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

God of all grace, Thou has ordained
that not in cushioned seats of safety and
ease, but in danger and stern conflict
and in contending for the things which
are more precious to us than life itself,
shall we find our strength and our tri-
umph ir these days when all mankind
stands in the Valley of Decision. For a
part and a place on the side of human
dignity and truth and decency in the
raging struggle against the powers of
darkness and the principalities of evil,
God of freedom and of justice, we give
Thee thanks.

Make us patient and thoughtful one
with another in the fret and jar of these
difficult days, remembering that each
comrade by our side fights a hard fight
and walks a lonely way. Teach us a
gentler tone, a sweeter charity of words,
and a more healing touch for all the
smart of this wounded world. Arm us
with the sword which is the might of
Thy love, and with the shield which is
Thine invinecible truth, against which
all the spears of hate cannot ultimately
prevail. We ask it in the dear Redeem-
er's name. Amen.

DESIGNATION OF ACTING
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE

The legislative clerk read the follow-
ing letter:
UNRITED STATES SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, D. C., April 13, 1955.
To the Senate:
Being temporarily absent from the Senate,
I appoint Hon. Mike MANsFIELD, & Senator
from the State of Montana, to perform the
duties of the Chair during my absence.
WaALTER F. GEORGE,
President pro tempore.

Mr. MANSFIELD thereupon took the
chair as Acting President pro tempore.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. Joanson of Texas,
and by unanimous consent, the reading
of the Journal of the proceedings of Fri-
day, April 1, and Monday, April 4, 1955,
was dispensed with.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT—
APPROVAL OF BILL

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were commu-
nicated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one
of his secretaries, and he announced
that on April 5, 1955, the President had
approved and signed the act (S. 465) for
the relief of Ernest Ludwig Bamford and
Mrs. Nadine Bamford.

PUBLIC UTILITY RELOCATION INCI-
DENT TO HIGHWAY IMFROVE-
MENT—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT (H. DOC. NO. 127)

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore laid before the Senate the follow-
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ing message from the President of the
United States, which was read, and
with the accompanying report, referred
to the Committee on Public Works:

THE WHITE HOUSE,
Washington, April 5, 1955.
Hon. RicaArRD NIXON,
President of the Senate,
Washington, D. C.

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: The Secretary of
Commerce was directed by section 11 of
the Federal-Aid Highway Act of 1954 to
make a study of problems posed by the
relocation of utility facilities resulting
from improvements under Federal high-
way programs, and to submit a report
to the President for transmittal to the
Congress.

I am transmitting herewith a report
entitled “Public Utility Relocation Inci-
dent to Highway Improvement,” which
has been submitted to me by the Secre-
tary of Commerce.

Respectfully yours,
DwicHT D, EISENHOWER.

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED DURING
ADJOURNMENT

Pursuant to order of the Senate of
April 1, 1955,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore an-
nounced that on April 2, 1955, he had
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 4436) re-
lating to the use of storage space in the
Clark Hill Reservoir for the purpose of
providing the city of McCormick, S. C.,
a regulated water supply, which had
previously been signed by the Speaker
of the House of Representatives.

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE SUB-
MITTED DURING ADJOURNMENT

Pursuant to the order of the Senate
of April 1, 1955,

Mr. ROBERTSON, from the Commit-
tee on Appropriations, on April 12, 1955,
reported favorably with amendments,
the bill (H. R. 4876) making appropria-
tions for the Treasury and Post Office
Departments, and the Tax Court of the
United States, for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1956, and for other purposes,
and submitted a report (No. 136)
thereon.

COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURING
SESSION OF THE SENATE

On request of Mr. Jounson of Texas,
and by unanimous consent, the Subcom-
mittee on Refugees of the Committee on
the Judiciary was authorized to meet
during the session of the Senate today.

On request of Mr. JounNson of Texas,
and by unanimous consent, the Health
Subcommittee of the Committee on La-
bor and Public Welfare was authorized
to meet today during the session of the
Senate,

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM

M. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I have a brief announcement to
make before I suggest the absence of
a quorum. I plan to ask unanimous
consent for the consideration today of
the bill making appropriations for the
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Treasury and Post Office Departments,
and the Tax Court of the United States.
If that unanimous consent is granted,
and i° action is concluded on that bill, it
is planned to take up Calendar No. 125,
a bill to amend the act increasing the
retired pay of certain members of the
former Lighthouse Service in order to
make such inerease permanent; Calen-
dar No. 126, a bill (S. 460) to amend sec-
tion 4482 of the Revised Statutes as
amended (46 U. 8. C. 475) , relating to life
preservers for river steamers; Calendar
No. 132, a bill (S. 800) to repeal the act of
January 19, 1929 (ch. 86, 45 Stat. 1090),
entitled “An act to limit the date of filing
claims for retainer pay”; Calendar No.
133, a bill (8. 35) to permit the transpor-
tation in the mails of live scorpions;
Calendar No. 134, a bill (S. 1137) to ex-
tend the authority for the enlistment of
aliens in the Regular Army; Calendar
No. 135, a bill (S. 1139) to extend the
existing authority for the loan of a small
aircraft carrier to the Government of
France; and Calendar No. 136, a bill
(S. 1600) to provide that leave accrued
by members of the Armed Forces while
held as prisoners of war in Korea shall
not be counted in determining the maxi-
mum amount of leave which they may
accumulate or have to their credit.

It is also possible that if word is re-
ceived from the Senator who objected
when the bill was reached on the calen-
dar, and if it is agreeable with him, the
Senate may proceed to the consideration
of Calendar No. 121, a bill (S. 1413) to
amend the act establishing a Commis-
sion of Fine Arts.

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

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Secretary will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Iask unani-
mous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. JOHNEON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I should like to have the attention
of the ranking minority member of the
Committee on Appropriations, the Sena-
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES].

I ask unanimous consent that after
the Senate completes its morning busi-
ness it proceed to the consideration of
Calendar No. 137, a bill (H. R. 4876)
making appropriations for the Treasury
and Post Office Departments, and the
Tax Court of the United States, for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1956, and for
other purposes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection?

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, it is,
of course, rather unusual to bring up
such a bill at this time and take im-
mediate action, but the Treasury-Post
Office bill is so general that the Senator
from New Hampshire, as the ranking
minority member of the committee,
would have no objection to having it
taken up for consideration today. The
chairman of the Committee on Appro-
priations, the Senator from Arizona [Mr.
Haypen], spoke to me earlier about the
matter. I see no reason why the bill
should not be taken up today.
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The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Texas? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

ANNIVERSARY OF DEATH OF
FRANKLIN DELANO ROOSEVELT

Mr., JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, 10 years ago this week the greatest
man of our generation was laid to rest
at Hyde Park, and the whole Nation
went into mourning.

A pall of gloom spread over the coun-
iry and crossed the seas to far distant
lands where American soldiers, sailors,
and airmen were fighting for freedom.
The whole free world felt a sense of
shock. Only dictators and tyrants re-
joiced.

A decade later, this is still one of the
most melancholy of our anniversaries.
Franklin Delano Roosevelt was fashioned
from the stuff of greatness, and his pass-
ing left an empty, lonesome space
against the sky.

‘The problems with which he struggled
were mighty, and he met them as only
a great leader can. Sometimes he made
mistakes—great mistakes—but only a
man who avoids great problems alto-
gether can avoid great errors altogether.

It is difficult in this mid-decade of the
20th century to recall the feeling of
hopelessness and helplessness that held
our country in bondage at the time he
first assumed the Presidential office.

Our people could see no hope; no con=-
fidence; no future. Around us there
was nothing but foreclosures; idle fac-
tories; food and fiber rotting in the fields
while children went hungry and unclad.
Poverty had ceased to be a spur to
achievement, and had become merely an
incentive to lethargy.

Into this welter of gloom strode a man
with confidence in America—a man who
could speak the true voice of courage and
hope. In his inaugural address, he told
the country that “the only thing we have
to fear is fear itself.”

It was a trumpet call to action. A
nation prostrate rose to its feet and be-
gan to march. The wheels of industry
turned once again—sometimes grinding
and clashing, but still turning. Our so0il
became a blessing which could produce
food and fiber instead of mortgages and
foreclosures.

The years that followed were hectic
and sometimes feverish. The great so-
cial reforms of the New Deal burst upon
the Nation at an unprecedented rate. A
new prineiple was written into the coun-
try’s philosophy, a principle best stated
by the President himself,

We have always known that needless self-
interest was bad morals—

He said—
We know now that it is bad economics,
He also said that:

The test of our progress is not whether
we add more to the abundance of those who
have much; it is whether we provide enough
for those who have too little.

The spirit that bested the depression
also conquered the Axis Powers, even

though the architect of victory himself
passed away before the victory was con-
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summated. But in a real sense, the spirit
never died, because it was compounded of
the courage and the determination of the
American people.

Ten years later, Franklin Delano
Roosevelt is still a controversial figure.
He is still a man about whom much is
argued and little is settled. But it is a
real test of his greatness that even now
there are those who feel compelled to
descend into his grave to debate endlessly
the questions of his times.

As one who was close to him, I my-
self do not believe that he would carry
on such debates. He always met the
problems of the present with the zest and
enthusiasm of a true leader. The prob-
lems of the past he left to those whose
sole concern is kicking over the ashes of
long-dead fires.

Although I frequently disagreed with
Franklin D. Roosevelt—in fact, I cast
one of my first votes as a Member of
Congress against him—I always recog-
nized in him the greatness of his leader-
ship. His role in history we cannot de-
termine now. But we know it will loom
large.

It is fitting and proper that we com-
memorate the anniversary of his passing.
In so doing, we will be in tune with the
millions of Americans who never swerved
in their allegiance to him despite the
detractors and the muck rakers of his-
tory.

But the greatest tribute we could pay
would be to dedicate ourselves to the
problems of the present. The greatest
honor we could bestow would be to re-
solve that we shall face the enemies of
America in 1955 in the same spirit he
displayed in facing depression and the
Axis powers. As united Americans, we
could once again demonstrate to the
world that we have banished fear from
our hearts and resumed our role as the
confident leaders of the free world.

Mr, President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the REcorp, as a
part of my remarks, an editorial from
the April 12 issue of the New York
Times.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorb,
as follows:

AFTER 10 YEARS

It is 10 years today since Franklin D.
Roosevelt dled. His memorials are not in
bronze alone, nor in stone, They are in in-
ternational policles which grew out of those
he followed. They are in the United Na-
tions, to which he gave the name and to
whose principles, forecast in the Atlantic
Charter and outlined at Dumbarton Oaks
and in what was good in the Yalta agree-
ments, he subscribed. They are ironically
outstanding in the very fact that after 10
years he is still a center of controversy and
that some of the things he did and said at
Yalta are as hotly debated as though he
were likely to be again a candidate for the
Presidency.

It would be futile, at this time, to com-
pare Franklin D. Roosevelt with other Presi-
dents. But the truth is, because of the
very nature of this generation’s historical
trends, that he remains in the current of
events. He is alive as few men, however in-
fluential, have ever been 10 years after they
passed from this earth.

He is alive because his principles and his
hopes are still at stake. He did not invent
the Truman Doctrine, the Marshall plan and
its successors, the North Atlantic Treaty
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Organization, point four, technical assist=-
ance, or the policy which now attempts to
turn Germany and Japan from beaten ene-
mies into allies in defense. Yet the union
of the free world was his dream and his
conception of necessity.

He had his moments of error. He was
sometimes overconfident. Circumstances
compelled him to look at the future out of
the confusion of an armed struggle. He did
not live to see the final victory. He did
not live to see the Communist betrayal of
that victory. He never had to face the full
implications of the atomic age. Today's
schoolboy could tell Mr. Roosevelt things he
did not know.

Nevertheless the influence of this man
persists. Let anyone who finds himself
within sight of mid-Manhattan's East River
skyline lift up his eyes: there, against the
light, are buildings constructed out of the
faith for which Mr. Roosevelt in his high
moments eloquently spoke. There stands
the visible United Nations: imperfect, echo-
ing discords as well as harmonies, providing
a forum for the world’s disputes, carrying on
almost in silence a great struggle against
hunger and disease. There it stands, and he
helped build it. This is his monument,
quite as much as that humble slab at Hyde
Park where many pilgrims pause, day in and
day out, to do him honor.

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. President, I
wish to associate myself with the re-
marks of the distinguished majority
leader. Few men of history have made
such an impact on the people, the Na-
tion, and the world as did Franklin
Delano Roosevelt.

He was chosen by the people to lead
at a time when they faced despair, hun-
ger, and frustration. He warned against
fear, and through forcefulness and ac-
tion he turned away fear and brought
hope to the people.

He led them out of the morass of de-
pression, and spoke for them as they
faced the tyranny of fascism.

As stated by the majority leader, there
are some who would try to detract from
Franklin Delano Roosevelt's deeds and
his memory. But he will live on in
posterity.

It was a great Kentuckian who said:

If I were to read, must less answer, all
the attacks made on me, this shop might
as well be closed for any other business. I
do the very best I know how—the very best
I can; and I mean to keep doing so until
the end. If the end brings me out all right,
what is said against me won't amount to
anything. If the end brings me out all
wrong, 10 angels swearing I was right, would
make no difference.

Historians will continue to record the
greatness of our 32d President long after
his critics fade from this life and even
as they, themselves, fade from the pages
of history.

As we pay honor to this great Ameri-
can here today, we rejoice in the an-
nouncement of the Salk vaccine, which
may well conquer another of the dreaded
diseases—a disease which Roosevelt
fought and conquered and which he
worked so hard to see congquered in all
others. This is fitting, for he would have
it this way. We have conquered fear
again, and in his memory we look for-
ward to a brighter tomorrow.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr. President, I wish to join in the re-
marks of the distinguished majority
leader. In my opinion, there has never
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been a greater American than Franklin
Delano Roosevelt. He came upon the
scene in the United States at a time
when we were not only on the verge of
sinking out of existence, but in danger
in every field of activity. Senators may
think that today we are in danger of
communism. On March 4, 1933, we were
in much greater danger than we are in
today. President Roosevelt faced that
situation in the right way.

Let us consider some of the things
he did. All the banks in the United
States were closed. Today there are
upon the statute books laws which pro-
tect every depositor. I give Franklin
Delano Roosevelt credit for that. I also
remind Senators that he was the one
who had placed upon the statute books
of the United States our social-security
laws. At that time there was a great
deal of opposition to placing upon the
books laws for the protection of the
common people.

In the field of labor, the wage and
hour law was enacted at the insistence of
President Roosevelt. Until he came into
office the farmers of the United States
had practically no protection. Today
we talk about floors and supports under
the prices of various commodities. Un-
til Roosevelt came upon the scene and
did something for the farmers of our
Nation, there were no supports.

Turning to another field, unemploy-
ment compensation is a great backlog to
protect us in the event of large-scale
unemployment. If it had not been for
unemployment compensation, social-
security legislation, and increased re-
tirement allowances, in my opinion, we
would have suffered a depression long
before this.

Mr. President, I believe that Franklin
Delano Roosevelt will go down in history
as one of the greatest men who ever lived
in the United States.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, we are
returning to a session of Congress which
bids fair to be heavily controversial. We
are returning from an Easter recess
which should have impressed upon every
one of us the value of peace, quietude,
restraint, consideration of others, and
cooperative endeavor, and the value of
mufual respect, each of us for the others.
At this moment it is peculiarly fitting and
timely that we make brief mention of
the anniversary of the passing of Presi-
dent Franklin D. Roosevelt.

He was an exceedingly controversial
figure, and always will be such, in the
annals of our history. However, the fact
remains that when he assumed the Presi-
dency, he had courage to lead us through
unknown fields and in untried directions,
in the effort to solve problems which
bore down tragically upon the Nation.

We have such problems now, Mr. Presi-
dent. I am hoping that there may come
a challenge and an inspiration to us,
as we resume this session, to attack these
problems in somewhat the same way that
Franklin Delano Roosevelt attacked the
problems of his day, upon a nonpartisan
basis. Many Members of Congress acted
upon such a basis at that time.

I recall that one of the distinguished
Senators from Florida at that time, Sen-
ator Duncan U. Fletcher, was known as a
lifelong. conservative. At the express
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invitation of the President he abandoned
the chairmanship of a committee which
would have been his own preference, to
become Chairman of the Committee on
Banking and Currency, because so many
of the reforms which were apparently
needed lay in the field of the jurisdiction
of that committee. I recall that he
stated to some of us who were his dearest
friends in Florida that he felt that it was
a time for conservatives, liberals, Demo-
crats, Republicans, and indeed all Amer-
icans to get together and try to solve the
problems which then bore so heavily
upon the hearts and consciences of the
people of this Nation.

From that committee came some
measures which have not survived the
test of time. Many more came from
that committee which are now a perma-
nent part of our economy and of our
American way of doing things. I refer
to such measures as the Securities and
Exchange Commission legislation, the
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation
Act; and such measures as those which
very largely reorganized our entire
banking system. I refer to such meas-
ures as the Home Owners Loan Corpora-
tion Act, which afforded to many mil-
lions of our citizens of all creeds and all
varieties of political persuasion an op-
portunity to save their homes. I refer
to such measures as the Federal Housing
Administration Act, which later suc-
ceeded the Home Owners Loan Corpora-
tion, which was more or less of an emer-
gency agency designed to meet the ter-
rible problems of debt which weighed
upon home owners as an incident of the
depression.

As we survey the number of measures
which have become a part of our Amer-
ican system and our American way of
life, measures which came from a com-
mittee headed by a life-long conserva-
tive who gave up his own earnest desire
of a lifetime to serve as chairman of an-
other committee in order to furnish the
kind of leadership which was needed,
we should all take renewed inspiration at
this time in striving to meet the chal-
lenge of our day.

In addition to furnishing leadership in
the economic fields which I have men-
tioned, and in other fields which have
been mentioned by my distinguished
friend from South Carolina [Mr. JoHN-
sToN] and by the distinguished majority
leader from Texas [Mr. JouNson]l, this
Nation should never forget the great
hope which President Roosevelt inspired
in those who were afflicted, those who
had been visited with grave disease or in-
firmity. He came back from the devas-
tating blow which was dealt to him by
polio, to become a great Governor of
New York and then a great President, at
a time of unparalleled crisis in the his-
tory of our Nation.

I doubt if there is a Member of the
Senate who was not called upon in those
early days, either as Governor of his
State, or in some other capacity, to take
some part in the leadership of the March
of Dimes campaign, or the campaign to
establish and maintain the Warm
Springs Foundation. I know that every
other Member of the Senate must have
felt deeply, as did the Senator from Flor-
ida, the exaltation of spirit resulting
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from the announcement made yesterday
of the discovery of what appears to be a
cure or a preventive of polio, which gives
renewed hope to millions of our children
and young people in American homes
which have been endangered each year
by that devastating disease.

In this time of rejoicing because of
that discovery and its tremendous im-
pact on the lives of our people, we should
not forget for a moment that that great
development has come out of the shad-
ows which beset the life of Franklin
Roosevelt, and that in a very real way
he was the leader from whose inspira-
tion and from whose example our people,
working together, without thought of
politics or any other differences of any
sort, have made it possible for this tre-
mendous discovery to be made, which
discovery is of such great import to all
of us, as it will be of equally great im-
port to all the peoples of the earth.
Therefore, at this time of apparent vic-
tory over polio, I do not believe that we
should forget the part that Franklin
Roosevelt played in that unceasing bat-
tle against disease and death.

Mr. President, I desire to associate my-
self with the remarks of the distin-
guished majority leader, and other Sen-
ators, in commemorating this 10th an-
niversary of President Roosevelt's death.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I wish
to associate myself with the majority
leader and with the other Senators who
have spoken with kindness and with
truth of the life of that great man,
Franklin Delano Roosevelt.

I recall very vividly the night before
President Truman recognized Israel as
an independent nation. At that time I
made some remarks at a meeting held in
Madison Square Garden, in New York.
before an assembly of approximately
25,000 or 30,000 people. They realized
that the spirit of Franklin D. Roosevelt
still lived.

The impact of his life on those who
knew him best and those who had worked
with him was well known.

Because of Franklin D. Roosevelt the
American people are happier and in bet-
ter condition. Because of him the farm-
er is better off, the home owner is in bet-
ter condition, and the laborer is in better
shape. More social and economic prog-
ress was made under his administration
than in the 100 years prior to his tak-
ing office.

Let us not forget that his spirit is still
with us. We cannot say too much about
him. We can entertain the hope that
the way of progress he pointed out, the
American way of life he brought to mil-
lions of people, and what he did to im-
prove the American standard of living,
will continue.

I am proud of the fact that I partici-
pated in a small way in bringing about
all the legislation that has been referred
to today—legislation providing for rural
electrification, hospitalization, home se-
curity, good wages.

I know what I am talking about. I
have seen human beings work for $1.25
for 12 hours. I have seen the conditions
under which miners worked. We think
about the miners when there is an ex-
plosion in a mine in West Virginia or
Kentucky or Illinois. Unless there is
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some emergency we do not think about
them or about the wages they used to
receive.

I am glad to join my colleagues in pay-
ing tribute to Franklin D. Roosevelt.

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, last
evening, as I watched the Edward R.
Murrow television program, which fea-
tured the announcement of the discovery
of the highly effective serum which will
be used in the battle against polio, I was
very vividly reminded of the striking ex-
ample of human courage which was af-
forded in American history by the late
President Franklin D. Roosevelt.

He was stricken at the height of his
physical powers and thereafter subject-
ed to extreme physical limitations for
the remainder of his life. In spite of
that he became President of the United
States not only once but several times,
during some of the most critical days of
our country’s entire history. To carry
on with fortitude and courage of soul
and heart and mind as Franklin D.
Roosevelt did is a striking example to all
of our people, particularly our youth.
He is a splendid illustration of a coura-
geous man with a steadfast purpose, the
type that has always been necessary in
our Nation, and which is even more nec-
essary today than ever before.

While thinking along that line I
thought, too, as the Senator from Flor-
ida did, of those days in March and
April and May of 1933, when I lived in
a small town in Mississippi. My office
was in the county courthouse, and daily
I saw people with their problems. I saw
on the faces of those people, not only in
my county but in other counties as well,
their expressions of despair and almost
hopelessness. I had active connection
with a small bank, which brought me
into contact with their financial prob-
lems. I saw the establishment of the
FDIC, largely brought about in those
dark days through the efforts of Presi-
dent Roosevelt. It immediately affected
the people and their problems. They
felt like trying again.

It resulted in helping to stabilize our
economy and restore confidence. It
helped small banks as well as large banks
to take a new start. This program has
been of the most far-reaching conse-
quences, and continues right on to
this day.

So, Mr. President, I am glad to join in
the expressions of appreciation of some
of the eontributions which our late Pres-
ident made in those difficult times.

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, the
American people cherish today the mem-
ory of Franklin D. Roosevelt and are
grateful for his life. I venture to pre-
dict that they will continue to be grate-
ful for many decades to come.

HIS COMPASSION THE RESULT OF GRAVE ILLNESS

As we look back upon the career of
Franklin D. Roosevelt, after a decade, it
now seems that the crippling effect of
polio which he suffered in 1921 was the
turning point in his life. Facing death
and permanent paralysis, he was trans-
formed from the charming young man
of fortune into a courageous battler who
could fight death and a crippling dis-
ability with a smile. It made him un-
afraid. Having looked death in the
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face and what might be worse than
death, and having conquered both by ef-
forts stimulated by courage, it gave him
also a fellow feeling for all those who
were in trouble, for the sick, the needy,
and those who were bowed under life's
heavy load. That fellow feeling is some-
times difficult for a Hudson River squire
to appreciate.

THE NATION'S PERIL WHEN ROOSEVELT BECAME

PRESIDENT

When he came to the Presidency he
found the Nation in greater trouble than
ever before in our history, with the pos-
sible exception of the period of the
Civil War. There were nearly 16 million
persons unemployed. Indusiry, agri-
culture, and commerce had broken
down. Starvation threatened our land,
despite all of our great productive pow-
er. The leaders of industry, and the
bankers had lost confidence in them-
selves, and the tinder of discontent was
heaped high and could have turned into
a blaze which would have destroyed our
democratic institutions. Almost like a
bolt of apocalyptic lightning and thun-
der most banks were closed on the eve
of his taking office.

ROOSEVELT'S MEASURES FOR RECOVERY AND

REFORM

Roosevelt largely reversed all of this.
The Government stepped in to protect
the people from starvation, offering
work wherever possible. The Public
Works Administration, the Civilian Con-
servation Corps, the Works Progress Ad-
ministration, and the National Youth
Administration, so bitterly criticized at
the time, not only gave work and life,
but also resulted in the construction of
a myriad of useful public buildings and
works which have enabled Federal,
State, and local governments to be of
much greater service to the people. If
we could know all the works v hich were
construeted during that decade, if there
were appropriate plaques placed upon
them, we would vividly realize that they
have more than paid for themselves.
A major degree of recovery was effected,
and the people and the country were
saved.

At the same time a series of far-
reaching and long-delayed reforms were
started. The banks were reopened.
Small depositors were protected in their
deposits. Those whose farms and
homes were about to be foreclosed were
given new hope. Issue houses were
compelled to tell the truth about the se-
curities they floated, despite the state-
ments of certain Wall Street men that
this would ruin the investment banking
business. Some of the worst abuses in
connection with the manipulation of the
stock market were prevented. The hold
of the private banks upon the Federal
Reserve System was reduced. Invest-
ment in housing for the middle-income
groups was encouraged by the creation
of Federal Housing Administration.

Farmers were protected from the dis-
astrous fall in farm prices and were
helped to their feet. For the first time
a modern program of soil conservation
was placed in operation. Electricity was
brought to farms. The Tennessee Val-
ley Authority was started.
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In the field of labor the wage earners
of the country were largely protected
against the difficulties of old age and
unemployment by the Social Security
Act. In the same year, 1935, working-
men were given the effective right to
join unions without fear of being dis-
charged, and the right to bargain col-
lectively if a majority of the workers in
a given factory or unit so decided.

In 1938 the Fair Labor Standards Act
was passed fixing the minimum wage at
25 cents an hour. Even this was bitterly
opposed.

I may say, Mr. President, that the
crucial battles which were the prelude
to the passage of that act were largely
won by the victory of the distinguished
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. HiLL]
in the primaries of that State in 1938,
and on the same day there was a similar
victory in the State of Florida. These
were great achievements, and they ad-
mitted the wage earners of the country
to first-class citizenship.

So, Mr. President, a great program of
both reform and recovery was carried
out in the period from 1933 to 1938.
ROOSEVELT LEADS AMERICA FROM ISOLATION TO

THE PROTECTION OF LIBERTY

In the same period the war clouds in
Europe were gathering. The totali-
tarian party came to power in Italy in
1922, In 1931 Japan invaded Man-
churia and, despite the efforts of a great
American who was then Secretary of
State, Mr. Stimson, the hands of the
United States Government were tied so
far as active prevention was concerned.

In 1933 Hitler came to power in Ger-
many, and the dictators soon launched a
program of aggression. Ethiopia was
invaded by Mussolini in 1935. The
Rhineland was reoccupied by Hitler in
the winter of 1936. Civil war broke out
in Spain in the same year. Austria was
taken by Hitler in February and March
of 1938. The first partition of Czecho-
slovakia occurred in the fall of 1938 ; the
second partition took place in the spring
of 1939.

What was America to do under those
circumstances? Was she to hold herself
aloof and wrap herself in isolation? To
have done that would have meant that a
sea of tyranny would have engulfed
Europe and the world. America would
have been isolated. Ultimately it would
have been necessary for the United
States to engage in a war in which we
would have fought alone, with our backs
to the wall, and with the future of the
Nation and the people at stake and with
the odds against us.

Two great statesmen saw this danger:
Winston Churchill, in Great Britain, who
never ceased to criticize the appeasement
policies of Baldwin and Chamberlain
from the floor of the House of Com-
mons; and Franklin D. Roosevelt, in the
United States.

I remember standing in Chicago in
October 1937, when President Roosevelt
dedicated the outer bridge and said that
in the future aggressors should be quar-
antined. That was a profound, states-
manlike declaration, but it was greeted
with opposition from most of the people
and the press of the country, and also
from the opposing political party. It was
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clear that America had not yet recog-
nized the danger.

But as surrender followed surrender,
and finally when Great Britain and
France, at the very last minute, recog-
nized the danger which was close upon
them, the United States began to be
more concerned.

Then came the fall of France and the
seizure of Western Europe in May and
June of 1940. Russia, we all remember,
was at the time leagued with Nazi Ger-
many. Hitler was supreme over the Eu=
ropean world, with only the English
Channel barring him from Great Britain.

In the summer of 1940, with a presi-
dential election impending, Roosevelt
took a courageous step. He gave to
Great Britain 50 over-age destroyers in
return for bases in the Caribbean and
in other parts of the new world. He
sent to Great Britain large quantities
of obsolete small arms adapted to British
use, which gave Great Britain the phys-
ical means of resistance.

Then came the election of President
Roosevelt to a third term. In 1941 he
proposed lend-lease, and the United
States began to furnish arms and equip-
ment to our allies on a large scale.

ROOSEVELT A GREAT WAR PRESIDENT

On December 7, 1941, came Pearl Har-
bor. Roosevelt threw the full resources
of the Nation into a struggle for liberty.
He drew no party lines. He had already
brought into the Government two of the
most eminent men in the Republican
Party to head the Department of War
and the Department of the Navy. My
friend and fellow Illinoisan, Frank Knox,
headed the Department of the Navy,
while the noble Henry Stimson became
Secretary of War.

Roosevelt was a great war President.
With tremendous energy, he secured the
50,000 planes a year which he had said
would be needed and which some people
had said it would be impossible to get.
He brought us victory. He had the dis-
cernment to appoint George Marshall,
who was 33d on the list, to be Com-
manding General of the Armies; and he
picked out an obscure lieutenant colonel
and made him commander of the forces
in the field in Europe, thus starting
Dwight D. Eisenhower on the road to
fame. He made a multitude of military
decisions, most of them have proved
right. He gave precedence to the strug-
gle for Europe. He decided Russia would
not give in. He insisted on an offensive.
He developed the atom bomb. In a mul-
titude of other cases he was also right.

A man who has been President of the
United States for more than 12 years,
who has had tens of thousands of impor-
tant decisions thrust upon him, inevit-
ably makes mistakes. It should not be
pretended that Franklin Roosevelt did
not make mistakes. I think the NRA
was a mistake, and I believe President
Roosevelt himself thought so in later
years.

I think the manner in which he tried
to change the face of the Supreme Court
probably was a mistake; although it
should never be forgotten that closely
following upon that attempt came the
famous switch of Mr, Justice Roberts
which transformed what everyone
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thought would be unfavorable decisions
in the minimum wage, social security,
and Wagner Act cases into favorable
decisions; so, to use baseball parlance,
Franklin Roosevelt may have made a
sacrifice hit and bunted in three runs.

It is true that Roosevelt probably over-
estimated the desire of Russia for peace
and that he made certain concessions
which perhaps should not have been
made. I do not intend to discuss the
Yalta papers at great length today, be-
cause to do so would take too much time.
I can only say that, in the main, the
steps which were taken in Europe and
Asia probably would have been about the
same no matter what was agreed upon
at Yalta, because Russia already was in
military possession of Eastern Europe
and was ready to move into Manchuria
and Korea.

We do not say that Roosevelt was a
perfect man. Of course, he was not.
He was handicapped, as all of us are
handicapped, by certain elements in
background and training. But, taking
all in all, he was a noble American, and
I think one of the handful of truly great
American Presidents.

While there may be elements in society
who would dance upon his grave and
traduce his memory, as even now some
are carrying on a campaign against him,
I wish to say, that, with the passage of
time, his name will stand out.

Mr, President, a grateful people pay
tribute to Franklin Roosevelt today.

Mr, SYMINGTON. Mr. President, the
basic characteristic of Franklin D.
Roosevelt was confidence in his country
and its people.

Mr. Roosevelt believed in forward-
looking policies and a dynamic America,
economically as well as politically. He
believed such policies were essential for
our future, and were essential to the
prosperity and security of both the
United States and the rest of the free
world.

Of even more importance, Mr. Roose-
velt was able to implant his brilliant
optimism into the minds and hearts of
the people he represented. There was
no faltering, no retreat.

Under his leadership America fought
and won the war forced upon us at Pearl
Harbor. At the same time, his leader-
ship gave to the people the highest
standard of living ever known in any
land.

Franklin Roosevelt worked against
ignorance, by striving for ever more edu-
cation for all the people. He worked
against tyranny by striving for individ-
ual and national freedom—economic
freedom as well as political freedom.

He worked against poverty, in all
countries, because he knew that poverty
is the breeding ground of the greatest
of all dangers to those who would be
free—ideologies which turn man into but
a servant of his state.

In the abiding optimism of Franklin
Roosevelt lies the future of our country.
If we falter, if we let events form poli-
cies, instead of creating policies which
form events, there is little chance of
maintaining the American way of life.
But if we follow the star of his abiding
confidence in America, we will pass on
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to our children an even greater heritage
than the one bequeathed to us at the
time of his death.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I wish to
congratulate the distinguished majority
leader upon the very eloquent, timely,
and deserving tribute to Franklin D.
Roosevelt which he has delivered.

One could say so many things, one
could characterize in so many different
ways, the elements of greatness of the
late President that is impossible to un-
dertake a comprehensive treatment of
his character, work, and record in a brief
time.

By his vision, courage, and leadership,
Franklin Roosevelt brought hope to mil-
lions of despairing, depressed, and de-
spondent souls. Because of his bold-
ness, America today is ahead in atomic
development. Having had some small
connection with that program, I know
something of the decisions which Presi-
dent Roosevelt made, the chances he
took, the courage he displayed, and the
boldness of his vision that led to the
atomic weapons which saved so many
hundreds of thousands of lives of
Americans.

Mr. President, there is a little story I
wish to tell. In 1945 I had dinner with
General Stilwell on Okinawa. The war
in the Pacific was then in its crescendo.
General Stilwell told us in general
terms about where the landing was ex-
pected to be made in Japan. He gave
us an indication of the date when the
assault would be undertaken. It was
imminent. Across the Pacific we had
witnessed the gathering of the fleets and
the marshaling of men and armaments.
While in the quonset hut the air-raid
signal screamed, and General Stilwell
told us that it would be a very costly
assault, but he thought it would be suc-
cessful. I shall never forget the shud-
der I felt when he said that we could
expect 500,000 American casualties from
an assault upon the Japanese islands.

Mr. President, on the return trip of
the congressional committee of which I
was a member, when we landeed in Ha-
waii only 5 days after General Stilwell
had given us that estimate, the head-
lines all told about the dropping of the
atom bomb. Two days later, when we
landed in California, the headlines in
the papers proclaimed the eflforts of
Japan to bring about her surrender.

I think of those 500,000 American boys
who were not casualties. That weapon
which ended the war with Japan was a
product, in a very realistic sense, of the
boldness of Franklin D. Roosevelt, who
was one of the great leaders of America,
one of the great Presidents of our coun-
try, and one of the men in all of world
history who has indelibly imprinted
himself upon the minds, the hearts, the
consciences, and the memories of all his
contemporaries and upon the history of
the world.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I thank the Senator from Ten-
nessee for his very generous remarks.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I wish to
commend the distinguished majority
leader for his very beautiful and timely
tribute to the memory of Franklin D.
Roosevelt. I have this morning been
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engaged in a meeting of a subcommittee
of the Senate Committee on Labor and
Public Welfare, during which we talked
of the recent epochal development in the
prevention and cure of poliomyelitis, the
marvelous vaccine given to us through
the inspired genius and devoted efforts
of Dr. Jonas E. Salk.

We know the story of Franklin Roose-
velt, stricken down with polio, of his long
and determined struggle to win against
that dread malady, and of the victory
which he won, but we were impressed
this morning by the thought that he
was not satisfied to win just for himself.
He was not satisfied that he might be
restored to health and strength; that it
might be made possible for him to go
forward and lead a useful and great life.
Franklin Roosevelt continued the strug-
gle that all the sons of men—that all
our children—might some day be pro-
tected from this dread disease, and that
those who were so unfortunate as to
contract the disease might be able to
defeat it, save their lives, keep whole
their bodies, and not have to go down
the road of death or down life’s highway
with erippled and broken bodies.

It was the National Foundation for
Infantile Paralysis, founded by Frank-
lin Roosevelt — an associetion which
came into being as a result of his vision,
faith, resolution, and leadership—which
provided the funds and the resources
which made it possible for Dr. Salk to
carry on his great work and searching
experiments and to develop the marvel-
ous vaccine which has just been tested
and proven true. The founding of this
organization illustrated the heart and
the character of Franklin Roosevelt, the
humanity of the man, how his great
heart and strong arms reached out
wherever there was suffering, wherever
people were in distress, and how again
and again and again he sought to bring
them relief and the help which they so
desperately needed. He was seeking al-
ways to serve his fellow man.

Mr. President, I was a member of the
Committee on Military Affairs during
the late World War, and in that posi-
tion I had an opportunity to see the
magnificent and inspired leadership of
Franklin Roosevelt. It would not be pos-
sible to enumerate all his contributions
to the winning of that war for the United
States and for all people who cherish
liberty and love freedom. In fact, he
was our great leader in the winning of
two wars. The first, as the distinguished
Senator from Illinois [Mr. Doucras] has
so eloquently described, was the war
against economic distress, economic suf-
fering, and economic collapse here at
home,

The distinguished majority leader
spoke of the day when Franklin Roose-
velt was inaugurated, when he pro-
claimed to the Nation that we had noth-
ing to fear except fear itself. At that
time our American system—yes, the
capitalistic system of our America—
stood on the brink of disaster. Confi-
dence was shattered. Hope had left the
hearts of men. When Franklin Roose-
velt, the brave, the bold, the dauntless
leader, sounded the battle cry to go
forth to win this war for America, a new
light came into the faces of the Ameri-
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can people. They were inspired, they
responded, and they rallied, and under
his gallant leadership and the great pro-
grams that he gave us we restored Amer-
ica’s strength, her power, and her dy-
namie spirit.

Mr. President, at the end of World
War II I happened to be 1 of 4 Sena-
tors—along with Senator Ball, of Minne-
sota; Senator Burton, of Ohio; and Sen-
ator Hatch, of New Mexico—who joined
in the submission of the first resolution
calling for the United States to take the
lead in the formation of an international
organization for law and peace. The en-
couragement, support, and faith of
Franklin D. Roosevelt moved us to press
for the adoption of that resolution, and
resulted in having this body take action
leading to the creation of the United
Nations.

Mr. President, today I pay my tribute
to Franklin D. Roosevelt as a friend and
as a mighty leader—a man of faith, of
vision, of courage, of resolution, of wis-
dom in great affairs.

As the distinguished majority leader
has said, today it is not possible for us
to determine the exact place of Franklin
D. Roosevelt in history; but we do know
that he will stand as one of the foremost
men in all the history of the world.

