggested from time to time that all
new rules are undesirable. To some of these,
the existing rules are seemingly as sacred and
inviolable as the Ten Commandments; to
others any efforts to establish principles of
fair play raise the terrifying spector of total
interference and total failure of the workings
of Congress. These attitudes are totally
unrealistic.

Here, for example, is an excerpt from this
immutable body of precepts, House rules
X1V, paragraph 7, provides (and has always
provided) that “during the session of the
House no Member shall wear his hat.” This

January 10

fronclad pronouncement is ungualified by
any limitation as to the places where it ap-
plies, nor does it make any exception for our
charming lady colleagues. So, literally and
in the inflexible tradition urged upon us, we
wear headgear anywhere in or out of the
Capitol during a session at the peril of
clashing head-on with the overbearing wis-
dom of our ancestors in the matter. And
worse than that, any John Doe opposing a
law we have enacted, if he can show a hatted
Member at the time of the vote would have
a clear argument that we were acting in
violation of our rules—ergo, the law is not
a law at all. Incidentally, while our rules
forbid wearing hats, there is no prohibition
against the carrying of firearms.

Despite my respect and affection for some
of the people who have expressed similar
alarm over our proposals, I think it may be
fairly observed that there is nothing sacro-
scant about the rules governing the conduct
of the House. If the occaslon arises for im-
provement in our laws, we change the laws.
If our present rules do not meet present day
situations, it is worse to endure them su-
pinely than to change them intelligently.

Size and Weight Limitations on Parcel
Post

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. JOEL T. BROYHILL

OF VIRGINIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr. BROYHILL. Mr. Speaker, it was
my privilege in the 83d Congress to spon-
sor in the House of Representatives a
bill designed to repeal the discriminatory
Public Law 199 of the 82d Congress, and
restore parcel-post size and weight to the
historic limits in effect for 20 years prior
to January 1952,

Eight days of hearings were held a
year ago this month on the subject of
parcel-post size and weight limitations
by the St. George Subcommittee on
Postal Operations. Ninety-four wit-
nesses submitted statements to the sub-
committee urging repeal of Public Law
199. They represented all segments of
business; two farm organizations and
other agricultural and consumer groups.
There were spokesmen from the Post
Office Department; a witness appeared
for a postal workers’' organization, and
one from a housewives’' organization—
all urging repeal of the law. There were
only five witnesses appearing in oppo-
sition, all representing the Railway Ex-
press Agency, or the railroad interests—
the only interests in all the world that
stand to gain anything under this in-
equitable law that operates to the incon-
venience and expense of all senders of
small parcels.

Letters poured in to the Members of
this body, urging passage of my bill.
Many of my colleagues told me of their
hope that my bill would be favorably
reported in committee so they could vote
for its passage on this floor. The ad-
visory council to the Committee on Post
Office and Civil Service in the other body
said quite forthrightly that Public Law
199, 82d Congress, should be repealed,
and weight and size limitations should
apply uniformly to all post offices.



1955

But, in spite of the overwhelming sup-
port for my bill, it was never reported
out of committee.

On Wednesday, January 5, 1955, I
again introduced a bill to restore the
parcel-post size and weight limits to the
reasonable limits the postal patrons of
this country had come to look upon as
standard through 20 years of use.

Enactment of my bill will be looked
upon as desirable by the vast majority
of the people of this country, including
the Post Office Department, whose own
figures show that its financial position
would be bettered by some $70 million a
year by repeal of Public Law 199. En-
actment of my bill will greatly facilitate
the flow of goods to market and to the
ultimate consumer, with a maximum of
convenience and economy through the
use of the nationwide distribution sys-
tem now held by the Post Office Depart-
ment and paid for by the users of parcel
post, with the ultimate savings in dis-
tribution costs going to the consuming
public.

I know that the beneficiaries of the
special advantages under Public Law 199
will again wave the banner of free enter-
prise. But, Mr. Speaker, the only in-
terests who stand to benefit by retaining
Public Law 199 on the statute books are
not really free enterprise at all; they are
a wholly owned monopoly.

On the other hand, my bill will have
the support of at least two of the major
farm groups. It will be upheld by the
housewives of America, many of whom
trudged back home with their relatively
small packages in the recent Christmas
season, because Public Law 199 had de-
nied them the use of their own postal
facilities for mailing those packages of
good cheer. My bill will have the sup-
port of all businessmen, but particularly
the small businessmen who are unable to
hire traffic experts or cooperate in joint
shipping endeavors to save themselves
heavy transportation expenses. My bill
will have the support of such business
organizations as the National Retail Dry
Goods Association, which is very well
known for its espousal of ideas for good
government, and which is on record for
not opposing any postal rate increases
necessary to put the Post Office Depart-
ment on a self-sustaining, efficient oper-
ating basis.

Mr. Speaker, I ask for the support of
every Member of this body for my pro-
posal to repeal Public Law 199. Passage
of my bill would be to place the interests
of 160 million American people above
those of a single special interest,

Penalty for Sale of Narcotics

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. J. ARTHUR YOUNGER

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr. YOUNGER. Mr. Speaker, I am
today introducing a bill which provides
for the death penalty or life imprison-
ment for anyone convicted of the sale of
narcotics or marihuana to minors.
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Selling narcotics fo young people, in
my estimation, is the most vicious crime
that can be committed and it must be
stopped through drastic Federal legis-
lation calling for the death penalty for
violators.

I feel that the introduction and distri-
bution of narcotics to teen-agers in the
Nation's high schools condemns them to
a fate worse than death and should be
punished by death or life imprisonment
to offenders.

My decision to introduce the bill has
been endorsed in statements from nu-
merous parents throughout my San
Mateo County district and environs.

A typical parent wrote a letter in
which she said:

My son is now 23 years old but has been on
the stuff since he was a teen-ager, and if
this bill is passed it will not only protect my
son from further contamination from this
evil, but also save many boys and girls from
&a slow death.

She went on to state:

My son is at present serving a term in
prison for forgery. Of course, he wanted
money for this stuff and would do anything
to get it.

Several doctors have written me their
enthusiastic endorsement of the bill.

I also propose that marihuana, not
now included as a narcotic under Federal
definition, be incorporated in its defini-
tion by this bill.

I cite the logic of the Lindbergh law,
which has virtually stopped kidnaping
in the Nation through fear of the death
penalty, in strong support of the bill.

Eighty-fourth Congress of the United
States

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. GEORGE S. LONG

OF LOUISIANA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, all of us who
are honored to serve our great people in
their Federal Congress, are of course,
and properly so, the recipients of large
amounts of mail from them. Indeed, it
is traditional in our land for the citizen
to write to his Congressman or his Sen-
ator on the least provocation.

Now, Mr. Speaker, too many of us upon
whom rests the responsibility for our
legislative affairs are inclined to ignore
the importance of these letters. Nothing
could be more foolish. These letters are,
in a very real sense, instructions from
our employer; and, if we want to be good
and faithful servants, it behooves us to
take heed of the counsel with those who
employ the people of the United States.
Indeed, Mr. Speaker, one of these letters,
which I am sure has been received by all
of my distinguished colleagues, is the
inspiration for this address. The gen-
tleman who wrote it, Mr. Bluford H. J.
Balter, is an outstanding citizen of my
own State, although not of my district.
He is no personal friend of mine, al-
though I wish that he were. I do know,
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however, that this patriotic man has
spent a fortune in his efforts to aid in
the survival of his country. Is it any
wonder, then, that his letter has inspired
this address? Mr. Speaker, the letter
of which I speak is worthy of a perma-
nent place in our national archives, and I
make it a part of this address.

All experience hath shown that mankind
are more disposed to suffer, while evils are
sufferable, than to right themselves by abol-
ishing the forms to which they are accus-
tomed.

The little-noticed words quoted above
were inserted in our Declaration of In-
dependence before the meeting of the
First Congress of the United States of
America. They gave clear and ringing
notice to the world that Americans,
though disposed to be long suffering in
the face of governmental oppression, did
have within them a point beyond which
no king nor potentate might proceed in
interfering with their inalienable rights.

When His Britannic Majesty, George
II1, disregarded this warning from his
American subjects they proceeded to
turn from long-suffering subjects of a
European nation, to violent and aggres-
sive citizens of their own free and inde-
pendent nation, determined to preserve
their freedoms with their lives, and re-
sponsible only to their God for their ac-
tions. Now, 179 years later, that same
grave and portent warning is in order.
Our Nation again stands in grave peril;
whether or not it survives may well de-
pend upon the strength and integrity of
the men and women who make up the
84th Congress of these United States.

Our valorous Founding Fathers rose
up and “abolished the forms to which
they are accustomed” because they val-
ued the freedom and honor of them-
selves and their descendants more than
they feared the horrors and sufferings
of war. That freedom might not perish
from the earth, they did not hesitate to
face death as traitors if they failed in
their high endeavor. They did not fail.

Having won their fight for human
freedom and human liberty, our great
forefathers on this continent then pro-
ceeded to draft, adopt, and promulgate
the Constitution of the United States,
one of the greatest documents ever de-
vised by the mind of man. That Consti-
tution and its first 10 amendments guar-
anteed to all Americans for all time that
“life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi-
ness"” that was promised in the Declara-
tion of Independence. Today, after
some 164 years of the existence of our
Constitution, we have life but precari-
ously, dependent upon the whim of the
brutal rulers of those governments who
have embraced atheistic communism; if
we have liberty at all, it is at the whim
of some government funectionaire, intent
upon taking of our sustenance in order
that the habitants of foreign shores may
live better than we, and who fails to
exercise the absolute power that gov-
ernment has wangled and decadent
judges have affirmed, to take all of our
property and all of our earnings to sat-
isfy the needs of an ever-expanding
worldwide giveaway program, designed
to enrich and strengthen our enemies
while pauperizing us; and if we may pur=
sue liberty at all, we are pursuing only
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and confiscatory taxes that are driving
our people to desperation, and whieh will
inevitably destroy our Nation just as
they have already destroyed the individ-
ual initiative that has made our country
great.

Where along the way did we lose the

freedom and independence for ourselves
in the present and the hope for our de-
scendants in the future, so carefully cre-
ated and nurtured by our valiant fore-
fathers on this continent? We have
more than once demonstrated our val-
jance in war and our magnanimity in
victory.

During the years 1941-45 our country,
rightly or wrongly, was at war, and our
people labored long and hard, and with-
out thought of themselves, to carry the
immense financial burden imposed upon
them by the necessities of their native
land, They did so gladly and cheerfully.
With victory in Europe and Japan, our
people continued giving of their suste-
nance without complaint in order that
the enemies they had just made pros-
trate might have food and drink and
continue to live. But now some 14 years
have elapsed, during which the people
of the United States of America have
carried the financial burdens of most of
the world, and with what results? In
1940, before we began our wasteful giv-
ing, we had friends all over the world.
Today we have hardly a friend outside
our own hemisphere.
~ But even with this dismal background
our thoughtless leaders in our National
Capital now propose to tax our people
even more grievously and to assume now
the additional burden of the support of
the uncounted masses of the great land
mass of Asia. What fools we are. If our
generosity made only enemies among
the Christian peoples of Europe, by what
logic may we expect friends as a result
of foolish give-aways in hostile, non-
Christian lands?

Our great Constitution guarantees us
the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit
of happiness. All of these guaranties
become meaningless in the face of illegal
and confiscatory taxes. We could serve
the cause of communism no better by
sending them vast shiploads of arma-
ments than we do by senseless spending
ourselves into chaos and mnational
bankruptey.

Too long have we played the fool. Our
national survival depends upon a sane
reappraisal of the policies of folly that
have made our continued existence a
serious guestion at this tense moment of
history.

And now, Mr. Speaker, I tender the
letter from my fellow citizen of our won-
derful State of Louisiana, Mr. Bluford
H. J. Balter, the letter which was the
inspiration for this address, and I ask
that it be made a part of this address
and take its place in the historical ar-
chives of our great Nation as witness to
the fact that in our great land of the
United States of North America the
humble citizen as well as the statesman
is aggressively determined that our free
land shall survive and that our descend-
ants shall enjoy, under our Lord and
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an unobtainable myth, made unobtain- -
able by unreasonable, unconstitutional,

Saviour Jesus Christ, that freedom and

liberty to which we ourselves were born -

and which we are obligated to hand on
to them undefiled.

New OrLEANSs, U. S. A, January I, 1955,
Hon. Georce 8. Lowng,

United States Represenetative from the

Eighth Louisiana Congressional Dis--

trict, House Office Building, Washing-
ton, D. C.

DeAr CoONGRESSMAN: Exercising that in-
alienable right of free men to petition their
government for redress of wrongs, as guaran-
teed by your illustrious predecessors gathered

in constituent assembly to frame the Con--

stitution of the United States, I now address
you and implore you to save the very exist-
ence of our beloved Nation.