Mr. HENNINGS. Mr. Presigent, I
wish to join my colleagues in compli-
menting our distinguished majority
leader upon his timely and eloquent
tribute to Franklin D. Roosevelt.

President Roosevelt knew well vhe dis-
tinguished senior Senator from Texas
[Mr. JounsoN], Early in the career of
our distinguished majority leader, Presi-
dent Roosevelt recognized in LyNpon
Jounson the qualities of leadership, of
statesmanship, and of high political
morality and purpose which have so
markedly characterized his public career
since that time, and which now bring
into fulfillment his gift to our party and
to the country, as majority leader of the
Senate.

Mr. President, LynpDoN JOHNSON knew
well Franklin Roosevelt. Although LyN-
poN JOHNSON was then a very young man,
between the two there existed a very deep
and warm friendship and a mutually
shared affection. So it is, Mr. Fresident,
that some of us who in those days served
in the House of Representatives know
that when the distinguished senior Sena-
tor from Texas speaks of Franklin Roose-
velt, he speaks with a full heart.

I also wish to say that the distin-
guished senior Senator from Alabama
[Mr. HiLLl, in his impressive and elo-
quent tribute to Franklin Roosevelt,
speaks with great knowledge and as a
result of close association. As I recall,
he had the honor of being selected by the
then President Roosevelt to nominate
him at the convention of the Democratic
Party in 1940, in the city of the distin-
guished Senator from Illinois—Chicago.

Of course, Mr. President, in the limited
time available today, it is utterly impos-
sible to begin to portray or properly
eulogize or describe the life, works, and
qualities of Franklin D. Roosevelt.

Mr. President, the triumphant an-
nouncement yesterday of the tremendous
success of Dr. Salk’'s antipolio vaccine ex-
periments came most appropriately and

April 18

fittingly on the 10th anniversary of the
death of our beloved Franklin D. Roose-
velt—the one man who, more than any
other American, was responsible for our
acute consciousness in recent years of
the ghastly ravages and devastating
waste in human resources of the fearful
disease from which he suffered. This
newest scientific conquest is but one
more laurel, Mr. President, to be added
to the memory of that great American
whose historic role it is still too early,
perhaps, to evaluate completely.

But, Mr. President, regardless of po-
litical differences, I believe that no Amer=-
ican, of whatever political faith or per-
suasion, can fail to recognize, nor can
he refuse to acknowledge, the indom-
itable courage of Franklin Roosevelt and
his imagination, translated into action,
in freeing the Nation from the paralyz-
ing stranglehold of one of the worst de-
pressions the world has known and in
successfully insulating us against the
inevitability of recurring depressions by
inaugurating far-reaching measures and
securing the enactment of more social
legislation than has any other President,
either before or since. Nor is it too early
to recognize and acknowledge his great
leadership in bringing us through the
worst war of all time, or his vision in
creating the United Nations as our most
effective weapon against another world
war and our most hopeful instrument
for securing international peace.

Today we are grateful, and we pause
to give thanks to the memory of Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt for his part in promot-
ing our victory over polio, and for the
hope and inspiration he provided, not
only to the victims, but to the research
scientists in their efforts to conquer that
disease. I am confident that the ensu-
ing years will continue to augment the
glorious laurels to his credit, and our
eternal indebtedness and everlasting
gratitude to the memory of Franklin D.
Roosevelt.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, I
wish to commend the majority leader for
the very excellent statement he has made
and for giving the first of the tributes
today paid to the great Franklin Delano
Roosevelt; and I desire to join all my
colleagues who have paid their tribute to
the memory of that great President, one
of America’s greatest men—in fact, one
of the world’'s greatest men.

Mr. President, most of the things we
usually think of in connection with
President Roosevelt have already been
said today by Members of the Senate, and
I do not care to burden the Senate by
taking the time to repeat them. But if
there is one outstanding characteristic
of President Roosevelt, I believe it is that
he, perhaps more than any other person,
succeeded in banishing fear and develop-
ing hope in the hearts of men.

The distinguished occupant of the
chair, the Senator from Illinois [Mr.
DoucLas], spoke a few minutes ago about
all the work which President Roosevelt
did to change the thinking of a world
which had more or less drifted into a
defeatist attitude. His work was effec-
tive not only in the economic field, but
in the political situation of practically
the entire world. He was never one to
be a defeatist. Instead, he worked and
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spoke and did everything he could to
drive away fear and build up hope.

I shall never forget his first inaugural
address. I remember very well where I
was. I was a practicing lawyer in my
hometown of Huntsvillee I remember
stopping in the street outside a business
place on my way from the courthouse to
listen to the inaugural address. It great-
ly impressed me. If I correctly remem-
ber, it lasted 12 minutes. I believe it was
the shortest inaugural address which
had been delivered up to that time, and
perhaps was even shorter than any since
delivered. The thing in that address
which impressed me was the challenge to
people not to be afraid, to work to abolish
fear and build up hope. Somehow or
other we could sense the spirit of those
who heard that address. They walked
away with a new feeling of hope, a feel-
ing that there was someone who could
give them hope and lead them out of
their difficulties. We know the magnifi-
cent work which President Roosevelt did
in that connection.

The Senator from Florida [Mr. HoL-
1AND] and the Senator from South Car-
lina [Mr. JorNsTtoN], spoke of some of
the programs of President Roosevelt.
The Senator from Florida mentioned
one particular program to which I think
sometimes we do not pay enough atten-
tion. Perhaps we are prone to forget it.
I refer to the Home Owners' Loan Cor-
poration, a daring program, one which I
dare say few people would ever have been
willing to conceive or put into effect.
That program did a great deal to support
our crashing economy and to hold it
until a positive plan could be devised to
underpin it.

In a small way I had a connection with
the Home Owners Loan Corporation, at
the county level. I was one of the two
men in our county who administered the
program. I used to visit the homes of
the people who were making application
for loans. I was a field appraiser. I
would check the property to ascertain the
conditions, not only from a physical
standpoint, but with reference to the ar-
rearages in payments on mortgages. In
many of those homes I saw little besides
despair. Yet we were administering a
program which was coming to their re-
lief, a program to give them hope once
more, and to help raise them up.

I could detail many other programs
which Franklin Delano Roosevelt dared
to put into effect. I might mention the
many things which he did in connection
with the war, but I do not wish unduly
to extend these remarks. Franklin De-
lano Roosevelt brought hope to the peo-
ple in time of great economic distress.
It has been stressed here today many
times that he brought hope not only to
polio victims, but to physically handi-
capped persons everywhere, who saw the
tremendous physical handicap which he
had mastered. He gave hope to a world
that was on fire. Even after the time
came when it was apparent that the fire
would be put out, he offered hope against
a recurrence.

The greatest monument that could be
erected to any man stands today to the
memory of Franklin D. Roosevelt, not
only in one spot, but all over the world
where freedom-loving people live.
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I was in Alabama when President
Roosevelt died. I went there to make a
Jefferson Day speech. I remember com-
ing into the hotel the afternoon when
he passed away, and hearing the an-
nouncement on the radio. That was the
first indication I had received of his
death. I remember the feeling of sad-
ness and sorrow in the hearts of the
people.

We all remember the story of the
journey of his funeral train as it came
back - from Warm Springs. People
gathered silently along the tracks, not
merely at the railroad stations, but
everywhere. The people were weeping
because they knew that the greatest
friend the ordinary man had had in a
long time had died.

Franklin D. Roosevelt lives today in
the hearts of the people everywhere.
That is the tribute which the people paid
to him—the greatest tribute that can be
paid to anyone.

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, it is a
great privilege to speak of Franklin D.
Roosevelt at the very time when one of
his great hopes and aims has been ful-
filled, namely, victory over the dread dis-
ease which struck him down in the day
of his greatest strength. I know that
the winning of the ficht against polio-
myelitis was nearer his heart than al-
most anything else save the security,
prosperity, and welfare of his country.

I shall not try to write a biography of
Franklin D. Roosevelt today on the floor
of the Senate. I wish to make my re-
marks in a personal vein, because I be-
lieve I knew Franklin Roosevelt better
than did anyone else who is a Member
of this body today.

Franklin Roosevelt was, above all
things, my friend. As I recall, I first met
him during the First World War, when
he was Assistant Secretary of the Navy
and I was, for a time, associated with the
Navy Department.

The friendship that began then deep-
ened and grew stronger through the
years as the broad stream of public serv-
ice brought us closer and closer together.

My first political mentor in New York
was Al Smith, whose follower and sup-
porter I was for many years, dating back
to the first decade of the century. But in
1928, when I ran for the first time as a
candidate for public office—for Lieuten-
ant Governor of New York—my running
mate, the head of the ticket, was Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt.

I saw in Franklin Roosevelt, during
those years, the great inspirational qual-
ities of leadership, the vibrant courage,
the endless ingenuity, and the bold and
adventurous spirit which came to char-
acterize his historic administration as
President of the United States.

He was a man who could—because he
had to—shed some of the heavy cares of
office once he had made a decision in
regard to those cares. Someone once
asked him, while he was Governor, how
he managed not to show the tensions of
some of the problems which confronted
us in those days. He said, as well as I
can recall, “Well, I have made the deci-
sions and I let Herbert do the worrying
for me.” I was the Herbert in this case.
I was privileged to share his problems
with him, but I did not share his capacity
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for throwing off the worry that followed
the responsibility.

Actually, this characteristic of Frank-
lin Roosevelt was more apparent than
real. His great heart was frequently
heavy with the cares of office. He had
one of the most remarkable physiques, in
spite of his physical handicap, that I
have ever seen. But the burden of 12
years of the Presidency, added to 4 years
as Governor of New York, during the
most difficult period in all history,
proved, in the end, too great even for
him

He was a man who could be fervently
loved, as he could be violently hated.
Millions of Americans and hundreds of
millions of people throughout the world
loved him deeply and passionately, and
mourned him as one of their own when
he died.

There is no way of precisely describ-
ing the hold he had upon people—and
upon his friends. He had his faults.
There is no human being without them.
But he was a leader of the people of a
greatness which only history can pre-
cisely measure. Of course he was the
most controversial President of our time.
I believe, with all my heart, that he will
be recorded as one of the greatest of
our entire history.

I served 4 years as F. D. R.’s lieutenant
governor. It was one of the great ex-
periences of my life. It was my great
privilege, in 1936, and again in 1940, to
second his nomination for the presi-
dency. I am proud of that distinction.

I was privileged to be selected by the
people of New York State to succeed
Franklin D. Roosevelt as Governor of
New York. During all the years I was
Governor of the great Empire State,
Franklin D. Roosevelt was President of
the United States. We worked closely
during those years—almost as closely as
we had while he was Governor and I
was lieutenant governor. It is an inter-
esting circumstance that once he had
become President, he showed little or
no partiality for the State of New York
as against other States. He had, of
course, a very deep concern for New
York State, which was his native State.
All his memories and all his family asso-
ciations were identified with New York.
Yet it was frequently not an easy task
to gain from him the support we had
to seek for projects and undertakings of
special concern to New York State until
he was convinced that they were fair
to all the other States of the Union.

I had my differences with him in those
days—differences we always resolved for
the best interests, I am sure, of my State
and of the Nation. That was one of his
great talents—his ability to improvise
and compromise, not on principle, but
among contending forces so as to bring
out of him a result which was acceptable,
if not entirely satisfactory, to all.

In speaking of differences, I recall viv-
idly the only time I had a great public
break with him. I could not go along
with his Supreme Court packing plan. I
opposed him publicly. I thought he was
in the wrong. I am sure he did not cher-
ish my opposition to him, but his was
such a warm, all-embracing nature,
comprehending objects far beyond the
present moment, that our differences
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were soon all forgotten in the broader
medley of common beliefs and common
principles that we shared.

Above all, Franklin Roosevelt was an
apostle of freedom. He believed in free-
dom as a goal and as a way of life. He
believed in the practice, as well as in
the preaching, of freedom. He held up
freedom as a shining goal for all man-
kind. He helped lead the world to that
goal. He helped forge the coalition of
freedom-loving nations which saved the
world from the forces of evil which
threatened to overcome us at that time.

There is little that I can say to add
to his stature. There is nothing that
was said at the time, or that can be said
now, to detract in the least degree from
that stature.

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
desire to commend our distinguished
and able majority leader for his beauti-
ful tribute to that great American leader,
Franklin D. Roosevelt. The tributes by
my other colleagues have been most ap-
propriate. I should like to add a few
words to the comments being made here
today about the late President.

History has recorded the stories of but
few men who accomplished so much on
behalf of their fellow men in so short a
time as did President Roosevelt. History
has recorded virtually no story of accom-
plishment against such odds. The odds
which Franklin D. Roosevelt had to over-
come were fantastic in every respect.

He had the tremendous problem of his
personal health. As the real fighter he
was, he fought valiantly for his country
in spite of his braces and wheelchair,
Until his death many Americans were
not aware of the great physical handi-
cap under which Mr. Roosevelt had
worked throughout his years as Presi-
dent.

No other Chief Executive had ever
faced a more serious domestic situation
in our country than he did when he took
the oath of the Presidency. Millions
were jobless, homeless, and hungry.
There was little prospect of better times.

Although we did not know it at that
time, we were soon to realize the seri-
ousness of the world situation—the dan-
ger of the dictators. Gradually that
shadow of responsibility was to envelope
President Roosevelt and place upon him
even greater burdens than those of
physical handicap and domestic crisis.

But Franklin D. Roosevelt was a man
of decision and a man of action. He
sought and obtained measures appro-
priate to those days of domestic crisis to
relieve the common man and to provide
him an opportunity for the future. The
President drafted the experts of Govern-
ment and business to work out with him
the multitudinous problems of the carly
thirties. His programs took Americans
off their backs and put them back on
their feet. He designed programs to
meet the need of a particular time.

Although President Roosevelt had
hoped the nations of the world would
be able to quarantine aggressors, he was
decisive in his actions to protect our
Nation and our allies when he realized
we had to fight for peace or lose it.

It is true that President Roosevelt was
a confroversial figure even before his
death. Even his closest adherents did
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not agree with all his policies, which
were conceived in the heat of economic
battles at home and military action
abroad.

Only history can make the final esti-
mate of Franklin D. Roosevelt and his
contribution to his fellow men, but none
can doubt that the age of Roosevelt will
always be recorded as one of the most
important periods in the growth of our
Nation.

Mr. NEUBERGER. Mr. President, I
wish to speak briefly on the career of
that illustrious President, Franklin D.
Roosevelt.

As one of the newest Members of the
Senate, I cannot say that I have had
the honor, as the majority leader and
many of my colleagues have had, of hav-
ing had my career commingled with the
career of this distinguished American.

However, I do know what his career
and his great work have meant to my
region of the country.

Franklin D. Roosevelt was not born in
the Pacific Northwest, and he was not
brought up in the Pacific Northwest, but
I doubt that few natives of the Pacific
Northwest ever did more than was done
for our region by Franklin D. Roosevelt,
who was born and brought up 3,000 miles
away on the far side of the continent, in
New York State.

1 dare say that Senators who are far
more experienced in politics than I, and
whose careers are much longer than
mine, remember the campaign of 1932,
when Franklin D. Roosevelt spoke in
Portland, a city where I was born and
raised. He said that the next great
Federal hydroelectric development to be
undertaken by the United States Gov-
ernment would be on the Columbia
River.

He kept that promise. As a result of
that promise, the people living or the
farms in our area received the blessings
of electricity. Mrs. Neuberger's family
are northwestern dairy farmers. They
never had electric lights on their farm
until Franklin D. Roosevelt brought
about the construction of Bonneville
Dam and the Rural Electrification Ad-
ministration was established.

Mr. President, last week I had the op-
portunity of participating in the Pacific
Northwest in a hearing concerning issues
relating to that subject. My distin-
guished senior colleague also partici-
pated in those hearings, as did the dis-
tinguished senior Senator from Mon-
tana. We heard people, particularly
women from the farms, testify concern-
ing the rural electrification program and
the power program, which were both
started by President Roosevelt.

Regardless of any criticisms made of
him, I think the tangible things Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt did will live long after
him and long after any criticisms of him.
I believe that what he did will linger in
the hearts of the people of the Pacific
Northwest because he brought them a
better life, a fuller life, and a higher
standard of living.

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, be-
cause I had the opportunity of serving
in a minor role during the first year of
the administration of Franklin D. Roose-
velt, I feel that I should add a word to
the tributes which have been paid fo him
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today, so truthfully and so deservedly,
by other Members of the Senate.
Everyone recognizes his courage, his in-
sight, his service, his leadership, and his
devotion to American principles.

I had the opportunity of sitting at the
Cabinet table during the discussions
which took place in the formulation of
policies during the year 1933. I mar-
veled over and over again at the intimate
and detailed grasp he had of the prob-
lems which came up from every depart-
ment and from the new agencies of
Government. He was the leader, he was
the formulator of policy, and his were the
decisions.

As I look back upon those days, Mr.
President, I think of Franklin D. Roose-
velt in terms of the preamble of the
Constitution of the United States, and
I feel that the session today would be
incomplete if, as a part of this tribute,
there were not read into the Recorp the
noble words with which the framers of
the Constitution laid that instrument
before the people of the Colonies. They
constitute the keynote of our Govern-
ment.

I read, though I have known this pre-
amble by heart for years:

We the people of the United States, in
order to form a more perfect union, establish
justice, insure domestic tranquillity, pro-
vide for the common defense, promote the
general welfare, and secure the blessings of
liberty to ourselves and our posterity, do
ordain and establish this Constitution for
the United States of America.

President Roosevelt made that pre-
amble an instrument of his policy. In
the Nation and throughout the world he
sought to make this Government an
agency of service to the people. He
sought not only to provide tranquillity
and to establish justice; he sought not
only to provide for the common defense
and to promote the general welfare, but
he also threw all the weight of his great
personality, of his genius, to make our
Government an effective world leader in
the effort to secure the blessings of lib-
erty to people here and all around the
globe. He was thinking of people not
only in the United States but through-
out the world. Every single step of the
way all this man’s service as President
of the United States was dedicated to
the people; it was dedicated to the pur-
pose of so directing public policy as to
give new life everywhere to all these
great fundamental humanitarian objec-
tives for which this Government was es-
tablished.

The tasks still remains to be finished,
Mr. President, here and throughout the
world. The objectives of this preamble,
the objectives for which President
Roosevelt fought, are now facing another
great crisis, because there is a govern-
ment in this world which has no thought
for the humanitarian objectives of a
government of, for, and by the people,
but which would use force to end hu-
man freedom and make people the
pawns of dictatorship.

Mr. President, in paying my tribute
today to the memory of Franklin D.
Roosevelt, I feel that I should lay par-
ticular emphasis on this spiritual and
patriotic factor in his career. I remem-
ber so well the first statement he made
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in launching the campaign of 1932, in
his reference to the forgotten man. It
was service to the forgotten man that
was his purpose. Service to the forgot-
ten man here in the United States and
throughout the world should be the ob-
jective of the people of the United States,
just as it was when the framers of the
Constitution established our Govern-
ment.

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I re-
gret that pressing duties in connection
with the Committee on Appropriations
this morning prevented my being pres-
ent to hear what I know were eloguent
tributes paid to that great American,
Franklin Delano Roosevelt. I wish to
associate myself with all that has been
said in praise of him as a man, as a
public servant, and as a great leader of
men,

We cannot add to the stature of
Franklin D. Roosevelt by the words we
utter here. There are able men in the
Senate, but I doubt that any of them
will occupy a place in history that would
enable them to add to the stature of
Franklin D. Roosevelt as it will loom
across the pages of the history of the
period in which he lived and made his
great contribution to the welfare of
mankind.

I would, however, Mr. President, be
remiss to my duty and to the people of
my own beloved State of Georgia, which
he chose to call his second home, and
where he was visiting when the final
summons came, did I not add my poor
flower to the beautiful tributes which
have been offered here. I should like-
wise be remiss to a personal associa-
tion which is one of the prized posses-
sions of my life,

It so happened that I was Governor of
the State of Georgia at the time Mr,
Roosevelt was Governor of the State
of New York. I was privileged to enter-
tain him in the executive mansion as he
would go to Warm Springs, Ga., seeking
treatment to help to relieve him from
the agony and the handicap of the
dread paralysis which afflicted him. I
was with him at the Governors Con-
ference at Richmond, Va., and at the
sesquicentennial ceremonies at York-
town. President Hoover entertained
the Governors at the White House.

As the chairman of the Georgia dele-
gation, I was privilezed to second his
nomination for President at the 1932
Democratic convention. I traveled with
him for several days on his campaign
tour that fall.

At that time I was the youngest Gov-
ernor in the land and I still thrill as I
think of those days and my associations.

I came to the Senate, filling an un-
expired term, and took my seat here
some 6 weeks before Mr. Roosevelt was
inaugurated, March 4, 1933. He was
the last man to be inaugurated in March,
before the amendment to the Constitu-
tion sponsored by the late Senator Nor-
ris became effective changing the date
to January.

I was privileged to be the youngest
Member of this body during the thrilling
100 days of the extraordinary session of
the Congress which President Roosevelt
assembled to atfempt to deal with the
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grievous economic problems which con-
fronted this Nation.

I doubt very much whether the po-
litical and economic order of the United
States was in any greater danger of dis-
solution in the darkest days of the War
Between the States than it was in the
early spring of 1933. Privation and suf-
fering were so great that chaos im-
pended.

I well remember being in yonder
cloakroom when one of the best known
Members, Senator Huey P. Long, of Loui-
siana, of “share the wealth” fame, and
father of the illustrious junior Senator
from Louisiana, walked back and ad-
dressed Senator Ed Smith, Senator Pat
Harrison, and others who were there,
saying, “Men, it will not be long un-
til there will be a mob assembling here
to hang Senators from the rafters of the
Senate. I have to determine whether I
will stay and be hung with you, or go out
and lead the mob.” That statement
evoked very little laughter, because the
situation was exceedingly grave.

If Franklin Delano Roosevelt had
made no other contribution to civiliza-
tion as we know it today than when he
pulled the Nation back from the verge of
dissolution in 1933, he would have as-
sured himself of a place among the im-
mortals of history.

His courage, his high purpose, his fac-
ulty for speech, yes, his voice, which
seemed to intrude itself in to every liv-
ing room in the country, and into the
homes of those who did not have living
rooms, told the American people they
had nothing to fear but fear itself. He
caused them to attack their problems
with renewed courage. He inspired con-
fidence.

Of course, Franklin Roosevelf, being
human, made mistakes, as do all other
human beings. But he was truly a great
man. Our country was passing through
a dark hour when, in March 1933, he
assumed the office of Chief Executive of
the United States. It is a singular fact
that providence has blessed America by
always giving us great leadership in our
darkest and most trying days.

Jefferson was a controversial figure.
George Washington was a highly contro-
versial figure when he was President of
the United States. If we examine the
records of the past we can find some of
the old cartoons lampooning those Presi-
dents during their terms of service.
They were denounced for practically
everything they did. Lincoln was a high-
ly controversial fizure, as we all re-
member.

But, Mr. President, how many of us
could sit down today and give the names
of the outstanding critics of Thomas Jef-
ferson, George Washington, and Abra-
ham Lincoln? Indeed, even among the
closest students of history, who could
name three of the sharpest critics of any
of those great men out of hand.

In my opinion, history will place
Franklin Roosevelt among the great lead-
ers of America. I believe firmly that in
the years to come he will stand along-
side the other three whom I have men-
tioned in the making and the preserva-
tion of the United States we all love. In
the years to come he will loom above
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his eritics, just as mountain peaks rise
above the plains. His good works will
continue to bless mankind after the last
of them is forgoften.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
am happy to have the opportunity to
join with the distinguished majority
leader and my other colleagues in com-
memorating the passing of the late great
President Franklin Delano Roosevelt.
Roosevelt was not infallible. He had
his weaknesses, as all men do. But he
had great strength and great courage.
While there are many who will disagree
with him, even at this date, none will
deny that when he faced an issue, he
was able at the time to render a decision.

As the eloquent Senator from Georgia
[Mr. RusserLr] has said, men like Roose-
velt, and other great Presidents, as well,
are always the objects of criticism.
But that is only because of their courage.
If they arouse enmity, it is only because
of what they did, which, in some re-
spects, may have made some people
afraid of them.,

But I go back to the Montana of the
1930’s. At the time President Roosevelt
came into office in 1933, I know what had
been happening to the farmers, the
ranchers, the miners, and the business-
men of that State. What happened in
Montana also happened in every other
State of the Union. President Roose-
velt did a great amount of good to bene-
fit the workingman and to help him to
organize and to prosper. He did a tre-
mendous amount of good for the farmer,
because he introduced new concepts
which gave security to the farmer and,
by!the same token, to the Nation, as
well.

Furthermore, Mr. Roosevelt did much
to stabilize big business in our capital-
istic economy. I think the Nation owes
him a great debt for the many contri-
butions which he has made, and the
Nation also will have as a remembrance
the many monuments which he has left
behind in the form of pieces of fine leg-
islation which will be beneficial to all
classes of our population.

I know the free people of this counfry
and of the world will always have a
warm spot in their hearts for Franklin
Delano Roosevelt, a man who practiced
what he preached, a man who was not
afraid of fear, a man who did what he
could, in the best way he could, for the
benefit of all the people.

It is uniquely coincidental that on the
10th anniversary of the death of Frank-
lin Roosevelt there has occurred the
retirement of another great statesman,
Sir Winston Churchill, a man who
worked with the late President.

Likewise, the anniversary of Franklin
Roosevelt’s death is coincidental with
the announcement that the Salk polio
vaccine is almost an assured success.
This is a tribute to the attitude of the
late President in his fight to overcome
polio and to his efforts to encourage the
people of the United States to contribute
money so that research could be con-
ducted toward the elimination of this
scourge, which affects, almost always,
children or persons in their teens.

We meet today to honor a great man,
one whose memory will live so long as
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there is a United States of America; and
that will be for many, many centuries
to come.

Mr. ANDERSON. Mr. President, I am
very happy to have an opportunity to
speak in connection with the observance
today of the death of President Franklin
D. Roosevelt. I recall that I had been
State chairman of my party in the 1928
campaign in my State. By the time the
1932 campaign was rolling around, we
were looking for a leader who might
bring victory to our party.

During the period of 1930-31, T wrote
many times to Mr. Roosevelt, who was
then Governor of New York, urging that
he read a book written by T. E. Law=-
rence, entitled “Revolt in the Desert,”
and that he realize that Lawrence had
solved his problem by setting Arab
against Arab, finally working out a so-
lution which enabled him to emerge vic-
torious.

Out of that correspondence there de-
veloped a friendship that was and still
remains very precious to me.

I have been steadily collecting books
dealing with the Roosevelt period. I
came to Congress in 1941, at the time the
present distinguished majority leader
was a Member of the House. He and I
were among the first to serve as National
Youth Administrators, trying to bring
young people to realize that there were
still opportunities in this country.

I remember very well the convention
of 1932, which I attended. I recall the
dramatic flight which Franklin Roose-
velt made to that convention, and the
great appeal which he made.

I recall my activities in the early days
of the Federal Emergency Relief Ad-
ministration and the Works Progress
Administration.

I can say truthfully that I have come
to regard Franklin Roosevelt as one of
the great figures in the life of America.
I am very happy and proud that a por-
tion of my life was dedicated to service
in the administration of Franklin D.
Roosevelt.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, it is with
deep humility that I rise to join with the
distinguished majority leader and other
Senate colleagues in paying honor to
the memory of a great American—
Franklin Roosevelt. I wish to commend
the majority leader for his leadership
in writing this chapter into the Cow-
GRESSIONAL REcorD in honor of Franklin
Roosevelt, I think when we all have
become dust, and students of American
history, in research, study the chapter
of history which is being written on the
floor of the Senate today, they will reach
the unanimous conclusion that truly it
was a great man who, 10 years after his
passing, could elicit on the floor of the
United States Senate the comments
which have been made today about his
life, his work, and his service to the
people of our country.

Mr. President, any words that I could
speak, as one American, are inadequate
to portray the feeling I have for the
record of Franklin Roosevelt. As I have
studied his life’s work, I find in it much
evidence of his putting into action the
challenge which I think confronts all
p_ublic servants in executive or legisla-
tive posts. It is the challenge of con-
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stitutional liberalism. Franklin Roose-
velt’s record is a record of constitutional
liberalism. By that, Mr. President, I
mean that he sought to put into prac-
tice the most cardinal principle of the
Constitution of the United States,
namely, the general welfare clause. It
was referred to so eloquently a few
moments ago by the Senator from Wyo-
ming [Mr. O'MasoNEY] when he spoke
of that great keystone of the Consti-
tution, the promotion of the general
welfare,

As a constitutional liberal, Franklin
Roosevelt had caught a great vision that
needs to be seen by all the American
people these days, and by all our leaders
of government o6f all parties; namely,
that the wealth of America is to be found
in a great spiritual wealth. That spirit-
ual wealth takes the form of human
beings, created by a Divine Being in His
image, and, I am satisfied, designed for
and dedicated to good causes and good
things.

In a democracy such as ours, a gov=-
ernment by the people should seek to
promote human values; and I think that
is the epitome of the political philosophy
and of the record of action of Franklin
Roosevelt.

Mr. President, it is true, as has been
said on the floor of the Senate, and as
the record itself discloses, that Frank-
lin Roosevelt made mistakes. He, being
human, made his fair share of mistakes;
but they were human mistakes, they were
honest mistakes, and they were honor=-
able mistakes.

In 1944 I opposed the reelection of
Franklin Roosevelt. I campaigned in
opposition to his reelection. I stand on
the record I made at that time; but in
no way did that diminish my high re-
spect and regard for Franklin Roosevelt.
One of the many reasons which caused
me to oppose him was that I thought it
was a great mistake for him to be a
candidate for reelection for a fourth
term. To me it was perfectly clear that
in a democracy it was important that
new leadership periodically be brought
into the White House, and that presi-
dential leadership not be vested for too
long a time in one man, no matter how
great a man he might be.

Then, too, it was obvious, I thought,
that the physical strain of the White
House could not be borne by any human
being for a great length of time. I have
always felt, and feel now, that the cam-
paign of 1944 hastened Franklin Roose=
velt’s death, and that he became a cas-
ualty in the service of the people of the
country years before it would have been
true had he not been a candidate in 1944,
His counsel, wisdom, and advice were
needed by the American people, and are
still needed by our country. Would that
we had him as a living ex-President
today to advise with our Government
and with our people on the critical issues
of our time.

Mr. President, I think one of the most
beautiful eulogies I have read in recent
days about Franklin Roosevelt appeared
on last Tuesday morning in Drew Pear-
son’s column,

I ask unanimous consent to have the
entire article printed in the Recorp at
this point.
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There being no objection, the article

was ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

[From the Washington Post and Times
Herald of April 12, 1955]

THE WASHINGTON MERRY-GO-ROUND
(By Drew Pearson)
F. D. R. PRAISED 10 YEARS AFTER DEATH

A lot of things have happened since that
day 10 years ago when F. D. R. passed away.
It was an April day, full of hope and sun=-
ghine. A great war was about to be won.
Everyone could feel it. Peace was just around
the corner. The big things he had fought for
were almost within reach. And then his
body came home—came back on a flag-
draped caisson from Georgia, came slowly
down Pennsylvania Avenue, up which he had
driven four times to take the oath as Presi-
dent. The town seemed empty after that.
And a little numb. Actually, F. D. R, hadn’t
been around much that winter. He was in
Warm Springs after his election, in Hyde
Park for Christmas, then to Yalta, then back
to Hyde Park, then to Warm Springs again—
then back to Washington to lie in the east
room of the White House—silent and alone.
But even though he had been away, peopla
always felt that he was here, that he had
his hands on things, and so the town was
empty. Even the guards around the public
buildings, the folks who sit on park benches,
the elevator operators, the taxi drivers,
seemed a little lost. For Roosevelt was their
President. They felt he was working for
them and they knew they had lost a friend.

The little man who took his place, a hum-
ble man, was in SAm RAYBURN's office late
in the afternoon when he got a phone call
to come to the White House immediately.
‘White faced and grim, he left. He knew
what the call meant. At the White House
later Harry Truman took the oath of office
as President of the United States. The Cab-
inet stood by, shocked and shaken. Miss
Perkins, who had known F. D. R. since their
early reform days in Albany, broke down and
wept. Henry L. Stimson, a Republican who
had served in three Cabinets and who once
had battled against young F. D. R. in New
York State, also wept—unabashed.

Times change

The funeral traln that carried F. D. R. to
Hyde Park was crowded with Cabinet mem-
bers and old friends. They stayed awake
most of the night. Outside as the train
passed were bonfires, people standing, wait-
ing to pay homage to the last visible remains
of their dead leader. All night through
Philadelphia, Trenton, Newark, New York,
people stood along the tracks. At Hyde
Park the Cabinet and the Supreme Court
stood on one side of the rose garden, oppo-
site the grave. The new President stood on
the other side. With him were Mike Riley,
of the Secret Service, Mrs. Truman—and
Jimmie Byrnes. Jimmie, who had left Wash-
ington, supposedly for good, just 2 weeks
before, had hastily lown back to board the
funeral train. Taps were blown. A West
Point cadet handed Mrs. Roosevelt the flag
which had been draped over her husband’s
bier. She bore up well. The dead President
was lowered into his grave.

That night as the special train rolled back
to Washington, Harry Truman spent most
of his time with three men—Jimmie Byrnes,
Ed Pauley, George Allen. Of these, only
Pauley, the California oil man, continues
close to him. Byrnes, whom Truman ap-
pointed to the highest Cabinet post, has
fought him bitterly, tried to carry South
Carolina for Eisenhower. George Allen, who
was given high honor by Truman and a
lush job in RFC, is now Eisenhower's part-
ner in the farm at Gettysburg and in a
Howard Johnson restaurang,
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Churchill erred at Yalta

S0 times have changed. The man who
succeeded Roosevelt is now out of office; the
man whom Roosevelt made commanding
general 11 Europe is in office; and when the
Yalta records were released, few people whom
he had befriended, few he promoted to high
office, rose to defend his good name. In
contrast, Winston Churchill, who was equally,
perhaps more, to blame for the mistakes at
Yalta, retired last week in a blaze of glory.

F. D. R. did not promote me to high office,
did me no favors. He fired my father, a Re-
publican-appointed Governor of the Virgin
Islands by Hoover, and once in the heat of
battle he called me a liar. However, I rise
to defend some of his great qualities. When
he was President, he ran the show. He made
decisions. He did not pass the buck. He
looked far ahead, saw events before they
happened. He knew war was inevitable and
began preparing for it. When people were
hungry, he tried to feed them. When peo-
ple were jobless, he found them work. He
set up machinery for protecting the public
which has not been and will not be changed
today. Sometimes he made mistakes. The
NRA he recognized as one of his mistakes.
Sometimes he did things that were illegal.
When Hitler threatened England in 1940,
after France fell, and the British lost most
of their arms at Dunkirk, F. D. R. emptied
our arsenals. In one bold stroke he sent all
our arms to England, He knew what the
political consequences would be if his ges-
ture failed. For he acted without an O. E.
from Congress. But he also knew the con-
sequences to the free world if England fell.
He acted illegally. But he acted. And Eng-
land was saved. I remember in 1933 how
poverty-stricken veterans came straggling
into Washington, a few at a tlme. Herbert
Hoover let them pile up—until an army of
20,000 was driven out of Washington by tanks
and cavalry. F.D. R. collected them as they
came to Washington, a dozen at a time, took
them to Fort Hunt, fed them, sent them back
home to WPA officials to get jobs. Veterans
continued to straggle in during the early
days of his administration, but he never let
a bonus army pile up in the Nation’s Capital.
That was one great difference between
F. D. R. and some other Presidents who
occupy or have occupied the White House.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I wish
now to read two excerpts from that col-
umn, because they express, with greater
verbal beauty and greater eloguence
than my lips are capable of uttering, the
feelings in my heart today. Pearson
wrote:

A lot of things have happened since that
day 10 years ago when F. D. R. passed away.
It was an April day, full of hope and sun-
shine, A great war was about to be won.
Everyone could feel it. Peace was just around
the corner. The big things he had fought for
were almost within reach. And then his
body came home—came back on a flag-
draped calsson from Georgla, came slowly
down Pennsylvania Avenue, up which he
had driven four times to take the oath as
President. The town seemed empty after
that. And a little numb. Actually, F. D. R.
hadn't been around much that winter. He
was in Warm Springs after his election, in
Hyde Park for Christmas, then to Yalta,
then back to Hyde Park, then to Warm
Springs again—then back to Washington to
lie in the East Room of the White House—
silent and alone. But even though he had
been away, people always felt that he was
here, that he had his hands on things, and
&0 the town was empty. Even the guards
around the public buildings, the folks who
sit on park benches, the elevator operators,
the taxl drivers seemed a little lost. For
Roosevelt was their President. -They felt he
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was working for them and they knew they
had lost a friend.

Then later in his beautiful eulogy,
Pearson wrote:

So times have changed. The man who suc-
ceeded Roosevelt is now out of office, the
man whom Roosevelt made commanding
general in Europe is in office; and when the
Yalta records were released, few people whom
he had befriended, few he promoted to high
office, rose to defend his good name. In con-
trast, Winston Churchill, who was equally,
perhaps more to blame for the mistakes at
Yalta, retired last week in a blaze of glory.

F. D. R. did not promote me to high office,
did me no favors. He fired my father, a Re-
publican-appointed governor of the Virgin
Islands by Hoover, and once in the heat of
battle he called me a liar. However, I rise
to defend some of his great qualities. When
he was President, he ran the show. He made
decisions. He did not pass the buck. He
locked far ahead, saw events before they hap-
pened. He knew war was inevitable and be-
gan preparing for it. When people were
hungry he tried to feed them. When people
were jobless, he found them work. He set up
machinery for protecting the public which
has not been and will not be changed today.
Sometimes he made mistakes.

Mr. President, sometimes President
Roosevelt made mistakes. But he never
made a mistake based upon a bad motive.
He never made a mistake which was not
motivated by what he considered, as a
constitutional liberal, to be sound judg-
ment in promoting the general welfare
of his people. In the disturbing hours
in which we in the United States are
living, with partisan conflict and con-
troversy bombarding the minds of the
American people, when there are some
who still would seek to besmirch the
name and memory of the great Franklin
Roosevelt, I wish to say today that I do
not think history will record that he
made a mistake at Yalta. But, Mr.
President, as we read the record of the
world situation that existed at the time
of Yalta, President Roosevelt had before
him the great problem—as was pointed
out earlier today by the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. Gorel—of determining
what course of action American military
policy should follow in respect to the
expected invasion of Japan. He knew
that such an invasion would have cost
American mothers and fathers the lives
of tens of thousands of American boys.
It is said now, by way of hindsight, that
we were then on the verge of the drop-
ping of the atomic bomb, and that the
President had been advised that the
atomic bomb would be completed and
ready in a short time for dropping.
However, Mr. President, there was no
certainty that the bomb would work as
hoped. There is no evidence submitted
by his critics that any scientific report
was submitted to President Roosevelt, or
could have been submitted to him at the
time, giving assurance of the sueccess of
the dropping of the atomic bomb. He
was in a great international conference
with the foreign ministers of other na-
tions. He was confronted with the jus-
tification of trying to get Russia to open
up an Asiatic front against Japan in an
endeavor to save American lives that he
feared would be lost if we invaded Japan
alone. So I think it is perfectly clear
that, as our Commander in Chief, he was
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impelled by a sense of moral obligation
to the American people to bring into that
war common enemies, at the time, of
imperial Japan; and one of those com-
mon enemies of Japan happened to be
the Russian Soviet Union.

Mr. President, as one who listened to
President Roosevelt’s report to the
American people at the joint session of
Congress following the Yalta Conference
and as one who on that oceasion watched
the great war President, obviously
broken in health, I am convinced that he
demonstrated clearly that to the very
end he kept the faith with his moral
obligations to the American people. It
is my opinion that the judgment of
history will be that at Yalta he did what
he could in an honorable way to bring
into the war the common enemies of
Japan, in the interest of first destroying
that tyranny. Also I think it is clear
that he held to the hope that when the
end of the war came, in some way, some-
how, the peaceful nations of the world
would succeed in persuading the leaders
of Russia to understand that they had
everything to gain by joining in setting
up peaceful procedures for settling in-
ternational disputes. Franklin Roose-
velt stood for such a goal based upon a
system of international justice through
law as the great Arthur Vandenberg so
frequently stated it. The great ideal of
such a goal became monumentalized in
the San Francisco Charter.

Mr, President, I close by saying that in
my judgment the greatest monument to
Franklin Roosevelt is one which was
erected shortly after his death; and it
was erected, insofar as our Nation is
concerned, under the Ileadership of
another great President—Harry Tru-
man. That monument is the San Fran-
cisco Charter. I think historians will
cite it as the befitting last lines of the
last chapter of the great life-book of
Franklin Delano Roosevelt.

Mr. EERR. Mr. President, I congrat-
ulate our great leader, the distinguished
Senator from Texas, upon his eloquent
words of tribute to President Roosevelt.
I have enjoyed all that has been said
here today in tribute to that great man,
and in memory of him.

I am reminded that 2,000 years ago
the most flaming personality of all times
gave utterance to one of the most in-
spiring sentences I have ever read:

I am come that they might have life, and
that they might have it more abundantly.

Those words have been echoed and re-
echoed through the centuries, giving
hope, inspiration, and courage to all
people. Those words come to us from
One who, divine in origin, frequently was
human in achievement. When we refiect
upon that noble statement of His pur-
pose, Mr, President, I wish to state that
in my judgment no man of our genera-
tion has done more to make it a living
reality in this day and time than has
Franklin D. Roosevelt.

As has been said here this afternoon,
Mr. President, Franklin Roosevelt made
mistakes; but they were the mistakes
of a big man and a brave man. He never
permitted himself to shrink from taking
the responsibility of making decisions.
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He had a great faith—a great faith in
God, a great faith in his country, and a
great faith in his fellow man. Of that
faith was born a courage which enabled
him to strip the mask from the specter
of fear, and to expose it to public scorn.

Mr. President, if people had a need,
Franklin Roosevelt knew that he, as
President, had a responsibility. Human
welfare was more important to him than
temporary fiscal balance, When a
choice had to be made between the wel-
fare of the people and the saving of a
dollar, his decision was in favor of serv-
ing the welfare of the people. Thank
God he was not afraid to spend money
to relieve human suffering. He kept
faith with the common people. If he
made a promise, he kept it in letter and
in spirit. He brought economic improve-
ment and progress to the worker. He
helped make it possible for the common
laborer to liff his head in pride in a home
that was his own, and by a fireside where
his family found the greatest economic
welfare it had ever known. He brought
prosperity to the farmer. He brought
American farm families out of economic
bondage just as effectively as Lincoln
had freed the slaves from physical bond-
age. Franklin D. Roosevelt helped re-
inforce the foundation of American
business, by building greater purchasing
power for all the people. He knew that
if the farmer and the worker prospered,
there was no way for business to suffer.

Yet he never forgot that if workers
and farmers suffer there is no way for
business to prosper. He fought, above
all, for the American people, for their
prosperity, their security, and their hap-
piness. Then he fought and died to help
build a better world for all people every-
where, as he himself so eloquently said,
in order that all men in all lands might
live out their lives in freedom from fear
and freedom from want. We honor our-
selves and our country today when we
pay tribute to one of America’s greatest
sons.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. President, I
join my colleagues in thanking our out-
standing majority leader, Mr. JOHNSON
of Texas, for taking this occasion, on the
10th anniversary of the death of Frank-
lin D. Roosevelt, to observe some of the
great contributions he made to his times
and to the world.

I think it is fitting and proper to gain
strength now, as dark clouds seem to
hide the sun, by looking back on the
disasters, the tumult, the squalls, and
the hurricanes through which we passed
under the steady guiding hand of one of
America's greatest Presidents.

We have heard his record spoken of
today, running the gamut from caring
for crippled children and the establish-
ment of a polio foundation which, fit-
tingly, on the anniversary of his death,
seems to have found a vaccine to pre-
vent this disease from ravaging the chil-
dren of the future, to the grand concep-
tion of earmarking funds to search for
atomic energy for the benefit of civiliza-
tion, a conception to which his mag-
nificent daring and ability led. We
have- already witnessed the power of
a{:omic energy. Someday we may see its
glory.
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It is difficult to think of President
Roosevelt as a President of a single type
because of the many situations through
which this country has passed. The ad-
ministrations of other Presidents have
been marked by war or characterized by
other particular situations. It is diffi-
cult to realize the four great stages
through which President Roosevelt
guided us.

He was President during an economic
crisis which led to deepest despair.
Through his indomitable courage and
faith in America he taught us to have
faith in America and brought us out of
the worst economic crisis any nation
had ever seen.

He was a President of recovery. In
the strong drive for recovery he respected
our capitalistic and free enterprise sys-
tem, and first made secure those bastions
of capitalism. But he did not stop there.
He knew that only a broad base of pros-
perity, shared by all the people—by the
farmers, the workers, and the little peo-
ple of America—could finally insure the
prosperity of the great temples of our
capitalistic system. 8o he placed the ac-
cent on human values as he guided the
Nation to recovery.

Again his spirit captivated all America
when he gave us the leadership and the
courage to supply the free world with
armaments and munitions, but, above all,
the moral leadership of the world,
through which President Roosevelt, with
his great personality and great ideals,
was able somehow to impart courage to
free peoples around the seven seas.

We saw him through those three eras,
down to the winning of the great war.
I think more than anyone else, he con-
tributed to that victory. The leadership
of President Roosevelt was perhaps a
greater factor than any other.

Then we saw him live long enough
to launch what, in the future, as the Sen-
ator from Oregon [Mr. Morse] has said,
will be his greatest monument, namely,
peace through collective security and
Jjustice.

We have witnessed the fulfillment and
realization of the goals of the first three
periods in which he provided leadership.
We must have faith to believe that
through the cooperation of the free
nations of the world in striving for a
just and lasting peace, we shall see the
dawn of a new age in which we can van-
quish the threat and fear of war.

So it is with great pleasure that I join
my colleagues, and particularly our il-
lustrious leader, in observing this day.
We should face the difficult times of the
future with confidence in ourselves, be-
cause of our successful passage through
other great difficulties through which
President Roosevelt led us.

Mr. WILEY subsequently said:

Mr. President, I was on the floor of the
Senate today and heard the beautiful en-
comiums which were paid to a former
President of the United States, F. D. R.
I do not think anyone could listen to
what was said without seeing a page
of history unravel before him. I re-
member very well those years, 1933-
45. Although I never was intimate with
President Franklin Roosevelt I did have
a slight acquaintance with him, I re-
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member his smile, his voice, and his
gracious manner on meeting him. I re-
member his attendance in this Cham-
ber, in the services for a departed Sen-
ator. I can see him at the inaugural
from the porch at the White House in
1945. He was a very siek man then, but
he carried on.

I remember the appeal he made in
1933 when he said that the only thing
we had to fear was fear itself. I remem-
ber the impression which that statement
made on the country at large. I would
classify him, first, as a master salesman
of ideas whether when speaking to a
joint session of the Congress or over the
radio. Second, I think, in spite of his
great physical handicap, he demon-
strated the ability to do the almost im-
possible. I did not agree with much of
his philosophy. I find, however, as the
years go on and as I look back that
much that he stood for has influenced
our times tremendously. What has been
said so eloquently today by many of the
distinguished Senators on the other side
of the aisle, regarding his fearlessness,
his hope and his willingness to adven-
ture in new fields to meet the problems,
is correct.

This willingness to take a risk is ex-
emplified in his setting aside several bil-
lion dollars to seek to get the atomic
bomb.

If we had not got it first one might
well ask what would have been the
course of history.

If he made a mistake, he never dwelt
on it, but diverted attention by another
move.

He utilized the talents of men of both
parties in the interest of the Nation.

So, Mr. President, I express my per-
sonal appreciation for the life that has
been lived among us, the life that has
spread inspiration and courage to count-
less persons, the life which was much
misunderstood, the life which stcod for
many new adventures in politics and
economies, but, nevertheless, a life that
saw the Nation through many a ecrisis.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the body of the REcorp a
statement by the Senator from North
Carolina [Mr. Scorr] in tribute to the
latlr(: great President Franklin D. Roose-
velt.

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

STATEMENT BY SENATOR ScoTT, APRIL 13, 1955

Whenever the name Franklin D. Roosevelt
is mentioned anywhere in this troubled
world, it carries a single meaning—demo-
cratic leadership in its finest sense.

The effective, courageous leadership which
President Roosevelt gave this country was
not by accident. It sprouted and thrived
in his unfaltering conviction that people
must govern themselves if they are to re-
main free. This Nation learned under the
guiding hand of President Roosevelt that
empty words and colored opt!mlsm is no
substitute for courage and conviction when
man's freedom is at stake.

The contributions President Roosevelt
made toward the cause of the free world
will live forever in the minds of man and
the annals of time. It is fitting that we
take time out today to look back upon his
work. All of us would do well to ponder the
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Roosevelt thesis in seeking out the solutions
of today's perilous problems,

Each of us could spend many hours dis-
cussing the work and life of President Roose-
velt, but we could never find words that
would justly describe the indebtedness the
free world owes to this man of the ages,
this leader of the generations. In his work,
we all can find courage to carry on, even in
the darkest hours. In his spirit we must
never waver in our unending fight for the
American way.

Mr. ERVIN. Mr. President, I wish to
commend our distinguished majority
leader and others of our colleagues who
have spoken on this occasion in memory
of Franklin Roosevelt, whose great cour-
age gave hope to the American people in
their darkest economic hours.

ORDER FOR TRANSACTION OF ROU-
TINE BUSINESS

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, if there are Senators who wish to
transact routine business, I ask unani-
mous consent that such routine business
may be transacted at this time, with the
usual 2-minute limitation on speeches.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore laid before the Senate the following
communications and letters, which were
referred as indicated:

ProPoSED PROVISIONS PERTAINING To APPRO-
PRIATIONS FOR DEPARTMENTS oOF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE, AND THE TREAS-
vrY (8. Doc. No. 34)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting proposed
provisions pertaining to existing appropria-
tions for the fiscal year 1955, for the Depart-
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare, and
the Treasury Department (with an accom-
panying paper); to the Committee on Appro-
priations, and ordered to be printed.

ProPosED PROVISIONS, GENERAL SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION (8. Doc. No. 33)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting proposed
provisions pertaining to the fiscal year 1955,
for the General Services Administration
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be
printed.

PROPOSED PROVISIONS, DEPARTMENT OF
DerFENSE—MILITARY FUNCTIONS (8. Doc.
No. 35)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting proposed
provisions relating to appropriations of the
Department of Defense—military functions,
for the fiscal year 1955 (with accompanying
papers); to the Committee on Appropria-
tions, and ordered to be printed.

REVISION OF PROPOSED PROVISION, DEPARTMENT
oF AGRICULTURE (8. Doc. No. 36)

A communication from the President of
the United States, transmitting a revision
of a proposed provision pertaining to the
fiscal year 1955, for the Department of Agri-
culture (with an accompanying paper); to
the Committee on Appropriations, and
ordered to be printed.

AMENDMENT OF BANKHEAD-JONES FARM

TENANT AcCT

A letter from the Acting Secretary, Depart«
ment of Agriculture, transmitting a draft
of proposed legislation to amend the Bank-
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head-Jones Farm Tenant Act, as amended,
to modify, clarify, and provide additional
authority for insurance of loans (with an
accompanying paper); to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry.

REPORT ON COOPERATION WITH MEXICO IN
CONTROL AND ERADICATION OF FooOT-AND-
MovuTH DISEASE
A letter from the Assistant Secretary of

Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to law,

a report on cooperation of the United States

with Mexico in the control and eradication

of foot-and-mouth disease, for the month of

February 19556 (with an accompanying re-

port); to the Committee on Agriculture and

Forestry.

REPORT ON OVEROBLIGATION OF AN
APPROPRIATION

A letter from the Administrator, General
Services Administration, reporting, pursuant
to law, on the overobligation of an appro-
priation allotment under administrative
regulations and procedures promulgated by
that Administration; to the Committee on
Appropriations. J

REPORT ON NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL RESERVE

A letter from the Secretary of Defense,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on
the national industrial reserve, dated April
1, 1955 (with an accompanying report); to
the Committee on Armed Services.
AMENDMENT OF CAREER COMPENSATION ACT

RELATING TO BASIC ALLOWANCE FOR QUARTERS

IN CERTAIN CASES

A letter from the Secretary of the Air
Force, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-
lation to further amend section 302 of the
Career Compensation Act of 1949 and section
7 of the Dependents Assistance Act of 1950
to authorize the payment of a basic allow-
ance for quarters to an enlisted member of a
Reserve component on active duty for train-
ing as if he were a member of a Regular
component of a uniformed service (with an
accompanying paper); to the Committee on
Armed Services.

AMENDMENT OF REVISED STATUTES RELATING
TO QUALIFICATIONS OF DIRECTORS OF Na=-
TIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS
A letter from the Secretary of the Treas-

ury, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-

lation to amend section 5146 of the Revised

Statutes, as amended, relating to the quali-

fications of directors of national banking

associations (with accompanying papers);
to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

REPORT ON INTERNATIONAL EDUCATIONAL
EXCHANGE PROGRAM

A letter from the Secretary of State, trans-
mitting, pursuant to law, the 13th semian-
nual report on the International Educa-
tional Exchange Program, Department of
State (with an accompanying report); to
the Committee on Foreign Relations.

AvrHORIZATION To CARRY FIREARMS BY CER-

TAIN EMPLOYEES OF STATE DEPARTMENT

A letter from the Secretary of State, trans-
mitting a draft of proposed legislation to au-
thorize certain officers and employees of the
Department of State and the Foreign Serv-
ice of the United States to carry firearms
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com-~
mittee on Foreign Relations.

CONVEYANCE oF SITE IN CoLON, PANAMA, TO
DEPARTMENT OF STATE

A letter from the Secretary of State, trans-
mitting a draft of proposed legislation to au-
thorize the Panama Canal Company to con-
vey to the Department of State an improved
gite in Colon, Republic of Panama (with ac-
companying papers); to the Committee on
Foreign Relations.

CEASE-FIRE 1IN STRAIT oF FORMOSA—LETTER OF
MuUNICIPAL ASSEMBLY, TAIPEH, TAIWAN

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of
State, transmitting a message addressed to
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the Congress of the United States, by the
Municipal Assembly of the City of Taipei,
Taiwan, relating to a proposed cease-fire in
the Strait of Formosa (with an accompany-
ing paper); to the Committee on Foreign
Relations.

REPORT ON FOREIGN EXCESS PERSONAL
PROPERTY DISPOSAL

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of
the Army (Logistics and R. and D.), Depart-
ment of the Army, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report on foreign excess personal prop-
erty disposal, for the calendar year 1954 (with
an accompanying report); to the Committee
on Government Operations.

AuDiT REPORT ON GOVERNMENT OF AMERICAN
Samoa

A letter from the Assistant Comptroller
General of the United States, transmitting,
pursuant to law, an audit report on the Gov-
ernment of American Samoa, Department
of the Interior, for the fiscal year ended
June 30, 1953 (with an accompanying re-
port); to the Committee on Government
Operations.

Avnrr REPORT oN ComMmopITY OCREDIT
CORPORATION
A letter from the Assistant Comptroller
General of the United States, transmitting,
pursuant to law, an audit report on the
Commodity Credit Corporation, for the fis-
cal year ended June 30, 1953 (pt. II) (with
an accompanying report); to the Committee
on Government Operations.

AUDIT REPORT ON OFFICE OF ADMINISTRATOR,
HousiNG AND HoME FINANCE AGENCY

A letter from the Assistant Comptroller
General of the United States, transmitting,
pursuant to law, an audit report on the
Office of the Administrator, Housing and
Home Finance Agency, for the fiscal years
ended June 30, 1952 and 1953 (with an ac-
companying report); to the Committee on
Government Operations.

REPORT ENTITLED “TRANSPORTATION' BY ComM-~
MISSION ON ORGANIZATION OF EXECUTIVE
BRANCH OF GOVERNMENT

A letter from the Chairman, Commission
on Organization of the Executive Branch of
the Government, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report on “Transportation,” dated
March 1955 (with an accompanying report);
to the Committee on Government Operations.

RePORT ENTITLED “LEGAL SERVICES AND FRO-
CEDURE,” COMMISSION ON ORGANIZATION OF
EXECUTIVE BRANCH OF GOVERNMENT
A letter from the Chairman, Commission

on Organization of the Executive Branch of

the Government, transmitting, pursuant to
law, a report of that Commission entitled

“Legal Services and Procedure,” dated March

1955 (with an accompanying report); to the

Committee on Government Operations.

PROPOSED AWARD OF CONCESSION CONTRACT,
CANYON DE CHELLY NATIONAL MONUMENT,
ARIzZ,

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of the
Interior, transmitting, pursuant to law, a
proposed award of a concesslon contract in
Canyon de Chelly National Monument, Ariz.
(with accompanying papers); to the Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

ProPosED CoNCESSION PERMITS IN CERTAIN
NATIONAL PARKS

Four letters from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting, pursuant to
law, proposed concession permits in Glacier
National Park, Mont.,, Great Smoky Moun-
tains National Park, Tenn., and Lake Mead
National Recreation Area, Nev. (with accom-
panying papers); to the Committee on In-
terior and Insular Affairs.

INCREASED PuBLIC BENEFITS FROM NATIONAL
PARK SYSTEM
A letter from the Assistant Secretary of the
Interior, transmitting a draft of proposed
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legislation to increase the public benefits
from the National Park System by facilitat-
ing the management of museum properties
relating thereto, and for other purposes
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs.
REPORT OF MNEGOTIATIONS FOR SETTLEMENT
CONTRACTS WiTH CERTAIN INDIANS
A letter from the Assistant Secretary of
the Interior, reporting, pursuant to law, on
negotiations for settlement contracts with
the Indians of the Crow Creek and Lower
Brule Reservations, 8. Dak.; to the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs.
LIBERALIZATION OF PROPELLING POWER ALLOW-
ANCES OF CERTAIN VESSELS

A letter from the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-
lation to amend section 4153 of the Revised
Statutes, as amended, to authorize more lib-
eral propelling power allowances in comput-
ing the net tonnages of certain vessels (with
accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

LicaTs REQUIRED To BE CarriED BY MoOTOR-
BOATS

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the
Treasury, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation to amend section 3 of the act of
April 25, 1940 (54 Stat. 164), relating to the
lights required to be carried by motorboats
(with accompanying papers); to the Com-~
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

REPORT ON BACKLOG OF PENDING APPLICATIONS
AND HEARING CAseEs, FEDERAL COMMUNICA-
TIONS COMMISSION

A letter from the Chairman, Federal Com=-
munications Commission, Washington, D. C.,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report on
backlog of pending applications and hearing
cases in that Commission as of February
28, 1855 (with an accompanying report); to
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

SETTLEMENT OF CLAIMS OF CERTAIN MILITARY
AND CIvVILIAN PERSONNEL

A letter from the Secretary of Commerce,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
to provide for the settlement of claims of
military personnel and civilian employees
of the Federal Government for damage to,
or loss, destruction, capture, or abandon-
ment of, personal property occurring inci-
dent to their service, and for other purposes
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com=-
mittee on the Judiciary.

RELIEF OF CERTAIN DIsBURSING OFFICERS, CER=-
TIFYING OFFICERS, AND PAYEES

A letter from the Acting Secretary of Agri-
culture, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation to relieve disbursing officers, cer-
tifying officers, and payees with respect to
certain payments made in contravention of
appropriation restrictions regarding citizen-
ship status, and for other purposes (with an
accompanying paper); to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

WiLLIE C. PICKETT, GEORGE WILLIAMS, AND

HerMAN L. LoONEY

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of
the Interlor, transmitting a draft of pro-
posed legislation for the relief of Willle C.
Pickett, George Williams, and Herman L.
Looney (with accompanying papers); to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

EUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF CERTAIN
ALIENS

Three letters from the Commissioner, Im-
migration and Naturalization Service, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting, pursuant
to law, copies of orders entered suspending
deportation of certain aliens, together with
a statement of the facts and pertinent pro-
visions of law as to each alien, and the rea-
sons for granting such suspension (with
accompanying papers); to the Committee on
the Judiciary
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REPORT OF IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION
SERVICE

A letter from the Commissioner, Immigra-
tion and Naturalization Service, Department
of Justice, transmitting, pursuant to law, a
report of that Service, for the year ended
June 30, 1954 (with an accompanying re-
port); to the Committee on the Judiciary.

WinsToN Bros. COMPANY ET AL. ¥. THE
UNITED STATES

A letter from the clerk, United States
Court of Claims, transmitting, pursuant to
Senate Resolution 343, 82d Congress, 2d ses-
sion, a copy of that court’s opinion in the
case of Winston Bros. Company and the
Utah Construction Company; Roy L. Blair &
Company and James Crick & Sons; J. A, Ter-
teling & Sons, Inc., and T. E. Connolly, Inc.,
v. The United States (with an accompanying
paper); to the Committee on the Judiciary.

AMENDMENT OF CODE RELATING TO CERTAIN
APPLICATIONS FOR WRIT OoF HABEAS CORPUS
A letter from the Director, Administrative

Office of the United States Courts, Washing-
ton, D. C,, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation to amend section 2254 of title 28
of the United States Code In reference to
applications for writs of habeas corpus by
persons in custody pursuant to the judgment
of a State court (with accompanying pa-
pers); to the Committee on the Judiclary.

AFPPOINTMENT, COMPENSATION, AND POWERS OF
BAILIFFS IN DISTaIiCT COURTS

A letter from the Director, Administrative
Office of the United States Courts, Washing-
ton, D. C,, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation relating to the appointment, com-
pensation, and powers of bailiffs in the dis-
trict courts (with an accompanying paper);
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

GRANTING OF APPLICATIONS FOR PERMANENT
RESIDENCE FILED BY CERTAIN ALIENS

Two letters from the Commissioner, Im-
migration and Naturalization Service, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting, pursuant
to law, coples of orders granting the appli-
cations for permanent residence filed by
certain aliens, together with a statement of
the facts and pertinent provisions of law
as to each alien, and the reasons for granting
such applications (with accompanying pa-
pers) ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

REPORT OF NATIONAL ACADEMY OF SCIENCES

A letter from the president, National
Academy of Bciences, Washington, D. C.,
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of
that Academy for the fiscal year ended June
30, 1952 (with an accompanying report); to
the Committee on Rules and Administration.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Petitions, ete., were laid before the
Senate, or presented, and referrec as
indicated:

By the ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore:

A resolution of the Legislature of the State
of Nebraska; to the Committee on Public
Works:

“Legislative Resolution 21

“Resolution re acquisition of land around
shores of Gavins Point Reservoir

“Whereas the Gavins Point Reservoir,
which lies between Nebraska and South
Dakota, and the shores thereof is ideal for
public use and public access and for wildlife;
and

“Whereas in order to have the full benefit
and use thereof for such purpose acquisition
of public land for such use should be ob-
tained; and

“Whereas the Gavins Point Development
Association and the Nebraska Game, Foresta-
tion, and Parks Commission have requested
the Army Corps of Engineers to purchase
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certain lands adjolning the reservoir: Now,
therefore, be it

“Resolved by the members of the Nebraska
Legislature in 67th session assembled:

“1. That the Representatives in Congress
from Nebraska be urged to expedite the
acquisition of adequate public land for pub-
lic use and public access and for wildlife
around the shores of Gavins Point Reservoir,
which lies between Nebraska and South
Dakota.

“2. That coples of this resolution, suitably
engrossed, be transmitted by the clerk of the
legislature to each Member from Nebraska in
the Congress of the United States.

“CHARLES J. WARNER,
“President of the Legislature.™

Two joint resolutions of the Legislature of
the State of Nevada; to the Committee on
Public Works:

“Senate Jolnt Resolution 14

“Joint resolution memorializes the President

of the United States, the Nevada congres-

sional delegation, and others to do their

utmost to effectuate the construction of a

four-lane highway over the Slerra Nevada

mountain ranges as a matter of public

defense and necessity

“Whereas the severe winter of 1852 has re-
vealed to the Nation what many have long
suspected, that the Sierra Nevada mountain
passes on the main trafilc and trucklines of
the central transcontinental routes across
this country are woefully inadequate and
can be blocked for long periods of time by
forces of nature as effectually as they could
be blocked by an atomic bomb, enemy mili-
tary action, or sabotage; and

“Whereas the military commitments of
this Nation in the past two decades have ex-
panded greatly in the Pacific Ocean areas
and the lands adjacent thereto, and much of
the military personnel and material is
shipped from the San Franclsco Bay area as
the prineipal Pacific coast port; and

“Whereas this great and strategic port can-
not function unless the materials are
brought over the Sierra Nevada Ranges and.
as a primary target for enemy attack or sabo-
tage, in case of an emergency it would re-
quire supplies and reinforcements over the
central transcontinental route; and

“Whereas weather conditions or unfore-
seen difficulties on the narrow and obsolete
central routes, functioning with the same
limited capacity of 20 years ago, could jeop-
ardize and impair the safety and fighting
ability of the entire United States; and

“Whereas more than 20 major Department
of Defense supply depots, tactical establish-
lishments, and experimental installations are
located in the intermountain areas and
served only by the transcontinental routes;
and

“Whereas the people of the State of Ne-
vada and all other Western States have con-
tinually clamored for the improvement of
these routes and have beseeched govern-
mental officials to rectify the intolerable con-
dition of these Sierra Nevada highways in
order to facilitate normal travel for business
and pleasure as well as the mandatory need
for civil and military defense measures: Now,
therefore, be it

“Resolved by the Senate and Assembly of
the State of Nevada (jointly), That the Leg-
islature of the State of Nevada hereby memo-
rializes and requests that the Nevada con-
gressional delegation in Congress take every
action available to them, collectively and in-
dividually, to bring about and eflectuate the
immediate modernization of a major Sierra
Nevada highway by promoting, proposing,
instigating, and insisting that it be widened
to four lanes; and be it further

“Resolved, That the President of the United
States be respectfully requested to include
this project as one of the main objectives of
his highly commendable and necessary high-
way program, and be it further
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“Resolved, That if the necessary funds are
not made available immediately for this
essential project of making a transcontinen-
tal highway over the Slerra Nevada Moun=
tains four lanes, that the Nevada congres-
sional delegation and those from other West-
ern States be memorialized to request the
utilization of defense funds in order that the
security of the vital San Francisco Bay area
can be assured at the earliest possible mo-
ment to insure the availability of supplies
and reinforcements in the event of enemy
action or sabotage; and be it further

“Resolved, That the secretary of state of
the State of Nevada be, and he hereby ls,
directed to promptly transmit certified coples
of this highly important resolution to the
President and Vice President of the United
States, the Secretary of Defense, the Gover-
nors of Nevada, California, Utah, and Idaho,
and the esteemed Senators and Representa-
tive in the House of Representatives from
Nevada."

——

“Senate Jolnt Resolution 15

“Joint resolution memorializing the Nevada
congressional delegation to join in peti-
tioning the Congress to amend present
laws so as to enable a highway to be con-
structed as part of the interstate high-
way system between Utah and Colorado
without regard to present mileage limi-
tations
“Whereas at the present time no proper

link exists between Utah and Colorado in

the interstate highway system; and
“Whereas in case of an enemy attack the

Present highway system is not adequate to

evacuate urban areas and to transport the

military forces to defend this vital area rich

Wwith natural resources; and
“Whereas one of the main impediments to

the desired route is the statutory limitation

on mileage in the interstate highway sys-
tem: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the Senate and Assembly of
the State of Nevada (jointly), That the

Legislature of the State of Nevada memo-

rializes and requests the Nevada congres-

sional delegation to join in petitioning Con-

Bress to amend the present law by extension

of the mileage limitation in an amount suffi-

clent to permit a highway to be constructed
between Utah and Colorado as part of the

Interstate highway system; or, as an alterna-

tive, to recommend that the law be amended

to permit the Secretary of Defense and Sec-
retary of Commerce, by joint agreement, to
decide where inequality and need exists and
thus enable them to add any route that they
consider as being necessary without regard
to the present mileage limitations; and be
it further

“Resolved, That the secretary of state of
the State of Nevada be, and he hereby is,
directed to promptly transmit certified coples
of this resolution to the President and Vice

President of the United States, the Secretary

of Defense, the Secretary of Commerce, the

Nevada congressional delegation, and the

Governors of the States of Utah and

Colorado.”

A joint resolution of the Legislature of the
State of Nevada; to the Committee on the
Judiciary:

“Assembly Joint Resolution 37

“Joint resolution memorializing the Presi-
dent and Congress of the United States to
take appropriate action to facilitate na-
tlonal centennial celebrations in commrem-
Oration of the 1857 act of Congress allow-
ing the creation of the Pacific overland
mail route; wurging local agencies and
Eroups to cooperate therein; commending
the American Assoclation for State and
Local History; and other matters properly
relating thereto
“Whereas by act of Congress of the United

States, dated March 8, 1857, the Postmaster

General of the United States was, for the first
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time, authorized to contract for the convey-
ance overland from the Mississippi River to
Ban Francisco, Calif., of all letter mails; and

“Whereas prior to the of this act,
letter mail was carried to the Pacific coast by
the long, slow, and arduous ocean route
fraught with danger from storm and sea and
totally dependent upon the vagarles of the
wind and weather; and

“Whereas the opening of this overland mail
service route was the culminating event of a
series of events of prime importance, not only
to the development of the West and the State
of Nevada, but also to the development of the
entire Unlited States, and it enabled the word
to be spread of the richness of this region
and hailed the outstanding discovery of the
Comstock Lode in Nevada during the year
1859; and

“Whereas centennial celebrations of these
events should be fittingly observed through-
out the length and breadth of this Nation In
order to memorialize this historical event
and to show the developments from the ‘four
horse coaches, or spring wagons suitable for
the conveyance of passengers, as well as the
safety and security of the mails,' as specified
in the orilgnal 1857 act, to 1957; and

“Whereas the modern development of mail
transportation and our systems of communi-
cation have greatly alded the binding to-
gether of the East and the West into one great
Nation; and

“Whereas the American Association for
State and Local History has undertaken the
natlonal sponsorship of centennials and has
established regional committees to plan cen-
tennial celebrations: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the Assembly and Senate of
the Senate of Nevada (jointly), That the
Legislature of the State of Nevada respectful-
1y memorialize the President and Congress of
the United States to take appropriate action
to Insure the cooperation of the Federal Gov-
ernment in the celebration of the centennials
commemorating the opening of the Pacific
overland malil; and be it further

“Resolved, That the Legislature of the
State of Nevada respectfully urges that all
State and local governmental units, public
schools, civie, patriotic and historical socie-
ties, and all agencies of communication in
this State participate wholeheartedly in the
observance of the celebration of the various
centennials along the route of the Pacific
overland mall by cooperation with the com-
mittees now organizing the Pacific overland
mail centennials in 1957-58 in commemora-
tion of the accomplishment, efforts, and
achievements of those sturdy pioneers who
engineered the beginnings of the overland
communication; and be it further

“Resolved, That the Legislature of the
State of Nevada does hereby congratulate and
pledge its support to the American Associa-
tion for State and Local History for its action
in undertaking on a national scale the spon-
sorship for the centennial observances of the
opening of the Pacific overland mall;, and be
it further

“Resolved, That the secretary of state of
the State of Nevada be, and hereby is, di-
rected to transmit certified coples of this
resolution to the governor of this State, the
President and Vice President of the United
States, the Speaker of the House of Represen-
tatives and President pro tempore of the
Senate, the Nevada Historleal Soclety and the
board of directors of the Nevada State Mu-
seum, to the Senators and Representatives
of this State in the Congress of the United
States and to the governing head of the
American Association for State and Local
History.”

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature
of the State of New York; to the Committee
on Armed Services:

“Resolution 45

“Whereas some large industrial areas In
this State are presently suffering from exces-
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sive unemployment because of curtailed pro-
duction; and

“Whereas many large contracts for defense
materials, such as M—48 tanks, which could
have been manufactured with existing facili-
ties in such areas of surplus labor in this
State, have been awarded to large companies
in other States; and

“Whereas it is the declared policy of the
Office of Defense Mobilization to encourage
full utilization of existing production facili-
ties and workers in preference to creating
new plants or moving workers and also to
award negotiated procurement contracts to
industries in labor surplus areas provided no
price differential is paid therefor; and

“Whereas the requirement that no price
differential be paid In order to award such
contracts to firms in labor surplus areas has,
to a great extent, defeated the purposes of
the before-mentioned policy which was
designed to relieve unemployment in dis-
tressed areas: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved (if the assembly concur), That
this legislature hereby urgently requests the
Federal Government to bring about an im-
mediate amendment to Defense Manpower
Pollcy No. 4 so that labor surplus areas may
be given consideration for Government con-
tracts, even where some price differential is
involved, provided that In the opinion of the
Director of the Office of Defense Mobliliza-
tion the requirements of the distressed area
Justify the additional cost involved; and be
it further

“Resolved (if the assembly concur), That
this legislature also requests the Federal
Government to revise its present policy of
concentrating the production of certain de-
fense items, such as tanks, in the hands of a
single large producer and provide instead
that such items shall be manufactured at a
number of different facilities throughout the
country with special consideration being
given to facilities located in areas suffering
from ecritical unemployment; and be it
further

“Resolved (if the assembly concur), That
copies of this resolution be forwarded to
the President of the United States, the Sec-
retary of the Senate, the Clerk of the House
of Representatives, Director of the Office of
Defense Mobilization, the Secretary of De-
fense, and to each Member of Congress elect-
ed from the State of New York, and that the
latter be urged to take all necessary steps
to accomplish the purposes of this resolution.

“By order of the senate.

“WiLLiaMm S. K1Ing,
“Secretary.

“In assembly, April 2, 1955, concurred in
without amendment.

“By order of the assembly.

A joint resolution of the Legislature of
the State of Wisconsin; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce:

“Joint Resolution 38, A
*“Joint resolution memorializing the Con-
gress of the United States to restore pack-
age freight shipping on the Great Lakes

“Whereas the restoration of package
freight service on the Great Lakes will sub-
stantially contribute to the well-being and
growth of Wisconsin industry, and provide &
market for the agricultural and manufac-
tured products of the State; and

“Whereas lack of package freight shipping
has adversely affected Wisconsin agriculture
and industry, and has caused substantial
unemployment in the martime industries of
the Great Lakes area; and

“Whereas package freight shipping will
contribute to the reduction of such unem-
ployment; and

“Whereas package freight service will pro-
vide a stepping stone to the maximum use of
the facilities of the Great Lakes ports of
Wisconsin for international trade when the
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St. Lawrence Seaway has been completed;
Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the assembly (the senate con-
curring), That the Legislature of the State
of Wisconsin memorialize the Congress of
the United States to enact such legisiation
as may be necessary to restore package
freight shipping on the Great Lakes at the
earliest practicable date; and be it further

“Resolved, That properly attested copies
of this resolution be transmitted to Presl-
dent Dwight D. Eisenhower, the United
States Maritime Commission, to each House
of Congress and to each Wisconsin Member

“W. P. ENOWLES,
“President of the Senate.

“LAWRENCE R. LARSEN,

“Chief Clerk of the Senate.
“Crark CaTLIN, Jr.,
“Speaker of the Assembly.
“ARTHUR L. MAY,

“Chief Clerk of the Assembly.”

A Joint resolution of the Legislature of the
State of Illinols; to the Committee on Appro-
priations:

“House Joint Resolution 20

“Whereas the Congress of the United
States, in 19388, authorized the construction
of a dam on the Kaskaskia River at Carlyle,

Corps of Engineers, for the purpose of
filood control, with other incldental benefits;
and

“Whereas the 2d session of the 83d Con-
gress of the United States appropriated a

United States for additional
continue such planning; and

“Whereas subsequent to the aforemen-
tioned asuthorization the Corps of Engineers,
at the behest of the Congress of the United
States, made a comprehensive study and
survey of the entire Kaskaskia River Basin,
with a view to submitting a report ocutlining
an economically feasible flood-control plan
for the entire basin, and now have that re-
port in its final stages before submission to
Congress; and

“Whereas said report is expected to recom-
mend the expansion of the original authori-
zation to include the construction of a dam
and auxiliary structures at and below Shelby-
ville, Ill., on the Kaskaskia River; and

“Whereas the Kaskaskia River services and
drains 22 counties, representing approxi-
mately one-fourth of the State of Illinois;
and

“Whereas water is now universally recog-
nized as our most valuable and limited natu-
ral resource, and the need for water conser-
vation and control is both a local and na-
tional problem; and

“Whereas the Kaskaskia River s noted, not
only for its disastrous and costly floods, but
also for its extremely low levels during the
dry seasons, thereby causing the Kaskaskia
Valley Basin to be annually threatened with
the prospect of disastrous floods, followed by
prolonged and dangerously low water sup-
plies which now endanger the welfare of the
people and acutely increase the economic
necessities of the area; and

“Whereas completion of the comprehen-
sive plan of flood controls on the Kaskaskia
River in accordance with the recommenda-
tions of the Corps of :ngl.nuu will control
floodwaters, ellminate flood damages, and
will hold and conserve floodwaters for use
during seasons when the area normally suf-
fers acute water -hwt-a-. and will, thereby,
encourage and Increase the economiec and
social development of southern and central
Illinols, and, In addition, will operate to
alleviate flooding and improve essential nav-
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igation downstream on the Mississippl River;
and

“Whereas the berefits to be expected from
completion of the Kaskaskia Valley project
will exceed the estimated cost thereof and
the State of Illinois is ready and willing to
assist in this project: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the House of Representatives
of the 69th General Assembly of the State of
Hlinois (the senate concurring herein), That
the Congress of the United States be, and
it hereby is, memorialized to:

“(a) Give Immediate and favorable con-
sideration to the recommendations in the
survey report of the Kaskaskia Valley proj-
ect, as soon as such report is submitted to
Congress by the Corps of Engineers; and

“(b) Appropriate sufficient funds in the
current session of Congress to continue and
complete the detalled planning of the Carlyle
Dam; and

“(c) Appropriate funds to commence de-
talled planning of the Shelbyville Dam as
soon as the Corps of Engineers indicates it
is ready to commence such planning; and

“(d) Appropriate construction funds for
both dams at such times as they can be
economically used by the Corps of Engineers;
and be it further

“Resolved, That coples of this resolution
and its preamble be forwarded by the Sec-
retary of State to the President of the Senate
of the United States, the Speaker of the
House of Representatives of the United
States, the chairman and minority leader of
the Senate Appropriations Committee, the
chairman and minoritr leader of the House
Appropriations Comr:ittee, and to the Sena-
tors and Congressmen representing the State
of Illinois in the Congress of the United
Btates.