The Declaration of Independence, that

great document by means of which our an-
cestors cast the die for freedom rather than
tyranny, promises to us, as inalienable rights,
“life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness.”

After the bitter struggle for independence
was won, that promise was made reality in
the Bill of Rights comprising the first 10
amendments to the Constitution, and espe-
cially the due-process requirement of the
fifth amendment.

Living under the Bill of Rights from 1789
to 1913, the United States of North America
attained the highest standard of wealth, of
living, and of culture that the world of man
has ever known.

Then an iniguitous blight was Impressed
upon our constitutional system, the 16th
amendment, declaring, in effect, that all the
earnings of the citizen belonged not to him,
but to the Government. Whatever amount
of his earnings he was allowed to keep was

by the grace of his all-powerful Government-

and not by reason of his natural and in-
allenable rights.

The 16th amendment had within itself the
seeds that have now turned a proud Nation
of free men into a Nation of ignominious
slaves and regimented robots. The graft and
corruption in high placzr, the mink coats and
the freezers, yes, even the alleged action of
Alger Hiss, Harry White, Willlam Remington,
and the Rosenbergs, as documented by the
House Un-American Activities Committee, all
are byproducts of a Nation of slaves, a people
devoid of all hope of ever living in the blessed
light of freedom and exercising the dignity
inherently possessed and rightly expressed by
all men who live not under tyranny.

For 14 years our people have supported
from their earnings most of the rest of the
World. During the great war that ended in
1945, they did so gladly; at the end of the
decade that has since elapsed, they find the
burden intolerable and the proposal to spend
untold billions upon the teeming masses of
Asia unthinkable.

History will hold to stern account the
84th Congress of these United States. It is
to you that we look for the restoration of
freedom and sanity in our beloved Nation.
If you continue giving of our wealth and
earnings to ungrateful and indifferent Euro-
peans who give us only hate and ridicule in
return and if you saddle us with the burden
of supporting hordes of atheistic Asians, then
truly we shall die as a free nation. If you
take the first step toward returning us to
sanity and Americanism, then shall you see
a miracle among us, If you will but restore
to us the right to use the fruits of our labor
and our undertakings as we choose, limiting
the arbitrary power of government to con-
fiscate our wealth to some reasonable and
predetermined amount, then shall you see
American initiative and ingenuity come to
the fore agaln and raise our living standards
and our national prosperity to such un-
dreamed-of heights that the rest of the
world will live better than it ever has on the
mere byproducts of American civilization.

January 10

Members of the 84th Congress:

If you fall us we die. If we die you and
the hopes of mankind everywhere die with
us

Respectfully submitted.
Brurorp H. J. BALTER,
Balter Building,
New Orleans, La.

The Late Kenneth Charles Morton Sills.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

HON. ROBERT HALE

OF MAINE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr. HALE. Mr. Speaker, I have asked
for this time to memorialize, briefly as
I know I must, the life and services of a
citizen of Maine who died on November
15last. Irefer to Kenneth Charles Mor-
ton Sills, president emeritus of Bowdoin.
College, one of the best known and best
loved men who ever lived in our State.

- Born in Halifax, Nova Scotia, on De-
cember 5, 1879, he came to Portland,
Maine, with his parents in the year fol-
lowing. His father was for several years
dean of St. Luke's Episcopal Cathedral in
Portland. Kenneth Sills graduated from
Bowdoin in 1901. He returned in 1503 as
instructor for a single year in classics
and English. He came back to the col-
lege again in 1906, to teach Latin, and
remained at the college until his retire-
ment in 1952. As it heppens, I was a
freshman at Bowdoin in 1906 and from
the day of his advent to the college down
to the moment of his death I was his
devoted and admiring friend.

In 1910 Mr. Sills became dean of the
college, in 1917, acting president, and in
1918, president. His services as presi-
dent terminated with his retirement
at the close of the academic year in 1952.
For the rest of his life he was president
emeritus. In the later years of his in-
cumbency as president of Bowdoin, he
was senior in point of service to most of
the college presidents in the country.
His judgment was sought and followed
by educators everywhere. After his offi-
cial retirement in 1952, he was constantly
active in the cause of education and in
an endless succession of good works.

I shall attempt no lengthy biographi-
cal sketch of former President Sills, nor
shall I list his honors academic or other-
wise. I should have made these remarks
more seasonably had not the House been
in recess at the time of his death, and
thereafter until this month.

Kenneth Sills was above all an educa-
tor, concerned with the great responsi-
bility of helping immature minds to be=
come mature—of making boys into effec-
tive men. He believed in the liberal arts
and in the humanities. In his life he
exemplified the famous words of Ter-
ence, “Homo sum, humani nihil a me
alienum puto.”

As president of Bowdoin College for 34
years and a member of its faculty for
an even longer period, Kenneth Sills
naturally left a strong impress on the
college. No one who attended it in all
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those years will gainsay his influence on
the college and few will gainsay his in-
fluence on their own individual lives.
That influence was unfailingly for good.
He believed in men. He believed in men’s
hearts, and in their intellects.

Although we was primarily an edu-
cator his mind, like all first-rate minds,
wandered into many fields and illumined
whatever it touched. It goes almost
without saying that he took an acute
interest in everything that went on in
the world about him. He was deeply
concerned with the government of his
State and of his ‘Nation. A lifelong
Democrat, and his party’s candidate for
the United States Senate in 1916, he
was nevertheless no narrow or hide-
bound partisan. Though he had not the
temperament of the professional re-
former, he was always thinking about
how things could be better done. Only
a few weeks before his death he and I
were corresponding vigorously about pos-
sible amendments to our State consti-
tution.

President Sills was a profoundly re-
ligious man. He was for many years one
of the leading laymen in the Protestant
Episcopal Church.

One cannot write about Kenneth Sills
in terms of particular things he did or
said or even of his opinions and judge-
ments. He will be most remembered by
everybody who knew him for his eapacity
for friendship, and the generosity of feel-
ing which endeared him to all with whom
he came in contact. He had a warm,
responsive nature. To the students of
the college, to its alumni, to the mem-
bers of its boards of trustees and over-
seers, he gave himself ungrudgingly.
His friendship was always stimulating.
He brought out the best in people be-
cause he believed in them. I can never
forget his kindness to me on occasions
without number and for much more than
a generation.

Also I cannot forbear to mention his
devoted wife, now left a widow. The
hearts of all his friends go out to her
in her sorrow.

Thirty-fourth Anniversary of the Tempo-
rary Establishment of Freedom in the
Armenian Republic

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
o

HON. ALVIN M. BENTLEY

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr. BENTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I un-
derstand that Friday, February 18,
marks the 34th anniversary of the tem-
porary establishment of freedom in the
Armenian Republic, a freedom which
only lasted a few months and was then
overthrown by the dictatorship of the
Soviet Union.

I am pleased to call the attention of
the House to this anniversary in view
of the often-expressed hope of the ad-
ministration and the Congress that the
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day will soon come when all subjugated
peoples now behind the Iron Curtain
will again enjoy the right of self-deter-
mination and a government of their own
choice. I, therefore, trust that the Ar-
menian people will continue to keep
alive the spirit of hope for the time when
they, too, will once again breathe the air
of freedom which they enjoyed so briefly
34 years ago.

Congress Charts a New Course for
Agriculture

EXTENSION OF REMARES

HON. SPESSARD L. HOLLAND

OF FLORIDA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, on De-
cember 15 I had the honor of delivering
an address at the annual convention of
the American Farm Bureau Federation
in New York City. I ask unanimous con-
sent that my address be incorporated in
the RECORD.

There being no objection, the address
was ordered to be printed in the REcorb,
as follows:

CoNGRESS CHARTS A NEw COURSE FOR
AGRICULTURE

(Address by Hon. Spessarp L. HorLtanDp, of
Florida)

I am happy, indeed, to be the guest of the
American Farm Bureau Federation and to
appear on your program today. I was sorry
that I was forced, by a very bad throat, to
cancel my visit with you at Chicago last year.
I count it a very special courtesy that you
have invited me a second time.

My assoclation with your splendid organi-
zation has been, to me, a succession of
pleasant and helpful experiences. At the
national level I have found my own thinking
on agricultural legislation, in most instances,
in quite close accord with your official posi-
tions, and I have frequently sought and ob-
tained valuable assistance from the members
of your exceedingly capable Washington staff,
When you have not agreed with me you have
always been courteous and tolerant.

On the State level there is no other organi-
zation besides the Florida Farm Bureau
which contains strong representation from
all branches of our highly diversified Florida
agriculture, and which can therefore speak
with such authority for the agricultural
groups in our State as a whole. In my
opinion your approach to all questions, both
National and State, has been both construc-
tive and well informed, and I look forward
to a permanent continuance of my friendly
association with you.

I am glad, too, that my appearance today
happens to be at the same time as your visit
from the Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Ben-
son. I feel that Mr. Benson has rendered
very great service to American agriculture
and that his leadership has been fundamen-
tally in the right direction. The sooner we
all realize that agricultural problems are
economic problems of great national impor-
tance and that they may never be dealt with
upon any narrow partisan basis, the better it
will be for American agriculture and for the
American people. In my judgment, Secretary
Benson's approach has been courageous and
essentially nonpartisan, and I think that
Congress has been similarly broad in its
reaction. Both Houses of Congress have
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glven Mr. Benson bipartisan support, which
is as it should be.

A noted speaker once sald that no greater
misfortune could befall any speaker than to
be on a program where everybody present
knows more about his subject than he does,
yet that is precisely the situation in which I
find myself. I shall hope, however, that my
point of view, as a legislator, may contribute
some small new light upon the problems of
American agriculture—my subject belng
“Congress Charts a New Course for Agri-
culture.”

The 83d Congress, during its 2 years,
1853 and 1954, has probably passed more
legislation than any earlier Congress which
vitally affects agriculture. It is timely to
analyze this mass of new legislation to de-
termine what has been the general philoso-
phy of this Congress in enacting laws for
agriculture, I shall leave for later discus-
sion the price-support programs, which are
included in the Agriculture Act of 1954, the
most important single law passed by us. At
this time I shall mention three general fields
of legislation which the B3d Congress evi-
dently regarded as of great importance to
agriculture.

1. EMPHASIS ON INDIVIDUAL RESPONSIBILITY

It is quite clear that the Congress placed
much emphasis on the responsibility of the
individual farmer and made available addi-
tional tools which farmers can use, either
individually or collectively, in solving their
own problems relating to the production of
their crops or to the distribution of their
crops in the American market.

The Water Facilities Act, for instance, was
expanded and enlarged so as to apply to all
areas of the Nation, rather than simply to
the arid and semiarid States of the West as
heretofore. This legislation will enable and
encourage the expansion of conservation
practices and improved use of soil and water
throughout the Nation by allowing substan-
tial loans to any Iindividual farmer or
rancher for water facilities and general con-
servation development, and much larger
loans to associations of farmers. The ex-
tended Water Facilities Act also sets up a new
program under which, in addition to direct
Government loans, many loans for these
same purposes may be insured by the Gov-
ernment, thus making commercial loans
much easier to obtain. This act should be
of great importance everywhere, but particu-
uarly in drought areas or where reclamation
or drainage is under way.

A second act which creates new tools for
the use of farm producers is the Watershed
Protection and Flood Prevention Act. Its
purpose is to recognize the fact that the Fed-
eral Government has an 1interest, in the
upper watersheds of streams, in doing those
things that go beyond ordinary soil-con-
servation practices which already receive
some repayment out of Federal funds, As
to those things which require collective
action, such as the building of dams over
the upper streams, where the guestion is
not one of direct flood control, navigation,
or waterpower, this act makes it possible
to bring about better practices above the
dams and improved conditions downstream.
This act requires an integrated community
approach to the development of small water-
sheds. The Federal Government participates
in the planning and the cost, but the work
is done and the project administered by
the local soil conservation district or some
similar public body, which must also have
State approval.

A third new measure, which gives added
encouragement to the adoption of conserva-
tion practices by farmers, is a section of the
general tax revision law wunder which,
for the first time, an income-tax deduction
is permitted to the farmer for his reason-
able cost of conservation practices up to 25
percent of his gross income.
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Additional tools are also given to various
groups of producers by two interesting
amendments of the law relating to market-
ing agreements and orders. In the case of
grapefruit producers, the law was changed
s0 as to permit the bringing of grapefruit
for canning within the terms of a market-
ing agreement which formerly could only
control grapefruit consumed as fresh fruit.
If used, this provision will afford an interest-
ing test of whether or not two-thirds of the
producers of the fruit, who are equally in-
terested in the sales price of their raw prod-
uct, regardless of whether it is to reach the
consumer in fresh form or in cans, may, with
half of the canners joining them, bring to
an end a situation under which their proc-
essed fruit has sometimes brought them
only salvage prices.