“Adopted by the house March 18, 1855.

"Warren F. Woob,
“Speaker, House of Representatives.
“Frep RUEGG,
“Clerk, House of Representatives.

*“Concurred in by the senate, March 22,
1955.

“JorN WM. CHAPMAN,
“President of the Senate.

“Epwarp H. ALEXANDER,
“Secretary of the Senate.”

A resolution of the House of Representa-
tives of the State of California; to the
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy:

“House Resolution 82
“Resolution relative to the establishment of

a uranium purchasing and milling depot

at Doyle, Calif.

“Whereas a dependable and adequate sup-
ply of uranium is vitally necessary for the
defense of the Nation; and

“Whereas many valuable deposits of ura-
nium ore have been discovered In those por-
tions of California and Nevada in the vicin-
ity of Doyle in Lassen County, Calif.; and

“Whereas the establishment by the United
States of a uranium purchasing and milling
depot at Doyle, Calif.,, would provide cen-
trally located facilities, thereby expediting
the processing of the uranium ore from the
surrounding area and at the same time pro-
viding a relatively safe and dispersed loca-
tion for such facilities In case of war; and

“Whereas the location of a uranium pur-
chasing and milling depot at Doyle, Calif,,
would be in convenient proximity to the
Sierra Ordnance Depot: Now, therefore, be
it

“Resolved by the Assembly of the State of
California, That the assembly respectfully
memorializes the President and the Congress
of the United States that provision be made
for the establishment of a uranium pur-
chasing and milling depot at Doyle, Calif.;
and be it further

“Resolved, That the chief clerk of the
assembly transmit copies of this resolution
to the President of the United States, to the
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President of the Senate, to the Speaker of
the House of Representatives, and to each
Senator and Representative in Congress
from the State of California.”

Three joint resolutions of the Legislature
of the Territory of Alaska; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce:

“Senate Joint Memorial 14

“To the Honorable Dwight D. Eisenhower,
President of the United States; the Sec-
retary of the Interior; the Secretary of
Commerce; the c‘ong-resa of the United
States; the Governor of Alaska; the
Auditor of Alaska; to All Territorial De-
partment Heads: and to the Honorable
E. L. Bartlett, Delegate to Congress From
Alaska:

“Your memorlalist, the Leglslature of the
Territory of Alaska, in 22d sesslon assem-
bled. respectfully represents that:

“Whereas it is the avowed policy and firm
purpose of Federal and Territorial agencles
to promote and sustain the development of
Alaska through the encouragement of private
investment and enterprise; and

“Whereas the 22d session of the Leglsla-
ture of Alaska, by virtue of its passage of
Senate Joint Memorlal No. 7, opposing Gov-
ernment competition with private enterprise,
has forthrightly declared its intention to
inspire and protect private ventures; and

“Whereas owners, operators, and lessees of
taxicabs, rental vehicles, drive-yourself cars,
drayage, transfer, parcel delivery, contract
hauling, and similar types of vehicles pay
all prevalling fees imposed by all taxing
agencies for registration, licensing, and op-
eration of such vehicles in addition to all
other taxes applicable to private business
enterprises; and

“Whereas Federal and Territorial agencies
are in direct competition with such privately
financed and taxpaying enterprises by trans-
porting passengers and cargo between alr,
rail, and steamship terminals In Alaska, and
particularly in transporting Government offi-
clals and other employees who are author-
ized to patronize private carriers and be
reimbursed for proper charges incurred.

“Now, therefore, your memorialist, the
Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, in
22d session assembled, respectfully urges
that all Federal and Territorial agencies
within Alaska be directed to order all em-
ployees of such agencies to cease and desist
the unfair practice of infringing upon and
competing with the legitimate private car-
riers whose license fees and taxes comprise
& valuable contribution to the appropriations
upon which such Federal and Territorial
ngenclu survive.

“And your memorialist will ever pray.

“Passed by the senate March 13, 1955.

“JAMES NOLAN,
“President of the Senate.
“Attest:
“KATHERINE T. ALEXANDER,
“Secretary of the Senate.
“Passed by the house March 18, 1955,
“WeENDELL P. KaAT,
“Speaker of the House.

“Attest:

“JoHN T. MCLAUGHLIN,
“Chief Clerk of the House.”

*“House Memorial 19

“To the President of the United States, the
Congress of the United States, the Secre-
tary of the Interior, and to the Delegate
to Congress from Alaska:

*Your memorialist, the House of Repre-
sentatives of the Territory of Alaska, in 22d
regular session assembled, respectfully sub-
mits that:

“Whereas the provision of section 27 of the
Jones Act, excluding Alaska from the en-
Joyment of the benefits of through routing
over Canadian lines, the same as is bestowed
upon every other part of American territory,
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iz a viclous discrimination against and a
great injustice and injury to our people; and

“Whereas we belleve that sald discrimina-
tion is in violation of the spirit of section 9,
article 1, of the Constitution of the United
States, which provides that “no preference
sghall be given by any regulation of com-
merce or revenue to the ports of one State
over those of another;’ and

“Whereas the Alaska Steamship Co. has in
the past challenged Alaska by threatening to
discontinue operation of ships from Seattle
if the Territory opposed any rate increase
proposals; and

“Whereas previous stoppages of service
have resulted in groundwork having been
laid for establishing other means of trans-
portation at lower costs primarlly by mak-
ing Canadian service available.

“Now, therefore, your memorialist, the
House of Representatives of the Territory of
Alaska, In 22d regular session assembled, re-
spectfully urges that section 27 of the Jones
Act be amended to ently remove the
diserimination against Alaska.

“And your memorialist will ever pray.

“Passed by the house March 23, 1855.

“WenDeELL P. Kay,
“Speaker of the House.

“Attest:

“Joun T. McLAUGHLIN,
“Chief Clerk of the House.”

“House Joint Memorial 23
“To the Honorable Douglas McKay, Secretary
of the Interior; the Honorable B. Frank
Heintzleman, Governor of Alaska; the
Honorable E. L. Bartlett, Delegate to
Congress from Alaska; and to the Con-
gress of the United States:

“Your memorialist, the Legislature of the
Territory of Alaska in 22d session assembled,
respectfully submits that:

“Whereas the economic development of
the Territory of Alaska has been severely
handicapped by the high costs of transport-
ing virtually all of its materials and sup-
plies into the Territory and of its own prod-
ucts out of the Territory; and

“Whereas the costs of railroad transporta-
tion within the continental United States
represent a substantial part of the total
transportation bill; and

“Whereas the American rallroads penalize
the Territory of Alaska by charging higher
rates on freight moving to the Northwest
ports for shipment by vessel to Alaska than
they do if the shipment is going to the Ter-
ritory of Hawail or foreign countries in the
Facific. This penalty is as much as 100
percent in some cases. The same penalties
exist on shipments of Alaskan products into
the continental United States; and

“Whereas the Administrator of General
Services has filed a complaint with the In-
terstate Commerce Commission, which re-
quests that Commission to require the rail-
roads to discontinue this grievous practice;
and

“Whereas the rellef sought by the Admin-
istrator of General Services on behalf of the
Federal Government as a shipper would
greatly asslst commercial and other interests
in Alaska and thereby benefit its whole
economy.

“Now, therefore, your memorialist, the
Legislature of the Territory of Alaska, re-
spectfully requests that the attention of the
Congress of the United States be directed
through the Delegate from Alaska, E. L. BART-
LETT, to support the efforts of the Adminis=
trator of General Services so as to assure the
vigorous prosecution of this complaint to a
successful conclusion, and to this end to
request holding of hearings within the Ter-
ritory of Alaska so as to permit the Alaskan
community and commercial interests of the
Territory an opportunity to be heard.

“And your memorlalist will ever pray.
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_ “Passed by the house March 19, 1955.
“WENDELL P. EaY,
“Speaker of the House.
“Attest:
“Joun T. MCLAUGHLIN,
“Chief Clerk of the House.
“Passed by the senate March 20, 1955.
“JaMES NOLAN,
“President of the Senate.
“Attest:
“EATHERINE T. ALEXANDER,
“Secretary of the Senate.”

A Joint resolution of the Legislature of
the Territory of Hawail; to the Committee
on Interior and Incular Affairs:

“Joint Resolution 2

“Jolnt resolution requesting the Congress of
the United States to enact legislation pro-
viding for the transfer of 11.223 acres of
land located at Waimano, Ewa, Oahu, T. H.,
from the Government of the United States
of America to the Territory of Hawail

“Whereas the Territory of Hawall has had
a revocable permit from the Government of
the United States since September 23, 1946,
for the use of 11.223 acres of land, more or
less, located at Waimano, Ewa, Oahu, T. H.,
known as the Walmano Civillan Housing,
title to which property is vested In the
United States of America; and

“Whereas a clvilian subcommittee of the
Land Use Committee operating under pro-
visions of Presidential directive dated Octo-
ber 1, 1946, to the Secretaries of the Army,
Navy, and Interior Departments for the pur-
pose of examining all land acquired by the
Departments of War and Navy for military
purposes in Hawail with the object of
promptly releasing to the civillan economy
that which was not necessary for the na-
tional security, recommended in its report
to the Interior Department return to the
civillan economy of the above area under
revocable permit (Folder XIX, Tax Map
Eey 9-17-19-35, area 11.209 acres, acquired
by Civil 724 et al.); and

“Whereas the Territory of Hawaii has used
the land and buildings covered by the rev-
ocable permit to provide domiciliary eare for
tuberculosis patients from 1946 to 1949; and

“Whereas the Territory of Hawall has,
since October 12, 1949, utilized the land and
buildings covered by the revocable permit
as a hospital for the care and treatment of
Hansen’s disease; and

“Whereas the Government of the United
States has, by Public Law 411, undertaken
full responsibility for the costs of care and
treatment of Hansen's disease in the Terri-
tory of Hawali; and

“Whereas the Hansen's disease program in
the Territory of Hawall is outstanding in its
modern medical and sociological approach
to the problems involved and has made
definite progress toward the eventual eradi-
cation of this disease from Hawail, and has
been commended by various authorities, in-
cluding officials of the United States Public
Health Service, the Leonard Wood Memorial
Foundation, and health authorities of both
private and public health agencies in foreign
countries, as being sound and effective; and

“Whereas the Territory of Hawall has im-
proved and renovated the grounds and build-
ings covered by the revocable permit re-
ferred to above for its special use in the care
and treatment of patients with Hansen's
disease; and

“Whereas the stability and effectiveness of
the Hansen's disease control program in the
Territory of Hawali would be enhanced by
the transfer of the title of the land and
Jbuildings from the Government of the
United States of America to the Territory
of Hawall, and the 27th legislature of the
Territory in 1953 requested such transfer by
the enactment of appropriate legislation by
the Congress of the United States, but the
Congress has not yet taken the requested
action: Now, therefore
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“Be it enacted by the Legislature of the
Territory of Hawaii:

“SecTIoN 1, The Congress of the United
States is hereby respectfully requested to
enact legislation which will transfer title to
11.223 acres of land, more or less, located
at Waimano, Ewa, Oahu, T. H., known as the
Waimano Civillan Housing, to the Territory
of Hawail, title to which property is now
vested in the United States of America.

“SEc. 2. Upon its approval, authenticated
copies of this joint resolution shall be trans-
mitted to the President of the United States,
to the President of the Senate and the
Speaker of the House of Representatives of
the Congress of the United States, to the
Eecretary of the Interior, to the Secretary of
Defanse, to the Surgeon General of the Public
Health Service, to the Delegate to Congress
from Hawall, to the Commissioner of Public
Lands, and to the President of the Board of
Health.

“Scc. 8. This joint resolution shall take
effect upon its approval. \

“Approved this 5th day of April 1955.

“SaMUEL WILpER KING,
“Governor of the Territory of Hawaii.”

A resolution adopted by the City Couneil
of the City of Minneapolis, Minn., favoring
the continuation of appropriations for the
Upper River Harbor at Minneapolis, Minn.;
to the Committee on Appropriations.

A resolution adopted by the Council of
the City of Los Angeles, Calif., favoring the
retention at its present location of the Naval
Supply Base at San Pedro, Calif.; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services.

A letter, in the nature of a petition, from
the Minutemen of America, New York, N. Y.,
signed by Francis A. Adams, director general,
favoring the enactment of legislation to ex-
tend the Trade Agreements Act for 1 year
with the assessment of duties determined on
American valuation of comparable articles
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com-
mittee on Finance.

'The petition of Russell Smith and sundry
other members of the Paton Methodist
Church, Paton, Iowa, relating to disarma-
ment; to the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions.

Resolutions adopted by the National So-
Journers 34th annual convention at Chicago,
Ill, opposing world government, Atlantic
union, or any form of supergovernment, etc.;
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

A resolution adopted by the San Gabriel
Valley Retail Petroleum Distributors’ Asso-
clation at Los Angeles, Calif., relating to
competition and practices in the sale and
distribution of gasoline; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

A letter, in the nature of a petition, from
the Holy Name Society, Immaculate Concep-
tion Parish, Astoria, N. ¥, signed by Anthony
G. Parettl, president, praying for the enact-
ment of Senate Joint Resolution 1, relating
to the treatymaking power; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

A letter, in the nature of a petition, from
the Defenders of the Constitution, Forest
Hills, N. Y., signed by Thomas J. Quinn,
president, praying for the enactment of Sen-
ate Joint Resolution 1, relating to the treaty-
making power; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

A letter, in the nature of a petition, from
Our Lady of Fatima Council, No. 3263,
Enights of Columbus, Bellerose, N. Y., pray-
ing for the enactment of Senate Joint Reso-
lutlion 1, relating to the treatymaking power;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

A letter, in the nature of a petition, from
the Morris Park Council, No. 566, Knights of
Columbus, Richmond Hill, N, Y., signed by
‘Walter Eowalcyk, recording secretary, pray-
ing for the enactment of Senate Joint Reso-
lution 1, relating to the treatymaking power;
to the Committee on the Judlclary.
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A resolution adopted by the Loyola Council,
No. 477, Enights of Columbus, Brooklyn,
N. Y., fayoring the enactment of Senate
Joint Resolution 1, relating to the treaty-
making power; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

A resolution adopted by the Maris Stella
Council, No. 378, Knights of Columbus, Far
Rockaway, N. Y., favoring the enactment of
Senate Joint Resolution 1, relating to the
treatymaking power; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

A resolution adopted by the Baron DeKalb
Council, No. 1073, Knights of Columbus,
Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring the enactment of
Senate Joint Resolution 1, relating to the
treatymaking power; to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

A resolution adopted by the Joan of Arc
Council, No. 1992, Enights of Columbus, Port
Jefferson, N. Y., favoring the enactment of
Senate Joint Resolution 1, relating to the
treatymaking power; to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

A resolution adopted by the Bayview Re-
publican Women’s Club, San Diego, Calif,,
favoring the enactment of Senate Joint
Resolution 1, relating to the treatymaking
power; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

A resolution adopted by the Veterans of
Military Intelligence Service, Honolulu, Ha-
waii, favoring the appointment of Ben M.
Tashiro to be judge of the Circuit Court of
the Pifth Circuit of the Territory of Hawaii;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

The petition of Elizabeth Kiernan, and
sundry other citizens of the State of New
York, praying for the enactment of Senate
Joint Resolution 1, relating to the treaty-
making power; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina:

A concurrent resolution of the Legislature

of the State of South Carolina; to the Com-
mittee on Finance:

“Concurrent resolution memorializing Con-
gress to reject passage of the reciprocal
trade bill which would lower tarifis on tex-
tiles to the detriment of the people of the
United States
“Whereas the Congress of the United States

has under consideration H. R. 1, commonly

known as the reciprocal trade bill; and

“Whereas under the terms of the reciprocal
trade bill the President would be authorized
to further reduce tariffs on textiles for an
additional 16 percent over the next 3 years;
and

“Whereas such reduction in tariffs would
permit this country to be flooded with tex-
tiles produced in foreign countries, chiefly

Japan and India where the average wages

are one-tenth or one-twelfth of the prevail-

ing American rate; and
“Whereas the textile industry of the

United States could not possibly dispose of

its products in competition with such for-

elgn textiles and would be forced to liquidate
and throw hundreds of thousands of textile
employees out of work; and

‘“Whereas such reduction in tariffs would
not only be disastrous to the textile indus-
tries of the United States but also to the
carpet indusfry, the ceramics industry, crab-
meat producers, and other industries: Now,
therefore, be it

“Resolved by the senate (the house of
representatives conecurring), That Congress
is memorialized to reject passage of the re-
ciprocal trade bill which would be disastrous
to the textile and other major industries in
the United States; be it further

“Resolved, That a copy of this resolution
be forwarded to the President of the United

States, to each United States Senator from

South Carolina, and each Member of the

House of Representatives to Congress from

South Carolina.,”
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Two concurrent resclutions of the Legis-
lature of the State of South Carolina; to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry:

“Concurrent resolution memorializing the
United States Department of Agriculture
to retain the classing office at Charleston,
8. C.

“Whereas the Production and Marketing
Administration of the United States Depart-
ment of Agriculture is considering closing
the cotton classing office at Charleston, 8. C.;
and

“Whereas Charleston is the only South At-
lantic port with approved warehouses for
delivery of cotton on contract, and local
cotton classing service is vital to both
Charleston firms and mills in South Caro-
lina; and

“Whereas every farmer in South Caro-
lina is affected by the classing office in
Charleston because mills will pay farmers
better than delivery price as long as they
can deliver cotton on contract; and

“Whereas the State ports authority states
that if the classing office is closed, Charles-
ton could lose the importing of Egyptian
cotton; and

“Whereas the total annual appropriation
is only $16,000, which is a relatively small
amount for any Government agency and
certainly a minor consideration as to the
needed service at the port: Now, therefore,
be it

“Resolved by the Senate of the State of
South Carolina (the House of Representa-
tives concurring), That the United States
Department of Agriculture be memorialized
to retain the classing office at Charleston,
8. C., to insure orderly and efficient market-
ing of cotton handled at the port.of Charles-
ton; be it further

“Resolved, That a copy of this resolution
be forwarded to the United States Secretary
of Agriculture, the South Carolina commis-
sioner of agriculture, and to each of the
Members of Congress from South Carolina.”
“Concurrent resolution requesting the Sec-

retary of Agriculture, Ezra T. Benson, to

allocate and permit the planting of 1 acre
of cotton for each acre of peaches destroyed
by the recent unseasonable weather

“Whereas the recent unseasonable weather
has destroyed the peach crops in the State
of South Carolina; and

“Whereas such destruction will be a dis-
astrous financial blow to the peach growers
of the State; and

“Whereas there is still time to permit such
growers to plant cotton as a substitute for
the destroyed peach crop: Now, therefore,
be it

“Resolved by the senate (the house of
representatives concurring), That the Secre-
tary of Agriculture, Ezra T. Benson, is re-
guested to allocate and permit the planting
of 1 acre of cotton by any peach grower for
each acre of peaches destroyed by the recent
unseasonable weather, regardless of the fact
that such grower may have had no prior
allocation for cotton; be it further

“Resolved, That a copy of this resolution
be forwarded to the Secretary of Agriculture,
Ezra T. Benson, and to each of the United
States Senators and Members of the United
States House of Representatives from South
Carolina.”

A resolution of the House of Representa-
tives of the State of South Carolina; to the
Committee on Appropriations:

“Resolution memorializing the Congress of
the United States to aid the farmers, peach
growers, and other frult growers of Spar-
tanburg County and other counties in the
State who have suffered so disastrously
from the recent wunseasonable cold
weather
“Be it resolved by the House of Representa-

tives of the State of South Carolina:

“The House of Representatives of the State
of South Carolina, now in regular session
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at Columbia, S. C., wishes to call to the
attention of the Congress of the United
States that from the 26th through the 28th
of March of this year, the State was visited
by a cold wave unprecedented in the past 50
years. According to the records in the office
of the United States Weather Bureau, a tem-
perature as low as that which prevailed dur~
ing the dates above mentioned was recorded
only in the year 1894. Preceding this un-
usual cold wave the State had about 2 weeks
of unusually warm weather, Peach and
other fruit trees budded out profusely. As
a result of the cold wave it is estimated that
the 1955 peach crop will be a total loss to
the farmers and fruit growers of Spartanburg
and other counties in South Carolina. Ex-
pressed in money, this loss will range from
$12 to #14 million in Spartanburg County
alone. The peach and fruit growers are in
dire need and the area so disastrously af-
fected should be designated by the Federal
Government as a disaster area.

“This body therefore respectfully me-
morializes the Congress of the United States
to provide the peach and other frult growers
of Spartanburg County and of other counties
in this State with substantial aid so as to
enable them to bear without complete ruin
the unprecedented loss which they have sus-
talned, and also to increase the cotton acre-
age of the farmers of this State so that they
will have some means of offsetting the tre-
mendous losses that they have sustained
from the recent freeze: Be it further

“Resolved, That a copy of this resolution
be forwarded to the Clerk of the Senate and
of the House of Representatives and to each
Senator and Representative in Congress from
this State.”

(The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore
laid before the Senate a resolution of the
Legislature of the State of South Carolina,
identical with the foregoing, which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations.)

By Mr. SALTONSTALL (for himself
and Mr. KENNEDY) :

Resolutions of the House of Representa-
tives of the General Court of the Common-
wealth of Massachusetts; to the Committee
on Banking and Currency:

“Resolutions memoralizing Congress to take
action relative to the increased rents in
the housing projects in the city of Boston

“Whereas the Old Colony housing project
in the south Boston district of the city of
Boston was established by Federal funds for
the assistance to veterans and other needy
persons; and

“Whereas the purpose of such a project
was to keep low rental units; and

“Whereas notices have now been issued
effective May 1, 1955, increasing the rents
in 873 units from £3.50 to $16.50 per month;
and

“Whereas such action at this time is unfair,
unjust, and inequitable; and

“Whereas the housing authorities are con-
templating raising the rents in other proj-
ects in the Boston area which will affect
13,000 other families: Therefore be it

“Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives of the General Court of Massachusetts
memoralizes the Congress of the United
States to cause an investigation to be made
of the action taken by the housing authori-
ties in the Boston district and to enact ap-
propriate legislation to prevent such in-
creases of rents: And be it further

“Resolved, That copies of these resolutions
be sent forthwith by the secretary of state
to the President of the United States, to
the Presiding Officer of each branch of Con=-
gress, to the Members thereof from this Com-
monwealth, and to the Federal Housing Au-
thority in the District of Columbia and the
city of Boston.”

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tempore laid
before the Senate resolutions of the House
of Representatives of the Commonwealth of
Massachusetts, identical with the foregoing,
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which were referred to the Committee on
Banking and Currency.
By Mr. MORSE:

A joint resolution of the Legislature of
the State of Oregon; to the Committee on
Finance:

“Senate Joint Memorial 6

“To the Honorable Senate and the House of
Representatives of the United States of
America, in Congress Assembled:

“We, your memorialists, the 48th Legis-
lative Assembly of the State of Oregon, in
legislative session assembled, most respect-
fully represent as follows:

“Whereas there has been Introduced and
is now pending in the Congress of the United
States a bill for a public law, H. R. 1, which,
if enacted, would give the executive branch
of the Federal Government extended and
broad new authority to reduce United States
import duties and regulations without fur-
ther congressional action and possibly con-
trary to express findings and recommenda-
tions of the expert United States Tariff Com-
mission; and

“Whereas this legislative assembly is
sympathetic to the declared purposes of the
present Federal trade agreements legisla-
tion and the continuance of such legislation
as will further the interests of the domestic
economy of the United States through ex-
pansion of reciprocal world trade, with falr
and adequate means of protecting domestic
workers, producers, and industries against
excessive tariff reductions, but this legisla-
tive assembly opposes so changing the exist-
ing legislation as to make the tariff policy
and rates of the United States primarily in-
struments of international politics; and

“Whereas this Ilegislative assembly is
gravely concerned by the adverse effects
which substantial tariff reductions already
made are having upon important industries
of this State, such as the cranberry, cherry,
crab, dairy, filbert, fish, grass seeds, hops,
lumber, mint, mushroom, walnut, and wool
industries, and by the failure of the trade-
agreements program to obtain effective re-
ciprocal concessions for United States prod-
ucts, such as Oregon apples and pears which
continue to be virtually barred from their
former normal world markets by various
arbitrary foreign import restrictions; and

*Whereas provisions of H. R. 1 go far be-
yond the present trade agreements legis-
lation, and offer less, rather than more,
promise of recovery and expansion of ex-
port markets for domestic products, and if
enacted would threaten the possible destruc-
tion or substantial curtailment of agricul-
tural and other industries which are vital
to the economy of the State of Oregon: Now,
therefore, be it

“Resolved by the Senate of the State of
Oregon (the House of Representatives foint-
ly concurring therein), That this, the 48th
Legislative Assembly of the State of Oregon
in regular session assembled, hereby does
memorialize the Congress of the United
States not to pass H. R. 1, or any legislation
which would similarly add to and change
the existing trade agreements legislation; be
it further

“Resolved, That copies of this joint me-
morial be forwarded to the President of the
United States, to United States Senators
Wayne Morse and RicHARD NEUBERGER, and
Representatives WaALTER Norsrap, HarrIs
‘BLLSWORTH, SAM CooN, and EpITH GREEN, of
Oregon,

“Adopted by senate February 18, 1955.

“ZYLPHA ZELL BURNS,
“Chief Clerk of Senate.
“Ermo E. SMITH,
“President of Senate.

“Adopted by house March 11, 1955.

“E. R. GEARY,
“Speaker of House.”
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Two joint resolutions of the Legislature
of the State of Oregon; to the Committee
on Appropriations:

“Senate Joint Memorial 4

“To His Ezcellency, the Honorable President
of the United States, and to the Honor-
able Senate and the House of Repre-
sentatives of the United States of Amer-
ica, in Congress assembled:

“We, your memorialists, the 48th Legisla-
tive Assembly of the State of Oregon, in
legislative session assembled, most respect-
fully represent as follows:

“Whereas the United States, by and
through its Bureau of Reclamation and the
Corps of Engineers, has constructed more
than 40 dams in the Columbia River water-
shed since 1902; and

“Whereas the fishery resource of the Co-
lumbia River has already recelved severe
damage as a result of such dams; and

“Whereas it is evident that the river de-
velopment projects referred to herein are
prime factors in the depletion of the said
fishery resource and that the river develop-
ment projects should pay from their earn-
ings the continuing operation and mainte-
nance costs of the fishery rehabilitation pro-
gram presently in progress for the Columbia
River watershed; and

“Whereas the United States, acting by and
through the Director of the Fish and Wildlife
Service, in June 1948 entered into a signed
agreement with the fish and game depart-
ments of the States of Washington, Oregon,
and Idaho for a program of conservation and
rehabilitation of the salmon fishery of the
Columbia River by authority of the act of
May 11, 1938 (52 Stat. 345), as amended
August 8, 1946 (60 Stat. 932); and

“Whereas the agreement of June 1948 pro-
vided for construction of fishways, salmon
hatcheries, and other improvements by the
signatory States with Federal funds released
through the Fish and Wildlife Service; and

‘“Whereas many of these structures and
improvements have now been completed;
and

“Whereas the agreement providing for the
creation of these structures and facilities
does not provide for their permanent opera-
tion and maintenance with Federal funds;
and

“Whereas it is evident that the depletion
of the fishery resource of the Columbia River
watershed caused by Federal irrigation,
power, and navigation projects in the said
watershed will be to some degree a con-
tinuous depletion which will necessitate a
permanent operation and maintenance of
these facilities: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the Senate of the Siate of
Oregon (the House of Representatives jointly
concurring therein), That your memorialists
earnestly petition that the President and the
Congress of the United States do recognize
that the permaneént maintenance and opera-
tion of these facilities are a Federal respon-
sibllity and that moneys for their operation
and maintenance should become a continu-
ing part of Federal appropriations, to be allo-
cated to the State agencies responsible for
such operation and maintenance through
the Fish and Wildlife Service; be It further

“Resolved, That your memorialists ear-
nestly petition the Congress of the United
States to establish a permanent means of
financing the maintenance and operation of
these facilities by appropriate legislation,
making the costs of such operation and
maintenance a charge against funds received
by the United States and its agencies in
payment for electrical energy generated at
Federal hydroelectric powerplants in the
Columbia River Basin; and be it further

“Resolved, That coples of this memorial
be transmitted to the President of the United
States, the Secretary of the United States
Senate, the Clerk of the United States House
of Representatives, to each Member of the
Congress from the State of Oregon, to the
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Secretary of Defense, to the Becretary of
the Interior, to the Secretary of the Army,
to the Commissioner of the Bureau of Recla-
mation, and to the Chilef of the Corps of
ineers.
**Adopted by senate March 3, 1955.
“ZYLPHA ZELL Burns,
“Chief Clerk of Senate,
“ELmo C. SMITH,
“President of the Senate.
“Adopted by house March 10, 1955.
“E. A. GEARY,
“Speaker of House.”

“House Joint Memorial 11

“To the Honorable Senate and House of
Representatives of the United States of
America, in Congress assembled:

“We, your memorialists, the 48th Legis-
lative Assembly of the State of Oregon, in
legislative session assembled, most respect-
fully represent and petition as follows:

“Whereas Federal funds are appropriated
annually to the United States Geological
Burvey for a program of cooperative investi-
gation of water resources, wherein the Fed-
eral allotment matches the State allotment
in amount; and

“Whereas cooperative agreements for
water resource studies are in effect between
the United States Geological Survey and the
Oregon State engineer, the Oregon State
Highway Commission, and the water depart-
ments of Coos Bay-North Bend, Eugene, Mc=-
Minville and Portland, and negotiations are
proceding to effectuate a similar agreement
with the county court of Douglas County;
and

“Whereas in the fiscal year ending June
30, 1954, the Federal appropriation was not
adequate to match all cooperative offerings
with the result that each agreement was in
the ratio of $97.50 Federal to $100 State; and
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1955, the
agreements must be further reduced to the
ratio of $95 Federal to $100 State; and .

“Whereas still further reductions are in
prospect, with a probable ratio of $85 Fed-
eral to $100 State for fiscal year 1955-56 un-
less the Congress appropriates an adequate
amount, and these deficiencies will result in
discontinuance of some stream-flow measur-
ing stations and inadequate rehabilitation
and maintenance of existing stations: Now,
therefore, be it

“Resolved by the House of Representatives
of the State of Oregon (the Senate jointly
concurring therein), That the Congress of
the United States hereby is requested to
appropriate adequate funds to the United
States Geological Survey to carry out the
traditional practice of 100 percent matching
of all State offerings for the purpose of con-
tinuing the program of cooperative investi-
gation of water resources; and be it further

“Resolved, That copies of this memorial be
sent to the President of the United States,
to the Secretary of the Interior and to all
members of the Oregon congressional dele-
gation.

“Adopted by house March 9, 1955.

“EpiTH EYNoN Law,
“Chief Clerk.
“Ep GEARY,
“Speaker of House.

“Adopted by senate March 14, 1855.

“Ermo C. SMITH,
“President of Senate.”

A joint resolution of the Legislature of the
State of Oregon; to the Committee on Public
Works:

“House Jolnt Memorial 12

“To His Ezcellency, the Honorable President
of the United States; to the Honorable
Secretary of the Interior; to the Honor-
able Senators and Representatives from
Oregon in Congress of the United States
of America; and to the Board on (Geo=
graphic Names:

“We, your memorialists, the 48th Legisla-
tive Assembly of the State of Oregon, in
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legislative session assembled, most respect-
fully represent as follows:

“Whereas in 1954 the President of the
United States of America threw the govern-
ing switch which sent thousands of kilowatts
of electrical energy from a mighty dam that
had just been constructed spanning the
Columbia River, an historical day for the
Nation marking another milestone in the
progress of the Pacific Northwest; and

“Whereas it was proper and fitting that the
dam should be named McNary in order to
perpetuate the name of this illustrious pio-
neer statesman, Charles Linza McNary, who,
cooperating with his friends and neighbors,
had within the span of one lifetime built
from an unexplored wilderness and sage-
brush country a progressive and stable part
of our United States, homes and industries
of the Northwest consuming hundreds of
thousands of kilowatts provided by McNary
Dam and other dams promoted by Senator
McNary and his neighbors; and

“Whereas Oregon and Washington owe so
much to pioneer ctitizens whose hard work
and fortitude made the Northwest great; and

“Whereas the dam being named McNary
after a ploneer statesman, it would be proper
and fitting that the waters creating a lake
back of McNary Dam be named Aldrich Lake
as a memento to that tireless newspaper edi-
tor, Edwin Burton Aldrich, who spent his
entire life using his pen to achieve greater
things for the Pacific Northwest through the
development of its water resources; and

“Whereas E. B. Aldrich, editor of the East
Oregonian in Pendleton, Oreg., was the
leader at the first meeting ever called for the
development of the resources of the Colum-
bia River; and

“Whereas E. B. Aldrich was one of the
Northwest's representatives sent to alert the
Congress of our Nation and Corps of Engi-
neers of the power potentialities of the

. Columbia River; and

“Whereas it was E. B. Aldrich and his
associates who secured the first money ever
appropriated for the study of the Columbia
River; and from that meager appropriation
of $50,000 from the Congress of the United
States and $10,000 from the State of Oregon
an embryo was created from which has
emerged multipurpose dams on the Colum-
bia River; and

“Whereas although E. B. Aldrich’s pen was
forever stilled by his death in 1950, a record
of his achievements should be marked for all
time: Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the House of Representatives
of the State of Oregon (the Senate jointly
concurring therein), That the Congress of
the United States is respectfully memorial-
ized to name this lake Aldrich Lake; and be it
further

“Resolved, That coples of this memorial be
transmitted to the Honorable Dwight D.
Eisenhower, President of the United States;
the Honorable Douglas McKay, Secretary of
the Interior; the Honorable Wayne Morse,
United States Senator from the State of
Oregon; the Honorable Richard Neuberger,
United States Senator from the State of
Oregon; the Honorable Walter Norblad, Rep-
resesntative in Congress from the State of
Oregon; the Honorable Sam Coon, Repre-
sentative in Congress from the State of Ore-
gon; the Honorable Edith Green, Representa=-
tive in Congress from the State of Oregon;
the Honorable Harrls Ellsworth, Representa-
tive In Congress from the State of Oregon;
and the Board on Geographic Names.

“Adopted by house March 23, 1955.

“E. A, GEARY,
“Speaker of the House.
“EpITH BYRON Law,
“Chief Clerk.
“Adopted by senate March 30, 1955.
“ELmo C. BMITH,
“President of Senate.”
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JOINT RESOLUTIONS OF WISCONSIN
LEGISLATURE

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I send to
the desk two joint resolutions enacted
by the Wisconsin Legislature memorial-
izing to the Congress to take action in
two important fields.

The first relates to restoration of pack-
age freight shipping on the Great Lakes,
an issue which I personally have recom-
mended for many years and toward
which I have in the past introduced leg-
islation.

The second relates to the appropriate
issue of a commemorative memorial
stamp in honor of the first kindergarten
in the United States, established in
Watertown, Wis., by Mrs. Carl Schurz
in 1856.

I ask unanimous consent that the
resolutions be printed in the Recorp at
this point and be thereafter appropri-
ately referred.

There being no objection, the joint
resolutions were received, appropriately
referred, and, under the rule, ordered
to be printed in the REecorp, as follows:

To the Committee on Interstate and For-
eign Commerce:

“Joint Resolution 38, A

“Joint resolution memorializing the Con-
gress of the United States to restore pack-
age freight shipping on the Great Lakes

“Whereas the restoration of package
freight service on the Great Lakes will sub-
stantially contribute to the well-being and
growth of Wisconsin industry, and provide
a market for the agricultural and manu-
factured products of the State; and

“Whereas lack of package freight ship-
ping has adversely affected Wisconsin agri-
culture and industry, and has caused sub-
stantial unemployment in the maritime in-
dustries of the Great Lakes area; and

“Whereas package freight shipping will
contribute to the reduction of such unem-
ployment; and

“Whereas package freight service will pro-
vide a steppingstone to the maximum use
of the facilitles of the Great Lakes ports
of Wisconsin for international trade when
the St. Lawrence Seaway has been completed:
Now, therefore, be it

“Resolved by the assembly (the senate con-
eurring), That the Legislature of the State
of Wisconsin memorialize the Congress of
the United States to enact such legislation
as may be necessary to restore package
freight shipping on the Great Lakes at the
earliest practicable date; and, be it further

“Resolved, That properly attested coples
of this resolution be transmitted to Presi-
dent Dwight D. Eisenhower, the TUnited
States Maritime Commission, to each House
of Congress, and to each Wisconsin Member
thereof.

“MARE CATLIN, Jr.,
“Speaker of the Assembly.

“ArTHUR L. May,

“Chief Clerk of the Assembly.

“W. P, KNOWLES,
“President of the Senate.

“LAWRENCE R. LARSEN,

“Chief Clerk of the Senate.”

To the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Service:
“Joint Resolution 20, A

“Joint resolution memorializing the Post
Office Department to issue a postage stamp
commemorating the establishment of the
first kindergarten in the United States in
Watertown in 1856
“Whereas the concept of the kindergarten

vas developed in Germany during the 2d
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and 3d decades of the 19th century by Fred-
rick Froebel; and
“Whereas in 1856 the first kindergarten in
the United States was established in Water-
town, Wis., by Mrs. Carl Schurz, a student
of Froebel;, and
“Whereas it was not until 1873 that a
public-school kindergarten was established
anywhere in the United States; and
“Whereas the establishment of the Water-
town kindergarten represents a milestone in
the development of education in this Nation:
Now, therefore, be it
“Resolved by the assembly (the senate con-
curring), That the Honorable Arthur E.
Summerfield, Postmaster General, be re-
quested to give consideration to the issu-
ance, during 1956, of a postage stamp com-
memorating the centennial celebration of
the founding of the first kindergarten in the
United States in Watertown, Wis.; and, be it
further
“Resolved, That a certified copy of this res-
olution be sent to the Honorable Arthur E.
Summerfield and to each Member of the
congressional delegation from Wisconsin,
“Marik CaTLIN, JT.,
“Speaker of the Assembly.
“ARTHUR L. Mavy,
“Chief Clerk of the Assembly.
“W. P. ENOWLES,
“President of the Senate.
“LAWRENCE R. LARSEN,
"“Chief Clerk of the Senate.”

CONTINUANCE OF AMERICAN MA-
RINE HOSFITAL SYSTEM FOR
SEAMEN—CONCURRENT RESOLU-
TION OF MINNESOTA LEGISLA-
TURE

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, I did not
wish to interrupt the eulogies in honor
of the great Franklin D. Roosevelt. My
heart is as tender in respeect and high
regard for the memory of that great
man as are any of those who have made
their expressions on the other side of
the aisle. But there is an Appropria-
tions Committee session beginning at
2:30 o’clock today, and for that reason
I send to the desk and ask unanimous
consent to have printed in the REcorp a
resolution passed by the legislative body
of the State of Minnesota. I think it is
a very timely resolution, since it memo-
rializes Congress to continue the opera-
tion of the great merchant marine hos-
pital.

There being no objection, the joint
resolution was referred to the Commit-
tee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce, and under the rule, ordered to
be printed in the Recorb, as follows:
Concurrent resolution memorializing the

President, the United States Maritime

Commission, and the Congress of the

United States to support measures to

insure the continued operation of the

American Marine Hospital system for sea-

men

Whereas, the nature and type of work per-
formed by the seamen on the American mer-
chant marine operating on the high seas
as well as on the Great Lakes is such that
it is imperative that adequate hospital facil-
ities be provided for them;

Whereas large numbers of residents of the
State of Minnesota are beneficially employed
as seamen on the Great Lakes and on the
high seas;

Whereas steps have been taken which if
carried out would lead to the destruction of
the hospital system built up over many years
for seamen: Now, therefore, be it
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Resolved by the house of representatives,
(the senate concurring), That the President
of the United States, the United States Mari-
time Commission and the Congress of the
United States be requested to do all in their

to insure the contfinued operation of
the hospital system for the American sea-
men; be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of state of
the State of Minnesota be instructed to
transmit copies of this resolution to the
President of the United States, the United
States Maritime Commission, and to each
Member of Congress from the State of
Minnesota.

Avrrep F. JOHNSON,

Speaker of the House of Representatives.

KarL T. ROLVAAG,
President of the Senate.

Passed the house of representatives, the
10th day of March, in the year of Our Lord
1955.

G. H. LEany,
Chief Clerk, House of Representatives.

Passed the senate, the 30th day of March,
in the year of Our Lord 1955.

H. G. SoRrreY,
Seeretary of the Senate.

Approved April b, 1955.

OnviLLE J. FurMan,
Governor of the State of Minnesota.

NINETY PERCENT OF PARITY FOR
FARM COMMODITIES — RESOLU-
TION

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, I pre-
sent, for appropriate reference, and ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the REcorp, a resolution adopted by the
Isanti County Cooperative Association,
at Zimmerman, Minn., favoring the en-
actment of legislation to provide 90 per-
cent of parity on all farm commodities.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to
be printed in the REcorb, as follows:

Since net farm income has fallen off about
30 percent since 1948, while nonfarm income
has increased about 43 percent since 1948, no
amount of scrambling of figures can convince
us we_ are better off now under flexible-price
supports than we were before. In view of
these facts, we submit the following reso-
lution:

Calling upon the President and the Con-
gress to work out a long-range permanent
farm program on all commodities at not less
than 90 percent of parity—produced by the
family-sized farm—(a family farm can be
described as one of which the family lives
on the land, makes all the major decisions,
and supplies the major part of the labor).

We further resolve that the Government
stop giving ald to the rich hobby farmers
and the large cooperation farms—who really
produce the surpluses if there are any—and
that the Government provide enough money
through low-interest credit for the farm
program, CCC, crop insurance, REA, SCS, etc.

ISANTI COUNTY COOPERATIVE
ASSOCIATION,
RAYMOND STOECKEL, Secretary.

ZIMMERMAN, MINN.

INCREASED SUGAR QUOTA—RESO-
LUTIONS

Mr. THYE. Mr. President, I present,
for appropriate reference, and ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the REcorb, three resolutions adopted by
the Chamber of Commerce of Blue
Earth, the Commercial Club of Frost,
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and the Chamber of Commerce of Moor-
head, all of the State of Minnesota, re-
lating to increased sugar quotas.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tions were referred to the Committee on
Finance, and ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

Whereas the sugar industry is a vital and
necessary part of the agricultural and in-
dustrial life of Minnesota; and

Whereas quota provisions incorporated in
the Sugar Act of 1948 as temporarily expe-
dient still are in force, denying the historic
right of this industry to grow with our Na-
tion; and

Whereas the domestic sugar industry has,
through important technological progress,
increased its own productivity per acre by
some 20 percent since establishment of fixed
marketing quotas in the Sugar Act of 1948;
and

Whereas the combination of rigid market-
ing restrictions and increased productivity
per acre is forcing injurlous acreage reduc-
tions and other sharp constrictions of the
domestic sugar industry; and

Whereas these pressures not only are act-
ing to the severe and unwarranted detri-
ment of the domestic sugar industry, but also
are having a depressing effect upon the eco-
nomic life of Minnesota: Now, therefore, be
it

Resolved, That the Congress of the United
States be and hereby is petitioned to provide
for immediate quota increases for the do-
mestic sugar industry and restoration to the
domestic industry of its historic right to
share in all future increases in United States
sugar requirements; and be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of this or-
ganization is hereby instructed to forward
copies of this resolution to the Senators and
Representatives elected to the Congress by
the people of Minnesota, and to the Secretary
of Agriculture, Secretary of State, and the
Secretary of the Interior.

Passed by Chamber of Commerce, Blue
Earth, Minn., March 28, 1955.

A. KEOLKJEN,
President.

M. A. GATZEE,
Secretary.

Whereas the sugar Industry is a vital and
necessary part of the agricultural and indus-
trial life of this community; and

Whereas quota provisions incorporated in
the Sugar Act of 1948 as temporarily ex-
pedient still are in force, denying the his-
toric right of this industry to grow with our
Nation; and

Whereas the domestic sugar industry has,
through important technological progress,
increased its own productivity per acre by
some 20 percent since establishment of fixed
marketing quotas in the Sugar Act of 1948;
and

Whereas the combination of rigid market-
ing restrictions and increased productivity
per acre is forcing injurious acreage reduc-
tions and other sharp constrictions of the
domestic sugar industry; and

Whereas these pressures not only are act-
ing to the severe and unwarranted detriment
of the domestic sugar industry, but also are
having a depressing effect upon the eco-
nomic life of this community: Now, there-
fore, be it g

Resolved, That the Congress of the United
States be and hereby is petitioned to pro-
vide for immediate quota increases for the
domestic industry and restoration to the do-
mestic industry of its historic right to share
in all future increases in United States sugar
requirements; and be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of Commer-
cial Club is hereby instructed to forward
coples of this resolution to the Senators and
Representatives elected to the Congress by
the people of Montana, and to the Secre-
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tary of Agriculture, Secretary of State, and
the Secretary of the Interior.
Passed by Commercial Club, Frost, Minn.,
March 28, 1955.
SELMAR MATHESON, President.
LesTeER Scorr, Secretary.

The Director of the Moorhead Chamber
of Commerce meeting in a special session on
March 28, 1955, at Moorhead, Minn. ap-
proved the following resolution:

“Whereas the Sugar Act of 1948 as
amended in 1951 expires December 31, 1956;
and

“Whereas the sugar industry of the United
States is today operating at a minimum of
capacity; and

“Whereas the annual consumption in-
crease since 1947 has been 1 million tons;
and

“Whereas the sugar industry is a vital por-
tion of the economy of the Red River Valley
of the North; and

“Whereas we do have at the present time
capacities to produce and process more than
double the amount of beet sugar being pro-
duced and marketed from this area: Now,
therefore, be it

“Resolved, That the Chamber of Commerce
of Moorhead, Minn., go on record requesting
that any increase in the consumption of
sugar within the United States be given to
the beet and cane producers within the
territorial boundaries of this country com-
mensurate with their ability to produce and
market this additional consumption eco-
nomically and in the best Interests of the
sugar industry of the United States; be it
further

“Resolved, That coples of this resolution
be forwarded to our Senators and Repre-
sentatives in the Congress of the United
States and to all other interested parties.”

RESOLUTION OF KANSAS STATE
SENATE

- Mr., CARLSON. Mr. President, the
Kansas Legislature, which has just con-
cluded its biennial session, adopted a
resolution petitioning the Congress to
take appropriate action which would in-
sure the continuance of programs for
the impounding and control of water
runoff in the State of Kansas.

This resolution calls attention to the
severe hardships and the great financial
loss from floods and droughts during the
years 1951, 1952, 1953, and 1954.

This action on the part of the Kansas
Legislature is one of the most progres-
sive and forward-looking steps taken in
many years regarding future develop-
ment of our State.

I believe that everyone must agree that
our State’s growth, economically, agri-
culturally, and industrially, will be de-
termined by the amount of water that
we can conserve and use.

Kansas is a State that has suffered
seriously from intermittent floods and
droughts. In 1951 we suffered one of
the most disastrous floods in our State’s
history, causing hundreds of millions of
dollars of damage. During the last 3
years, we have suffered a serious drought.

1t is, of course, impossible to estimate
the terrific loss suffered by our citizens
from the lack of water. Our State,
through the cooperation of the Corps of
Engineers, the Bureau of Reclamation,
and the Soil Conservation Service of the
Department of Agriculture, has complet-
ed a number of projects in our State
that are proving to be of great value.
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The programs under the direction and
sponsorship of these agencies must not
only be continued, but must be expanded.

Every Member of Congress will re-
ceive a copy of this resolution, and I
sineerely hope they will keep in mind
the problems that have been mentioned
in the resolution approved by the legis-
lature.

I present the resolution for appro-
priate reference and ask unanimous con-
sent that it be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was received, referred to the Com-
mittee on Public Works, and, under the
rule, ordered to be printed in the REc-
orp, as follows:

Resolution petitioning the Congress of the
United States to take appropriate action to
assure the continuance of surveys and
planning and the cooperation in the con-
struction of projects in the State of Kansas
that are vital and necessary to the con-
servation of soil and water by the Corps
of Engineers, the Bureau of Reclamation,
and the United States Department of Agri-
culture

Whereas water and soill are the most
valuable natural resources of Kansas, and

Whereas the citizens, industries, farms,
and cities of Kansas have always been sub-
ject to flood and drought but more recently
they have experienced severe hardships and
great financial losses from floods and
droughts during the years 1951, 1952, 1853,
and 1954; and

Whereas many cities, Industries, and farms
are suffering from a critical shortage of wa-
ter, and, at the same time, are exposed to
the further hazards of floods and droughts;
and

Whereas it has become evident that we
must use every means available and feasible
to conserve and control all of the sources
of water supply; and ;

Whereas the Federal Government through
acts of Congress has delegated to three agen-
cles, namely, the Corps of Engineers, the
Bureau of Reclamation, and the Soil Con-
servation Service of the United States De-
partment of Agriculture, the principal re-
sponsibilities for the conservation of water
and soil, and, more specifically, such mat-
ters as flood control, water supply, irriga-
tion pollution control, and soil conservation;
Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate of the State of
Kansas, That we respectfully urge, request,
and petition the Congress of the United
States to take what actlons are necessary
to assure continuance of surveys and plan-
ning and assure cooperation in the construc-
tion of projects in the State of Eansas that
are vital and necessary to the conservation of
soil and water, by the three agencies, namely,
the Corps of Engineers, the Bureau of Recla-
mation, and the Soil Conservation Service of
the United States Department of Agricul-
ture; and be it further

Resolved, That the secretary of state be in-
structed to transmit enrolled coples of this
resolution to the President of the United
States, the Vice President of the United
States, each Member of the Congress of
the United States, and the Director of the
Bureau of the Budget of the United States.

ESTABLISHMENT OF A MERCHANT
MARINE AND SHIPBUILDING PRO-
GRAM—RESOLUTION

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I present
for appropriate reference, and ask unani-
mous consent to have printed in the
Recorp, a resolution adopted by the
Pacific Coast Zone Marine Conference of
the International Association of Ma-
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chinists, at Portland, Oreg., favoring the
establishment of a merchant marine and
shipbuilding program.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and
ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as
follows:

Whereas the experience of two world wars
has amply demonstrated the need for the
shipbuilding industry standing on a firm
base; and

Whereas in the event of a future conflict
the added tempo of atomic and guided mis-
sile warfare will not allow leeway to build
our deteriorated shipbuilding and ship-re-
pair facillties and more particularly will not
allow the time necessary to train personnel
in skills required to man these yards, said
skills including designers, engineers, super-
vision, and craftsmen of all trades; and

Whereas we are rapidly losing the trained
personnel to carry on this industry due to
the lack of a stabilized shipbuilding program
and the present policy of offshore procure-
ment in the bhuilding and repair of American
vessels in foreign ports: Now, therefore,
be it

Resolved:

1. That the Pacific Coast Zone Marine Con-
ference of the International Association of
Machinists, assembled in Portland, Oreg., this
BGth day of April 1955, strongly urges the
shipbuilding industry of the United States
and our Congress now in session to put forth
every effort to establish a merchant marine
and shipbullding program in order to stabi-
lize our present shipyard facilities;

2. That the Pacific coast zone should re-
ceive an equitable share of all construction
and repair of vessels in order that employ-
ment in the shipyards on the west coast be
increased and maintained at a level neces-
sary to assist in the protection of the United
States in case of emergency;

3. Our membership in the United States
and Canada engaged In the shipbuilding and
ship-repair industry must continue to use
every effort to impress upon their representa-
tives in Government and industry the urgent
necessity for immediate action in the build-
ing and maintenance of an adequate mer-
chant marine fleet for the defense and pro-
tection of the North American Continent and
the free world.

NINETY PERCENT OF PARITY ON
BASIC AGRICULTURAL COMMODI-
TIES—LETTER

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I present,
for appropriate reference, and ask unan-
imous consent to have printed in the
Recorp, a letter I have received from
the Morrow County Farm Bureau, of
Ione, Oreg., signed by Mrs. Markham
Baker, secretary, favoring the enactment
of legislation to provide 90-percent par-
ity for basic agricultural commodities.

There being no objection, the letter
was referred to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry, and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

IoNE, OrEc., April 6, 1955.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

DeEArR Mr. Morse: At the regular meeting
of the Morrow County Farm Bureau held
on March 22, a resolution was passed unani-
mously, advocating Government support of
at least 80-percent parity on basic commodi-
ties used at home. One of the reasons for
this action is the fact that industries and
other groups are so supporfed thus keeping
the prices of machinery and other things
that the farmer has to buy at such a level
that if the farmer is forced to take lower
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prices 1t may prove disastrous as well as
being unfair.
Sincerely yours,
MoRrow COUNTY FarMm BUREAT,
Mrs. MARKHAM BAKER,
Secretary.

RESOLUTIONS IN FAVOR OF A HIGH
HELLS CANYON DAM

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the Recorp a series of resolutions
adopted by the Oregon Grangers, electric
cooperative associations, labor unions,
the State Farmers Union, the National
Rural Electric Cooperative Association,
and other groups, in support of a high
dam at Hells Canyon.

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

OREGON STATE GRANSERS RESOLUTION

Grangers, representing 34 of the State's 36
counties, meeting at State grange headquar-
ters in Portland, Oreg., on January 17, 1955,
to discuss the hydroelectric power situation
in the Northwest hereby go on record urging
immediate action by the Senate and the
House of Representatives of the United States
to authcrize the construction of the high
Federal dam at Hells Canyon.

We feel that such action must be taken at
once in order to assure that this great re-
source will be fully integrated into the Pacific
Northwest grid system before an actual power
shortage develops that will be a detriment
to all the people of the United States.

We feel that to permit the Idaho Power
Co. to despoil Hells Canyon with its partial
and plecemeal scheme would be a dangerous
and needless loss to this Nation and to this
region, We therefore urge all granges and
other organizations to join together in a
united effort to attain authorization of the
high Federal Hells Canyon Dam.

Bigned by:

Ray W. Giux,
ALBERT ULLMAN,
EarL A. MOORE.

Resolved, That we reaffirm our former reso-
lution that we favor the construction of the
high Hells Canyon Dam by the Federal Gov-
ernment in accord with the survey and rec-
ommendation of the Bureau of Reclamation
and the Corps of Army Engineers; and be
it further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be
sent to our Representatives in Congress.

Adopted at annual State convention of the
Oregon State Farmers Union in Salem, Oreg.,
Pebruary 12, 1855.

RESOLUTION ADOPTED BY THE OREGON RURAL
EvrecTRIC COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION, DECEM~-
BER 14, 1064
Be it resolved, That the legislative pro-

gram of the Oregon Rural Electric Cooper-

atlve Assoclation be supplemented by the
following policy statement:

Resolution No. 4: That we urge early en-
actment of legislation to authorize con-
struction of Hells Canyon Dam.

Resolution adopted.

B. R. LITTLE,
Secretary-Treasurer, Oregon Rural
Electrie Cooperative Association.

CENTRAL LincoLw
PeoPLES’ UTILITY DISTRICT,
Newport, Oreg., February 10, 1955.
The Honorable WayNe MoRsE,
United States Senator,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.
Dear SenaTorR Morse: In the interest of
securing a continued supply of low-cost
power necessary for the further development



1955

and progress of the Pacific Northwest, the
members of the board of directors of the
Central Lincoln Peoples' Utility District so-
licit your support of the Hells Canyon Dam
bill as recently approved by the board of
directors of the National Hells Canyon As-
sociation.

It is our belief that only through Federal
construction of the Hells Canyon project
can the full maximum development and
utilization of the hydroelectric potential be
realized. Benefits of low-cost power for the
Pacific Northwest would be realized through
the proposed interconnection with the Fed-
eral Columbia River Power System and mar-
keting of electric energy under provisions of
the 1937 Bonneville Project Act.

Very truly yours,
MiLLARD MARTIN,
President.

Whereas a bill authorizing the construc-
tion of a high Hells Canyon Dam has been
introduced in Congress, and

Whereas we believe that in order to have
an Integrated power system of maximum
value that this dam be constructed as called
for in this bill, for the following reasons:

First. That it will tie in with the North-
west Power Pool to insure needed power for
this area, and for national defense, and

Second. That it will serve as a large stor-
age basin, thereby helping to regulate an
even flow of water right on down through the
Columbia chain of power dams and proposed
dams, serving to increase the output of each
dam and make a steady and greater power
supply that cannot be had by any other
means, and

Third. That it will help to supply cheap
power for agriculture and industry and en-
courage industry, and make jobs for thou-
sands and thousands of people, these added
industries, this added payroll, added homes
and all other benefits all building a founda-
tion on a substantial basis for securing
added tax money for the operation of Federal,
State, and county governments, and

Fourth. That it will be developing a nat-
ural resource by the people and for the peo-
ple who own it, and will pay a return to all
the people, eventually paying back the full
cost of construction, and thereafter be a
financial source of income for governmental
operation, and

Fifth. That we know from past experience
the value of a liberal supply of power at a
low cost, and realize the last war could have
had a different ending for America, had it
not been for the speedy output of boats and
war materials, all of which was directly de-
pendent on our supply of low cost power in
the Northwest, and

Whereas we realize that our Congress will
be under pressure, and at the point of focus
of the highest paid, most powerful lobby in
America, and feeling that our congressional
delegation are in need of home support for
this measure, so; therefore be it

Resolved, that Sixes Grange go on record
as heartily supporting this Hells Canyon bill,
and that we forward coples of this resolution
to Senators WAYNE MoORSE and RICHARD NEU-
BERGER and to Congressman HARmIS ELLS-
woRrTH, requesting their undivided support
of this bill.

ALBERT BRITTON,
Master Sizes Grange.

DENMARK, OREG.

FRANK MORRIS, Jr.,
Secretary Sizes Grange.
S1xES, OREG.

Baxer District Pomona GRANGE, No. 24,
March 5, 1955.
Senator WaynNE Momskg,
Washington, D. C.:

Baker District Pomona Grange assembled
in regular session at Missouri Flat Grange,
No. 612, on March 5, 1955.

Go on record as favoring adoption of the
Hells Canyon bill as presented to the present
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Congress and Senate of the United States.
We further resolve that a copy of this
resolution be sent to Senators Wayne MoRrse
and RICHARD NEUBERGER, Representative Sam
Coon, and the Oregon State Legislative Com-
mittee.
EDGAR STORIE,
Master.
Eprra MORIN,
Secretary.
CrackaMas CoUNTY
CENTRAL LaBor COUNCIL,
Oregon City, Oreg., March 18, 1955.
The Honorable WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D, C.

Dear SeNaToR Morse: This council is ap-
preciative of your efforts in behalf of con-
gressional approval of a high dam at Hells
Canyon.

Best personal regards.

Sincerely yours,
WiLriaMm R. PERRIN,
Secretary.

PuyaLLupr, WasH., March 19, 1855.
Hon. WaYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: At our regular session, Fruilt-
land Grange, No. 999, instructed me to in-
form you that we favor the early passage
of S. 1333, authorizing the construction of
the high dam at Hells Canyon.

We are familiar with your position but
are simply offering written evidence which
may be used by you in proving what the
public sentiment is in regarding this matter.

Sincerely yours,
Neva MILNE,
Secretary,
Fruitland Grange, No. 999.

Whereas Senate bill 1333 has been intro-
duced in the United States Senate by Sena-
tors Morse, NEUBERGER, and many other Sen-
ators from many different States of the
Union for the construction of Hells Canyon
Dam; and

Whereas to get the fullest benefits of the
water resources of the Northwest for power,
irrigation, navigation for all of the people
for more industries and a fuller opportunity
for work for an ever increasing army of
working people. It is ahbsolutely necessary to
build the Hells Canyon Dam as soon as pos-
sible: Therefore be it

Resolved, That Carpenters Local 226 of
Portland, Oreg., do earnestly and sincerely
endorse Senate bill 1333 as now introduced
in the United States Senate and pledge its
full support of said bill; be it further

Resolved, That Carpenters Local 226 of
Portland, Oreg., do hereby sincerely com-
mend and appreciate all those Senators.

A. E. Larson, C. J. La Salle, James W.
Johnson, C. B. Fairley, H. W. Goodding,
T. E. Johnson, A. T. Williams, Sr., Geo.
Hany, Andrew F. Sears, Carpenters,
No. 226.

ResoruTioN From Krrriras County PoMoNA
GRANGE, No. 58, HELLs CANYON Dam

Whereas we the Grangers of Kittitas
County Pomona Grange No. 58 feel that the
Hells Canyon Dam should be built to assure
our downstream dams an ample supply of
water when the river and its tributaries are
low; and

Whereas engineers have assured that the
dam will produce a capacity of 686,000 kilo-
watts, as well as serving as flood control, and
other benefits: Therefore be it

Resolved, That Kittitas County Pomona
Grange go on record favoring the construc-
tion of Hells Canyon Dam and that Senate
bill No. 1333; providing for the construction
of the high dam by the Bureau of Reclama-
tion, be passed and that construction be
started as soon as practical, and be it fur-
ther
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Resolved, That coples of this resolution go
to Senator James E. MURRAY, chairman of the
Senate Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs, Senator WAYNE MorsgE, who intro-
duced the bill, Senator WARREN G. MAGNUSON,
Senator HENRY JACKSON, Representative Hawn
HoLmEes, and Representative Don MAGNUSON.
Copies should be sent to our Washington
State Grange Master Lars A. Nelson, and to
the Hells Canyon Dam Association.

The above resolution was adopted by the
Kittitas County Pomona No. 58 meeting at
Ellensburg on March 28.

OrviLLE E. BURGETT,
Master.
ELna EMERSON,
Secretary.
OswEGO GRANGE, No. 175,
Lake Grove, Oreg., March 24, 1955.
Re Hells Canyon bill No. 1333.

It is hereby resolved that the Oswego
Grange No. 176 wishes to go on record in
support of the Hells Canyon Dam, bill No.
1333.

Durwarp E. FrY,
Master,

Saera F. OLDHAM,
Secretary.

STANLEY OLDHAM,

J. F. HALLMEYER,

Jor DECoRT,

Ezecutive Committee.
PENDLETON, OREG.

Cold Spring Grange, No. 801, urges the
Federal Power Commission and the Congress
of the United States to support the pro-
posed multipurpose Hells Canyon Dam proj-
ect and to oppose the alternate proposal for
smaller dams.

Authorize the construction in the near
future,

MEerviN R, MEINERS,
Master.
Mrs. BErT BLoOM,
Secretary.

JuNcTION CITY.
REesoLUTION

Whereas economic future of Oregon and
the Pacific Northwest depends on an ade-
quate supply of hydroelectric power,

Whereas Army engineers’ reports show
that the construction of a high multiple-
purpose dam at Hells Canyon on the Snake
River is the key to the maximum develop-
ment of the Columbia River Basin: There-
fore be it

Resolved by South Benton Grange, No. 756
(in session assembled March 25), to go on
record as urging the adoption of Senate bill
1333, which authorizes the construction, op-
eration, and maintenance of Hells Canyon
Dam on the Snake River; be it further

Resolved, That coples be sent to Btate
Grange, National Hells Canyon Dam Associa-
tion, and Senators and Representatives of
Oregon congressional delegation.

MiLEs PETERS,
Master.
EvA FETERS,
Secretary.

ROSEBURG, OREG., March 31, 1955,

Whereas Lookingglass Grange No. 927, of
Lookingglass, Oreg., went on record January
12, 1854, in favor of and supporting the
Hells Canyon donation fund: Therefore, be
it

Resolved, That the officers and members of
Lookingglass Grange No. 927 at a recent
meeting went on record favoring S. 1333, the
Federal high Hells Canyon measure.

CHARLES E. ScHULZE, Master.
Susie OAR, Secretary.
EKEATING GRANGE,
Keating, Oreg.

Whereas this grange is, and always has
been, in favor of a Federal Hells Canyon
Dam: Therefore be it
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Resolved by Keating Grange No. 823 (met
in regular session this 25th day of March),
Go on record as favoring Senate bill 1333;
also be it

Resolved, That copies of this resolution
be sent to our Senators and Congressmen
and to Senator JamEes E. MURRAY, chairman
of Senate Interior and Insular Affairs Com-
mittee, and to Representative Gracie ProsT,
of Idaho.

Resolution examined and approved by
Eeating Grange No. 823, Keating, Oreg.

Bos Cowarp, Master.
ARLAINE CORNETT, Secretary.
BanDON, OREG., April 1, 1955.
Senator WayneE MORSE,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Sm: We of Westmost Grange No.
884 would like to take this opportunity to
thank you for your efforts in order to obtain
construction of the vital Hells Canyon Dam.

This Graige has unanimously passed a
resolution favoring Federal construction of
the high dam in Hells Canyon. We want
you to know that public support for this
project is not lacking.

Sincerely,

WesTMOST GRANGE No. 804.
Ep. B. GouLp,
J. J. Moggis,
L. M. EraNick, Committee.
RIVERSDALE GRANGE, No. 731
Roseburg, Oreg.

Whereas Bonneville and Grand Coulee
Dams have been highly successful, contribut-
ing greatly to the winning of World War II,
and have been the direct origin of the indus-
trial expansion of the Pacific Northwest; and

Whereas additional facilities of this type
are needed in order to continue this expan-
slon, to provide for Oregon’s rapidly increas-
ing population, and further to minimize flood
levels on the Columbia River and other
streams; and

‘Whereas the Army engineers’ 308 report has
already shown that construction of a high
dam in Hells Canyon on the Snake River is
the key to the maximum development of the
Columbia River System, providing the most
practical upstream storage and maximum
firm power at downstream dams; and

Whereas the State granges of Oregon,
Washington, and California are in favor of
the United States Government erecting a
high dam in Hells Canyon: Therefore, be it

Resolved (1) That we again affirm our
previous decisions regarding construction of
Hells Canyon Dam. (2) That we strongly
denounce the present administration for its
failure to oppose the granting of a license
by the Federal Power Commission to build
three low dams and to promote the construc-
tion of the high Hells Canyon Dam by the
Federal Government. (3) That a copy of this
resolution be sent to: Eay Meriwether, ex-
ecutive secretary, National Hells Canyon As-
sociation, 1135 Southeast Salmon Street,
Portland, Oreg.; Senator Wayne L. Morse,
Senate Office Bullding, Washington, D. C.;
Senator Richard L. Neuberger, Senate Office
Building, Washington, D. C.; Walter Norblad,
Member of Congress, House Office Building,
Washington, D. C.; Sam Coon, Member of
Congress, House Office Building, Washing-
ton, D. C.; Edith Green, Member of Congress,
House Office Building, Washington, D. C.;
Harris Ellsworth, Member of Congress, House
Office Building, Washington, D. C.; Gracie
Pfost, Member of Congress, House Office
Building, Washington, D. C.

Submitted by Riversdale Grange, No. 731,
Douglas County, Oreg.

NeLDA Nogrris, Master.
Anwa TROZELLE, Secretary.

PouLseo, WasH., March 29, 1955.
NATIONAL HELLS CANYON ASSOCIATION,
Portland, Oreg.
GENTLEMEN: We apprectate the fine work
you are doing for the high dam on the Snake
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River. We realize what this means to the
economy of the Pacific Northwest. Eeep up
the good work.
Sincerely yours,
R. KEVELATED,
Secretary, North Kitan Farmers
Union, Local 488.
BEAVERTON, OREG.,, March 28, 1955.
Whereas in the electrical development of
the Pacific Northwest, the Snake River will
ultimately be harnessed; and
Whereas it is our considered belief that
this will be accomplished most efliciently
by the construction of a single high dam by
the Federal Government: Now, therefore, be
it
Resolved, That Beaverton Grange in regu-
lar session assembled this 28th day of March
1955 go on record favoring the high Hells
Canyon Dam.
Adopted.
BerT WILSON,
Master.
E. G. PERKINS,
Secretary.
RESOLUTION
McEiNLEY GrRANGE, No. 582,
Mpyrtle Point, Oreg.
Whereas the need for electrical power is in-
creasing rapldly in the Pacific Northwest:
and
Whereas we do not believe In the admin-
istration’s partnership-power program of the
Government buillding dams and the private
power interests collecting the lion's share of
the revenue; and
Whereas we belleve a high dam in Hells
Canyon will utilize in the fullest the poten-
tial of this great site: Therefore be it
Resolved, That the McKinley Grange No.
582 in regular session on the 26th day of
March 1855 unanimously went on record as
favoring the enactment of S. 1333 at this
gesslon of Congress so that this great power
site may begin contributing prime kilowatts
to the Northwest power pool at the earliest
possible moment.
ELMER STRODE,
Master.
PrisciLrLa MAasT,
Secretary.
FRIENDLY GraNGE No. 897,
Paortland, Oreg.
Whereas the supply of hydroelectric energy
in the Pacific Northwest has presently forced
the curtailment of production of aluminum
and other goods essential to defense and
national prosperity; and
‘Whereas rellable surveys indicate that by
1960, unless adequate steps are taken now,
this region will face even more critical short-
ages, and
Whereas advance planning for the inte-
grated development of the water resources
of the region, as represented by the findings
and recommendations of the Army's 308 re-
port, calls for the construction by the Fed-
eral Government of a high dam at the Hells
Canyon site on the Snake River; and
Whereas such a dam, operated as an in-
tegral part of the Bonneville system, will
bring untold benefits to downstream areas
in the form of increased power production
and flood control: Therefore be it
Resolved, That Friendly Grange No. 897 go
on record requesting immediate enactment
of 8. 1333, which would authorize the con-
struction, operation, and maintenance of the
Hells Canyon Dam by the Federal Govern-
ment; be it further
Resolved, That coples of this resolution be
sent to Benators Morse and NEUBERGER, of
Oregon; Senator MawsrFIELD, of Montana, the
chairman of the Senate Insular Affairs and
Interior Committee; Congresswoman EpItH
GRrEEN, of Oregon; the National Hells Canyon
Assoclation; and to the Oregon State Grange.
MirpreEp NORMAN, Master.
Cramre ELLIOTT, Secretary.
Approved March 24, 1954,

April 13

Union CouNTY PoMONA GRANGE.

Whereas all the electricity that can be
developed in the Northwest will soon be
needed; and

Whereas ald to navigation and flood con-
trol that this dam will provide is a neces-
sity for the full potential use of the Colum-
bia and Snake Rivers; and

Whereas the building of Hells Canyon Dam
would result in an outstanding recreational
lake amid a locality already famous for its
scenery and place to spend vacatlons—such
addition would become part of a growing
asset as a tourist resort; and

Whereas the electricity generated at Hells
Canyon and the buildup at the lower dams
will be much more than any other proposed
plan; and

Whereas cheap electricity is needed to de-
velop the great phosphate deposits in Idaho
for fertilizer that is used, more and more, in
the growing of farm crops: Now, there-
fore, be it

Resolved by Union County Pomona Grange
this 26th day of March 1955 in regular ses-
sion, That we ask our Senators and Repre-
sentatives in Congress to support and pass
S. 1333 as soon as possible and to appropri-
ate funds to start the same.

Henry WEATHERSPOON, Master.
Laura E. BaTes, Secretary.

NorTH RIVER GRANGE, No. 946,
Brooklyn, Wash., April 1, 1955,
Whereas we of the North River Grange
No. 946 believe that a high, multipurpose dam
should be built at Hells Canyon: Be it there-~
fore
Resolved, That this Grange go on record as
approving the construction of a high multi-
purpose dam at Hells Canyon; and be it
further
Resolved, that a copy of this resolution be
sent to each of our representatives and to
our Senators and to the National Hells Can-
yon Association.
Dated this 1st day of April 1955.
Harorp E. Woop,
Master.
James M. CrICK,
Secretary.

OnTARIO HEIGHTS GRANGE, No. 917,
Ontario, Oreg.

Ontario Heights Grange, No. 817, at a spe-
cial meeting on March 25, 1955, held for con-
sideration of the high Government dam as
an integrated part of the Columbia and
Snake Rivers resource development versus
the low head dams as proposed by Idaho
Power Co., voted unanimously to have the
high dam built by the Government as an
integrated unit in the Columbia Basin de-
velopment.

It is emphasized that—

A. The high dam is a necessity for full de-
velopment of this section of the basin to
promote and insure continued expansion of
our agricultural resources to provide power
at rates that will attract industries with the
resultant employment and taxable properties
that the area does not now have in sufficient
quantity, especially in the area adjacent to
Hells Canyon.

B. The aid in equalization and firm-up of
power at downstream powerhouses is im-
perative; without this storage for firm-up a
loss of potential power and its beneflts will
occur at downstream points as long as they
exlst.

C. The development of the phosphate beds
of southern Idaho are necessary if our farms
of the area are to maintain their fertility and
ability to produce the maximums. Existing
transportation cost alone deny many of the
farms of the great Northwest the benefits of
phosphate application. The extension of the
Bonneville grid system into this upstream
area will insure phosphate development as
well as attract payrolls and industrial de-
velopment needed to stabilize many parts of
our local economy.
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D. Flood control, benefits of power reve-
nues to help equalize high cost irrigation de-
velopment, recreation with its vast potential
for sportsmen, vacationists, etc., alone justify
building of the high dam.

A God-given resource; a great river, ifs
tremendous horsepower flowing incessantly,
a canyon, one of the deepest in the world,
a combination unequaled and unsurpassed;
surely it is our duty and trust to preserve this
for our sons and daughters and their future
generations.

We urge immediate action favoring the
Federal high Hells Canyon measure, S. 1333.

Geo. L. WHITE,
Master.

‘WryoMa ROGERS,
Secretary.

CENTEAL GRANGE, No. 360,
Veneta, Oreg.
Be it resolved by Central Grange, No. 360,
Lane County, Oregon, That we go on record
favoring the Hells: Canyon High Dam on the
Snake River as originally outlined in the 308
report of the Army engineers in the overall
development of the Columbia River power
systeny,
H. A. PerzOoLD, Master.
FLORENCE INMAN,
Secretary.

FERNHILL GRANGE, No, 592,
Rainier, Oreg.
Whereas the Federal high Hells Canyon
Dam will provide more power than the three
low head dams proposed by the Idaho Power
Co.; and
Whereas there is a vast need for more
power in the Pacific Northwest to promote
more industries which will help solve the
unemployment situation in the Pacific
Northwest; and
Whereas low cost power is needed to de-
velop the phosphate beds of Idaho to furnish
fertilizer which is badly needed by the
farmers In this area: Therefore be it
Resolved, That Fernhill Grange, No. 592,
Rainer, Oreg., go on record to petition the
Interior and Insular Affalrs Committee to
favor the Federal Hells Canyon Dam; be it
further
Resolved, That copies be sent to the In-
terior and Insular Affairs Comimittee, the
United States Senators and Representatives
of Oregon and to the Oregon State Grange.
Resolution read and adopted by Fernhill
Grange, No. 592, at a regular meeting, March
26, 1955.
W. W. KmMeLE, Master.
LucnLE KIMBLE,
Secretary.

RESOLUTION SUPPORTING CONSTRUCTION OF
HeLLs CANYON Dam

IroN WORKERS NORTHWEST
DisTRICT COUNCIL,
Spokane, Wash., April 4, 1955.

Whereas there is now before Congress of
the United States, both in the Senate and
House, a bill known as Senate bill 1333, intro-
duced by Senator WayNe Morsg, of Oregon,
and 29 other Senators representing 20 States;
and

Whereas this bill provides for the construc-
tion of a multiple-purpose dam rather than
the construction of the smaller dams as pro=-
posed by the Idaho Power Co.; and

‘Whereas the construction of Hells Canyon
Damy will not only provide employment dur-
ing its construction but will be an asset to
the economic future of Oregon, Washington,
Idaho, and Montana, and essential to the
defense strength and economic expansion
and stability of the Nation: Therefore be it

Resolved, That the delegates to the second
quarterly meeting of Iron Workers Northwest
District Council go on record supporting
construction of Hells Canyon Dam, and pas-
sage of Senate bill 1333,

Submitted by Iron Workers Loeal 29, John
O'Neill, Carl Johnson, Henry Sinner, and lo-
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cal unions affiliated with the district coun-
cil: Local 505, Tom E. Day; Local 86, Claude
Jackson; Local 508, Earl L. Lawrence; Local
14, Howard A. Turner; Local 511, Mickey H.
Melaas; Local 114, Einar Nelson; Local 681,
Arthur J. Ruebenson; Local 516, Homer I.
Park; Local 598, Eenneth Frazier.

VaLE GrRANGE, No, 696,
Vale, Oreg., April 2, 1355.
Senator WayNgE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

DeArR SENATOR: At the regular meeting of
Vale Grange, No. 696, at Vale, Oreg., on April
1, 1955, a resolution was unanimously passed
by the members to support the authorization
of a high Federal dam in Hells Canyon.