Another interesting change in the Mar-
keting Agreement Act, which is applicable
in the case of tomatoes, Irish potatoes, avo-
cados, grapefruit and other fruits and vege-
tables which meet with direct competition
from fresh foreign imports, should make the
marketing agreements and orders much more
useful by applying to imported competitive
products the same standards of grade, size,
quality and maturity which the marketing
agreements impose on the domestic products.

Still another change in the law which
makes the farmers much more the masters
of their own destiny than heretofore is
that by which the Farm Credit Administra-
tion is taken out of the Department of
Agriculture and made an independent agency
governed by a board of 13 members, of whom
12 are named from lists nominated by the
farmers who make up the various regional
farm credit organizations.

To close on this point, it seems clear to me
that the changes in law which I have men-
tioned, and others which were enacted by
the 83d Congress, greatly accentuate both
the responsibility and the opportunity of
farmers to handle their own problems and
also greatly increase the effectiveness of the
various helpful tools and devices which are
given to them by Federal law.

2, EXPANSION OF RESEARCH

I am sure that every American farmer
knows that not only the 83d Congress, but
also the present national administration, has
placed great emphasis on the expansion of
agricultural research and education. This
step is in complete accord with the recogni-
tion of greater individual responsibility for
the farmers, as already mentioned, and is
the best method of developing new informa-
tion which, when passed on to individual
farmers, should enable them to produce more
economically, more abundantly, and in high-
er gquality, thus giving them increased op-
portunity to solve their own problems. The
plan of reorganization for the Department of
Agriculture which was developed by the
present administration and approved by Con-
gress combines into one major division—
called the Agricultural Research Service—the
many agricultural research activities which
had been scattered through various divisions
under the earlier hodgepodge organization.
The fixing of responsibility in one place, as
well as the assignment of major importance
to the Research Service, properly reflect added
emphasis upon the benefits of research as
well as upon the educational process by
which the new information is communicated
to the farmers.

To keep in step with the increased empha-
sis given to research activities, the Congress
appropriated for the current fiscal year 1955
increased funds for research in the amount
of $12,311,000 above filscal year 1954, much
of which is for expanded work in the State
experiment stations, and also increased funds
for education in the amount of $8,248,000,
most of which goes to the Federal-State
Agricultural Extension Service, making a to=-
tal Federal increase of more than $20%; mil-
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lion for research and education above the
amounts appropriated for last year.

In a further effort to assist the Depart-
ment of Agriculture in the fleld of research,
a bill was passed in the second session of
the 83d Congress which authorized the De-
partment of Agriculture to contract with pri=-
vate persons and agencies for production
research, which relates to growing crops in
the fields, plant diseases, etc. The Depart-
ment had already been authorized in the Re-
search and Marketing Act of 1946 to contract
for utilization and marketing research and
presently is contracting approximately $1,-
700,000 in this research, and now that the
contract authority is extended to include
production research, the amount of con-
tracted research should increase substan-
tially to the benefit of all agriculture.

It is my feeling that the important new
emphasis which has been placed on research
activities by the 83d Congress will be fur-
ther expanded in the future, since the bene-
fits of research have been so pronounced
in the past, and since there can be no pos-
sible question as to the propriety of organiz-
ing, operating, and financing increased re-
search activities by Government. Individ-
ual farmers and even groups of farmers are
rarely in position to handle research pro-
grams adequately, and it is inconceivable to
ms2 that there should be any difference of
opinion on the fact that we are on sound
ground in enlarging the research program
for the Federal Government, as well as in
its cooperation with the several States, and
in expanding the educational machinery by
which the benefits of research may be
promptly communicated to individual farm-
ers so that they may make effective use of
new and valuable information. This, then,
is bt another important method by which
farmers are enabled to help themselves.

3. EXPANSION OF FOREIGN MARKETS FOR FARM
PRODUCTS

One of the most important fields of new
legislation enacted by the 83d Congress is
that of expanding the use of our agricul-
tural products in foreign markets. Agricul-
ture has been acutely conscious of the fact
that the major part of the loss in the export
trade of our Nation in recent years has fallen
on agriculture, despite the fact that many
friendly peoples have actual need of our
products.

One important accomplishment was the
transfer of agricultural attachés in our for-
eign Embassies from the State Department
to the Department of Agriculture. We have
had many disappointing experiences in re-
cent years growing out of the fact that the
agricultural attachés have been completely
controlled by the Department of State. It
is, of course, true that the State Department
is unfamiliar with agricultural problems and
that it has the heavy burden of handling
many problems which relate directly to its
primary fleld of foreign diplomatic relations.
Nevertheless, our agricultural people have
been keenly disappointed that they have
been unable to take advantage of promising
openings in foreign markets, particularly for
the greater export of perishable commodities.
Now it will be possible, I hope, for such mat-
ters to receive prompt and sympathetic
handling by persons experienced in agricul-
tural trade, and I am confident that our for-
eign markets will be enlarged thereby.

There are now 59 agricultural attachés
assigned to 44 posts in 42 countries. They
will continue to be stationed at our Em-
bassies, but their activities will be reported
directly to the Department of Agriculture,
and they will devote their full time to rep-
resenting United States agriculture. I am
sorry to hear that already there is some indi-
cation that State Department redtape is re-
appearing, and I think we should be most
diligent to prevent the thwarting of the com-
pletely clear intent of Congress in this
matter.
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The extension of the International Wheat
Agreement and the inclusion in the new
Mutual Security Act of 1954 of a provision
earmarking $350 million to finance the ex-
port and sale of surplus agricultural prod-
ucts both constitute important machinery
for the disposal abroad of substantial addi-
tional amounts of American wheat and other
American farm products.

Perhaps the major effort of the 83d Con-
gress, however, in the field of expansion of
foreign markets was the enactment of the
Agricultural Trade Development and Assist-
ance Act, which makes available for a 3-year
period the sum of $1 billion for the expan-
sion of foreign use of our agricultural prod-
ucts. Of this, $700 million is provided to
expedite the acceptance of foreign currency
for our products by allowing the Federal
Government to absorb the difference in ex-
change, a factor which has heretofore dis-
couraged the sale of our farm products to
foreign nations whose currencies were softer
than ours. A major difficulty we have ex-
perienced heretofore has been not to find
markets, but to absorb the loss required by
unfavorable exchange rates.

To a certain degree, this large sum will
represent a new subsidy of our foreign agri-
cultural exports, but much of the invest-
ment will not be lost in view of the fact that
we have need for foreign exchange in con-
nection with the maintenance of our mili-
tary forces, our embassies, and other activi-
ties in many friendly forelgn nations and
also in the purchase of needed strategic ma-
terials. And so we have strong hope that
this Federal financing of §700 million to in-
crease the use of agricultural commodities
for export will enable our Nation to sell
more of its surpluses and our private trad-
ers to trade more effectively with foreign
nations by allowing the Federal Government
to absorb the loss resulting from unfavor-
able exchange rates.

I am happy to report that the Department
of Agriculture is pushing this program and,
with the cooperation of the State Depart-
ment, is now negotiating with various na-
tions under the authority of this law. In
November it was announced that Turkey
was the first to sign a surplus disposal com-
modity agreement, which provided for Tur-
key to take $35'2 million of our surplus
wheat and feed grains. At about the same
time the Department announced the de=-
tails of a #85 million surplus commodity
program for Japan. I hear that similar ne-
gotiations are nearing completion with
Pakistan and Yugoslavia,

The remaining 300 million under the Ag-
ricultural Trade Development Act, available,
also, for the next 3 years, will permit the
President to use our own surplus commodi-
ties in sald amount in doing errands of
mercy, or of strategic national .mportance,
such as those which we have done in East
Germany, Pakistan, and India. The Presi-
dent may donate commodities from our
overabundance if he determines that such
will alleviate human suffering, or will serve
our cause in our worldwide conflict with
communism.

Still another program coming out of the
83d Congress may not have heen noticed by
you. We made an appropriation of 86 mil-
lion at the request of the President, which
is to be used to give our agricultural and
other industries the opportunity to exhibit
in trade fairs all over the world in an effort
to show foreign purchasers what great things
are being accomplished through American
genius. In his message, the President stated
that he hoped to go into not less than 30 of
the 75 great trade fairs which are to be held
this year. Our Florida delegation has asked
for processed citrus to be represented in these
fairs because we are proud of the progress
which we have made in citrus processing and
want our achievements to be better under-
stood by the rest of the world. I am sure
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that there are similar values in various other
industries represented by this great group
of producers which would justify exhibits in

* other lands so that the people there may be
more impressed by the fact that free men
know how to get things done.

Then, too, our program is expanding for
the export of agricultural products through
the payment of subsidies from section 32
funds. I shall not enlarge upon this subject,
but will say that large sums of money are
still available for such use and that they are
being helpfully utilized in greater measure
than heretofore. %

I am sure that all of you recognize that
the very large program for the expansion of
our exports of agricultural products, which
is covered by the measures which I have
mentioned and by other acts of the Congress,
represents an aggressive and extremely
worthwhile effort through which the Nation
should enlarge its disposal of surplus com-
modities acquired under its price-support
programs, and at the same time private
initiative will be encouraged, through the
use of these new tools, to vastly enlarge its
activities in foreign markets. It seems self-
evident that much further expansion in this
fleld must be accomplished in the future.
The furnishing of more food and other farm
products to the people of other nations not
only serves a good domestic purpose, but. it
also enhances our standing abroad, since
there is no doubt whatever that millions of
people within our sphere of influence badly
need the food and other values which flow
from our agricultural abundance.

OUR PRICE-SUPPORT PROGRAMS

The principal agricultural measure en-
acted during the 83d Congress is, of course,
the new general price-support law, known
as the Agriculture Act of 1964, which, in
my opinion, could not have been passed
without the vigorous support of your fine
organization. I strongly commend your
leaders and particularly your president, Mr.
Kline, and your legislative counsel, Mr. Wool-
ley, for the strong and effective support
which you gave this legislation.

Except for the production of sugar, by
producers of both beets and sugarcane, this
act, taken in conjunction with the Ander-
son Act of 1949, which it amends and sup-
plements, covers all agricultural production
throughout the Nation, and is therefore of
very great importance to agriculture as a
whole, to those industries which supply
agriculture, or handle or process agricul-
tural products, and to the general public.
This act is the most exhaustive effort to
accomplish stabilization of agriculture in
time of peace that has ever been enacted
by any Congress.

So many different devices and formulas
for different branches of agriculture are set
up by the act that I can make only brief
reference to those programs which apply
to the principal agricultural groups. I men-
tion first the program for wool, under which
production payments are authorized at a
rate not to exceed 110 percent of parity.
Since wool is a storable product, of high
strategic importance, and since we produce
only a fraction of what we need for our own
use, this wool program must be strongly
differentiated from the other programs
which deal with major crops which are al-
ready in surplus production or could guickly
become in surplus. As to wool alone, we
are endeavoring to substantially increase our
domestic production.

In the case of only one of the so-called
basic crops, tobacco, was the high rigid price
support of 80 percent continued as embraced
in earlier law. There are compelling rea-
sons for this distinction between tobacco
and the other basic crops, chief of which is
that tobacco has become such an important
crop from the standpoint of the vast public
revenue from excise taxes which it makes
available to the Federal Government, the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSE

States, and the municipalities. It Is now a
matter of important national concern that
a fairly constant level of tobacco production
shall continue without heavy surplus or
deficit, and that the producers of tobacco
shall have a stable economy so that there
will be minimum fluctuation of the volume
of tobacco production. You know, I am sure,
that the annual tax revenue derived from
tobacco is about $214 billion, which is about
equal to the farm price for a bumper crop of
wheat. The 83d Congress increased the pen-
alty for the overplanting of tobacco, but
otherwise left the 90 percent rigid price sup-
port structure undisturbed, with all of its
regulations and controls.

In the case of the other five basic com-
modities, wheat, cotton, corn, rice, and pea-
nuts, the rigid 90 percent price support pro-
gram was replaced by a flexible support base,
which is at the rate of 8215 to 90 percent of
parity for 1955 and 75 to 90 percent in sub-
sequent years.

Of course this return to a flexible price
support base was the issue which produced
the heaviest controversy, and which also
proved to be most highly emotional. I can-
not ai this time discuss in detail this grave
issue, with which I am sure most of you are
completely familiar. Suffice it to say that
until World War II flexible price supports
had been regarded as the proper and most
helpful approach. The 1938 law, which was
the most generous peacetime law on the
books, prescribed a support program at from
52 to 75 percent of parity. The 90 percent
rigid price support program was a war device
which was designed to greatly increase pro-
duction to meet war needs, and which accom-
plished that end.