Yours truly,
D. E. CaRTER, Master.
CaRrIE M. BERRY, Secretary.

OPHIR GRANGE, No. 767,
Ophir, Oreg., March 25, 1955,
The Honorable WAYNE L. MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Sm: Ophir Grange, No. 767, went on record
endorsing Senate bill 1833 at their regular
meeting on the above date.

Very truly yours,
Raymonp H. Srevens, Master,
Rure M. MooORE, Secrelary.

LinN CouNTy PoMONA GRANGE,
Albany, Oreg., March 17, 1955.

Whereas a bill authorizing the construc-
tion of a high Hells Canyon Dam has been
introduced in Congress; and

Whereas we believe that in order to have
an integrated power system of maximum
value that this dam be constructed as called
for in this bill for the following reasons:

First. That it will tle in with the North-
west power pool to insure needed power for
this area and for national defense; and

Second. That it will serve as a large stor-
age basin, thereby helping to regulate an
even flow of water right on down through
the Columbia chain of power dams and pro-
posed dams, serving to increase the output
o7 each dam and make a steady and greater
power supply that cannot be had by any
other means; and

Third. That it will help to supply cheap
power for agriculture and industry and en-
courage industry, and make jobs for thou-
sands and thousands of people—these added
industries, this added payroll, added homes,
and all other benefits all building a founda-
tion on a substantial basis for securing added
tax money for the operation of Federal, State,
and county governments; and

Fourth. That it will be developing a natu-
ral resource by the people and for the people
who own it and will pay a return to all the
people, eventually paying back the full cost
of construction, and thereafter be a financial
source of income for governmental operation;
and

Fifth. That we know from past experience
the value of a liberal supply of power at a
low cost, and realize the last war could have
had a different ending for America had it not
been for the speedy output of boats and war
materials—all of which was directly depend-
ent on our supply of low-cost power in the
Northwest; and

Whereas we realize that our Congress will
be under pressure and at the point of focus
of the highest paid, most powerful lobby in
America, and feeling that our congressional
delegation are in need of home support for
this measure: So, therefore, be it

Resolved, That Linn County Pomona
Grange go on record as heartily supporting
this Hells Canyon bill, and that we forward
coples of this resolution to Senators Warwe
Morse and RICHARD NEUBERGER and to Con-
gressman Harnis ELLSWORTH, requesting their
undivided support of this bill; also, that
a copy of this resolution be sent to every
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Pomona Grange in the State of Oregon re-
questing their support.

G. R. TRUAX, Master.

WEeNONAH WILEY, Secretary.

In order to acquaint our Congressmen of

the stand of our Grange regarding a high
dam or three low head dams on the Snake
River in the Hells Canyon area, we, the
East Side Grange, No. 583, located at New
Pine Creek, Oreg., propose the following
resolution:

“HELLS CANYON DAM VERsUs THREE Low-
Heap Dams

“Whereas the three proposed low-head
dams are to be located in the area which
would be the reservoir site of the Hells Can-
yon Dam, as located by the Army engineers
and the Federal irrigation group; and

“Whereas the sites for the three low-head
dams are requested by private utility com-
panles; an.

“Whereas the granting of these sites to the
private companies would shut off construc-
tion of Hells Canyon Dam without bargain-
ing with the private companies for the re-
turn of the sitcs; and

“Whereas low-head dams make no provi-
sion for flood control, while Hells Canyon
Dam would provide an exceptionally large
reservoir in an ideal primitive area for water
storaze; and

“Whereas low-head dams require water
rights to assure sufficient river flow for max-
imum development of power, while Hells
Canyon dam would store great quantities of
surplus water during the spring run-off,
thus holding it from flooding the lower area
and also providing power development even
during the long dry periods, not only at the
dam site, but to riverflow dams below, only
becoming a low-head dam when the stored
water is used down to the river flow; and

“Whereas low-head dams are of no value
for wild life, scenic, or recreational uses,
while Hells Canyon Dam would provide all
these benefits: Therefore, be it

“Resolved, That this grange stands defi-
nitely for the construction of the Hell's
Canyon dam and opposed to giving away the
three sites in the Snake River which would
obstruct the construction of the Hells Can-
yon dam; and be it further

“Resolved, That we want the Hell’'s Canyon
dam constructed and owned by the Federal
Government, provided however, that in power
development the Fedoral Government share
with the States concerned such costs and
benefits as may be for the best interests of
the people of those States and of the Nation,
and provided further that the Federal Gov-
ernment enter into such contracts with pri-
vate companies, including cooperative com-
panies, for the development, distribution,
and sale of electric power as will be to the
advantage and for the benefit of the whole
population; and be it further

“Resolved, That a copy of this resolution
be sent to each of our Congressmen and to
our State secretary of the grange.”

JOHN RICHARDSON,
Master.
MuURIEL SMITH,
Secretary.
PoweLL BurTE GrANGE, No. 629,
Poweld Butte, Oreg.

Dear Sir: Powell Butte Grange assembled
in regular session April 1, 1955.

It was discussed anc voted on in favor of
8. 1333 and urge immediate action on this
legislation.

Very truly yours,
Nick RACHOR,
Master.
HELEN SIMMONS,
Secretary.
MARYSVILLE, WaASH.

Whereas after a careful study of both sides
of the question of 1 high dam at Hells Can-
yon, or 3 low dams, on the Snake River, as
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the arguments appeared in the dally press;
and
Whereas we have in mind the most benefit
to the most people, and after due considera-
tion of both sides of the guestion we are
convinced that it would not be to the best
interest of the majority of the people living
in the States of Montana, Idaho, Oregon,
and Washington to build three low dams on
the Snake River: Therefore be it
Resolved by Kellogg Marsh Grange, No.
136, in session the 19th day of March 1855,
That we instruct and urge our Senators and
Congressmen to work for a high dam on the
Snake River at Hells Canyon.
GERTRUDE BRITSCH,
Master.
A. G. ZIEBEL,
Secretary.
C. A. BrRITSCH,
R. C. FRANKIE,
Resolution Commitiee.

INTERNATIONAL ASSOCIATION
OF MACHINISTS,
MovunT Hoop Lopce, No. 1005,
Portland, Oreg., April 8, 1955.
The Honorable WAYNE MORSE,
United States Senate,
Washington, D. C.

DEar Sm: It is the wish of the member-
ship of Mount Hood Lodge, No. 1005, Inter-
national Assoclation of Machinists, to be
placed on record as endorsing and supporting
Senate bill 1333.

It is our belief, and history has proven,
that Federal contract and operation of such
projects In the Columbia River Basin are
most desirable.

With sincere approval of your past efforts
on behalf of this bill and best wishes for
future success, I remain,

Very truly yours,
RarrH F. EAUFMAN,
Financial Secretary.

Hoquiam, WasH.
Senator WAYNE MoRrse,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

We members of Humptulips Valley Na-
tional Farmers Union, Local 441, wish to of-
fer you our thanks for leading out in the
fight supporting a Federal high dam at Hells
Canyon. We are in hearty accord with any
effort to prevent this “giveaway” of public
resources.

Yours for more job opportunities and a
better America through Federal power.

Sincerely yours,
HUMPTULIPS VALLEY NATIONAL FARMERS
Union, LocaL 441,
ELsiE TUFFREE.
CoQUILLE, OREG.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.:

Bandon Grange, No. 702, Bandon, Oreg.,
voted 100 percent in favor of Federal high
dam at Hells Canyon.

LEANDER PANTER,
Secretary.
RESOLUTION OF THE NaTIoNAL RURAL ELECTRIC
COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATION AT 13TH ANNUAL
MEETING, ARY 17, 1955

Whereas long-established Federal power
policy, embraced in the basic resource laws
of the land for over 50 years calls for the full
development of the peoples resources; and

Whereas the full development of the water
resources of the Columbia River Basin re-
quires the construction of a high dam at the
Hells Canyon site on the Snake River: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved, That the rural electric systems
strongly endorse the Morse-Neuberger-Pfost
bill authorizing a Federal high dam at Hells
Canyon; and be it further

Resolved, That we urge the authorization
of Hells Canyon Dam at this session of the
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Congress and the appropriation of adequate
funds to get construction underway imme-
diately; and be it further

Resolved, That we condemn the campaign
of the Idaho Power Co. to seize control of the
middle Snake River in order that it may con-
struct 3 small dams which would result in
the waste of approximately half the power
potential of that area.

—— —

FORT THOMAS VETERANS HOSPI-
TAL, KENTUCKY—RESOLUTIONS

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the Recorp, at this point, resolutions
adopted by the Norman Barnes Post, No.
70, American Legion Department of
Kentucky, Covington; the James Wal-
lace Costigan Post, No. 11, American
Legion Department of Kentucky, New-
port; the Clifton Third Alarm Associ-
ates, Newport, Ky.; and the South New-
port Boosters and Civic Association,
Newport, Ky.; relative to the status of
Fort Thomas Veterans’ Hospital at Fort
Thomas, Ky.

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

Whereas our membership is strongly in
accord with the principle of elimination of
unnecessary expenditure of Government
funds; and

Whereas it has been recommended by the
Hoover Commission that the Veterans' Ad-
ministration Hospital at Fort Thomas, in
Campbell County, Ky., to be closed; and

Whereas this recommendation seems to
have been made after an extremely cursory
an inadequate study of the facilities at this
hospital; and

Whereas waiting lists of veteran, chronic,
bedridden patients is known to exist at
practically all Veteran Administration hos-
pitals, and

Whereas the problem of caring for the
veteran is of paramount importance to the
organization, and

Whereas Fort Thomas Veterans Hospital
problem is actually one of inadequate hos-
pital staffs to care for veteran needs rather
than surplus facilities: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the members of South
Newport Boosters and Civic Association, do
hereby unanimously recommend to our duly
elected Representatives in the Congress of the
United States that the following action be
taken:

1. A new and complete investigation be
instituted since there is grave question as to
the merit of the findings and the recom-
mendations of the Hoover Commission in
regard to this hospital.

2. That no action should be taken which
would impair the hospitalization or medical
care needed by veterans.

3. If it be found on subsequent investiga-
tion that there is a situation of concurrent
understaffing and an excess of veteran-
patient on walting lists, then steps be taken
to correct existing deficiencies; and be it
further

Resolved, That the membership of South
Newport Boosters and Civic Association, be-
lieves that it is the duty and responsibility
of our Government to honor its commit-
ments to the Kentucky veterans of its sev-
eral wars before it commits itself to a single
overseas giveaway program.

Passed unanimously by the South New-
port Boosters and Civic Association, New-
port, Ky.

CHARLES J. GOETZ,
President.

WIiLBUR SCHOO,
Secretary.

Attest:

April 18

‘Whereas the American Legion is strongly
in accord with the principle of elimination
of unnecessary expenditure of Government
funds; and

Whereas it has been recommended by the
Hoover Commission that the Veterans' Ad-
ministration Hospital at Fort Thomas, in
Camphbell County, Ky., be closed; and

Whereas this recommendation seems to
have been made after an extremely cursory
and inadequate study of the facilities at this
hospital; and

Whereas waiting lists of veteran, chronic,
bedridden patients is known to exist at prac-
tically all Veteran Administration Hospitals,
and

Whereas the problem of caring for the
veteran is of paramount importance to the
American Leglon; and

Whereas Fort Thomas Veterans Hospital
problem is actually one of inadequate hos-
pital staffs to eare for veteran needs rather
than surplus facilities; now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the members of Norman
Barnes Post, No. 70, American Legion, De-
partment of Kentucky, do hereby unanl-
mously recommend to our duly elected Rep-
resentatives in the Congress of the United
States that the following action be taken:

1. A new and complete investigation be
instituted since there is grave question as
to the merit of the findings and the recom-
mendations of the Hoover Commission in
regard to this hospital.

2. That no action should be taken which
would impair the hospitalization or medical
care needed by veterans.

3. If it be found on subsequent investi-
gation that there is a situation of concur-
rent understaffing and an excess of veteran-
patient on waiting lists, then steps be taken
to correct existing deficiencies; and be it
further

Resolved, That the central office of the
Veterans’ Administration be requested to
concur with the recommendations as made
by Mr. W. G. Stephens, manager of the Vet-
erans Hospital at Fort Thomas, Ky., as stated
in his letter of March 7, 1955, file 5178-M,
which is made part of this resolution; and
be it further

Resolved, That the membership of Norman
Barnes Post, No. 70, American Legion, De-
partment of Kentucky, believes that it is the
duty and responsibility of our Government
to honor its commitments to the Kentucky
veterans of its several wars before it com-
mits itself to a single overseas giveaway
program.

Passed unanimously by Norman Barnes
Post, No. 70, American Leglon, Department
of Eentucky, March 22, 1955, Covington, Ky.

STANLEY ERG,
Commander.

Attest:

FosTER RAvUCH,
Adjutant.

Whereas Jas. Wallace Costigan Post, No. 11,
American Legion, is strongly in accord with
the principle of elimination of unnec
expenditure of Government funds; and

Whereas it has been recommended by the
Hoover Commission that the Veterans' Ad-
ministration hospital at Fort Thomas, in
Campbell County, Ky., to be closed; and

Whereas this recommendation seems to
have been made after an extremely cursory
and Inadequate study of the facilities at this
hospital; and

Whereas waiting lists of veteran, chronie,
bedridden patients is known to exist at prac-
tically all Veterans' Administration hos-
pitals; and

Whereas the problem of carlng for the
veteran is of paramount Importance to the
Jas. Wallace Costigan Post, No. 11; and

Whereas Fort Thomas Veterans' Hospital
problem is actually one of inadequate hos-
pital staffs to care for veteran needs rather
than surplus facilities: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the members of the James
Wallace Costigan Post, No. 11, American Le-
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glon, do hereby unanimously recommend to
our duly elected Representatives in the Con-
gress of the United States that the following
actlon be taken:

1. A new and complete investigation be in=-
stituted since there is grave question as to
the merit of the findings and the recommen-
dations of the Hoover Commission in regard
to this hospital.

2. That no action should be taken which
would impair the hospitalization or medical
care needed by veterans.

3. If it be found on subsequent investiga-
tion that there is a situation of concurrent
understaffing and an excess of veteran patient
on waiting lists, then steps be taken to cor-
rect existing deficiencies; and be it further

Resolved, That the membership of the
James Wallace Costigan Post, No. 11, Ameri-
can Legion, believes that it is the duty and
responsibility of our Government to honor its
commitments to the Kentucky veterans of
its several wars before it commits itself to
a single overseas “giveaway” program.

Passed unanimously by the James Wallace
Costigan Post, No. 11, American Legion, in
regular session assembled on Thursday,
March 31, 1955, at Newport, Ky.

Geo. A. MasON,
Commander.

Attest:

Louis L. HOLLOWELL,
Adjutant.

Whereas our membership is strongly in
accord with the principle of elimination of
unnecessary expenditure of Government
funds; and

Whereas it has been recommended by the
Hoover Commission that the Veterans' Ad-
ministration Hospital at Fort Thomas, in
Campbell County, Ky., to be closed; and

Whereas thls recommendation seems to
have been made after an extremely cursory
and inadequate study of the facilities at this
hospital; and

Whereas walting lists of veteran, chronie,
bedridden patients is known to exist at prac-
tically all Veterans' Administration hos-
pitals; and

Whereas the problem of caring for the vet-
eran is of paramount importance to the or-
ganization; and

Whereas Fort Thomas Veterans Hospital
problem is actually one of inadequate hos-
pital staffs to care for veteran needs rather
than surplus facilities: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved, That the members of the Clifton
Third Alarm Associates do hereby unani-
mously recommend to our duly elected Rep-
resentatives in the Congress of the United
States that the following action be taken:

1. A new and complete investigation be
instituted since there is grave question as
to the merit of the findings and the recom-
mendations of the Hoover Commission in
regard to this hospital.

2, That no action should be taken which
would impair the hospitalization or medical
care needed by veterans.

3. If it be found on subsequent investiga-
tion that there is a situation of concurrent
understaffiing and an excess of veteran-
patient on waiting lists, then steps be taken
to correct existing deficiencies; and be it
further

Resolved, That the membership of the
Clifton Third Alarm Assoclates, believes that
it is the duty and responsibility of our Gov-
ernment to honor its commitments to the
Kentucky veterans of its several wars before
it commits itself to a single overseas give-
away program.

Passed unanimously by the Clifton Third
Alarm Assocliates, 203 Main Avenue, New-
port, Ky.

EARL ANDERSON,
Commander.

Attest:

EUGENE GIANCOLA,
Adjutant.
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LOWERING OF VOTING AGE FROM
21 TO 18 YEARS—RESOLUTION OF
MARINETTE COUNTY (WIS.)
YOUTH COUNCIL

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I was
pleased to hear from the Marinette
County Youth Council in my State on the
isifiue of granting the vote for 18-year-
olds.

I personally have long felt that these
young men and women should be given
the opportunity to cast their ballot; ob-
viously, maturity is not simply a matter
of chronological age. And certainly,
since young people are considered old
enough to fight, they should be regarded
a5 old enough to vote.

I ask unanimous consent that the res-
olution be printed in the REcorp at this
point, and thereafter be appropriately
referred.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was referred to the Committee on
Rules and Administration, and ordered
to be printed in the REcorp, as follows:

E1GHTEEN -YEAR-OLD VOTE

MARINETTE CouNnTY YoUuTH COUNCIL,
Marinette, Wis.

(Nore.—This is a copy of a resolution
passed by the delegates to the Marinette-
Oconto County Youth Conference, Saturday,
March 12, 1955.)

Whereas as a result of a poll taken
throughout the State, by the Wisconsin
Youth Organization, it has been shown that
the youth of Wisconsin are overwhelmingly
in favor of legislation designed to lower the
legal age required to vote from 21 to 18; and

Whereas it has been noted that President
Eisenhower is in favor of legislation which
would allow 18-year-olds to vote; and

Whereas it has been pointed out that there
are about 5 million ecitizens, between the
ages of 18 and 21, paying either direct or in-
direct taxes; and

Whereas we feel that this 1s an example
of taxation without representation, an issue
which the American Revolution was fought
over; and

Whereas there are about 1,500,000 people
between the ages of 18 and 21 that are mar-
ried and have set up housekeeping; and

Whereas most of the young men between
the ages of 18 and 21 are expected to enter
military service to fight for their country,
but still can't help in electing its leaders;
and

Whereas the Constitution of the United
States clearly states that no person who is a
citizen shall be denied the right to vote be-
cause of race, color, creed, sex, or previous
condition of servitude; and

Whereas we feel that, since the majority of
those between the ages of 18 and 21 must
bear the responsibilities of a citizen, that
they should not be kept from the rights of
& cltizen, as defined in the Constitution; and

Whereas bills, designed to lower the voting
age, have been introduced in both the State
legislature and the Congress;

Resolved, That the Conference of Marl-
nette and Oconto County Youth urges the
leaders of State and Natlional Government to
get behind the legislation which would lower
the voting age from 21 to 18.

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE

The following report of a committee
was submitted:

By Mr. JOHNSTON of S8outh Carolina, from
the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Service:

S. Res. 33. A resolution for an investigation
of the administration of the Civil Service
Commission; with amendments (Rept. No.
137).
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NELLE FUHR BECKLEY—REPORT OF
A COMMITTEE

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, from the
Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion, I report an original resolution to
pay a gratuity to Nelle Fuhr Beckley.
I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the resolution.

There being no objection, the resoiu-
tion (5. Res. 88) was considered and
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate
hereby is authorized and directed to pay,
from the contingent fund of the Senate, to
Nelle Fuhr Beckley, widow of Harold R.
Beckley, an employee of the Senate at the
time of his death, a sum equal to 1 year's
compensation at the rate he was receiving
by law at the time of his death, sald sum
to be considered inclusive of funeral ex-
penses and all other allowances.

PRINTING OF 57TH ANNUAL REPORT
OF NATIONAL SOCIETY, DAUGH-
TERS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLU-
TION—REPORT OF A COMMITTEE

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, from the
Committee on Rules and Administra-
tion, I report favorably an original reso-
lution to print the 57th annual report
of the National Society of the Daughters
of the American Revolution for the year
ended April 1, 1954, as a Senate docu-
ment. I ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of the resolution.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion (S. Res. 89) was considered and
agreed to as follows:

Resolved, That the 57th annual report of
the National Society of the Daughters of the
American Revolution for the Yyear ended
April 1, 1854, be printed as a Senate docu-
ment,

NELLE C. EKOEN—REFPORT OF A
COMMITTEE

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, from the
Committee on Rules and Administration,
I report favorably an original resolution
to pay a gratuity to Nelle C. Koen. I
ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the resolution.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion (S. Res. 90) was considered and
agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Sen-
ate hereby is authorized and directed to pay,
from the contingent fund of the Senate, to
Nelle C. Koen, widow of Frank L. Eoen, an
employee of the Senate at the time of his
death, a sum equal to 9 months’ compensa-
tion at the rate he was receiving by law at
the time of his death, said sum to be con-
sidered inclusive of funeral expenses and
all other allowances.

PRINTING OF ADDITIONAL COPIES
OF SENATE DOCUMENT NO. 13,
84TH CONGRESS, ENTITLED “OUR
CAPITOL"—REPORT OF A COM-
MITTEE
Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, from the

Committee on Rules and Administration,

I report favorably, without amendment,

the concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res.

20) authorizing the printing of addi-

tional copies of Senate Document

No. 13, 84th Congress, entitled “Our
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Capitol.” I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the con-
current resolution.

There being no objection, the concur-
rent resolution (S. Con. Res. 20), sub=
mitted by Mr. CLEMENTS on April 1, 1955,
was considered and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That there be
printed 300,000 copies of Senate Document
No. 13, 84th Congress, entitled “Our Capitol,”
of which 100,000 copies shall be for the use
of the Senate and 200,000 copies for the use
of the House of Representatives.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION
INTRODUCED

Bills and a joint resolution were intro-
duced, read the first time, and, by
unanimous consent, the second time,
and referred as follows:

By Mr. ENOWLAND:

8.16563. A bill for the relief of members of
the Armed Forces in respect to the payment
of income taxes while held as prisoners by
communistic-controlled authorities; ordered
to lie on the table.

By Mr. BUSH:

S.1654. A bill for the relief of Eliseu Joa-
quim Boa;

B.1665. A bill for the rellef of Nicola
Shawki Salameh; and

S.1656. A bill for the relief of Ana DeMoura
Lopes; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

S.1657. A bill to authorize the taxation of
certain Federal property by State and local
tax authorities; to provide for the payment
by Federal agencies of sums in lieu of taxes
with respect to certain other Federal prop-
erty; and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Government Operations.

(See the remarks of Mr. Buse when he
introduced the last above-mentioned bill,
which appear under a separate heading.)

By Mr. THYE:

S.16568. A bill to provide for the redemp-
tion by the Post Office Department of certain
unsold Federal migratory bird hunting
stamps; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. KEILGORE:

8. 1659. A bill for the relief of Dr. Michael

Barton; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. HRUSKA:

S.1660. A bill for the relief of Fidel A.

Diaz; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. SALTONSTALL (by request) :

5. 1661. A bill to amend the National Serv-
ice Life Insurance Act of 1940, as amended,
to assure payment of the full face value of
national service life insurance policies on
which payments were commenced prior to
September 30, 1944; to the Committee on
Finance;

S.1662. A bill for the relief of Herminio
DePalma Inacio;

8.1663. A bill for the relief of Antonio dos
Santos Casqueira; and

S.1664. A bill for the relief of Balbina
Borenstein; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. SALTONSTALL (for Mr.
KENNEDY) :

S.1665. A bill for the relief of Ronny
Toochinsky Weingarten; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MONRONEY :

S.1666. A bill to amend the Bankruptey
Act with respect to the priority of debts owed
by a bankrupt to workmen, servants, clerks,
and certain salesmen; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. BUTLER:

8. 16867. A bill to incorporate the 29th Divi-
sion Association; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.
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By Mr. MILLIEIN (for himself, Mr.
AvvoTrT, Mr. WaTKINS, Mr. BENNETT,
Mr, MALONE, Mr, BisLE, Mr. SCHOEP-
PEL, and Mr. CARLSON) :

S.1668. A bill providing for the designa-
tion of a highway across the Continental
Divide as a part of the national system of
interstate highways; to the Committee on
Public Works.

By Mr. BRIDGES:

S.1660. A bill for the relief of Dr. Milan
Gavrilovic; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. BUTLER:

S.1670. A bill for the relief of Dr, Tanash
H. Atoynatan and his wife, Eleni Atoynatan;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. CARLSON:

B.1671. A bill for the relief of Father
Evencio Moreno Villar; to the Committee on
the Judiclary.

By Mr. MORSE:

5.1672. A bill for the relief of Bruno
Romeo; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. MORSE (by request) :

B.1673. A bill for the relief of Thomas J.
Akers; and

5.1674. A bill for the relief of Lawrence A.
Woolhether; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. DOUGLAS:

8.1675. A bill for the relief of Dwight S.
Sharer; and

8.1676. A bill for the rellef of Antonio
Domenico Narciso Blancho; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BUSH:

8. J. Res. 65. Joint resolution authorizing
the President of the United States of Amer-
ica to proclaim May 11, 1955, Colonel-Com-=-
mandant Michael Kovats Memorial Day for
the observance and commemoration of the
death of Colonel-Commandant Michael Ko=
vats; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

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

RELIEF OF CERTAIN MEMBERS OF
ARMED FORCES WITH RESPECT
TO PAYMENT OF INCOME TAXES

Mr. KENOWLAND. Mr. President, I
introduce, to be printed and lie on the
table, a bill to which I call the atten-
tion of the distinguished majority lead-
er. In my opinion, the bill requires very
prompt action by the Senate. At the
present time a number of Americans are
held as prisoners of war by the Chinese
Communists. For the first time they
will be required to pay income taxes if
this measure is not enacted. I shall not
ask for its immediate consideration, be-
cause this matter was called to my at-
tention only yesterday afternoon, by the
wife of one of the prisoners of war. I
have had this measure prepared, and I
should like very much to discuss it with
the majority leader and with the chair-
man of the Finance Committee, as I
have already done with representatives
of the executive departments, including
the Treasury Department and the De-
fense Department. The bill is very
short, and I wish it have it read, for the
information of the Senate.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I have no objection to having the
bill read; and I shall be delighted to dis-
cuss it or any other bill the Senator
from California may care to discuss with
me at any time at his convenience.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The bill will be received and will
lie on the table.

April 13

The bill (S. 1653) for the relief of
members of the Armed Forces in respect
to the payment of income taxes while
held as prisoners by communistic con-
trolled authorities, introduced by Mr.
EKNOoWLAND, Was received, read twice by
its title, and ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. KNOWLAND subsequently said:
Mr. President, I ask that Senate bill
1653 which I have introduced may be
read for the information of the Sen-
ate. It is my hope that the House, where
a companion measure is being intro-
duced by Representative Joan W.
ByrnEs, of Wisconsin, will be in a posi-
tion promptly to act on the matter, be-
cause of the time element involved. I
wish to have the proposed legislation
printed and to lie upon the table. It is
my intention, at the earliest opportunity,
if there is some other revenue bill which
the Senate Finance Committee should
report to the Senate, to add my measure
as an amendment, in the event that
there is no legislation dealing with the
subject at an earlier date, because I feel
that it is extremely important.

Mr. President, may the bill be read for
the information of the Senate?

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, will the Senator from California
yield?

Mr. ENOWLAND. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Do I cor-
rectly understand that the Senate has
given its consent to having the bill lie
on the table?

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. That is correct.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I have no
objection to the bill being read at this
time and to having it lie on the table. I
think the statement the Senator has
made will permit early action in the
event the House acts. I wish to assure
the Senator that I shall cooperate in
seeing that the matter is brought to the
attention of the appropriate commitiee
and of the Senate.

Mr. President, I appreciate the Sena-
tor’s understanding of our situation to-
day. There is certainly no desire to pre-
vent the bill from being read to the
Senate.

Mr. KNOWLAND. I understand that.
The Senator has always extended every
courtesy. I have many times had an op-
portunity to remark to Members on this
side of the aisle and to persons outside
the Senate that the distinguished Sen-
ator from Texas has always been most
courteous regarding any of the requests
we have made, and we have tried not to
make unreasonable requests.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The clerk will read the bill.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 112 of
the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 is amend-
ed by adding after subsections (a) and (b)
a new subsection reading as follows:

“(c) Gross income does not include com-
pensation for active service received by any
member of the Armed Forces of the United
States for any period during which he was
held against his will in an area controlled
by a Communist government authority even
though such area does not constitute a com-
bat zone within the meaning of this section."

Section 112 of the Internal Revenue Code
of 1954 is further amended by renumbering
subsection (c) to read subsection (d).
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Mr. ENOWLAND. So that there
might be a brief explanation of the sit-
uation, section 112 of the Internal Rev=
enue Code of 1954 reads, in part, as fol-
lows:

(a) Enlisted personnel: Gross income does
not include compensation received for ac-
tive service as a member below the grade
of commissioned officer in the Armed Forces
of the United States for any month during
any part of which such member—

(1) served in a combat zone during an in-
duction period.

Subsection (b) reads, in part, as fol-
lows:

{(b) Commissioned officers: Gross income
does not include so much of the compensa-
tion as does not exceed $200 received for
active service as a commissioned officer in
the Armed Forces of the United States for
any month during any part of which such
officer—

(1) served in a combat zone during an in-
duction period.

Subsection (c) reads, in part, as fol-
lows:

(c) Definitions: For purposes of this sec-
tion—

Ld - - - Ll

(2) the term “combat Zzone"” means any
area which the President of the United
States by Executive order designates, for
purposes of this section or corresponding
provisions of prior income-tax laws, as an
area in which Armed Forces of the United
States are or have (after June 24, 1950)
engaged in combat.

(3) service is performed in a combat zone
only if performed on or after the date desig-
nated by the President by Executive order
as the date of the commencing of combatant
activities in such zone, and on or before the
date designated by the President by Execu-
tive order as the date of the termination
of the combatant activities in such zone;
except that June 25, 1950, shall be consid-
ered the date of the commencing of com-
batant activities in the combat zone desig-
nated in Executive Order 10195,

Under the Executive order of January
1, 1955, the combat operations in Korea
were terminated as of January 31, 1955;
and there is no desire to recreate the
previous situation through the proposed
legislation. But had the prisoners of
war been released under the terms of
the armistice agreement, this situation
would not have arisen. Nevertheless,
the fact is that I received word yesterday
from the wife of one of the prisoners
who are being held by the Chinese Com-
munists that because of the provision in
the statute, the prisoners of war are
being compelled, for the first time, to
pay an income tax. Of course, they are
being held against their will.

It appears to me that there is no way
in which the executive branch of the
Government can, by Executive order,
modify the law. In other words, it
would be necessary for the executive
branch to recreate a combat zone to en-
able everyone concerned, including
those serving in Korea today, to receive
an exemption, or a change will have to
be made in the law.

I have discussed the matter with the
distinguished Senator from Virginia
[Mr. Byrp], who is chairman of the
Committee on Finance; with the rank-
ing minority member, the distinguished
Senator from Colorado [Mr, MILLIKIN] ;
and also with some of the Members of
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the House; and I am very hopeful that,
because of the imminence of the income-
tax deadline of April 15, some way may
be found in the House to expedite con-
sideration of the proposed legislation.
Then, when it comes to the Senate, we
might promptly take up the matter. I
intend to be in touch with the distin-
guished majority leader, to expedite ac-
tion on the bill, as I have indicated.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, it appears that the bill is meri-
torious. However, the Senate has no
authority to originate tax legislation,
even with a deadline confronting us. I
think the proper course is being followed,
namely, to have the bill introduced in
the House. While it is somewhat un-
usual to give consent to have a bill lie on
the table, perhaps, with the agreement
of the chairman of the Committee on
Finance and also the ranking minority
member, the bill might be considered by
the Senate without following the usual
formalities, in view of the merits of the
measure.

Mr. KNOWLAND. I wish to thank
the distinguished Senator from Texas.

PROPOSED FEDERAL PROPERTY
TAX AUTHORIZATION ACT OF 1955

Mr. BUSH. Mr. President, I intro-
duce, for appropriate reference, a bill in-
tended to strengthen the independence
and integrity of local governments by
restoring to them a part of the revenues
they have lost because of Federal acqui-
sition of real estate and other property.
I ask unanimous consent that a state-
ment I have prepared describing the bill
be printed in the REecorp, following
these remarks, together with the text of
the bill.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The bill will be received and ap-
propriately referred; and, without objec-
tion, the bill and statement will be
printed in the RECORD.

The hill (S. 1657) to authorize the tax-
ation of certain Federal property by
State and local tax authorities; to pro-
vide for the payment by Federal agen-
cies of sums in lieu of taxes with re-
spect to certain other Federal property;
and for other purposes, introduced by
Mr. BusH, was received, read twice by its
title, referred to the Committee on Gov-
ernment Operations, and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That this act may be
cited as the “Federal Property Tax Authori-
zation Act of 1955.”

DECLARATION OF POLICY

Sec. 2. (a) Although the United States is
under no constitutional obllgatlon to pay
taxes, or to make financlal contributions in
lleu of taxes, to any State or any political
subdivision or instrumentality thereof with
reapect to any property of the Federal Gov-
ernment, it is hereby declared to be the poli-
cy of the United States hereafter to make
such tax payments and contributions in lieu
of taxes on account of such property as may
be fair and equitable to compensate the
States and thelir political subdivisions and
instrumentalities for tax revenue of which
they are deprlved ‘by reason of the owner-
ship or control by the Federal Government of
such property within the States.

(b) In enacting this act it is the purpose
of the Congress to remove, so far as practica-
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ble, inequities existing between taxpayers of
State and local governments, on the one
hand, and taxpayers of the Federal Govern-
ment, on the other hand, in the distribu-
tion of governmental costs incident to prop-
erty owned or used by the Federal Govern-
ment.

(c) In consideration for the payments
authorized by this act, the Congress expects
that the several State governments, and all
political subdivisions and instrumentalities
thereof, when so requested, will make all
public services mormally provided by them
available to and with respect to the Federal
Government, its property, and its officers and
employees, upon the same terms and condi-
tions as such services are made available to
or with respect to other property and indi-
viduals.

(d) The Congress reserves the right to
amend, modify, or repeal the provisions of
this act.

DEFINITIONS

BEc. 3. As used in this act—

(a) The term “Federal agency' means any
department, agency, office, or independent
establishment in the executlive, legislative, or
Judiecial branch of the Government of the
United States, and any corporation now or
hereafter subject to the provisions of title I
of the Government Corporation Control Act
(31 U. 8. C. 848);

(b) The term “Federal property” means
any property the legal title to which is held
by the United States or any Federal agency;

(c) The term “controlling agency,” when
used in relation to any Federal property,
means the Federal agency which is charged
with the duty of administering such prop-
erty;

(d) The term “Board” means the Federal
Tax Payments Board established by this act;

(e) The term “State” means any State of
the United States;

(f) The term “State tax authority” means
any State, and any county, city, municipal-
ity, tax district, or other political subdivision
or public entity thereof having authority
under the law of such State to levy and col-
lect within its territorial jurisdiction any
tax or special assessment;

(g) The term “person” means any indi-
vidual, partnership, association composed of
individuals, or private corporation;

(h) The term “tax” means any tax of gen-
eral application levied according to value by
any State tax authority upon property sit-
uated within its territorial jurisdiction, but
does not include (1) any tax levied upon the
manufacture, purchase, sale, transfer, or use
of any property, or (2) any tax levied or fee
imposed for the procurement of any license,
permit, or other authorization to engage in
any form of activity;

(1) The term “tax year,” when used in re-
lation to any tax, means a period of 1 year,
beginning with (1) the first date on which
liability for the payment thereof is estab-
lished under law in effect within the State
tax authority imposing such tax, or (2) if
no such date is ascertainable under such
law, the first day of the assessment period
prescribed under such law for such tax;

(J) The term “taxable person,” when used
in relation to the payment of any tax, means
any person who is the owner of any property
and who is not, by reason of his status or the
use made of such property, exempt from obli-
gation to pay such tax;

(k) The term “special assessment” means
any levy, other than a tax, imposed by any
State tax authority directly upon real prop-
erty situated within its territorial jurisdic-
tion to defray the cost of any public im-
provement, and equitably apportioned ac-
cording to the benefit conferred by such
improvement upon such property;

(1) The term “property” means any real
property or tangible personal property;

(m) The term “real property,” when used
in relation to any tax or special assessment,
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means any interest in land, and any improve-
ment thereon if such improvement consti=
tutes real property under law in effect within
the State tax authority imposing such tax or
special assessment;

(n) The term “tangible personal property,”
when used in relation to any tax, means any
physical object, other than real property,
defined as tangible personal property by law
in effect within the State tax authority im-
posing such tax, but does not include any
coin, bullion, currency, credit, security, or
chose in action;

(0) The term “industrial or commercial
use,” when used in relation to any Federal
property, includes any use made of such
property for (1) the mining, manufacturing,
fabrication, or repair of any article or com-
modity, (2) the generation of electrical
energy, (3) the transportation of individuals
or property, (4) the storage of property, and
(5) the sale or leasing of commodities or
services;

(p) The term “governmental use,” when
used in relation to any Federal property,
means any use made of such property other
than (1) an industrial or commercial use,
or (2) use for the housing of individuals for
which rent is received; and

(gq) The term “local governmental use,”
when used in relation to any Federal prop-
erty, means any governmental use made of
such property for the purpose of rendering
public service to or for persons residing with-
in the vicinity of such property.

CONSENT TO TAXATION OF CERTAIN FEDERAL
PROPERTY

Sec. 4. (a) Except as otherwise provided by
this act, all Federal property of the follow-
ing classes situated within the territorial
jurisdiction of any State tax authority shall
be subject to the assessment and collection
of any tax imposed by such authority to the
same extent and under the same conditions
as other property of like class situated within
such jurisdiction—

(1) any property legal title to which is
held by a Federal agency to secure any Fed-
eral agency against loss in connection with
any loan, contract of insurance, or guaranty;
and

2) any property legal title to which is
hagd)by ayny? Federal agency but which has
been leased, or sold under a conditional sale
contract, to any taxable person.

(b) Tax payments authorized by subsec-
tion (a) with respect to any property shall
be made by the Federal agency which is
the controlling agency for such property at
the beginning of the tax year for which
such tax is imposed. If such agency ceases
to exist before such payment is made, pay-
ment shall be made by the Federal agency
which is the successor of such controlling
agency, as determined by the Director of the
Bureau of the Budget.

PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF TAXES WITH RESPECT TO
CERTAIN FEDERAL PROPERTY

Sec. 5. (a) Except as otherwise provided
by this Act, payments in lieu of taxes shall
be made to each State tax authority for
each fiscal year with respect to all Federal
property {other than property subject to tax
under sec. 2) of the following classes situ-
ated within the territorial jurisdiction of
such authority:

(1) Any property devoted to commercial
or industrial use by any Federal agency or
by any other person acting, directly or indi-
rectly, for or on behalf of any Federal
agency,

(2) Any property devoted to the housing
of individuals for which rent is received;
and

(3) Any property devoted primarily to any
other use except a local governmental use.

(b) Bupject to limitations contained in
this act, the aggregate amount of the pay-
ments authorized by subsection (a) to be
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made to each State tax authority for each
fiscal year shall be a sum equal to—

(1) the nominal Federal tax lability,
which shall be the aggregate amount of the
taxes which would be payable to such au-
thority during such year with respect to all
property of the classes specified in subsection
(a) if legal title to such property were held
by a taxable person for that portion of the
applicable tax year during which such title
was held by one or more Federal agencles;
reduced by

(2) the Federal credit against tax llabili-
ity, which shall be the aggregate value of
governmental services of kinds normally fur-
nished by State tax authorities which, dur-
ing such fiscal year, were furnished within
the territorial jurisdiction of such authority
by Federal agencies, computed upon the
basis of the unit cost incurred by such
authority in providing like services, or (in
the absence of such data) the unit cost
therefor incurred by comparable State tax
authorities in the same vicinity; and in-
creased by

(3) the Federal specific liability, which
shall be the aggregate amount of the ex-
penditures incurred by such authority dur-
ing such fiscal year in furnishing to or on
behalf of all such Federal property services
of kinds not customarily furnished by such
authority to or on behalf of other properties
of like class.

(c) No payment shall be made under this
section to any State tax authority for any
fiscal year with respect to any Federal prop-
erty unless such authority—

(1) files with the Federal agency which
is the controlling agency for such property
a claim, in such form and containing such
information as the Board shall prescribe, for
payment under this section with respect to
all Federal property subject to such payment
which is controlled by such agency within
the territorial jurisdiction of such authority;

(2) files with such claim an itemized state-
ment of (A) the property with respect to
which such claim is made; (B) the assessed
valuation placed by such authority upon
such property; (C) the nominal Federal tax
liability claimed with respect to such prop-
erty; (D) the tax rate or rates applied in
computing the amount of the nominal Fed-
eral tax liability of such agency; (E) the
amount of the Federal credit against tax
liability accorded to such agency in comput-
ing the amount claimed from such agency
under this section; and (F) the amount of
any Federal specific liability included in
such claim for payment;

(3) files with such claim a detailed state-
ment of the procedural action which may
be taken by such agency to obtain adminis-
trative review, or judicial review, or both,
with respect to the nominal Federal tax
liability of such agency with respect to any
such property;

(4) for the purpose of determining the
amount of the nominal Federal tax liability
of such Federal agency under subsection
(b), makes available to such agency all sub-
stantive and procedural rights, administra-
tive and judicial, which would be available
under law in effect within such authority in
determining the valuation of such prop-
erty, the rate of tax applicable thereto, and
the amount of the tax which would be pay-
able with respect thereto if such property
were owned by a taxable person; and

(5) for such purpose treats such property
in all respects in a manner at least as favor-
able as the freatment accorded to property
of like owned by taxable persons.

(d) Each payment authorized by this sec-
tion with respect to any property shall be
made by the Federal agency which is the
controlling agency for such property at the
beginning of the fiscal year for which such
payment is due. If such agency ceases to
exist before such payment is made, payment
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shall be made by the Federal agency which
is the successor of such controlling agency,
as determined by the Director of the Bureau
of the Budget.

{e) Whenever any Federal agency and any
State tax authority fail to agree with respect
to any question concerning the identity of
Federal property claimed to be subject to
payments under this section, the amount of
the Federal credit against tax lability or the
amount of the Federal specific tax liability
to be included in computing the amount of
any payment to be made by such agency un-
der this section to such authority with re-
spect to any Federal property, application
may be nrade by such agency or by such
authority to the Board for the determination
of such question.

(f) Whenever properties subject to pay-
ments under this section which are situated
within the territorial jurisdiction of any
Btate tax authority are controlled by more
than one Federal agency, and determination
of the amount so payable by any such agency
involves any question concerning the alloca-
tion among two or more such agencies of
the amount of the Federal credit against tax
liability or the amount of the Federal specific
tax llability which shall be included in com-
puting the aggregate amount of the pay-
ments to be made to such authority with re-
spect to all such properties, such authority
shall apply to the Board for the determina-
tion of such question,

EXCLUDED PROPERTIES

Sec. 6. (a) No payment shall be made un-
der section 4 or section 5 to any State tax
authority with respect to any Federal prop-
erty—

(1) acquired by any Federal agency before
Septcmber 8, 1939; or

(2) subject to taxation by such authority,
or with respect to which any payment in
lieu of taxes is authorized to be nrade to
such authority, under any other provision of
law.

(b) No such payment shall be made with
respect to any Federal property which—

(1) if privately owned or controlled, would
be exempt from tax because of the use to
which it is devoted;

(2) is the subject of any revenue sharing
arrangement, entered into under authority of
Federal law, under which any portion of the
revenue derived from its use or sale, or from
any product of such property, is paid to such
authority; or

(3) is devoted primarily to any local gov-
ernmental use, including (without limita-
tion) any courthouse; post office; property
used for any purpose incidental to local pos-
tal operations; weather station or observa-
tion post; assay office; local irrigation or san-
itation project; alrport maintained and oper-
ated by the Civil Aeronautics Administra-
tion; or any plant, farm, station, laboratory,
or other property devoted to any experimen-
tal, testing or research purpose rendered pri-
marily to the local public.

(¢) No such payment shall be made with
respect to any—

(1) office bullding which is not devoted
to any industrial or commercial use and is
not ineluded within any class of properties
listed in section 4 (a);

(2) customs house;

(8) facility for coining money or printing
currency;

(4) bullion depository;

(5) river or harbor improvement;

(6) prison, reformatory, detention farm, or
disciplinary barracks;

(7) hospital, dispensary, clinic, or other
medical facllity;

(8) sanatorium, home for the aged, or fa-
cility providing domiciliary care;

(9) cemetery;

{10) aid to navigation administered by the
United States Coast Guard;
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(11) beacon or other aid to alr naviga-
tion administered by the Civil Aeronautics
Administration;

(12) facility used In the performance by
any Federal agency of any police, investiga-
tive, or regulatory function, except any such
function performed incidental to the ad-
ministration of property of any class listed
in section 4 (a) or section 5 (a); or

(18) post, camp, station, fort, armory, air-
field, proving ground, or other installation
administered by any of the Armed Forces of
the United States, except to the extent that
any such installation may be devoted to any
industrial or commercial use.

(d) No such payment shall be made with
respect to any—

(1) stock of strategie or critical material or
any agricultural commodity in the custody
of any Federal agency; or

(2) other personal property unless such
property is devoted to an industrial or com-
mercial use.

LIMITATIONS ON PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF TAXES

Sec. 7. (a) Whenever the aggregate amount
of the payments authorized by section 5 to be
made for any fiscal year to any State tax au-
thority by one or more Federal agencies with
respect to all property of the classes de-
scribed in paragraphs (1) and (3) of section
5 (a) exceeds the aggregate amount of the
taxes levied by such authority upon all tax-
able property situated within its territorial
jurisdiction which is not Federal property,
any such Federal agency may apply to the
Board for an order requiring a reduction in
the amount so payable by such Federal agen-
cy. Upon the filing of such application, the
Board shall give notice thereof to such au-
thority and to each Federal agency subject
to any such payment, and after hearing shall
determine whether the payment of the ag-
gregate amount payable by such agencies
under section 5 would confer upon such
authority unwarranted benefit contrary to
the interest of taxpayers of the United States.
If the Board determines that the payment of
such aggregate amount would confer such
unwarranted benefit, it shall prescribe (1)
such lower aggregate amount as it shall de-
termine to be fair and equitable, and (2) the
portion thereof to be pald by each such
Federal agency. The aggregate amount so
prescribed shall be a sum not less than the
aggregate amount of the taxes levied by such
authority for the applicable tax year upon
all taxable property situated within its terri-
torial jurisdietion which is not Federal prop-
erty. The portion thereof to be paid by each
such Federal agency shall be a sum which
has the same relationship to such aggregate
amount as the assessed valuation of all prop-
erty administered by such agency with re-
spect to which such payment is made has
to the total assessed valuation of all prop-
erty administered by all Federal agencies
with respect to which all such payments are
made.

(b) Whenever any State tax authority
fails to furnish to property administered by
any Federal agency, or to any officer or em-
ployee thereof, or to the family of any such
officer or employee, any service furnished
by such authority to any other property or
resident upon the same terms upon which
such service is furnished to such other prop-
erty or resident, and such agency has not
expressly walved the furnishing of such serv-
ice as unnecessary or undesirable, no pay-
ment shall be made under section 5 to such
authority by any Federal agency for any tax
year during which such fallure occurs.

TRANSITIONAL PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF TAXES

Bec. 8. (a) In addition to the payments
authorized by section 5, payments in lieu of
taxes shall be made to each State tax au-
thority, for each of the first 10 fiscal years
beginning after the date of enactment of this
act, with respect to all Federal property
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situated within the territorial jurisdiction of
such authority which—

(1) is of any class listed In section 6 (c),
but is not included within any class de-
scribed in section 6 (b);

(2) was acquired by the United States or
any Federal agency on or after the date
which is 10 years before the date of enact-
ment of this act; and

(3) is not subject to tax under section 2.

(b) The aggregate amount of the pay-
ments authorized by subsection (a) to be
made with respect to such property to each
State tax authority for each such fiscal year
shall be & sum equal to the difference be-
tween the following two sums:

(1) The aggregate amount which would
be payable with respect to such property for
such year if such property were subject to
payments in lieu of taxes under section 5;
and

(2) A sum equal to the percentage of such
aggregate amount which is specified for such
fiscal year in the following tabulation:

(c) The provisions of subsections (c), (d),
(e), and (f) of section 5 shall apply to pay-
ments made under this section to the same
extent and with the same effect as if such
payments were authorized to be made un-
der section 5. The prohibition contained in
section 7 (b) shall apply to payments made
under this sectlon.

CONSENT TO LEVY OF SPECIAL ASSESSMENTS

Sec. 9. (a) Except as otherwise provided
by this act, all Federal property situated
within the territorial jurisdiction of any
State tax authorlity shall be subject to the
levy and collection of any special assessment
upon real property to the same extent and
under the same conditions as other prop-
erty of like class situated within such juris-
diction whenever such assessment is levied
upon non-Federal as well as Federal prop-
erty. No payment shall be made under this
subsection unless such authority treats all
Federal property subject to such payment in
all respects in a manner at least as favorable
as the treatment accorded to property of
like kind owned by taxable persons.

{b) Payment of any portion of any special
assessment authorized by subsection (a) with
respect to any property shall be made by the
Federal agency which is the controlling
agency for such property at the time such
portion becomes due and payable under law
in effect within the State tax authority im-
posing such special assessment. If such
agency ceases to exist before such payment
is made, payment shall be made by the Fed-
eral agency which is the successor of such
controlling agency, as determined by the
Director of the Bureau of the Budget.

FEDERAL TAX PAYMENTS BOARD

Sec. 10. (a) There is hereby established the
Federal Tax Payments Board, which shall be
composed of three members appointed by the
President, by and with the advice and con-
sent of the Senate. Not more than two mem-
bers of the Board shall be members of the
same political party. Of the original mem-
bers, 1 shall be appointed for a term of 1 year,
1 for a term of 2 years, and 1 for a term of 3
years. BSucceeding members of the Board
shall be appointed for terms of 3 years each,
except that any individual appointed to fill
a vacancy shall be appointed for the unex-
pired term of the member whom he succeeds.
The President shall designate one member to
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serve as chalrman of the Board. Any mem-
ber of the Board may be removed by the
President, after notice and hearing, for mal-
feasance in office, neglect of duty, or incom=-
petence, but for no other cause.

(b) A vacancy in the Board shall not im-
pair the right of the remaining members to
exercise all the powers of the Board, and two
members shall at all times constitute a
quorum. The Board shall have an officlal
seal which shall be judicially noticed.

{(c) Each member of the Board shall re-
ceive a salary of $14,000 a year, shall be
eligible for reappointment, and shall not
engage in any other business, vocation, or
employment.

(d) Subject to the civil-service laws and
the Classification Act of 1949, the Board
may appoint and fix the compensation of
a chief clerk and such examiners and other
personnel as may be necessary for the per=
formance of its functions.

(e) The Board may make such rules and
regulations, not inconsistent with the pro-
visions of this act, as may be necessary for
the performance of its duties.

POWERS AND DUTIES OF THE BOARD

Sec. 11. (a) It shall be the duty of the
Board—

(1) to prescribe such uniform rules, regu=-
lations, and forms as may be required for
the submission by State tax authorities of
claims for payments authorized by this act;

{(2) to promulgate such uniform rules and
regulations as may be necessary to provide
for the making by Federal agencies of the
payments authorized by this act and for the
determination of the amounts thereof;

(3) to consult, at least once in each cal-
endar year, with the advisory committee
established under section 12 of this act with
respect to problems arising in the adminis-
tration of this act:

(4) upon application by any State tax au-
thority or any Federal agency, to hear and
determine any question of fact or law con-
cerning (A) the liability of any Federal
agency to make payment under this act, (B)
the identity of Federal property subject to
any payment under this act, or (C) the
amount of any such liability, except that no
such question shall be heard or determined
by the Board until the parties to such con-
troversy have exhausted administrative and
judicial remedies available to them under
law in effect within the jurisdiction of the
State tax authority concerned for the de-
termination of any question concerning the
nominal Federal tax liability with respect
to any property as to which such application
is made; and

(5) to transmit to the President and to
the Congress, as soon as may be practicable
after the end of each calendar year, a written
report containing a full and complete state-
ment of its activities during such year in-
cluding—

(A) the names, salaries, and dutles of em-
ployees of the Board;

(B) an account of the moneys disbursed
by the Board;

(C) a description of each proceeding
heard or determined by, or pending before,
the Board; and

(D) such recommendations for legislation
as the Board may consider advisable with
respect to the administration of this act.

(b) Upon the filing of any application for
any determination under this act, the Board
(or any member thereof or any examiner
designated thereby) may summon and join
as a party to such proceeding any Federal
agency or State tax authority found to be a
necessary party to the determination sought;
hold hearings; administer oaths and affirma-
tions; examine witnesses and receive evidence
at any place in the United States; and re-
quire by subpena the attendance and testi-
mony of witnesses and the production of



4338

documentary evidence deemed to be relevant
to the matter under inquiry. Subpenas may
be signed and issued by any member of the
Board or any duly sauthorized examiner.
Subpenas shall be issued on behalf of any
Federal agency or State tax authority which
is a party to the proceeding upon request and
upon a statement or showing of general
relevance and reasonable scope of the evi-
dence sought. Such attendance of witnesses
and the production of such documentary evi-
dence may be required from any place in the
United States at any designated place of
hearing. Witnesses summoned shall be paid
the same fees and mileage pald witnesses in
the district courts of the United States. In
case of disobedience to a subpena, the Board
may invoke the aid of any district court of
the United States in requiring the attendance
and testimony of witnesses and the produc-
tion of documentary evidence. Any district
court of the United States within the juris-
diction of which such inquiry is carried on
may, in case of contumacy or refusal to obey
& subpena issued to any person, issue an
order requiring such person to appear (and
to produce documentary evidence if so or-
dered) and give evidence relating to the
matter in question; and any failure to obey
such order of the court may be punished by
such court a&s a contempt thereof. All
process issued to any individual or person
may be served in any judiclal district in
which such individual or person is an in-
habitant or is found.

(c) All hearings conducted under this sec-
tion shall be public. Each party to such

ing shall have the right to present its
case with the assistance of counsel; to offer
oral or documentary evidence; to submit re-
buttal evidence; and to conduct such cross-
examination as may be required for a full
and true disclosure of the facts. An accurate
stenographic record shall be taken of the
testimony of each witness, and a transcript
of such testimony shall be filed In the office
of the Board.

(d) Each determination made by the
Board under this section shall be final and
conclusive upon all State tax authorities and
Federal agencles who were parties to the pro-
ceeding in which such determination is made,
and shall not be questioned by any court or
by any accounting officer of the Government.

ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Sec. 12. (a) The President shall establish
an advisory committee on Federal tax pay-
ments composed of 12 members appointed by
the President, of whom six shall be officers
or employees of Federal agencies, three shall
be officers or employees of State governments,
and three shall be officers or employees of
other State tax authorities. One member
shall be designated by the President to serve
as chalrman of the commlittee.

(b) It shall be the duty of the committee

(1) study the administration of this act
and problems arising in connectlon there-
with;

{2) consult with the Board, upon its re-
quest, in an advisory capacity in the solu-
tion of such problems; and

(3) transmit to the President from time
to time a report containing a summary of
the results of its studies, together with its
recommendations for administrative or leg-
islative changes which it may consider nec-
essary or desirable for the efficient, economi-
cal, and equitable administration of this act.

(c) Members of the committee who are
officers or employees of any Federal agency
shall receive no additional compensation for
service rendered under this act. Other
members may receive such compensation,
not in excess of $50 for each day of serv-
ice, as the President shall prescribe. All
members shall be relmbursed for travel and
other expenses necessarily incurred in the
performance of their duties under this sec-
tion. All funds disbursed under this sec-
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tion shall be disbursed by the chief clerk
of the Board from funds appropriated to
the Board.

MISCELLANEQOUS ADMINISTRATIVE
PROVISIONS

Sec. 13. (a) Bach Federal agency which is
the controlling agency for any Federal prop-
erty situated within the territorial juris-
dictlon of any State tax authority which
is claimed by such authority to be subject
to any payment under this act shall fur-
nish to such authority, upon request made
in writing by the appropriate officer there-
of, such information concerning such prop-
erty as may be lawfully required with re-
gard to property of like kind owned by
taxable persons within such jurisdiction.

(b) The failure of any Federal agency to
make, or to make timely payment of, any
payment authorized by this act shall not
subject—

(1) any Federal agency, or any persen who
is a purchaser of any property from any
Federal agency, to the payment of any
penalty or penalty interest, or to any pay-
ment in lieu of any penalty or penalty in-
terest; or

(2) any Federal property to any llen,
attachment, foreclosure, or other legal pro-
ceeding not specifically authorized by this
act.

APPROPRIATIONS

Sec. 14. There are hereby authorized to
be appropriated to each Federal agency such
sums as may be required for the discharge
of its duties and obligations under this
Act.

SEPARABILITY

Sec. 15. If any provision of this Act, or
the application thereof to any Federal agen-
cy or any State tax authority, is held to
be invalid, the remainder of this act, and
the application of such provision to other
Federal agencies and State tax authorities,
shall not be affected thereby.

EFFECTIVE DATE

Sec. 16. Sections 4, 5, 8, and 9 of this
Act shall become effective on July 1, 1855.
All other provisions of this act shall be-
come effective on the date of enactment of
this act.

The statement presented by Mr. Busu
is as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR BUSH

I am introducing in the Senate today a bill
intended to strengthen the independence
and integrity of local governments by restor-
ing to them a part of the revenues they have
lost because of Federal acquisition of real
estate and other property. The bill would
authorize the taxation of certain Federal
property by State and local tax authorities
and provide for the payment by Federal
agencies of sums in lieu of taxes with re-
spect to other Federal property.

In recent years, the States and local com-
munities have become increasingly con-
cerned because their revenues are beilng
undermined by the Federal Government.
The increasing acquisition of various types
of property by Federal agencies has removed
billions of dollars of property from the tax
Tolls of the States and towns and citles
throughout the country. This trend has
threatened the integrity and independence of
local governments, and should be halted at
once.

Many communities throughout the Nation,
a number of them in my own State, have
been adversely affected. But perhaps the
most glaring example of the Impact upon a
community when the Federal Government
acquires an industrial plant and removes it
from the tax rolls is in Stratford, Conn. In
Stratford is located Alr Force Plant No. 43,
operated for the Government by the Avco
Manufacturing Co. The current value of the
installation, as estimated by town officials,
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is more than half the amount of the entire
grand list of taxable property now totaling
£126 million. Until a recent revaluation, the
appraised value of the plant exceeded that
of all other properties in the town combined,
$83 million as against $87 million. The in-
flux of workingmen needed to man the
machines, and their families, resulted in a
sharp increase in population. Stratford was
forced to build more schools, and provide
more police and fire protection and other
services. Local taxpayers had to dig into
their pockets to pay the bills while Uncle
Sam took what amounts substantially to a
“free ride.”

Federal ownership of land and buildings is
by no means the only problem involved.
Many procurement contracts negotiated by
the various armed services with private con-
tractors contain provisions under which the
Government, upon making any partial pay-
ment, takes title to parts, materials, inven-
tories, work in progress and tools, acquired or
produced by the contractor for the perform-
ance of the contract. Both the Government
and the contractors claim that this legal
technicality makes such property tax free.

Connecticut industrial centers, together
with others throughout the Nation which
are contributing to the defense effort, have
lost tax revenues as a result of this bit of
legal legerdemain. Congress should author-
ize payments in lieu of taxes on such prop-
erty, and the bill would so provide.

The plight of Stratford and the hardship
suffered by other Connecticut communities
to a lesser degree as a result of the tax-
exempt status of federally owned defense
production plants and other facilitles was
called to my attention during the 83d Con-
gress. Because I felt strongly that an in-
justice was being done to the municipalities
in my State and throughout the Nation, I
became deeply interested in legislative at-
tempts for remedial action. Upon consult-
ing the late Senator Robert A. Taft, I found
that he was greatly concerned with this
problem. As a result of his initiative and
the interest of a number of other Senators,
legislation was drafted which was intended
to provide substantial relief to communities
which had lost tax revenues as the result
of the Federal acquisition of defense-pro-
duction facilities following the outbreak of
the war in Korea., S. 2473, based on the
draft prepared for Senator Taft, was in-
troduced in the 83d Congress by the then
majority leader, Senator Knowland, with
Senators Taft, Ferguson, Potter, and myself
as cosponsors. An identical bill, now num-
bered S. 826, has been introduced in the
present session by Senator BENDER.

Although hearings were held in both ses-
sions of the 83d Congress on S. 2473, no
legislative action was taken because the
creation of the Commission on Intergovern-
mental Relations brought under review the
whole broad problem of reaching a fair dis-
tribution of tax revenues among all levels
of Government. S. 2473, together with re-
lated bills, was referred to that Commission
for consideration in its study. Mr. Arthur
E. B. Tanner, former Speaker of the House
of Representatives of the Connecticut Gen-
eral Assembly, was a member of the Com-
mission, and headed a task force assigned
to consider the question of Federal consent
to taxation or grants in lieu of taxes. It
is my understanding that the full Commis-
sion is now reviewing the problem, and that
its recommendations to the Congress are
scheduled to be made by June 1.

Although the Commission’s recommenda«
tions undoubtedly will be of great value to
the Congress, I am strongly convinced that
we should begin focusing our attention upon
this problem at once, recognize its serious-
ness, and consider all possible solutions. For
that reason, I am introducing this bill,
which, while similar in some respects to S.
2473, recognizes that equitable treatment
of the States and local governments re-
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quires Federal payment of taxes or grants
in Heu of taxes on other property in addi-
tion to that acquired as a result of the Eo-
rean war.

Many difficult problems are involved in
drafting legislation which will result in fair
treatment of the States and municipalities
while safeguarding legitimate Federal inter-
ests and avoiding the imposition of too great
a burden on the Federal Treasury. I do not
offer this bill as the final answer, but believe
it will provide a sound basis from which to
gtart. It iz my hope that the bill will be
in harmony with the recommendations of
the Commission on Intergovernmental Rela-
tions. While the Commission’s report is
being awaited, a savings In time would be
accomplished if this bill and related meas-
ures were given Intensive study by the stafls
of the Committee on Government Opera-
tions and the appropriate governmental
agencies. I hope that such studies will be
started at once.

DESIGNATION OF MAY 11, 1955,
AS COLONEL - COMMANDANT MI-
CHAEL KOVATS MEMORIAL DAY

Mr. BUSH. Mr. President, I intro-
duce, for appropriate reference, a joint
resolution authorizing and requesting
the President of the United States to
issue a proclamation designating May
11, 1955, as Colonel-Commandant Mi-
chael Kovats Memorial Day.

Colonel Kovats was a distinguished
officer of Hungarian birth who served as
Colonel-Commandant of the Pulaski
Legion, the eavalry of George Washing-
ton’s army in the War of the Revolu-
tion. He was mortally wounded on
May 11, 1779, in a heroic charge against
the British.

Mr, President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that an excerpt from Emil Len-
gyel’s book, “Americans from Hun-
gary,” which describes Colonel Kovats’
career and his services to America be
printed in the Recorp at the conclusion of
these remarks.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The joint resolution will be re-
ceived and appropriately referred; and,
without objection, the excerpt will be
printed in the Recorbp.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 65)
authorizing the President of the United
States to proclaim May 11, 1955, Colonel-
Commandant Michael Kovats Memorial
Day for the observance and commemo-
ration of the death of Colonel-Comman-
dant Michael Kovats, introduced by Mr.
BusH, was received, read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

The excerpt presented by Mr. Busu
is as follows:

George Washington did not sleep in every
bed, but every nation likes to boast of a
general attached to George Washington's
staff. Few had the luck to produce a
Marquis de Lafayette, or a Count Pulaski.
But there was a Hungarian officer who played
a distinguished part in Washington's army.
His elusive fame had fascinated workers in
the field of Hungarian Americana, and one
of them, a judge in the Budapest Patent
Office, Aladar Poka-Pivny, spent years in
tracking down Inecidents in his hero's life.

The name of this officer was Michael
Kovats, or de Kovats, or EKowatch, Eovach,
Kowacz, Cowatch., He, himself, preferred to
sign his name as “Kovats.” The common
spelling in today's Hungary is Eovécs, mean-
ing Smith.
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Michael Eovats was born at Earczag-
Ujszéilas, now Karczag, on the Hungarian
plains, of Calvinist stock. The year was
1724. Military tradition was strong in the
reglon peopled largely by descendants of
Cuman warriors who had terrorized eastern
Europe centuries before. TYoung Kovats
joined the huszirs, mounted troops, and
had an adventurous life in Europe. One
luckless day, however, he found himself in
the Hapsburg capital, Vienna, an unem-
ployed hero. A disloyal servant had stolen
his mounts and Eovats set out to catch
him. Hot on the servant’s trall, he reached
Bohemia's Prague, and thence proceeded
northward.

Frederick the Great was then Prussia’s
ruler, warring against a large part of the
world. In great need of soldiers, he was not
very scrupulous as to how he got them.
No sooner was Kovats inside Prussia than he
was impressed into the Prussian Army by
the King's men, in spite of the fact that he
was a foreign subject. This type of service
was, evidently, to the liking of our Hun-
garian, however; he fought for Frederick for
16 years, won his promotion as a captain,
and had command of a body of men known
as Kovats'sches Corps. He was wounded
several times. One of Frederick's enemies
was Queen Maria Theresa of Hungary, Kovats’
own sovereign. During an engagement the
Hungarian huszdir was captured by the troops
of the Queen. Fighting one's own country
today would be high treason, but in those
days the dividing lines were not co sharp,
and Captain Kovats talked himself out of
trouble. Again unemployed, and finding
nothing better to do, he returned to his
native Hungary. But word had reached him
about the fight of the American colonists
for independence and he declded to try his
luck overseas. By way of Venice and Genoa,
he reached Bordeaux and there he offered
his services to America In a letter to Ben-
jamin Franklin in Paris.

Franklin was one of the three commis-
sioners the Continental Congress had dis-
patched to France to negotiate a treaty of
alliance, amity and commerce with the
French Government, and to obtain supplies,
military and naval assistance. His fellow
commissioner, Silas Deane, had concluded a
contract with the far-famed champion of
Polish 1liberty, Count Casimir Pulaski, to
fight for the freedom of America. Eovats,
therefore, approached the right people. How-
ever, we have no record of any answer Ifrom
any of the commissioners.

If America did not want him, that did
not mean that he did not want America.
He set out for himself, arrived in America,
sought and obtained an Iinterview with
Pulaski, who must have found him to his
liking. The Count wrote to Washington on
behalf of Kovats on January 9, 1778, that
the new cavalry formations which it was
contemplated to set up “must be exercised
and taught the servi:e from colonel to pri-
vate. Colonel EKovats is a man of great
merit and deserves the charge of master
of exercises; he is an officer worthy of re-
search and exclusive of a thorough knowl-
edge of his abilities I request his being em-
ployed by your Excellency. I can recom-
mend him and assure your Excellency will
never have reason to repent your confidence
in him, if this proposal should be agree-
able to your Excellency. The sooner I am
informed the better, as he will be of infinite
service to the cavalry this winter in quarters.”

No reply was forthcoming from Washing-
ton’s headquarters. A few weeks later the
Count wrote again, this time from Trenton,
“about the commission for Colonel Kopvats
with authority to command a detachment as
a colonel.” 8till no reply, and he dispatched
another letter to George Washington in mid=-
March: “I would propose for my subaltern,
an experienced officer, by name Kovats, for-
merly partisan in Prussian service.”
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A few days later the authorization did
come for the formation of the Pulaskl Leglon,
68-horse and 200-foot, and in mid-April
Colonel Kovats was appointed Colonel-Com-
mandant of the Pulaski Legion. By that
time word had got around about the Hun-
garian ex-huszar and we hear him described
as “that famous Colonel Kovatz,” and “the
well-known Kovats, Prussian officer in the
last war.”

Pulaski’s Legion was ordered to Sussex
Court House, then to Cale's Fort, where it
wintered, defending New Jersey against the
Indians. In February 1779 it received orders
to join Gen. Banjamin Lincoln in South
Carolina, and reached Charlestown (now
Charleston) in May. The town was defended
by Gen. Willlam Moultrie. His plight was
so hopeless that civilian authorities urged
him to surrender. At that strategic moment
the Pulaskl Legion arrived. While not a
large force, the commander knew how to
make it appear impressive. The British
forces were commanded by Gen. Augustine
Prevost.

On May 11, Pulaski and Kovats attacked
General Prevost with 120 men, and met an
overwhelming force. In the very first on-
slaught, Eovats was mortally wounded.
“The British buried him where he fell,” Dr.
Joseph Johnson, Charleston physician, re-
corded in his Traditions and Reminiscences
“on the west side of the road, in the land
now owned and enclosed by John Margart,
at the corner of Huger Street. He was an
officer of great merit,” the physician added,
“a Hungarian by birth.”

The Pulaski Legion was the “best cavalry
the rebels ever had,” wrote Maj. F. Skelly,
brigade major of the English forces at
Charleston.

The commander of the Legion, Count
Pulaski, met his death at the siege of Savan-
nah, on October 9 of the same year. These
losses so weakened the Legion that it was
disbanded. Its colors were preserved in the
Maryland Historical Society at Baltimore.

“The news of Kovats' death seems to have
reached Hungary very quickly, for a report
dated September 28, 1779, from the Buda
Fortress Command to the Hungarian General
Headquarters speaks of his wife as a widow.
She herself, unable to visit her gallant hus-
band’s grave, erected a small memorial chap-
el to his memory near the church of Szinne,
There it stands to this day, surrounded by
century-old lime frees, recalling the memory
of the Hungarian officer of hussars who died
in actlon for the liberty of the United States
of America.”

UNITED STATES PARTICIPATION IN
SCIENTIFIC COMMISSION WITHIN
THE UNITED NATIONS TO STUDY
CERTAIN EFFECTS OF NUCLEAR
EXPLOSIONS

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. President, in the
summer of 1945—with the explosion of
the first atomic bomb over Hiroshima,
Japan—the world entered the atomic
age.

Man’s conquest of the atom was a
momentous development, opening doors
to long-dreamed-of opportunities in the
industrial and medical fields.

But the development of the atom, like
the lifting of the lid on Pandora’s box,
brought with it a number of terrible
fears. Man was faced with the fact that
he had developed the means to destroy
in a day the civilization it had taken
centuries of effort to build.

That fear was intensified by the de-
velopment of atomic weapons by the So-
viet Union. That development made it
necessary for us to concentrate most of
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our efforts on the building of bigger and
better nuclear weapons of destruction.

Nearly 10 years have passed since the
race for atomic superiority between the
Western and Communist worlds began.
Perhaps hundreds of thermonuclear de-
vices have been exploded in that time by
the United States, the Soviet Union, and
Great Britain. With each passing year
the explosions become larger and the
number of tests more frequent. Soon
more nations will be joining in the race
for atomic and hydrogen weapons.

It is not pleasant to think of the pos-
sible consequences which the develop-
ment of nuclear weapons might have on
our civilization. In the case of war, we
know their use would be suicidal, both
for us and for the Soviet Union.

But what about peacetime? What
about the continued effects of testing,
testing, and more testing all around the
globe?

In recent weeks many reputable scien-
tists have sounded a note of alarm, a
warning that continued testing of nu-
clear weapons might have lasting genetic
effects on all living things on this earth,
including man. Scientific associations
are taking a keen interest in this prob-
lem, fully aware of the dreadful possi-
bilities in which further delay could re-
sult. Not long ago the highly respected
National Academy of Sciences said it was
undertaking a study of the question.

It is scientific fact that radioactive
particles—some more dangerous than
others—are released by thermonuclear
explosions. Carried by the winds into the
atmosphere, these particles could infect
thousands of square miles of earth near
the explosion. Others are carried off all
around the globe in a matter of days.
They could infect plants and animals—
the things we eat—as well as man him-
self,

Radioactive particles have no respect
for boundaries or national sovereignty.
They could infect the American as well
as the Russian, the Japanese, the South
Sea Islander, and even the peoples living
above the Arctic Circle.

It is not enough that a scientific as-
sociation in this or some other country
directs its attention to this problem. This
is a matter of the greatest importance to
peoples all over the world. It is a mat-
ter which the United Nations alone is
capable of studying in such a way as to
insure the greatest possible participation
and interest. For any action which is
taken to insure that injury is not done
must be taken by all the nations of the
world, particularly those with the capa-
bility of producing nuclear devices.

In raising this question today I do not
mean to be an alarmist. There is still
no known evidence that harm has been
done by the nuclear explosions which
have been set off to date. But the pos-
sibility that harm could be done is a
very real one. We must not delay un-
til it is too late. For once the damage
has been done, it will be difficult indeed
to correct it.

It is my hope that the United Nations
may come up with some sound de-
terminations on this problem. I hope
that it will be possible for the Soviet
Union to offer genuine cooperation in
working toward an answer to this ques-
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tion which is bigger by far than any issue

. presently before the world. Before we

can do anything about controlling the
atom, we must all be aware of the full
consequences of not controlling it.

Therefore, Mr. President, I submit
for appropriate reference a concurrent
resolution which would put the Congress
on record as favoring United States par-
ticipation in a scientific commission to
look into this grave problem under the
auspices of the United Nations. I ask
unanimous consent that the concurrent
resolution may lie on the table until April
20 to afford other Senators, who may so
desire, an opportunity to cosponsor it.

I also ask unanimous consent that a
copy of my resolution and a copy of an
editorial from the Washington Post and
Times Herald of April 12, 1955, entitled
“How Bad Is Radiation?” be printed in
the Recorp at the conclusion of my re-
marks.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The concurrent resolution will be
received and appropriately referred, and
will lie on the table, as requested by the
Senator from Maine; and, without ob-
jection, the concurrent resolution and
editorial will be printed in the RECORD.

The concurrent resolution (S. Con.
Res. 22) submitted by Mr. PAYNE, was
referred to the Committee on Foreign
Relations, as follows:

Whereas various nations are setting off an
increasing number of nuclear explosions;
and

Whereas the number of such explosions 1s
more likely to increase than decrease in the
foreseeable future; and

Whereas it has been established that the
redioactivity released as a result of such ex-
plosions can have serious deleterious effects,
from an immediate and long-range stand-
point, on human beings and other living
organisms, and

Whereas existing knowledge of the effects
of such explosions on living organisms is
very incomplete: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That the Congress
requests the President to instruct our chief
delegate to the United Nations to take what-
ever steps may be necessary to propose and
urge the formation of an international
scientific commission within the United Na-
tions to study and determine the effects on
living organisms of radloactivity released
by nuclear explosions.

The editorial presented by Mr. PAYNE
is as follows:

[From the Washington Post and Times
Herald of April 12, 1955]
How BaDp Is RADIATION?

The National Academy of Sciences has un=-
dertaken a highly important task in study-
ing the effects of atomic radiation on living
organisms. If the mounting concern about
radioactivity is justified, the public ought
to know it; and if the apprehensions are
unwarranted, the best way to dispel them
is with facts. The field for exploration is
a vast one and the extent of present-day
knowledge about the effects of radicactivity
is appallingly small. No other group, unless
possibly an international scientific commis-
sion, assembled by the United Nations, could
speak with the standing and authority of
the National Academy of Sciences.

Perhaps there can be no clearcut conclu-
slons. The Atomic Energy Commission, for
example, generally has been inclined to
pooh-pooh fears about present radioactivity
from nuclear weapons tests on the basis of
its own extensive studies. But the Com-
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mission’s pronouncements have been care-
fully qualified, and they serve to emphasize
that there is much that is not known about
the byproducts of nuclear explosions—
whether in tests or in actual warfare. A
number of reputable scientists here and
abroad are seriously disturbed about the
possible long-range genetic effects even of
further tests. Few adjustments are so deli-
cate, of course, as those that determine hu-
man inheritance. Whether or not the study
can answer all questions, it should throw
new light on the areas of danger.

Another benefit from the study may be the
evolution of new criteria for civil defense
planning. The known facts about the radio-
active fallout from new-type hydrogen-ura-
nium weapons are alarming enough, but the
Atomic Energy Commission has seemed to
indicate that persons in bombed areas can
minimize the effects by taking proper shelter
and decontamination precautions. Is there
a possibility, however, that some of the fine
radioactive particles would remain in the air
so that they would be inhaled in breathing?
If so, then perhaps the plans for shelters
that protect against blast and direct radio-
activity will need revising.

There is no area of public policy in which
so0 little firm information is available. Re-
cent Gallup polls have shown a surprisingly
uncritical public resignation to the use of
hydrogen bombs—an example of the danger
in making policy decisions on the basis of
expressions of opinion about questions upon
which the public has little information,
The crying need is for facts, and since so few
seem to be emanating from the Government
it is the more important to have an authori-
tative study.

INVENTORY REPORT ON FEDERAL
REAL PROPERTY (8. DOC. NO. 32)

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, at a
meeting of the Committee on Appropria-
tions on Tuesday, April 12, it was recom-
mended that a committee print of a
newly compiled inventory of Federal
Real Property, prepared by the General
Services Administration at the request of
the committee, be printed as a Senate
document, with illustrations. I present
the committee print for that purpose.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Arizona? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

Mr. HAYDEN. I also ask that the
correspondence relating to the report,
together with a press release and fact
sheet on the inventory, be printed as a
part of my remarks.