When extended into peacetime, the high
rigid price support program continued this
greatly increased production, which rapidly
created large surpluses in the hands of the
Government. The losses sustained by the
Government in connection with these sur-
pluses became heavy and even greater losses
were impending. The warehouse expense to
the Government for storing surpluses
reached about three-quarters of a million
dollars a day. The confidence of the gen=-
eral public and of large segments of agricul-
ture which produce nonbasic supported
crops or unsupported crops was also greatly
impaired, and dangerous divisions appeared
among agricultural leaders and groups.

It seemed clear to me and apparently to
the majority of Congress that restoration of
a peacetime flexible price support program
had become of primary importance, from the
points of view of protecting agriculture itself
and of being fair to the general public. A
flexible price support program had been
voted by Congress in 1948 and again in 1949,
but its effect had been postponed in recent
years. Furthermore, the measure which we
enacted this year has for its minimum or
floor rate 75 percent of parity, which was the
ceiling or highest rate under the 1938 law.
It seems to me that this fact alone increases
the inducement to farmers to reasonably
control their production rather than to con-
tinue excessive production in order to sell
their products to Uncle Sam.

Three other features in the new law were
of maximum effect in their application to
these five basic commodities, though they
also apply to other crops. These three fea-
tures are, first, the gradual transfer to mod-
ernized parity so as to bring the computa-
tion to the immediate past rather than to
leave it in the unrealistic, remote past, under
which it had generally been based on prices
obtaining from 1910 to 1914; second, the pro-
vision for so-called set-asides which oper-
ate to remove substantial quantities of the
surpluses from consideration in figuring the
current carryover of supplies for price sup-
port purposes; and third, the provision for
control of acreage which will be diverted
from the excessive amounts of land which
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were being used in the production of the
surplus crops, particularly wheat, corn, and
cotton. It is obvious., I think, that these
three major provisions in the new law were
designed to make the law more reasonable,
to cushion the impact of the application of
the flexible price support structure to the
five basic crops which were affected, and to
glve greater protection to that vast mum-
ber of agricultural producers who do mnot
produce either the basic crops or any other
price-supported commodity. In passing, I
think it is necessary that we shall always
remember that the value of the five basic
crops now affected by the flexible program
is less than 20 percent—Iless than one-fifth—
of the total value of our national agricul-
tural production.

It is obvious that the flexible program will
allow, at least in part, for essential differences
among the several basic crops which were
not being recognized under the rigid price
support program, and this is highly impor-
tant. Each basic commodity has peculiar
characteristics or unique competition which
sets it apart from other basics and from
other crops in general, and require for it a
distinetive support program. To some ex-
tent flexible price supports should allow for
these differences. Flexible supports should
also greatly increase the responsibility of
farm groups which produce basic crops to
better adjust their production to the needs
of the market and to bring to an end the
recent excessive production and dumping
on the Federal Government which has given
the whole price-support program a black eye
and has threatened its very existence.

Many hours could be spent in discussing
details of price support for milk and milk
products, which presented one of our most
perplexing problems. These commodities
were not price-supported until wartime, but
thereafter the 90-percent support rate was
allowed them for some years even though
they did not come within the basies, nor
within any group on which a rigid 90-percent
support was ever contemplated. Milk prod-
ucts are, in some respects, much like Irish
potatoes and eggs, on both of which price-
support programs proved to be so expensive,
so wasteful and so indefensible that those
programs were abolished.

Dairy products present a spotty problem,
existing on a large scale in relatively few
areas where generally local production great-
1y exceeds the demands of nearby milksheds.
This problem pertains to an industry which
has not done, for itself, anything like what
it should do in decreasing costs, in research,
in better distribution and marketing, in
diversification, in advertising and in increas-
ing good will and average consumption. Too
frequently dairying has played second fiddle
to its processors.

And yet the dairy industry presents a very
large public problem, vitally affecting many
thousands of good people and numerous
splendid communities. It received much at-
tention from this last Congress and certainly
will receive much attention in the future.
The reactions of prices in the industry to the
75 percent price figure which I think was
correctly applied by Secretary Benson under
the law will be awaited with anxiety. The
Congress did not, in this field, change the
support setup under the old law because of
our feeling that the old provision fairly gives
to dairying its full recognition as compared
with other price-supported agricultural in-
dustries,

As you know we did enact several helpful
additions to the dairy products program,
apart from direct supports. And we like-
wise required an intensive study of dairy
problems by the Secretary of Agriculture and
his report and recommendation of the best
avallable support program, or alternative
programs, by January 3, 1955, which is next
month.

Frankness compels me to say that many
in Congress favor the entire abolition of
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price support for dairying—just as was true
earlier in the case of Irish potatoes and eggs.
There is certainly much public sentiment to
that effect. I personally feel that more than
any other Industry covered by the 1954 law,
dairying must show greater alertness, as well
as greater willingness and ability to help
golve its own problems than it has yet mani-
fested. I shall hope strongly to see indica-
tions of such an attitude in the near future,
and I congratulate the dairy industry on the
good beginning which it is now making.

I regret that time is lacking to discuss the
various other programs for price support
which are embraced in the new law. Suffice
it to say that this new law, together with
the Sugar Act, will afford many oportunities
for comparison and contrast of differing
types of price-support programs, some di-
rectly fixed by law and some growing out of
the administration of the law by the De-
partment of Agriculture. I am sure that
additional progress is possible, which will be
reflected in subsequent legislation or
changed administrative handling or both.
In summary there are certain observations
which I wish to make on this vastly impor-
tant field.

Pirst, products under the fiexible program
for both basics and nonbasics are not barred
by the new law from having 90 percent price
support, but to the contrary such support is
within reach, if the producers use such co-
operation and restraint in production as to
prevent the accumulation of disturbing sur-
pluses. I hope that we may never lose sight
of this open invitation to agriculture to co-
operate more fully with Government as a
good partner.

Second, though there are very great dif-
ferences of opinion in this controversial field
of price support, I hope that they may not
bring about any further postponement of
the use of the flexible price support provi-
sions. It is manifestly in the Nation’s in-
terest that a full and fair trial be given to
the flexible program, as well as to all the
other programs, so that we may have a clear
comparison of results upon which to base
future decisions. I shall strongly insist
upon such a full and fair trial. No one con-
tends for a moment that we have yet at-
tained perfection.

Third, every emphasis must be placed on
confining Government controls and regimen-
tation to a minimum and leaving the pro-
ducer the maximum amount of freedom of
action, always assigning greatest importance
to his willingness to use restraint and self-
discipline. In every program and for the
overall effort, no unnecessary curbs must be
placed on private initiative and on the op-
portunities for practical and scientific ad-
vancement by the development of more eco-
nomical production methods, improved prod-
ucts, wider consumer demand, new uses of
products, better distribution and selling and
every other improvement which can be at-
tained in the American way by keen and
ambitious producers. A frozen or static ag-
ricultural industry cannot long remain pros-
perous. We must not forget that for many
farm commodities high prosperity already
prevails, despite the absence of price sup-
port or regimentation. It is my hope that
as a result of the great and varied effort
which will be under way, and the numerous
contrasts and comparisons which will be
available, agriculture will be assisted to make
tremendous and permanent advances, but al-
ways by leaving to the individual farmers
a high degree of private initiative.

At this point, I want to say that regard-
less of strong differences of opinion which
led our Senate Committee on Agriculture to
divide, for instance, on an 8 to 7 basis on
the flexible price-support program, I recog-
nize that all members of our committee are
sincerely devoted to the cause of agricul-
tural producers and are equally anxious to
work out the best possible program for a
stabilized and prosperous agriculture. I am
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sure that this same observation applies gen-
erally to Congress as a whole, to the per-
sonnel of the Department of Agriculture, and
to all of the interested producing groups
throughout the Nation.

Surely by the combined efforts of all of
us, and by taking full advantage of all of
the new facts which will be developed in
the many and varied programs which will be
under way, we shall be able to come up with
answers which will bring sound permanent
conditions for agriculture, which will be
wholly compatible with American traditions.

Historically, American agriculture has al-
ways been one of the strongest bulwarks and
one of the proudest illustrations of what the
American system of private enterprise can
accomplish. I strongly hope, and I deeply
feel, that it must always remain such a bul-
wark and such an illustration. It is my un-
yielding conviction that only in this way
can agriculture continue to make its maxi-
mum contribution to our great American ex-
periment in self-government.

Unemployment in Pennsylvania Coal
Fields

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. DANIEL J. FLOOD

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr, FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, under leave
to extend my remarks in the REcorp, 1
include the following press release:

Congressman DanieL J. Froop, Democrat,
of Pennsylvania, expressed concern, in a
statement made today in Washington, with
the failure of the President’s state of the
Union message to deal with the chronic un-
employment problem in the coal flelds in
Pennsylvania. Congressman FLoop, who rep-
resents Luzerne County in the anthracite
coal fields in northeastern Pennsylvania,
made the following statement:

“I was terribly disappointed that the Pres-
ident, in his state of the Union speech, failed
to mention, in any way whatsoever, the
desperate economic problems which are well
known by the Government to exist as a
chronic unemployment condition, in the an-
thracite and bituminous coal fields in Penn-
sylvania, and in particular am I concerned
with this situation in the anthracite coal
fields in northeastern Pennsylvania centered
in Luzerne County.

“In his message to the joint session of the
Congress, I quote, ‘1954 was the most prosper-
ous year in our country.’ Yet in the 1954
year end, total nonfarm employment is about
1 million below the level of the previous year.
The average unemployment in 1854 was
nearly 2 million higher than in 1953.

“In Luzerne County we have over 25,000
unemployed men between the ages of 18 and
60, who are employable and eager and anxious
for jobs. Beventy-five percent of these men
are veterans of our Armed Forces. I had
hoped that the administration would recom-
mend a public-works program, on a standby
basis for the Nation at large, but for imme-
diate application to any distressed area if
and when the percenteage of unemployed to
the employable population reaches a danger
mark to be determined by the United States
Department of Labor in conjunction with all
other United States Government agencies and
State agencies which would be concerned also
with this specific problem. It is said that
the world cannot be free as long as any of its
people anywhere are slaves. I say that this
Nation cannot be considered as prosperous
as long as the Government ignores and
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refuses to help the Nation's basie fuel indus-
try and fuel potential, which is coal; and at
the same time being indisputably aware of
all the facts, fails at this time to propose and
use all its influence, the great prestige of the
President himself, to pass legislation in the
form of a public-works program to give im=-
mediate employment to all who seek em-=-
ployment in these distressed areas.

“Without going into detail, I would like to
make it clear that by public-works program
I mean an intelligent, constructive and de-
sirable plan of necessary and essential and
worthwhile projects which will contribute to
the permanent general welfare such as
schools, hospitals, sanitariums, and so forth.

“I have given much thought to this matter
and I am preparing now the necessary legis-
lation which I will introduce in the House
within the next 30 days.”

Agriculture Must Tell Its Story
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. CLIFFORD R. HOPE

OF EANSAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, under leave
to extend my own remarks in the RECORD,
I submit herewith a copy of a speech
which I made at the annual meeting of
the National Grange at Spokane, Wash.,
on November 16, 1954:

AGRICULTURE MusTt TELL ITS STORY

(Address by Hon. Crirrorp R. HorE, of
Kansas)

I greatly appreciate the honor which you
have conferred upon me by inviting me to
address this 88th sesslon of the National
Grange.

I am a member of many organizations, but
in none do I value my membership more
highly than in the Grange. I must confess
that I am not a working Grange member. I
am proud to have been a member of the
Pioneer Grange near Lakin, Eans., for more
than 20 years, but my work in Washington
makes it impossible for me to attend many
meetings. That is my loss.

In Washington I have enjoyed and profited
by my assoclation with the officers and rep-
resentatives of the National Grange at na-
tional headquarters. I have had the privi-
lege of working with three great Grange
leaders—National Master Louis J. Taber, Na-
tional Master Albert Goss, my dear friend for
many years, and now with our present able
and distinguished National Master, Herschel
Newsom, and his associates in the Washing-
ton office.

Today as always the Grange represents
the best In American rural life. During al-
most a century of service it has exerted
tremendous influence for good in the life of
farmers throughout the length and breadth
of the land.

Since 1867, the Order of Patrons of Hus-
bandry has adhered to the covenant of its
declaration of purpose so well stated in these
words: “To develop a better and higher man-
hood and womanhood among ourselves; to
enhance the comforts and attractions of our
homes and strengthen our attachments to
our pursuits; to foster mutual understanding
and cooperation; to maintain inviolate our
laws and to emulate each other in labor; to
hasten the good time coming."

There is something inspiring and stirring
in these words. They ring with a constant
reminder that while we have just pride in
the accomplishments of our fraternity, the
challenge of the work yet ahead transcends
all else.
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We are meeting here in Spokane in‘“the
midst of a critical period, both for this Na-
tion and for the world which today is divided
into armed camps in a state of cold conflict.

Bombs are not falling, but the men in the
Kremlin are frank to tell us that they are
waiting for the day when the economy of
this and other free countries will collapse;
when people will be hungry and ragged in
the streets.

On that day they hope communism will
ride triumphantly over freedom.

I do not know whether we can keep Russia
from dropping bombs on this country. I do
know our best hope is to maintain a position
of strength.

That means not only military strength,
even more important, it means economic and
moral strength.

I sincerely believe that while we must
maintain our defenses in a military way, our
greatest protection against Communist dom-
ination throughout the world lies in the field
of economic and moral strength.

Even more than on force, the Kremlin is
betting that America does not have the eco-
nomic and moral strength to win a cold war.

This puts a great responsibility upon the
men and women who live and work on the
farms of our country.

Historically, we know that depressions be-
gin on the farms.

The lessons of history teach us also that
the moral strength of every nation has found
its greatest bulwark in the people living on
the land.

It is of the utmost importance, therefore,
that agriculture in this country remain the
strong economic and moral force that it has
been in the past.

Whether it does or not constitutes a great
challenge to such an organization as the Na-
tional Grange, because all is not well with
agriculture. For several years past our na-
tional income as a whole has been increas-
ing; our population is growing by leaps and
bounds; but at the same time farm income
is declining and people are leaving the land.

A hundred years ago almost 70 percent of
our people were farmers, and even as late as
1910 a third of them were directly engaged
in agriculture. Today less than 14 percent
live and work on our farms.

It is a great tribute to the industry and
efficiency of our farmers, however, that, al-
though their numbers have been declining
both relatively and actually, since 1039 we
have increased our over-all agricultural pro-
duction by more than 40 percent.

This has enabled us to not only take care
of the needs of an increasing population for
food and fiber, but it has enabled us also to
carry on a great moral and economic battle
agalnst communism because we have had
food and fiber to feed and clothe hungry and
distressed people in all parts of the world.

If we win the cold war the part played by
the farmers of America will stand out in bold
relief.

Along with the decline of agricultural pop-
ulation great changes have taken place in
the whole economic structure of agriculture.

Until comparatively recently farming was
largely a self-contained industry. The farm
itself produced most of the family food;
woodlots and forests most of the fuel; horses
and oxen produced on the farm furnished
the power. They were fueled by hay and
grain grown on the farm. The farm pro-
duced itz own fertilizer.

There was little expense for hired labor,
because families were large, and work was
interchanged with neighbors,

Taxes were negligible,

Capital Investment was low.

Interest charges were unimportant.

In other words, until comparatively recent
times the farmer had little need for cash
income.

Contrast that with the sltuation of the
farmer today—not only the big farmer and
the medium-sized farmer, but even the little
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farmer requires a heavy cash outlay to carry
on his operations.

He must purchase his power on the farm
in the form of tractors and other equipment.

He must buy gasoline and distillate as fuel.

He must buy fertilizer.

Hired labor is costly, if he can get it.

His large investment in plant and equip-
ment, and necessary working capital makes
interest charges an important item.

He has a heavy outlay for insurance and
taxes.

In other words, the farmer today is in the
same position as any other businessman.

He must have substantial cash receipts to
meet his current operating expenses, and his
prices must be high enough to pay for these
charges and lay aside a reserve for deprecia-
tion, to say nothing of the reasonable profit
to which he is entitled as legitimately as any
other businessman.

So while the market price of farm products
may have been unimportant in the past,
today it is everything and it determines
whether or not a farmer is going to be able
to stay in business.

Thus one of the greatest if not the great-
est problems of the farmer is to have some-
thing to say about the prices of the things
he buys and the things he sells.

With few exceptions his costs are deter-
mined by someone else. He has no bargain-
ing power to enable him to reduce them,

If he consumes electric power, the price
is fixed by a public commission.

The wages of his hired labor are fixed by
competition with industrial enterprises where
wages, hours, and working conditions are
determined by collective bargaining between
well entrenched labor unions and industries
which can pass high labor costs on to con-
sumers.

His taxes, his transportation costs in get-
ting his products to market centers, his in-
surance rates are all fixed by the action of

_State and Federal agencies.

The price of his fue', his fertilizer, and
his farm machinery and equipment is not
the subject of bargaining as far as he is
concerned.

He pays what the seller demands.

On the other hand, with certain unimpor-
tant exceptions, and in the absence of help
from farm programs the farmer has nothing
to say about the price of his products. If he
ships his cattle and hogs to Kansas City or
Chicago he takes what the buyers offer him,
and they all offer him substantially the same.

His alternative is to ship his livestock home
again.

When he takes his grain to market he
doesn’t say how much he will take for it.

He says, “"How much will you give me?"”

Furthermore, the farmer is subject to all
the vagaries of the weather as well as the
destructive effects of plant diseases and in-
sect pests. These factors very largely deter-
mine his yields, and his unit cost of pro-
duction depends upon the yield.

His corn may make 80 bushels an acre
one year and 40 bushels the next. In the
latter case, assuming that his expenses are
the same, the cost per bushel is twice as
much as it was In the previous year.

That is not to say that good farming does
not pay or that efliciency does not reduce
costs. The point is that no farmer can tell
in advance what his costs are going to be.

What other businessman could stay in
business if his costs and selling prices were
determined by someone else and the quan-
tity and quality of his product was deter-
mined in most cases by weather and other
factors beyond his control?

It is the recognition of these facts which
has brought about Government farm pro-
grams in recent years., The fundamental
purpose of these programs has been to en-
able farmers to maintain some balance be-
tween supply and demand in connection with
the marketing of their products.
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Most of these programs have been on a
trial and error basis. We have been dealing
with something new, and have had to feel
our way as we went along, but they have
been reasonably successful. Changes have
been made as we went along, and a consid-
erable variety of programs has been devel-
oped.

I do not want at this time to get into
the controversy over price-support programs
except to say that experience has demon-
strated as we have gone along that the
Grange position is right, and that our great-
est mistake as far as farm programs is con-
cerned, is to attempt to apply one magic
formula, one cure-all, that will answer the
problems of all agricultural products.

Furthermore, I think we have to recog-
nize that there are some commodities which
do not adapt themselves to direct price-
support programs.

That great man in agriculture, Albert Goss,
warned us years ago that there is no such
cure-all and that there are almost as many
problems as there are commodities.

I remember he used to tell our committee
that just as we can't cure appendicitis with
castor oil or smallpox with surgery, we must
have a bag full of remedies as a country
doctor carries a bag full of different pills, so
to speak.

Our experience has demonstrated the value
of attempting to tallor a program to meet
the needs of a particular commodity.

Take the case of sugar, with which many
of you are familiar. The sugar program
stands by itself. It was worked out to meet
the particular needs of that commodity, and
it has worked more successfully, perhaps,
than any other program.

The same can be sald of the tobacco pro-
gram. Ninety-percent price supports with
strict controls have worked so well on that
commodity that practically everyone has
agreed—no matter what his views might be
as to other commodities—that such a pro-
gram should be continued for tobacco.

In the last Congress, recognizing the fact
that wool has peculiar problems of its own,
we set up a wool program to meet the needs
of that commodity.

All of this is in accord with the views ex-
pressed by President Eisenhower in his mes-
sage to Congress on January 11, 1954, en-
titled “Recommendations Affecting the Na-
tion's Agriculture.”

In that message he said, and I quote: “No
single program can apply uniformly to the
whole farm industry. Some farm products
are perishable, some are not; some farms
consume the products of other farms; some
foods and fibers we export, some we import.
A comprehensive farm program must be
adaptable to these and other differences, and
yet not penalize one group of farmers in
order to benefit another.”

In the farm bill which the House Commit-
tee on Agriculture reported to the House, we
carried out the policy recommended by the
President in this regard. That is, we pro-
vided for keeping tobacco supports at 90
percent of parity with strict controls. We
set up a separate program on wool. We did
not deal with the sugar program because
that has always been carried out as separate
legislation.

But we went further than this in apply-
ing the principle laid down oy the President,
in that we set up a plan for wheat along the
lines of the cerificate form of a two-price
system.

We set up some special provisions for the
dairy industry and directed the Department
of Agriculture to make a study of two price
plans for rice.

The Senate did not go along with us with
respect to the new program for wheat, nor
with most of our provisions relating to the
dairy industy.

In conference we were able to keep many
of the dairy provisions, however; among
them & provision directing the Secretary o
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make a special study of dairy price-support
programs, including the self-help plan pro-
posed by dairy producers.

The final form of the bill also contained
the direction to the Department of Agricul-
ture to make a study of a two-price system
for rice.

In these matters we had the invaluable
support of your great leader, Herschel New-
som, one of America’s greatest farm leaders
of all times, who speaks with a strong, clear
voice on all agricultural problem-.

To sum it up, I feel, that while agricul-
ture in the overall may be one big industry,
contained in it are a great many smaller in-
-dustries, some of which are in a degree in
conflict with each other.

No one plan can meet all of the many
problems.

In the overall program, we must keep and
use the best tools we can devise but at the
same time we must constantly study and test
new approaches, always keeping in mind the
interests of both farmers and all of our
citizens.

Personally, I want to use fixed supports
when fixed supports work best. I want to
use flexible supports in areas where they
work best. I want to employ marketing
agreements and orders where they work best.

I want to manage and remove surpluses in
such a way as will be in the best interests of
farmers, consumers, and taxpayers.

However, while I feel we should be flexible
as to the tools and methods that we use, in
our objectives where agriculture and the
good of this country are concerned, we
should be rigid and inflexible.

What I want to see is economic equality;
that is, a fair share of the national income
for agriculture. I believe that this is only
simple justice, and furthermore I am con-
vinced that the health of the whole economy
and the well-being of all our people depend
upon it.

There are of course many vital Govern-
ment programs in agriculture besides those
relating to price supports, including soil and
water conservation, adequate credit, re-
search, education, cooperative marketing,
expansion of markets, crop insurance, rural
electrification and telephones and many
more.

I shall not go into them at this time, but
there is one thing we must stress in all of
our programs: that is the encouragement
and preservation of the family type farm.

‘We hear too much talk now about getting
rid of the so-called inefficient farmer, of con-
solidating his land with somebody else’s and
sending him to town to look for a job. I am
afraid this may cause some people to be-
lieve that a small farmer is an inefficient
farmer. Quite often the case is drectly the
contrary.

One great motivation, one of the strengths
of our free-enterprise system, is the hope
of every young man that some day as a re-
ward for his labor and frugality he may have
his own farm or his own small business.

We have long since realized the dangers
of monopoly in business through enactment
of our antitrust laws. It is equally as im-
portant that we protect the opportunities
for individual ownership in agriculture.

Bo it would behoove all of us to talk less
of ligquidating the so-called inefficient farmer
and put greater emphasis on improving the
position of the family farm. We should do
everything possible to improve and adapt
machines, methods, and programs to make
this the most productive and prosperous unit
of agriculture. Otherwise we will be losing
one of our greatest moral assets, both in
agriculture and in the Nation.

I mentioned a while ago that those en-
gaged in agriculture now represent less than
14 percent of our population. That poses a
real danger for agriculture, because it means
that only a comparatively small number of
our people understand its problems. And so
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great have been the changes in agriculture
that even men and women who grew up on
farms a generation ago and have since gone
to the cities know little about agriculture
and its problems today.

I think it is entirely possible that at least
80 percent of the people of this country have
little or no knowledge of the problems which
now confront the farmers of this country.
This is & dangerous situation because the
farmer must depend upon the understand-
ing of the people in the cities if he is to ob-
tain economic equality and justice through
fair and just laws and economic policy.

Moreover there seem to be influences at
work that tend to separate the interests of
rural and urban peoples, and which are even
building conflicts among the farmers them-
selves.

Our Committee on Agriculture took note
of this in presenting to the House the Agri-
cultural Act of 1954, when in our report
we said, “the committee deplores any tend-
ency in the consideration of farm programs
toward a separation of the interests of the
farmers and our great consuming population
of the cities. These interests are one and
the same. They are inseparable. Stability
of agriculture is equally as important to ur-
ban people as to people on farms.”

Many thousands of fine people whom we
respect differ with us on the nature or even
the need of a farm program.

They are intelligent people.

They are fairminded people.

But they have been misinformed.

We of agriculture are largely at fault be-
cause we have the poorest public relations
of any large group in our national life. That
is the situation which must be changed not
only in the interest of agriculture but of the
country as well.

Frankly I am amazed at some of the mis-
conceptions which exist in the minds of non-
farmers with respect to farming.

There is no use denying that this mis-
information exists.

What we must do—all of us who are in-
terested in agriculture—is to frankly face the
situation and then take steps to bulld up
better public relations for the farmers of
this country.

It isn't a difficult thing to do provided
we get out and do it, because all that needs
to be done to refute the erroneous impres-
sions which exist s to tell the truth—the
real truth about farmers and their problems.

What are some of the misconceptions that
we find in the minds of nonfarmers?

Well, for one thing we find an impression
among a lot of people that farmers as a class
are getting rich.

We find that there are many who think
that farm prices and food prices are high
with respect to other prices.

There are others who think that farm
programs have worked to the disadvantage
of consumers.

There are still others who are convinced
that agriculture is being subsidized in vast
amounts by the Federal Government and
that Government subsidies are exclusive to
agriculture,

Not one of these misconceptions is based
upon fact, and their very existence demon-
strates that in some way agriculture has
failed to get its story across to the country.

Take the first misconception I mentioned:
that farmers as a class are getting rich.

I know of no reason why the opportuni-
ties which other Americans have to achieve
material prosperity should not also apply to
farmers, and it is true that some farmers
through frugality and good management
have achieved a competence.

But the answer to those who think that
farmers are getting rich as compared to the
rest of the population is given by the cold
statistics compiled by the Department of
Agriculture. These fizures show that in 1953
the farm population had a per capita income
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of "$882, Including cash from marketings,
‘Government payments, value of home con-
sumption, and rental value of buildings.

For each person in the nonfarm population
the average income was §1,898.

Thus the average income of a person on the
farm is less than half of that of the average
person living off the farm.

But tell that to your nonfarm friends and
see how many of them believe it.

Now perhaps the greatest resentment
against farmers and agriculture comes from
the prevalent fallacy that farm prices and
food prices are high with respect to other
prices. Before going into that, I think it
should be pointed out that of each dollar
spent by the American housewife for do-
mestically produced food, 57 cents now goes
for processing, marketing, and transporta-
tion charges. The farmer receives 43 cents.

That figure has been going down year by
year since 1946, when the farmer's share was
52 percent and the processor's and distribu-
tor's share was 48 percent.

This is reflected in the fact, as shown by a
study made by the Committee on Agriculture,
that as of last July farm prices had fallen
approximately 19 percent since 1951 while
in contrast, retail food prices remained right
at the postwar peak.

Since 1948 the price of wheat has declined
32 percent, but the price of bread has ad-
vanced 23 percent. The amount of wheat in
& 17-cent loaf of bread comes to 23/ cents.

In June, New York and Chicago housewives
paid 25 cents per guart for milk delivered
at their doors, while farmers who supply
milk to the Chicago market received 614
cents per quart for class I milk and farmers
participating in the New York City market
received 914, cents for this milk.

Similarly, there is less than 30 cents worth
of cotton in a §3.95 cotton shirt.

In the case of tobacco, Federal, State, and
local taxes on the 1953 crop amounted to
almost three times as much as farmers re-
ceived for that part of their crop consumed
in the United States.

The Grange had something to say about
middlemen in its declaration of purpose
written in 1874 and now called the Farmers
Declaration of Independence: *“For our
business interests, we desire to bring pro-
ducers and consumers, farmers, and manu-
facturers into the most direct and friendly
relations possible, hence we must dispense
with the surplus of middlemen, not that we

"are unfriendly to them, but we do not need

them. Their surplus and their exactions
diminish our profits.”

We want no surplus of middlemen or un-
fair profits among them at the expense of
the producers on the farm. In all fairness,
however, the consumer should understand
the essential part distributors, processors,
and transporters play in the drama of food
and that much of the costs added to food
after it leaves the farms is due to the con-
sumer’s demand for better processing, new
mixtures, improved sanitation and more con-
venient and attractive packaging, plus in-
creased labor costs in processing, distribu-
tion, and marketing.

The food industry must continue to give
consumers what they want and what they
are willing to pay for. But at the same time
the industry should let consumers know that
these increased costs occur after the prod-
ucts leave the farm and do not add to the
income of the farmer.

And that brings me to the third fallacy
I mentioned a while ago, namely, that farm
programs have worked to the disadvantage
of consumers.

The fact is consumers get more and better
food today with an expenditure of a smaller
percentage of their total income than at any
other period in history.

Figures prepared by the Department of
Agriculture show that in 1929 the average
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factory worker could buy 6.4 pounds of bread
with an hour's earnings, Today the average
hour’s earning will buy 10.3 pounds,

The average hour’s wage would buy 1
pound of butter in 1929 and 2.6 pounds to-
day; 3.9 quarts of milk in 1929 and 7.9
quarts today; 1.4 dozen eggs in 1929 and 2.9
dozen today; 17.7 pounds of potatoes in 1929
and around 30 pounds today; 4.4 No. 2 cans
of tomatoes in 1929 and 10.3 cans today; 1.2
pounds of round steak in 1929 and 2 pounds
today, and so on down the list.

Our earliest farm programs began in 1929,
Thus it will be noted that this large reduc-
tion in the price of food in relation to wages
has occurred during the years of the develop-
ment of the present program, which has for
its overall aim a parity of income for agricul-
ture.

In other words, it is clear that consumers
have gotten the greatest real reductions in
prices of food and fiber during the time of
growth toward farm income stability.

And then we come to the belief that agri-
culture is being subsidized in vast amounts
by the Federal Government and to a greater
extent than other industries.

While it is the hope of all of us in agri-
culture that modifications of our programs
which will better balance supply and de-
mand, and the talloring of specific programs
to meet the needs of particular commodities,
plus improved marketing policles and prac-
tices will reduce and perhaps in time elimi-
nate most agricultural subsidies, I think we
should point out to our friends in the citlies
that the subsidy is the oldest economic prin-
ciple known in our Government, and only in
fairly recent years has it been used to any
appreciable extent to protect agriculture.

The First Congress in 1789 set up a sub-
sidy program to encourage the development
of an American merchant fleet. Many bil-
lions in subsidies have gone to business and
industry. The House Appropriations Com-
mittee in January 1954, published figures
indicating subsidies amounting to about
$45 billion have been paid to business and
to consumers during and since World War
II. A large part of this was in business re-
conversion payments,

In contrast, farm price supports and sur-
plus removal operations for the 20 years up
through 1953 cost only $3,500,000,000, or 1
percent of the value of crops and livestock
marketed,

What is the answer to all of this? I
think it has very largely with agriculture it-
self.

I think it should be the first duty of the
Department of Agriculture, of farm organi-
zations, of the farm press, and of the agri-
cultural committees in Congress to tell the
truth about agriculture and to point out to
those who are misinformed on these matters
just what the facts are.

We must plant a new crop—a universal
crop with a universal harvest—a harvest of
understanding. We must tell the people in
the cities what they do not know—tell them
of the fallaclies that tend to separate us.

Let them know that the people on the
farms have less than half the average in-
come of people who live elsewhere.

Let them know that fewer than half the
farm homes in the United States have run-
ning water. They perhaps will be surprised
at this, but it is true.

Tell them that farmers cannot conserve
their soil and maintain its fertility for fu-
ture generations unless they have adequate
incomes with which to do it.

Emphasize the social and moral values as
well as the general economic necessity of
maintaining the prosperity of the family-
size farm.

Tell our city frlends why we need the
farm program, that as an individual the
farmer has no control over the prices he re-
ceives and no adequate way of adjusting his
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production to the total market demand for
his commodities.

Ask how long our free-enterprise system
would last if all industry operated as must
the producers of major crops in agriculture
producing 11 months in the year and sell-
ing on overflowing markets at one season,
not at what producers fix as a fair price as
an industry, but at what buyers are willing
to pay.

Tell them the safety of the consuming
population requires that we have on hand
more food than can currently be used, that
this margin of safety is known as a surplus
in the market place and constantly depresses
the farmer’s prices unless we have a farm
program,

Tell them that one ecarload of potatoes on
the market in New York City—just one more
car than is needed—can depress the price of
potatoes all over the United States.

Impress upon all our friends that we must
recognize the interdependence of all seg-
ments of our economy; that what we are
talking about is a tremendous economic
problem affecting every phase of our na-
tional life; that any farm program must be
fair to farmers and consumers alike and
serve the best interests of all our people.

All of us who are interested in agriculture
must have a part in this public relations
program to convince the consumers that the
farm problem is everybody’s problem.

I know of no organization or group better
fitted to undertake leadership in such a pro-
gram than the National Grange. With its
background of almost 100 years as a great
farm organization, its record of standing for
the solid, traditional American virtues, with
the prestige that comes from generations of
wise leadership, and with the respect in
which it is held by farmers and nonfarmers
alike—the Grange and its officers and mem-=
bers can do much to bring about that sympa-
thetic understanding by everyone of the
problems of the people who live on the land.

I am sure that this is a matter which has
been given consideration and attention by
the officers and leaders of this great fra-
ternity. I am bringing it up today because
I am convinced of its urgency and impor-
tance.

It is a problem which cannot be met in a
passive way. It constitutes a challenge and
an opportunity which I am sure must appeal
to you as leaders in agriculture and as good
citizens who are striving to make a better
nation of this great land of ours,

Address of Gen. Matthew B. Ridgway
Before the West Point Society of New
York

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OF

HON. JOHN W. McCORMACK

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, the
views of Gen. Matthew B. Ridgway,
Chief of Staff, United States Army,
whenever expressed, are always worthy
of profound consideration and study.

I include in my extension an address
made by General Ridgway on December
14, 1954, in the Waldorf-Astoria Hotel,
New York City, before the West Point
Society of New York,
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Every part of his address is significant
and particularly when he said:

It is only through possession of adequafte
military strength that the efforts of the
splendid leaders of American diplomacy can
realize their fullest success.

I have stated in and out of the House
that “the strength and power of our mili-
tary force is the main avenue by and
through which our national objectives in
the field of foreign affairs is attained.”

There are many Americans, of which
I am one, who are very much concerned
with the reduction in our Army in recent
months, and particularly with the sharp
reduction proposed during the next 18
months. I have a feeling of confidence
that General Ridgway is also one of those
Americans.

It is a pleasure and a privilege for me to
be here today with you who share the deep
love of country and the ideal of service which
West Point engenders and exemplifies. The
words “duty,” “honor,” “country” express
tersely the soldier’'s ideals of purposeful serv-
ice, ennobled by high standards of personal
integrity and personal dedication. These are
times when lideals or spiritual values of the
highest type are called for, if our Nation is
to endure, and its precious heritage of free-
dom is to be preserved unimpaired. Our
Nation’s spiritual resources, more than its
material resources, will be the ultimate de-
terminant of our place in history.

Our Nation today is faced with a military
threat unique in its history. It is a threat,
though, which menaces, not our Nation
alone, but every nation outside the Com-
munist bloc. The military strength of the
Communist world is such that if it were
thrown agalnst us, an adequate defense could
only be through the combined efforts of
those free nations who see the peril for what
it is and who have therefore allied them-
selves, with their combined strength, in un-
swerving opposition to it.

The alliances that add strength to the free
world were formed in the face of this com-
mon danger. If they are to endure, they
must be nourished by mutual trust and con-
fidence arising from mutual understanding
and common interest,

These alliances, and thelr military signifi-
cance to us, form my topic today.

The military man is deeply concerned with
the strength of our alliances because he ap-
preciates full well the contributions to our
Nation’s security which such allies can make.
Our national goals of deterring war by all
honorable means, and of achieving victory
should war be thrust upon us, are best at-
tainable within a framework of eifective
alliances.

Were we as a nation to rely solely upon
our own industrial and manpower resources
to defend ourselves against the full military
strength of militant and aggressive commu-
nism, our Nation might find the task des-
perately difficult. The threat against us is
total in its maleficence, and in the varlous
areas in which its influence is being exerted—
in the psychological, economie, sociological,
diplomatic, and cultural fields—as well as in
the purely military.

Perceiving the comprehensive nature of
the defenses we must erect In all these
areas of human activity, and fully realizing
their interdependence—I should like to dis-
cuss with you some of the military implica-
tions of our alliances, and the extent to
which the security of our Natlon is bound
up with the security of our allies—how much
they contribute to our military strength, as
we contribute to theirs.

In any approach to a military problem, a
logical starting point is the military capabil-
ity of the potential adversary as revealed by
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his forces in being in reserve, and in his
capability to employ those forces against us.

The catalogue of Soviet military strength
in being is an impressive list. Briefly stated,
the Soviets have 175 divisions, and there are
& million men in the armies of European
captive states under varying degrees of So-
viet control. In addition, the Red Chinese
Army boasts 214 million men. This Soviet-
controlled ground strength, then, represents
a military force far exceeding purely de-
fensive needs. Its existence, in the light of
the clearly demonstrated aggressive policies
of the men of the Kremlin constitute a grave
threat to world peace. And not only in
ground strength, but at sea and in the air
the Soviets continue to increase the effec-
tiveness of their armed forces. The Soviet
Navy is now estimated to be the second
largest in the world with much of its
strength concentrated in submarines. In
the air the Soviets are estimated to have a
total of 20,000 active planes, with an ever=-
increasing effort devoted to the production
of jet fighters and long-range bombers, and
a continuing buildup in the air strength of
their satellites.

These formidable military forces respond
to the orders of a small clique of powerful
and ruthless men whose avowed aim is world
domination and who, on the record, respect
only force as the ultimate arbiter in the
affairs of men. Their basic philosophy,
abhorrent to us, stands revealed in historical
record by their willingness to expend human
lives on whatever scale the achievement of
their aggressive aims demands.

Now the Soviet and satellite governments
have certain military advantages which de-
rive from the physical resources they con-
trol. The have an advantage In freedom of
action which dictators always enjoy over
democratic nations responsive to public sup-
port, and to the conscience of God-fearing

ples.

The Sovlet bloc controls more than one-
fourth of the earth’s land surface. Applied
‘to military considerations, this is an ex-
tremely significant fact.

Wars are fought, not for control of the
seas or control of the air. These are but
intermediate steps toward attainment of the
final objective. That final objective is con-
“trol of land and of the people living on it.
Control of essential land areas 1s vitally nec-
essary to the effective exercise of sea and air
‘power, since seapower is dependent upon the
continued use of land bases, and air forces
upon the continued availability of landing
flelds. I scarcely need point out, however,
the essential role of sea and air power in
modern war, particularly in our case, with a
continent to defend and worldwide allies to
support. Yet, I do wish to put in clear and
proper perspective the vital role of land pow-
‘er and the decisive instruments of land
power—ground forces or armies—in the sum
total of armed strength.

The more land an aggressive force controls,
the more sea, air, and land power it can
sustain. With the land comes the food for
‘the armed force, the steel and coal to forge
its weapons, the oil to power its engines of
war, the industrial capacity to enlarge its
warmaking potential, the manpower to labor
for its aggrandizement. Moreover, with con-
guered land comes space to add depth to the
defense of an aggressor's homeland from re-
taliation.

It is not only that more land, with all the
resources of that land, becomes available to
strengthen the aggressor, the conquered
‘land, and the people on it, are unable to join
with those powers which would normally be
its allles. Thus, to the extent an aggressor
can establish and maintain his control, the
conquest of more land strengthens and
enlarges his capabilities for further aggres-
sion, while simultaneously weakening the
capabilities of every other power successfully
to resist him.

At present, Eremlin-led Communist con-
trol is exarcized over some 800 million human
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beings—roughly, one-third of the earth’s
population, inhabiting one-quarter of its
land surface. Beyond the periphery, this
force continues to infiltrate and attempt to
subvert the governments of free countries.
It seeks to exploit every weakness. Those
who direct it have only too often stated their
basic aim of world domination, and the pat-
tern of their deeds continues clearly to sup-
port their words. They would, if able, de-
stroy the institutions and ldeals which have
enabled man, with God’s guidance, to achieve
new heights of dignity. These men would,
if they could, extinguish the light of freedom
itself, for in their basic attitude toward life
there is no place for freedom, no purpose of
man, except to serve them and the state they
represent.

It is, therefore, with due regard for the
brocd nature of the Communist threat and
the urgency of that threat, that our Nation
must build and maintain its defenses. It is
enlightened self-interest for us to recognize
that our safety is joined with the safety of
other free peoples, that our strength is aug-
mented by theirs and theirs by ours.

Only a part of the free world’s important
production centers and important sources of
vital raw materials are located in the United
States, or even in the Western Hemisphere.
Other continents are rich in the materials
on which our security and the continued
progress of civilization depend. Africa holds
much of the uranium required for our de-
fense effort. BSoutheast Asia is a primary
source of natural rubber and a rich source of
tin. More than half of the world's known oll
reserves are located in the Middle East.
Japan, while short of many raw materials,
possesses an industrial capacity of increasing
importance. And in Western Europe there
are rich deposits of coal and iron, as well as
a population of 300 million, closely akin to
us, with a high proportion of skilled workers
and technicians.

All other considerations apart, the im-
portance of such resources and capabilities to
the strength of the free world makes it
urgent that they remain on our side. If a
EKremlin-launched war should succeed in
selzing and controlling the vast productive
capacity of Western Europe, the balance of
military power would swiftly shift to our
grave disadvantage. Then, even if many in-
dustrial centers behind the Iron Curtain
were to be destroyed by allied retaliatory
efforts, the seizure of Western Europe by the
Soviets would have compensated, perhaps
much more than compensated them, for
what they had lost.

Besides the resources which we and our
allies can contribute collectively to mutual
defense, there are other distinct military
advantages which accrue from our united
efforts.

In a world in which time and epace con-
tinue to shrink, our regional defense group-
ings would give more timely warning of
aerial attack, more precious time to alert
our collective defenses, both here and over-
seas. Bases on allied soil would enable the
United States to employ its striking power
agalnst aggressors in any part of the globe.
Land, sea, and air bases in the European
and Mediterranean area and in the Far East
make a vital contribution to the security of
these coalitions, and no less so to the security
of the United States. These numerous dis-
persed bases offer added insurance against
the possibility of successful multiple surprise
attacks, by which an enemy might seek to
deliver a knockout punch, before the free
world’s men and planes and ships could
retaliate.

Another advantage of mutual benefit is the
Increased eflectiveness of combined intelli-
gence efforts, so essential to the conduct of
successful military operations. Further, our
Tforces overseas are dally gaining famillarity
with the language and characteristics of the
nations with which we are working, and of
the characteristics of the terrain over which
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we may be called upon to fight. Such knowl-
edge is of scarcely less importance in peaceful
pursuits than in time of war.

Obviously, one of the great contributions
of our allies is in the military forces which
they contribute to the common cause and
which, combined with ours, constitute a de-
terrent to Soviet armed attack and, if
launched, an obstacle to its advance.

In proportion as the menace of Eremlin-
inspired aggression has become more ap-
parent and the power of Kremlin-controlied
military strength a more ominous and ob-
vious threat to world peace, the free nations
of the world have increasingly recognized
their common danger and the necessity for
combining their military strenth. Unfortu-
nately, the converse has lilkewise been gen-
erally true. The more the Kremlin has dis-
guised its designs and preached of peace, the
more the Western World has tended to relax
its efforts and drop its guard. Nothing could
better serve the Kremlin's cause, or more
injure our own.

The military contributions of Western Ger-
many would add still further strength to
Western Europe's defenses, and it is for this
reason, among others, that so much signifi-
cance attaches to the continuing efforts to
bring Western, and ultimately all of, Ger-
many into NATO, eflorts which have come
closer to realization through signature of the
recent London and Paris agreements.

The military arrangements I have men-
tioned are dependent for their motivating
power on much more than a mere pooling of
our military and other material resources.
There must likewise be some pooling of spir-
itual forces in support of the principles we
all profess, some meeting of the minds in a
great moral purpose—a purpose sufficiently
idealistic to lift it above the purely material,
yet sufficiently practical to promise true
progress if fulfilled. In the moral factor lies
that vital spark of vision and strength and
determination which alone can bring our
efforts to flower into a finer civilization. The
destruction of our moral and spiritual stand-
ards therefore remains the final deadly aim
of the Kremlin-controlled communism,

It well recognizes the importance and sig-
nificance of cooperation—spiritual as well as
military—among the nations of the free
world. Wherever it operates, it strives to
turn our allies against us, and to destroy
the strength of the alllances that its own
aggressive policies have forced into being.
One theme is consistent through all the de-
vious twists and turns of the Kremlin line,
the “Hate America” theme. Simultaneously,
the attempt is made to lull the peoples of
the free world into complacency by constant
repetition of hypocritical offers of world
peace.

By propaganda, psychological warfare, sub-
version, and all methods short of open war,
the struggle to isolate the United States
continues. Its success would wvastly in-
crease our difficulties and our peril.

It is well, therefore, for the citizens of our
Nation to appreciate the contributions of
our allies and their importance to our na-
tional security. We should realize that alli-
ances require both “give” and “take.” We
must Hkewise realize the necessity for pa-
tience and understanding, and bear in mind
that the issues which unite free nations are
far greater than those which divide them.

Any alliance—and, of course, I am here
dealing with military alllances—must be of
mutual benefit to the partles concerned.
Trying to get something for nothing is no
more praiseworthy or practicable in inter-
national than in personal affairs. Efforts to
do so are rightly regarded as unethical. That
our alliances meet the test of practicality
is indicated by the fact that they were vol-
untarily entered into by free governments
with the support of their respective peoples.

I have had occasion to serve with our allies
in both Europe and Asia. I have served both
here in the United States as well as in the
Carlbbean, with the military representa-
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tives of our Latin American allies. The de-
gree of unity and cooperation which I have
observed in all those regions among the
military men of the nations concerned, is
a highly encouraging sign of the mutuality
of interest that prevalls and of a sirong
aspiration to achieve a common objective of
strength through unity. It is an asset of in-
tangible yet incalculable value.

Since military commitments are a neces-
sary part of military alliances, international
military arrangements by the United States
must be carefully scrutinized to ensure that
our commitments do not exceed our capabili-
ties and that the benefits expected to accrue
are worth the commitments. Obviously,
perspective is required. The capabilities of
our Nation, while enormous, are not un-
limited, and selfishness still rides high in
this practical world.

Yet, we can take pride in the leading and
enlightened role our statesmen have played
helping to forge a structure of international,
or collective defense the better to safeguard
our own national security.

American military men have played a
prominent part, advisory in the formulation
and executive in the implementation, of
these arrangements. They have added great-
ly to the prestige and high reputation that
our Nation's military forces enjoy in the
world. Because our military capability is
an important element of our diplomatic ef-
fectiveness, the significance of a potential
enemy's respect for the capabilities of our
military forces should be obvious. It is only
through our possession of adequate military
strength that the efforts of the splendid
leaders of American diplomacy can realize
their fullest success.

American officers of all our armed services
are working with allied officers in all parts
of the free world as partners in an interna-
tional effort to preserve principles and to
defend ideals, which basically have a great
deal in common. In 39 countries of the
world, officers of the United States Army,
though relatively few in number, are helping
to train and supply the fighting forces of our
allies. These officers are securing excellent
results in assisting allied military establish-
ments to contribute more effectively to their
own defense and so to ours, and perhaps of
even more importance, in interpreting our
way of life by precept and example. Our
two United States field armies overseas—the
Seventh in Europe and the Eighth in the Far
East, together with their assoclated fleets
and air forces—are conclusive evidence of
our Nation's determination to help our allies
to resist aggression, and to participate as a
full partner in the common defense.

The great efforts we are exerting to secure
world peace in partnership with the free na-
tions of the world—eflforts in which the
United States Army is proud to have a major
share—have for their goal the preservation
of the freedom we have inherited from our
forebears, the freedom we are determined to
preserve for our children and our children’s
children, the freedom we continue to seek to
extend by peaceful means for all men to
enjoy everywhere.

For the sake of all of this, we must not
isolate ourselves. He who advocates such a
course is, I think, a dangerous counselor.

Lee, Maury, and Jackson

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. FRANK E. SMITH

OF MISSISSIPPI
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Monday, January 10, 1955

Mr. SMITH of Mississippi. Mr.
Speaker, on Thursday, January 20, I had
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the privilege of hearing United States
Senator OLiy D. Jomwsrton, of South
Carolina, deliver a very inspiring speech
at the meeting of the District of Colum-
bia division of the United Daughters
of the Confederacy. By unanimous con-
sent, I include Senator JOHNSTON'S
speech as an exfension of my remarks:

Mrs. Harlee and my friends in the United
Daughters of the Confederacy, there is more
of realism than sentiment which keeps or-
ganizations like yours allve. An attachment
to ideals and principles, often misunderstood,
binds us together. A communion with the
past strengthens us as we face our present
and future problems,

Several years ago a friend of mine whom I
have known since my college days received a
letter from the distinguished and now de-
ceased president of our college. In that let-
ter was the statement, casually written:

“Whenever a people forgets its worthy past,
the day will come when it will not have a
past worth remembering.”

Let that casual thought be the theme of
our brief di ion and reflection this eve-
ning. It is no waste of our time to reflect
upon the lives of some of the great men
whose memory we honor tonight. Preemi-
nent among the leaders in the tragic fratri-
cidal conflict between the North and the
Bouth will always be the names of Lee,
Maury, and Jackson.

To you, Daughters of the Confederacy, be-
longs a distinection I have always liked to
recall. Besides the testimonials and endur-
ing monuments of granite and marble which
dot the Southland as living memorials of
your evaluation of your heritage, the glory
of our past and as a bulwark of hope for the
future, there is the universally accepted na-
tional holiday—Memorial Day, May 30, of
each year—which is credited to your acts of
remembrance in placing flags and fresh-cut
flowers on the graves of the Confederate and
Unlon soldiers alike. The inspiration for
the issuance of General Logan's famous
order establishing Memorial Day in 1869, had
its origin when he was witnessing the evi-
dence of your patriotism. Later by act of
Congress, Memorial Day on May 30 was es-
tablished for the Nation. This fact has not
altered the happy custom of celebrating
other memorial days on other and separate
dates in our Southern States. Your ob-
jects and purposes and those preceding you
in this patriotic organization were to per-
petuate the recollections of the sacrifices,
hardships, and deeds of valor of our brave
forebears in the struggles of 1861 to 1865.
Just and righteous to them was their concep-
tion of duty and principle. They labored
for a time in vain, but not without perma-
nent rewards to us, the beneficiaries of their
valor, heroism, and ideals. The pages of
unbiased history record for all time their
unprecedented genius for being able to ac-
complish so much with so little.

While we reflect with great and justifiable
pride upon the achievements of our great
generals and Commander Maury, I doubt but
few, if any, there are who now would have
history reverse the conclusion of the Civil
War. The scars of that conflict are healed
and these assemblages have higher purposes
than to keep alive the strife of the days
gone by.

We have builded upon the heritage of their
sacrifices. The courage and loyalty to prin-
ciple, exemplified in our leaders, are the com-
mon property of us all.

On Palm Sunday almost 90 years ago an
undernourished, poorly equipped, and scant-
ily clad army of less than 150,000 men began
to slowly disperse from the several surren-
dering posts to wend its weary way home-
ward. Surviving loved ones welcomed their
return as though they were conquering he-
roes. The plenty and security which they
had left behind when they had volunteered
to fight in a lost cause had disappeared.
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They found Instead shattered and destroyed
homes. Citles, villages, and farms had
been laid waste and pillaged. Pestilence,
poverty, famine, distress, destitution, and
desolation stalked every countryside. Indis-
criminate waste, death, and destruction lay
in the path of Sherman's march, 60 miles
wide and 300 miles long. What a spectacle
of hopelessness faced the veterans of our
southland.

There was no money. The currency was
valueless. The entire economy was wrecked.
What small industries and manufacturers
there were had been destroyed or rendered
uceless. Four years of neglect had rendered
homes and dwellings almost uninhabitable,
Parms had been scorched. BStorehouses,
mills, and small factories had been denuded.
Our railroads were torn apart; communica-
tions were chaotic. Precious little of mate-
rial value remained after the Civil War. The
tangibles of life were few.

Under the beneficence of an almighty God,
our men and women had preserved some of
the great intangibles of life. There was
courage, faith, hope, character, and a deter-
mination to rise again.

Contrast this condition with the problems
of the war-torn nations of today. There is
no parallel in all history., For 12 years fol-
lowing the Civil War, the South suffered un-
der the unspeakable domination, economic
and political, of its conquerors. Sordid pages
of history record brother’s mistreatment of
brother. A sustained, calculated, and pre-
meditated design of oppression was prac=-
ticed upon a once proud but now subdued
segment of our American Nation. Revenge,
greed, avarice, and treachery were the dailly
experience of a struggling and suffering
people.

A kind providence stood at our side. In
gracious benediction. He lighted our paths
and kept our spirits alive. Congress refused
all relief appropriations. Less than $1 mil-
lion was donated for our relief by several
philanthropic societies in Philadelphia and
Baltimore.

Lend-lease was not then in the English or
American dictionary. No point 4 program
was projected. There was no Economic Co-
operation Administration. No War Claims
or War Damage Commission was created for
us. No Marshall plan was established for
the South. The ingenuity and kindness of
man had not progressed to the point of be-
ing able to conceive of the term of “mutual
assistance or mutual aid.” Eighty-nine
years had to elapse before the phrase “For-
eign Operations Administration” could be
born. The administration of the affairs of
the South was marked with a s\zppreasion
compounded by oppression.

I need only to refer to one illustration of
the ruthlessness and utter indifference of
the times with which you are all too familiar.
The ancestral home of the Custis family, we
known as the Custis-Lee Mansion, was ap-
propriated by the Government. It has only
been recently and within our lifetime, fol-
lowing years of persistent struggle, that
meager compensation has been paid the sur-
vivors of the Lee family for this wanton aect
of banditry. Contrast this condition with
the manner of our treatment of friend and
foe alike after the close of World War II. We
have spent many billions of dollars in re-
habilitating the economies and restoring the
damage caused by the war to the various
countries all over the world. Even many
countries rely on our bounty who took little
part in the recent war. And in this connec-
tion, unless we keep constantly on guard, this
generosity may become a permanent part of
our national existence and to the point of
so weakening our own economy as to make
us the easy prey of our enemies.

But the spirit of the South would not dile.
Your early members kept it alive. Your
recollections of the past and your intermit-
tent meetings serve to refresh the spirit and
to keep it allve. This is nurture for our-
selves and future generations.
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When the name of Lee is mentioned to the
unprejudiced, at once he is associated with
the great generals of all time. We link him
with Alexander the Great, Caesar, Napoleon,
Washington, Jackson, and a few others.
Born the son of a distinguished Revolution-
ary soldier, his scholarly attainments at
‘West Point made his recall there as superin-
tendent a natural sequence. While he at
first opposed secesslon with such means
available to him as an Army officer and was
offered the supreme field command of the
United States Army, he, nevertheless,
through loyalty and devotion to his native
Virginia resigned his commission and became
the leader of all the southern forces. His
ability and leadership was demonstrated
under General Scott in the War with Mexico.
While he may have resisted to the bitter end,
his regard for the welfare of his men, his be-
loved Southland and her future caused him
to tender his sword to Grant at Appotomax
on April 9, 1865. His greatness, his humility,
and his reverence for the things eternal are
reflected in his final order to his troops
which he issued on the following day of April
10, 1865. His words in that order were:

HEADQUARTERS, ARMY OF
NORTHERN VIRGINIA,
April 10, 1865.

After 4 years of arduous service, marked by
unsurpassed courage and fortitude, the Army
of Northern Virginia has been compelled to
yield to overwhelming numbers and re-
sources. I need not tell the survivors of so
many hard-fought battles, who have re-
mained steadfast to the last, that I have
consented to this result from no distrust of
them; but, feeling that valor and devotion
could accomplish nothing that could com=-
pensate for the loss that would have at-
tended the continuation of the contest, I
have determined to avoid the useless sacrifice
of those whose past services have endeared
them to their countrymen. By the terms of
the agreement, officers and men can return
to their homes and remain there until ex-
changed. You will take with you the satis-
faction that proceeds from the conscious-
ness of duty faithfully performed; and I
earnestly pray that a merciful God will ex-
tend to you His blessing and protection.
With an increasing admiration of your con=-
stancy and devotion to your country, and
8 grateful remembrance of your kind and
generous consideration of myself, I bid you
an affectionate farewell.

R. E. LEg, General.

The elogquent tribute to the bravery and
devotion of his men were expressed in Lee's
last order to his troops. His affection for
them and consideration for their future led
to the cessation of hostilities.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Matthew Fontaine Maury, of Fredericks-
burg, Va., having been educated at the
United States Naval Academy, became an
officer in the United States Navy. Historlans
say he was trained to the sea, After a few
years, due to an accident, he retired but
continued his devotion to naval afiairs as a
civillan. His worldwide fame was achieved
at a conference in Brussels in 1865. This
resulted in his restoration to active naval
service as a commander. He had distin-
guished himself as head of the United States
Naval Observatory and Hydrographic Office.
His authorship of the Physical Geography of
the Sea, Wind and Currents Charts, and
other meteorological works resulted in the
renown for him in his day as the world’s
most distinguished oceanographer and hy-
drographer. When the War Between the
States began, he resigned his command in
the Navy of the United States and assumed
the harbor defenses of the meager southern
navy. Upon the close of the war, he retired
to Lexington as the professor of meterology
at the Virginia Military Institute. By train-
ing, study, and excellence in naval affairs
we are happy to acclaim him as one of the
leading naval authorities of our country and
particularly of the Southland.

Thomas Jonathan Jackson, one of the
most daring and successful military tac-
ticians ever to wear a soldier’s uniform was
much younger than either Lee or Maury.
From Clarksburg, then a part of Virginia,
he entered and graduated from West Point,
He gave evidence early in life of his military
genius. His army career with the United
States was of rather short duration, for we
find him as military instructor at Virginia
Military Institute when hostilities began.
He became a colonel in the Virginia Militia
and soon rose to the rank of brigadier and
major general. His achievements, his cour-
age, and valor have become the topics of
discussion among military men of all suc-
ceeding generations. His surprise attacks
and sudden exploits in the Shenandoah Val-
ley confounded and surprised the Union
forces to the extent that Jackson soon had
the reputation of being the ablest of Lee's
generals. While a strict disciplinarian, he
was an ardent Calvinist and a devout Chris-
tian. His troops loved him for his genius,
his abilities, and his personal worth. Gen-
eral Lee once sald that had he had the
services of Jackson at Gettysburg, the out-
come there would have been different.

To praise these men is not to minimize
others; nor does that praise detract from
the respect and admiration, for the rank and
file of our men and women; yea the debt, we
shall never be able to pay.

Defeats and sorrows give us a better na-
ture. They add to our resourcefulness. In
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crises we surprise ourselves with what can be
accomplished. I am indebted to the great
minister who conducts the national pulpit
of the air on Sunday mornings for the
thought that in despair and reverses that
Dante wrote his masterpriece. John Milton
wrote his greatest work when blindness had
fallen upon him. Tennyson, in struggle for
light during his sorrow over the death of a
friend, gave us his great In Memoriam.
Continuing, Doctor Sockman said:

“Dr. Edwin Mims, of Vanderbilt University,
once declared that Robert E. Lee did more for
the South in the 5 years after his surrender
at Appomattox than during the 5 years he
was so brilliantly leading his troops. He
took the leadership of a college in Virginia
and with no rancor of spirit, he manifested
a magnanimity and nobility which made him
revered in the South and respected through-
out the whole Nation.”

‘While we could spend hours rehearsing the
lives and deeds of any one of the three whom
we honor tonight, vain would be our pro-
ceedings unless from “Defeat we receive its
dividends.” Surely the morale of the human
race has been lifted more by those who have
courageously borne their defeats than those
whom success have ever attended. The
inspiration of these lives to our fathers and
mothers are ours to transmit to our children
and they to theirs. In complete succession
we shall ever keep fresh in the minds and
hearts of our people the measure of grati-
tude to these illustrious men of our past.
Back of me on the wall of my office is an
almost life-size picture of Robert E. Lee.
As I gaze upon it, my spirit from day to day
is refreshed by thought and hope that in
defeat, sorrow, and surrender comes crown-
ing achievements if we will but persist in the
right. So my friends, it is well that you
have dedicated yourselves to carrying on in
the paths your parents treaded. Surely, the
joy, the happiness and blessings which are
ours shall then increase for all. The faith
of our fathers and mothers must remain with
us as a constant reminder. In that faith,
sustained by the influence of the Supreme
Being are born the virtues of our existence
exalted in the lines:

“God in all His glory rules
‘Watching over us with care

He sends us wisdom, love and truth
With his fellowman to share.”

To Lee, Maury, and Jackson, representa-
tive as they are of all that is noble in a
cause dear to their hearts, we of the South
must never cease to acknowledge our debt
of gratitude and appreciation. Their names
as symbols of many others must ever be
spoken of in reverence. To remember
them is both an opportunity and a pleasure.
To you and me it shall ever be a sacred duty.

SENATE

TuESpAY, JaNvUARy 11, 1955

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

O God our Father, in the white light
of whose presence all our motives stand
revealed, for this hallowed moment,
turning from our divisive loyalties and
our party cries, we would bow humbly in
a unity of spirit with a vivid realization
of our oneness in Thee. Closing the door
of prayer upon the outer world, with its
tumult and shouting and its unpredicta-
ble trends, and bowing now in the search-
ing light of Thy holiness, we know our=
selves for what we are, petty and proud
creatures who toc often seek their own

wills and whims in spite of the polished
courtesies and noble professions with
which we come to Thee.

Cleanse the inner fountains of our
hearts from all defiling foulness and
from the secret sin of pretense. In tense
days, when the words that are uttered
here may affect the uttermost parts of
the earth, fit us faithfully to protect the
Republic from outward aggression and
subversion and from the treason of inner
selfishness. We ask it in the dear Re~
deemer’s name, Amen.

THE JOURNAL
On request of Mr. JornsoN of Texas,
and by unanimous consent, the reading
of the Journal of the proceedings of
Monday, January 10, 1955, was dispensed
with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were communi-
cated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one
of his secretaries.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre=
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, its reading
clerk, informed the Senate that the
Speaker had appointed as members of
the Joint Committee on Atomic Energy
on the part of the House, Mr. DurHAM,
of North Carolina; Mr. HorIirierp, of
California; Mr. Price, of Illinois; Mr.
KiLpay, of Texas; Mr. DEMPSEY, of New
Mexico; Mr. CoLge, of New York; Mr.
Hinsaaw, of California; Mr. Van ZANDT,
of Pennsylvania; and Mr, PATTERSON, Of
Connecticut.
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