There being no objection, the corre-
spondence, press release, and fact sheet
were ordered to be printed in the REcorbp,
as follows:

GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION,
Washington, D. C., March 25, 1955.
Hon. CARL HAYDEN,
Chairman, Committee on Appropria-
tions, United States Senate,
Washington, D, C.

DEAR SENATOR HAYDEN: We are pleased to
submit the attached report covering the in-
ventory of Federal real praperty in the con=
‘ig;eantal United States as of December 31,

This report has been prepared pursuant to
the committee’s request in report No. 237,
dated May 12, 1853 covering the first inde=-
pendent offices appropriations bill, 1954.

This has been no small task. The report
consolidates 11,493 reports on individual
Federal installations with a total cost of

$30.2 billion, with no value on land in the
public domain.

We believe the effort well worthwhile. Tt
Elves the Government an inventory which
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can be maintained on a current basis. It
will be useful in many ways, and, will help
the Government attain the objectives set
forth on page 2 of the report—not the least
of which is to facilitate disposal of surplus
property and thereby increase revenues and
decrease expenditures.

Every effort has been made to achieve max-
imum accuracy. However, it would be im-
proper to assume that a report of this mag-
nitude—particularly the first one—contains
no discrepancies. Additional work is needed
to refine the data and the records of the
holding agencies from which the data is ob-
tained.

Pursuant to the committee’s request, GSA,
in cooperation with the General Accounting
Office, is working on the development of a
reporting system which will maintain the
inventory on a current basis.

The report could not have been prepared
without the splendid cooperation of all par-
ticipating agencies. Bubmission of the re-
port at this time would not have been pos-
sible without the helpful cooperation of the
Bureau of the Census.

Finally, we wish to express our apprecia-
tion to Mr. Earl Cooper, of the committee's
staff, whose counsel and assistance has been
invaluable.

Cordially yours,
E. F. MANSURE,
Administrator.
UNITED STATES SENATE,
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS,
March 25, 1955.
Hon, EpMmunp F. MANSURE,
Administrator of General Services,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. MansURe: The committee is in
receipt of the Report on Federal Real Prop-
erty in the United States as of December 31,
1953, prepared by your Administration pur-
suant to the committee’s request.

Examination of the report reveals much
information of value in all phases of the
operation of this huge business we call the
Federal Government. The extent of the use-
fulness of the inventory is indicated in the
major objectives listed to—

(a) Facilitate disposal of surplus property
and thereby increasing revenue to the Gov-
ernment, as well as decreasing maintenance
and realty costs;

(b) Restore property to private ownership
and thus increase the opportunity for its
productive use, especially as a source of em-
ployment;

(c) Return such properties to the tax rolls
of State and local governments;

(d) Effect economies in acquisitions by
purchase or lease and in construction and
operation;

(e) Facilitate the preparation of budgets
by individual agencies;

(f) Assist in the intelligent evaluation
and appraisal of budgetary requests, and

(g) Achieve maximum control over and
utilization of real property.

Now that the inventory has been compiled
to this point, the committee requests that a
second report be compiled as of June 30, 1955,
to be issued as a Senate document in Janu-
ary 1956, and that the reporting procedures
and compilations be continued as of the end
of each fiscal year thereafter.

The summary report, with supporting
charts and tables, is being issued as a Senate
document and made available to all Federal
agencles as well as to the public generally.
‘We recommend that a set of the electric ac-
counting machine detail data sheets be fur-
nished to the Senate and House Appropria-
tions Committees and to the reporting
agency, and that file and working coples of
these sheets will be available also in your
Administration for reference.

The committee also strongly urges that
you, as Administrator of General Services, in
conjunction with the Director of the Bureau
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of the Budget, see to it that the inventory
information is made available to each agency,
as well as each part of an agency that may
be concerned, with specific instructions as
to the method of obtaining and the use to be
made of the inventory information.

The committee believes that each agency
of the Government should make good use
of this inventory, in order to consider well
if suitable space or facilities may be already
available to the Government, before request-
ing to spend money in making further ac-
quisiitions. It would seem that resulting
economies must certainly reward such
vigilance.

Very sincerely yours,
CARL HAYDEN,
STYLES BRIDGES,

Senator CARL HAYDEN, chalrman of the
Committee on Appropriations, United States
Senate, announced today that General Serv-
ices Administration has compiled an inven-
tory of federally owned real property in the
continental United States.

The inventory, prepared at the request of
the committee, lists in detail all land, build-
ings, and other structures and facilities
owned by the Unlted States or Government-
owned corporations on December 81, 1953.

The announcement was accompanied by
publication of an inventory report on “Fed-
eral Real Property Iin the United States,”
summarizing inventory findings submitted
to the committee by Edmund F. Mansure,
Administrator of General Services.

In announcing completion of the inven-
tory, Senator HAYpEN commented in behalf
of the committee:

“This inventory report is a fine tribute
to the memory of Senator Maybank, as well
as a mark of achievement for Senator SaL-
TONSTALL. These capable leaders of the Sub-
committee on Independent Offices Appropri-
ations recognized the need for the inventory,
when it was brought out during hearings
on the 1954 appropriation bill, that no at-
tempt had been made since 1937 to complle
one. They caused a request for this com-
pilation to be placed in the Senate commit-
tee report on the independent offices bill,
and there now is established what the Gov-
ernment owns In real estate in the United
States.

“We now have thousands of facts reported
and compiled in orderly form. The report
reveals what the Government owns, what
it cost, what it is used for, and what agency
uses it. This array of information replaces
previous inadequate, piecemeal glimpses of
the huge Federal holdings.

“The inventory will prove invaluable.
Both the executive and legislative branches
will find the information indispensable in
managing Federal property in the best in-
terest of the Nation.

“With the Inventory in hand, we are in
position to achieve greater economy in the
Government and make greater savings for
taxpayers. These inventory facts and fig-
ures will help assure maximum control and
utilization of property now in Federal own-
ership and avold unnecessary new acquisi-
tions and new construction. Specific prop-
erty information will encourage economical
budgets by helping executive agencies pre-
pare requests to fit their needs and by
assisting Congress in evaluating those re-
quests.

“In addition to these benefits, the inven-
tory provides a tool which will be useful in
locating Federal holdings no longer needed
to serve the public interest. As an ald in
identifying additional surplus, the inventory
will help eliminate unnecessary maintenance
costs, bring additional revenue to the Treas-
ury from sales, and restore property to real
estate tax rolls to the benefit of State and
local governments. Returning property to
private ownership, moreover, will enhance
the opportunity for its productive use as a
source of employment.
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“This body of information, uniformly
brought together in one place, is a genuine
contribution to knowing and understanding
the Government of the United States., It
supplies a heretofore unavailable source of
facts necessary in considering many issues
of modern-day government. The benefits of
this work will be valuable to Federal, State,
and local governments, taxpayers of all kinds,
industry and labor, and, lastly, research.
The inventory represents a major achieve-
ment in the operation of the Federal Gov-
ernment.

“The committee acknowledges with ap-
preciation the service performed by General
Services Administration in compiling the
inventory in cooperation with the General
Accounting Office, the Bureau of the Census,
and the Federal agencies which supplied the
basic facts.

“The committee has requested that con-
tinuing reports be issued for each fiscal year
hereafter.”

FacT SHEET oN INVENTORY AND REPORT

Nore.—The information below highlights
the chief findings in the GSA summary of
the Federal real property Inventory and sets
forth rules used in collecting the data. The
inventory covers all holdings of the Federal
Government and its wholly owned corpora-
tions in continental United States, including
the District of Columbia, but does not em-
brace real property owned by the District
governmens.,

Federal real property in the United States
represents a total acquisition cost of $30.2
billion. This is the sum total of the cost of
all property acquired since 1789 and still in
Federal ownership on the inventory day, De-
cember 31, 1853, with one major exclusion
from the cost total.

The principal excluded items consist of the
land in the public domain, lands withdrawn
for national parks, national forests, and
other conservation uses, and historical sites
acquired other than by purchase. Properties
held in trust by the United States, mainly
Indian tribal lands, are likewise excluded.

Acquisition cost represents the actual cost,
plus later improvements at their cost, or the
estimated cost at the time of acquisition.

The holdings are presented and summa-
rized under three major types of realty:

Land: The United States owns 405.1 mil-
lion acres, about 21 percent of the Nation's
continental land area. Public domain, in-
cluding national forests and parks, repre-
sents the bulk of the holdings—346.6 million
acres in all, The balance, 58.5 million acres
with an acquisition cost of $2.2 billion, con-
sists of lands acquired by purchase or other
methods. Trust properties amounting to 56
million acres are excluded from the acreage
as well as the cost total.

Buildings: The United States owns 428,786
buildings with a total floor area of 2.2 billion
square feet and an acquisition cost of $14.4
billion. The buildings include those for in-
dustrlal, housing, storage, service, office, and
institutional wuses. The total acquisition
cost for each of those uses ranges downward
in the same order from §3.6 billion for indus-
trial property.

Structures and facilities: These properties
represent an acquisition cost of $13.6 billion.
These installations include property used for
power development, utility systems (heat-
ing, sewage, water, and communication),
roads and bridges, flood control and naviga-
tion, reclamation and irrigation, electrical
distribution systems, harbor installations,
and rallroads.

The acquisition costs for each type ranges
downward from #$2.7 billion for power de-
velopment facilities. These include hydro-
electric projects consisting mainly of dams,
powerhouses, and integrated transmission
lines. Electrical distribution systems, as fa-
cilities of a separate type, distribute energy
from sources in non-Federal ownership or
operation, usually to Federal installations.
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Inventory data has been analyzed by use,
by agency, and by State, and the summary
facts are to be presented in a Senate docu-
ment. The 3-way breakdown, moreover,
has been applied to the inventory totals for
each of the 3 major types of realty.

Detailed reports for 11,493 Federal instal-
lations in the United States were compiled to
complete the inventory. An installation is
defined as a reporting unit and may repre-
sent a military reservation, industrial plant,
office building, or the like. For units with
area in more than one State, such as national
forests, a separate report was prepared for
the section in each State.

Projects under construction on inventory
day are reported only if they were avallable
for use at that time.

The inventory is the first to be completed
since 1937 and is more comprehensive in
coverage and treatment than the earlier list-
ing of Federal buildings and real estate.

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 REcCoORD,
as follows:

By Mr. PAYNE:

Excerpts from an address by Vice Presi-
dent Nixon before American Association of
School Administrators at Cleveland, Ohio, on
April 3, 1955,

Report by Senator Smrte of Maine on trip
to the Far East.

By Mr. WILEY:

Address delivered by him over station
WGN, Chicago, entitled “Easter, the Atom,
and Automation.”

By Mr. DOUGLAS:

Statement relating to plans of the Bald
EKnob Christian Foundation, Ine., for the
erection in Union County, Ill., of a 500-foot
cross dedicated to greater unity of religious
thought and effort.

Statement prepared by himself, and letter
from Miss Josephine Taylor, director of so=
cial service at Cook County Hospital, Illi-
nois, dated March 4, 1955, regarding the
training of hospital and clinic personnel,
ete.

By Mr. NEUBERGER:

Article from the Oregonian of April 8,
1955, regarding Representative Epita 8.
GREEN, of Oregon.

By Mr. MARTIN of Iowa:

Tabulation of votes received from the
State of Iowa in response to annual ques-
tionnaire.

NOTICE OF HEARINGS ON CERTAIN
NOMINATIONS BY COMMITTEE ON
FOREIGN RELATIONS

Mr. GREEN. Mr. President, the Sen-
ate received today from the White House,
the following nominations: C. Frederick
Reinhardt, of California, a Foreign Serv-
ice officer of class 1, to be Ambassador of
the United States of America to the State
of Vietnam; Dr. Althea K. Hottel, of
Pennsylvania, to be the representative
of the United States of America on the
Social Commission of the Economic and
Social Council of the United Nations, for
the term expiring December 31, 1957,

For the chairman of the Committee on
Foreign Relations I wish to give notice
that these nominations will be consid-
ered by the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions at the expiration of 6 days.
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QUEMOY AND THE MATSUS—
EDITORIAL COMMENT

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the RECORD a series of editorials dealing
with American policy in Asia. Many of
the editorials have special reference to
Quemoy and the Matsus, and other of
the editorials point out the growing per-
plexity among the American people con-
cerning the question of what our foreign
policy in Asia is. The editorials show
an interesting shift in editorial opinion
in the United States.

There is much talk about keeping the
Asians in doubt. I happen to be one
who believes there is no justification for
keeping the American people in doubt
as to what our Asian policy is. But at
the present time the administration has
not made clear to the American people
what our policy is in regard to Quemoy
and the Matsus. It is about time for the
President of the United States to tell the
people of the Nation what our policy
there is.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Is there objection to the request
of the Senator from Oregon?

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

[From the Chicago Dally News of March 6,
1955]

ONE BRITON APPROVES OUR FormMoOSA POSITION
(By John 8. Enight)

With the British public opinion openly
hostile to United State Asiatic policy, the
observations of Arthur Bryant, writing in
the Illustrated London News, are worth
noting.

Bryant calls President Eisenhower’s For-
most stand “brave and sensible”; deplores
British criticism, and adds:

“If the Americans, who won the island back
from Japan, regard Formosa as essential to
the preservation of themselves and others
from the fanatical and murderous tyranny
of those who invaded South Korea and who,
like the Japanese, slew and tortured helpless
American and British prisoners, we should
allow them the right to be judges of what is
their own affair.”

The Cleveland Plain Dealer reports that a
number of boomlets are under way in behalf
of Ohio’s Governor, Frank J. Lausche, as the
Democratic candidate for President. * * *
As usual, Lausche is keeping his own coun-
sel, but plans to run for the Senate against
Senator GEorGE BENDER, Republican, in 1956.

The Defense Department is concerned over
local and political resistance to location of
guided missile (Nike) defense sites, * * *
Many of our cities yowl about the lack of
“adequate” defense but want no inconveni-
ence in getting it.

In diplomatic circles, the biggest guessing
game is what the United States intends to do
if the Chinese Reds attack the offshore is-
lands of Quemoy and Matsu. * * * We are
pledged to defend Formosa and the Pesca-
dores. * * * Secretary Dulles says ‘“the
United States will not abandon Quemoy and
the Matsus—unless that abandonment
would bring a guaranteed peace to Asia, and
unless Nationalist China agrees.”

Dulles has warned the Communists they
risk United States attack if they invade the
small coastal islands.

The Dulles doctrine has the unrealistic ring
of his proclamations last summer concerning
the defense of Indochina. * * * Even if Na-
tlonalist China should agree, a “guaranteed
peace” understanding with the Communists
would be utterly worthless.
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The people will back Eisenhower in defend-
ing Formosa but they want no part of a
shooting war over Chiang's Nationalist-held
islands a few miles off the China coast.

[From the Des Moines Register of March 5,
1955]

RussiaNs TrYING To SpLiT ALLIES oN ForMmo-
S8AN IssuE, BINDER WARNS

(By Allan Hoschar)

Loss of Formosa to the Chinese Commu-
nists would be far less of a setback than a
split among Western allies over United States
action there, Carroll Binder, editorial page
editor of the Minneapolis (Minn.) Tribune,
sald here Friday.

“Russlan leadership would like nothing
better than to see us involved in the Formo-
san Stralts, tying up our Navy and Strategic
Alr Force,” he told the Greater Des Moines
Chamber of Commerce luncheon meeting at
Hotel Savery.

“That would give a freer hand for Russia in
Europe,” he continued.

REDS HOPE TO SPLIT ALLIES

“Russian policy is to split the Western
allies from the United States,” Binder con-
tinued, as he told of the rift and suspicion
in the minds of our allies on United States
policy in Formosa.

“As long as we have alliances (in the free
world) we can withstand communism,” said
Binder.

Binder sald the United States is committed
to the defense of Formosa but most of our
allies believe it suicidal for the United States
to make an attempt to hold (the offshore
islands of) Quemoy and Matsu.

The Labor Party in England has made an
issue of the United States policy in Formosa,
Binder said, adding that there is a division
in Conservative ranks in England. Canada,
he sald, opposes involvement in the islands.

DISTURBING TENDENCIES

Binder, for many years a foreign corres-
pondent for the Chicago Daily News, cited
what he called a disturbing tendency in the
United States to underestimate the hold the
Communists have in China and that coun-
try’s tie to Russia and to entertain a theory
that “if we drop a few bombs, the people
would panie.”

Instead, said Binder, the Communists have
succeded in imposing their will “to an extent
that no central government has done for
centuries in China.”

The Chinese Communists have developed a
great hatred for the United States and regard
Chiang Kal-shek as a traitor, he said.

The trouble is that both the United States
and the Chinese Communists have a “serious
underestimation of what the other is out
to get,’” said Binder.

REPORT FROM INDIA -

Binder indicated belief that the Chinese
Communist leadership will “not really com-
mit the tremendous folly to take Formosa"
but said he had been perturbed by recent
news reports from New Delhi, India, and
Burma, by different writers, “that the Reds
mean to have Formosa this year."

He sald he had contacted a friend in India
and that a reply received Thursday said
“Nehru has no knowledge (of such a plan).
* * * Nehru believes that if the Chinese
Communists keep up pressure, then Formosa
will just fall in their lap.”

“I don't think anyone knows if there will
be shooting, but I think we should be care-
ful of our relations with the Nationalists and
our allles that can create a situation * = *
which would involve the United States in a
total war,” sald Binder.

President Eisenhower has stated that “our
policy is not to participate in any aggres-
sion,” Binder recalled, and termed it a “wise
decision” for the President to reserve -the
power himself to decide what to do should
the Communists take the first step.”
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TENSION FOR DECADES

Binder, who recently visited Tokyo, Hong
Eong, and other Aslatic cities, looked for the
present tensions to continue for decades. He
sald the United States must maintain alli-
ances with the free world.

“We never understood the nature of the
struggle between Nationalists and Commu-
nists in China,” said Binder.

He pointed out that it became fashionable
in some circles to say “the United States lost
China,” an expression he flatly declared not
true. Because China was lost, “we thought
we should regain China,' said Binder.

“In retrospect it would have been better
in 1949 to recognize the regime (Commu-
nists) that had established de facto control
of China, such as did Great Britain and some
other of our allies,” he said.

AID TO CHIANG

Binder sald the United States has spent
$115 billion to aid Chiang on Formosa since
1049 on the promise this group will be es-
tablished on the mainland, which he saw as
fine, if realized, but extremely unlikely.

There is a tendency in the United States,
he sald, to overestimate the strength of
Chiang’s troops.

He said they were elite troops when taken
to Formosa, but time has crept up on them.
He said there were only about 100,000 For-
mosans in the army.

HOPES REDS VISIT IOWA

Binder commented briefly in his talk on
the recent editorial in the Register inviting
Russians to come to Iowa to study corn pro-
duction, an idea that has found favor in the
Russian-controlled press.

“Russians have made an incredible mess of
their agriculture,” said Binder. “I hope they
come (to Iowa), and I hope they learn.”

Binder recalled that he was in Russia 26
years ago as a forelgn correspondent, when
the Soviets started farm collectivism, the
breaking up of small farms.

“Three to five million persons perished
that winter in the liquidation,” said Binder.

“Their agriculture has never recovered
from that, because the peasant owners killed
their animals and chopped down their fruit
trees, knowing they were probably golng to
lose their own life, anyway."

[From the Washington Dally News of March
14, 1955]

StiLL No. 1 ENEMY

We hope you have read William Philip
Simms’ thought-provoking memo published
on page 3 today.

Because Phil Simms has been an avid stu-
dent of United States foreign policy for 40
years, and a penetrating writer-analyst for
the Scripps-Howard Newspapers.

Because there is acknowledged grave risk
in our China policy. There is no intention
of going all-out in a war against Red China,
yet we have drawn a line around Formosa
and will fight if we have to, with alr and sea
forces. But can we hold it to that?

Four years ago Mr. Simms wrote that in no
circumstances should we be suckered into an
all-out war with Red China.

He said then that Russia instigated the
Korean war, which brought massive inter-
vention by the Red Chinese, with the idea of
wearing us down while Russia sat on the side-
lines awaiting the hour for striking at us
with increased assurance of success.

That is his warning today. The scene has
shifted, but his reasoning, in our opinion,
is just as valid today.

Let's stop pretending we don't know what
Russia is up to in the current crisis. Her un-
changing policy is to find and utilize every
means to bleed the United States white.

Red China may or may not be Moscow's
‘instrument. ' But by drawing us into an all-
out war, certainly she will be subscribing
to Russia’s pattern. And it would be “a very
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nasty, costly war,” as Phil says, with no as-
surance we would win.

For one thing, we would be going against
a nation of 600 million, an enemy notoriously
callous about human life, and an ideology
that millions of their own people would be
expendable if 1t led to world communism
and, of course, a more powerful Red China in
the end.

That is not to say we must let the Chinese
Communists have Formosa. But neither
should we fall into the Moscow-Peiping trap
and shove ourselves into a war on the Asian
mainland.

That, we think, is the larger picture in
true outline, as framed by Phil Simms with
his usual perspicacity. We agree with him
that we should be wary of any talk of a
“guick and easy” victory in case of war.
Especially that we should “not let China tie
our hands, at Moscow's behest and with Mos-
cow's aid, bleed us white,” while Russia waits
to move in for the kill.

The answer is not here. Except, “to keep
ourselves as strong as we can, militarily and
economically, ready and willing to go along
with any allies who are ready and willing to
go along with us—but never forgetting that
Boviet Russia is the main foe—not Red
China.”

[From the New York Herald Tribune of
March 29, 1955]

A CLEaR LINE IN THE FAR EAsT

The military estimate of a Red Chinese
attack on the offshcre islands by mid-April
may or may not be accepted as final; but
there is no doubt that the situation is criti-
cal. It could deteriorate rapidly, at any time,
from the uneasy stalemate of today to limi-
ted or even total war.

The citizens of the United States will want
to face up candidly to this danger and to
discuss it openly. Partisanship can have no
place in such discussion. The country’s
long-range interests, and the interests of a
world that recognizes Increasingly the fatal
nature of modern war, must be controlling.

The fact is that a large degree of im-
precision has grown up around our inten-
tions in regard to the islands of Quemoy
and Matsu. The essence of American policy
had been to avold imprecision and ambigu-
ity—to make plain, as was not made plain
before the outset of hostilitles in Korea—
the nature and extent of the American com-
mitment. Unfortunately, this kind of ex-
plicitness is the very thing that is lacking
where the offshore islands are concerned.
Vagueness in matters of such importance in-
creases the danger.

The basic policy is entirely clear. It is to
defend Formosa and the Pescadores. This
newspaper believes the country must reas-
sert this policy, must rest on it, must make
it strictly determine every other action in the
area.

Mr. Dulles has stated that this country
will not defend the offshore islands “as
such.” That is, it seems to wus, the right
position. It means that we would defend
them only if in the President's judgment
an attack upon them were a direct part of
an attack on Formosa; only if, again in the
President’s judgment, the threat to them
were of such a nature as to make the hold-
ing of Formosa militarily impossible.

In a word, the possible defense of Matsu
and Quemoy is related specifically to the
problem of maintaining the territorial in-
tegrity of the islands where we have a clear
moral and juridical responsibility. To make
Quemoy’s defense a matter of the free world’s
prestige, or a matter of upholding the morale
of Chiang Eal-shek, would be an extension
of the original policy which thus far has re-
ceived no formal expression of support from
the American people.

As things stand at present there rests upon
President Eisenhower the whole weight of
deciding whether Chinese action against the
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offshore islands is or is not part of a move-
ment against Formosa, so direct and menac-
ing as to call for immediate resistance by
our forces. It is a fearful choice, in effect,
determining the issue of peace or war.

To decide to withhold support after the
attack has begun, moreover, would inevitably
be exploited by the enemy as a defeat. For
that reason, it might be impossible to effect
such a move even if there were no overriding
military necessities for taking up the battle.

Suppose, on the other hand, the President
should decide to announce now a decision
not to intervene in support of the offshore
islands? This would not alter in any way
the commitment to defend Formosa. No one
contends that Formosa and the Pescadores
are incapable of being defended without
Matsu and Quemoy. The Tth Fleet
operating in the Formosa BStrait, plus air
support from Formosa and the Pacific bases,
would be a strong guard, behind which
the Nationalist forces would be deployed.
There is every reason to believe that this
country would have the support of powerful
allies—a support which will almost certainly
be lacking in an undertaking to hold the off-
shore islands.

To decide against intervening is admittedly
not easy. There are many areas in Asia
where such a move would be construed ad-
versely. The impact on the Nationalist Chi-
nese could, in particular, be very great. But
the gains should not be underestimated.
This country would once more be in a situa-
tion where its military line and its juridical
responsibilities coincide; it could be confi-
dent that it could do the job and secure in
the knowledge that it was a job which en-
listed the assent and support of allies across
the world.

In making such a decision, the President
would be following the policy of disengage-
ment which he has pursued consistently.
Truce in Korea, partition of Indochina, an
enforcible cease-fire in the Formosa
Straits—these would all be part of the same
picture. It is not an ideal picture by any
means, but one which conforms to the reali-
ties of a harsh and bitter situation. Given
the resolve to stand fast and the statesman-
ship which looks toward some ultimate set-
tlement, it may yet be converted into the
foundations of a true peace.

The country is united on the fundamentals
of foreign policy in the Far East. What is
important now is that the fundamentals not
be obscured by secondary considerations.
Clear lines, definite commitments, unwaver-
ing determination—these can be reaffirmed
now—and their reaffirmation can be
the means to keep the peace.

[From the Providence (R. I.) Journal of
March 10, 1855]

Duires Lam IT oN THE LINE, Bur WHAT LINE?

The reaction of Senator MANSFIELD, Demo-
crat, of Montana, to Secretary of State Dulles’
latest report on the Formosa crisis was prob-
ably fairly representative, The Senator
thought that Secretary Dulles has laid it
on the line. For our part, however, we still
wish he had found it possible to take this
firm stand on a line that more nearly coin-
cides with the military and political realities
in the Formosa Strait.

The judgment that the Dulles speech rep-
resented some hardening of American policy
on Formosa derives from its tone rather
than from its content. As a matter of fact,
the Secretary of State revealed no real change
at all in the United States position: We
remain as firmly committed as ever to de-
fense of Formosa and the Pescadores; we
still will not say whether or not we intend
to fight if necessary to hold the offshore
islands of Quemoy and Matsu; the require-
ments of flexible defense make it necessary
that this question be left up to the President
to declde in light of his judgment as to
the overall value of certain coastal positions
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to the defense of Formosa, and the cost of
holding these positions.

The impression Mr. Dulles conveyed of
expecting a showdown came from his frank
estimate that “the Chinese Communists seem
to be determined * * * to challenge” United
States power in Asia, and his assurance that
“we are prepared to * * * meet hostile force
with the greater force that we possess.” The
necessity for such firmness he attributed
bluntly to “Chinese Communist propaganda
(that) portrays the United States as being
merely a paper tiger. It suggests to the
small peoples whom they threaten that the
United States will always find reasons to
fall back when faced by brutal and uncom-
promising force. * * * We must always re-
member that the free nations of the western
Pacific and southeast Asia will guickly lose
their freedom if they think that our love of
peace means peace at any price.”

After such a statement, it is difficult to
see how we can again “fall back,” perhaps
even from Quemoy and Matsu, if the Chinese
Communist challenge materializes there. It
is Mr. Dulles’ open anticipation of such a
challenge, and of disastrous political conse-
quences if we fail to meet it, that seems to
make the United States attitude in the For-
mosa crisis more uncompromising than ever,
even though our policy itself remains un-
changed.

To whatever extent the possibility of our
fighting for Quemoy and Matsu may have
been thus increased, to that extent the ad-
ministration's position seems to us to be
growing more risky and more questionable.
The necessity of our going to war if neces-
sary to defend Formosa and the Pescadores
is now almost beyond dispute by responsible
Americans. But it does seem that such a war
could be fought to much better advantage,
militarily and politically, on and over the
100 miles of open water separating Formosa
from Communist China than in the scant
7 miles between Quemoy and the mainland.

Moreover, as Foreign Secretary Eden, of
Britain, suggested almost simultaneously
with the Dulles speech, if the United States
could get Chiang Kai-shek to yield the re-
maining coastal islands, there seems an out-
side chance that they might yet be used in
diplomatic negotiations to avold altogether
an immediate war over Formosa. If Quemoy
and Matsu could be exchanged for a cease-
fire, enforced by those 100 miles of open
water between the Communist and National-
its forces, Eden said “consideration could
then be gliven internationally at an appro-
priate stage to the problem of Chinese rep-
resentation in the United Nations and to the
future status of Formosa.”

This sounds to us like the best hope for
peace. If peace should prove impossible,
withdrawal from Quemoy and Matsu would
still leave us in a position to fight for For-
mosa and the Pescadores on the best avail-
able terms. The worst possible position we
could occupy—the most politically isolated,
the most militarily dubious—would be to
let ourselves be boxed into going to war to
keep Chiang Eal-shek on a few tiny islands
that are geographically a part of mainland
China.

[From the Atlanta Constitution of March
10, 19565]
‘WaR DEcIstoN LEFT 1IN HANDS OF REDS

Secretary of State Dulles reported to the
American people Tuesday night on his trip
to the Far East. He outlined an Asiatic pol-
icy based on realities of the situation—much
of it a long-range program dependent for its
success upon the military power and eco-
nomie resources of the United States.

While not specific about our military com-
mitments, the Secretary made statements
from which it will be difficult to retreat. In
fact, as he pointed out, further retreats will
result in complete loss of confidence in this
country and the threatened neighbors of
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Communist China would fall like ripe apples
into the Red basket.

He reiterated that the United States will
defend Formosa. But once again he was not
specific about the time or place. His remarks
did, however, contain a warning to the people
of this country that the Communists seem
determined to attack Formosa. If this be
true and if he has made our intentions clear,
war is perilously close.

Mr. Dulles made one statement that is a
departure from all past concepts of the use
of atomic weapons. Our sea and air forces,
he pointed out, are equipped with new and
powerful precision weapons “which can
utterly destroy military targets without en-
dangering unrelated civilian centers.”

As the speech clearly shows, the United
States 1s on the defensive in Asia. In fact,
our entire foreign policy is and has been neg-
ative and defensive. It has been conducted
in an atmosphere of crisis.

There have been some successes with these
defensive taciics, but we definitely have not
seized the initiative about which Mr. Dulles
s0 bravely talked when he took over the job.
We have met a ruthless, aggressive, and com-
pletely understandable Communist forelgn
policy with retreats and apologies.

Mr. Dulles detailed some of the positive
steps now being taken in Asia. They sound
constructive. Backed by United States
power, these countries may indeed want to
preserve their freedom and be willing to
exert the effort necessary. If Communist
China is bent on aggression—and it is per-
fectly obvious that the vast resources of
Southeast Asla are the objective—there is
great danger.

Meanwhile, reports from the Far East to
Washington are not in the least encouraging.
While we can be hopeful that Dulles’ speech
will ease the situation, a move by the Reds
on Formosa will mean a general war with
Communist China.

[From the Boston Post of March 10, 1955]
DuLLES AND His PAPER TIGER

Apart from the announcement that we
now have a new precision bombing weapon,
presumably atomie, there was nothing sig-
nificant in the speech of John Foster Dulles
except the admission that his soft Asian
policy is not only a failure but has become
a deadly boomerang. Plenty of people have
been trying to warn Mr. Dulles of this fact
for some time, but until now he hasn't
heard—or hasn't listened.

By his own admission the Red Chinese
have long since decided that our fallure to
act swiftly and with strength in the various
crises In Asia proves that we haven't the
courage or the will to fight anywhere.

More important, they have sold many of
the millions of Aslatics on this idea. To
them United States power is—in Mr, Dulles’
own words—a “paper tiger,” without teeth
or claws; an international joke, or laughing
stock.

Listen to Mr. Dulles’ own words about the
Red Chinese claims: “They boast that in
1950, in Korea, they drove United States
forces back from beyond the Yalu and gained
a great victory. They boast of their victory
over the French Union forces in Indochina.
* * * When we recently helped the Chinese
Nationalists to evacuate the Tachens * * *
the Chinese Communists claimed that this
represented great victories for them. * * *

“In such ways Chinese Communist propa-
ganda * * * suggests to the small peoples
whom they threaten that the United States
will always find reasons to fall back when
faced by brutal and uncompromising force
and that Communist China is sure to win.”

The paper tiger has claws now, the Sec-
retary warned the world in his speech.
There is avallable, he sald, a new secret
weapon which can destroy Red forces with-
out damaging civillan populations.
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This is, of course, heartening news. We
don't know what the secret weapon may be,
but as a matter of speculation it may well
be a guided missile. It is a matter of pub-
lic record that the Navy is using such wea-
pons on some of our ships and, by the same
token, it is the Navy which will share the
burden of defending Formosa with the Air
Force.

‘We heartily hope that whatever the weap-
on is it is available to our forces in large
guantities, ready for instant use. We also
hope Mr. Dulles doesn't belleve that the
Reds are likely to be unable to strike with
similar force.

The Russians have gulded missiles, too,
and may be ahead of us in their develop-
ment because they have working for them
the German experts they captured after the
last war. According to James A. Michener's
dispatch from the Matsu Islands, the Com-
munists are at work on the Chinese main-
land right now digging what look to be big
gun emplacements. It could be that these
are actually launching platforms for gulded
missiles with atomic warheads.

The Chinese can’t produce such weapons,
But the Russians can and have, and what
would give the Russlans more pleasure than
to try them out under the Chinese flag with
the American Seventh Fleet as a prime tar-
get?

[From the New York Times of March 27,
1955)

“BURNING DAYLIGHT” IN ASIA

Readers of this newspaper may well have
been startled by a Washington dispatch from
Anthony Leviero, published yesterday. Their
minds will not be relieved by James Reston's
article on the Far Eastern situation, on this
page today. Mr. Reston quotes Senator
WaLTER F. GEORGE, of Georgia, chairman of
the Forelgn Relations Committee. Mr.
GeorGge was facing the problem of what to
do if the Chinese Communists invaded the
Quemoy and Matsu islands lying off their
coast. He knew, as the Pentagon knows, and
as the White House knows, that there is
grave danger that the islands will be invaded
some time during the months of April and
May. BSenator GEORGE sald: “We are burn-
ing daylight. The darkness is coming on in
the Far East.”

Senator GeorcE at 77, in the twilight of
his own career and in his 33d year in the
Senate, has the courage and is in a position
to speak out. Mr. Reston gives this inter-
pretation of the opinions of some other Sen-
ators who have not spoken out: “We are
drifting into a war over Matsu and Quemoy.
The administration is reconciling itself to
the idea that this issue now rests not with
Washington but with Peiping.” So we have,
as today's news describes it, a situation in
which a certain kind of logic—the logic, per-
haps, of death and widespread destruction—
goes from the defense of Quemoy and Matsu
to an all-out atomic attack on the industrial
potential of Communist China. What this
logic means in cost of human life and per-
haps in a vast destruction of cities far out-
side China, the citizen may ponder.

It is clear that the resolution authorizing
the President to take whatever steps are
necessary to defend Formosa gave a choice
only between rejecting the administration’s
foreign policy in the Far East, or accepting
with it an ambiguous phrase that might
justify an all-out defense of the Quemoy and
Matsu islands. Everyone in this country,
certainly including the President, would be
happier if the Quemoy and Matsu islands did
not exist or If our mnational prestige and
honor had not somehow seemed to be in-
volved in their defense. If we had been able
to persuade our Nationalist Chinese friends
to pull out of them when they abandoned
the Tachen lslands, we would all be easler
in our minds.
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There is the further argument, which we
find reiterated in today's dispatches from
Taipel on Formosa, that the morale of Chiang
Kai-shek's troops and people would collapse
if the islands were abandoned or lost. There
is a curlous paradox in the fact that while
Senator George and many others in this
country fear involvement over the lslands,
some persons on Formosa suspect that we
are making a quiet deal with the mainland
Chinese to abandon them.

Here is a dilemma that can easily be un-
derstood. Whether a greater wisdom on the
part of the State Department and the ad-
ministration would have avolded it we do
not know. The fact is we face it.

There may, however, be one way out that
has not been fully explored and exploited.
From Japan to Canada and all around the
circle of our allies and potential allies there
is strong opposition to joining us in any
hostilities brought on by attempts to hold
the Quemoy and Matsu Islands. There is
not the same opposition toward the defense
of Formosa, which is a keystone in guarding
the frontiers of all the free nations of south-
east Asia, Including the Philippines.

This newspaper believes that the time is
ripe for a new Formosa Stralt declaration.
We believe that that declaration should
make it plain that we will put all we have
into a defense of Formosa and the Pescadores
Islands, which are essential to such a de-
fense. The Seventh Fleet is already a for-
midable obstacle to an attack on Formosa.
It might be possible to throw at least a token
force of American ground troops into the
island to assist in repelling attack.

What this situation calls out for above
everything else is precision. The enemy
ought to know just what he can do and just
what he cannot do without meeting resist-
ance from us. If he learns that he can take
the Quemoy and Matsu Islands without pro-
voking a major war, that fact may be tragic.
Nevertheless there are small tragedies and
vast tragedies. A vast tragedy would be
stumbling into war against the intention
and the wishes of the majority of our people
and our allies. A still vaster tragedy would
be a loss of freedom through repeated
retreats.

It is time that the fire eaters in Washing-
ton, whether in the Pentagon or elsewhere,
went into silence. We need calmness and
wisdom. This newspaper hopes and belleves
that President Eisenhower, hating war as we
know he does, and realizing, as he said he
did, that one cannot see where a war will
take us, will exercise his leadership during
this coming critical week to save this coun-
try and the world from irretrievable disaster.

[From the Atlanta Constitution of March 1,
19557
THE MoviNeg Fincer WrITES
(By Ralph McGill)

Two United States Senators made speeches
Sunday night.

In Cleveland, Ohio, Senator Estes K-
FAUVER'S, Democrat, text before a Demo-
cratic Party dinner was that the United
States should quit talking about defending
the islands of Quemoy and Matsu. We also,
he said, should cease pretending that Chiang
Kai-shek is the key to blocking the spread of
communism in Asia; the future and strength
of India and Japan hold the key to the
future of southeast Asla.

In Baltimore, Senator BUTLER, Republi-
can, spoke to the Knights of Columbus. His
text was that British leaders should quit
“demanding that we turn Formosa, Quemoy,
and Matsu over to the Reds.” *“Instead,”
he said, “we should stand up and be counted
in opposition to further Communist aggres=
sion in Asia.™

Most of Senator BUTLER's talk was criticism
of British policy, especially the left-wing
labor leaders who “found it pleasant to break

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

bread with Red leaders and, in effect, give
away part of the British Empire.”

TOO LATE?

Kerauver, the tall Tennessean, shelled
down the corn. He was positive, direct.

“A Far Eastern policy tled to Chiang is
almost certainly doomed to fail, and by the
time the failure is recognized it may be too
late to disengage ourselves without grave loss
of prestige,” he declared.

“While this country is under obligation to
defend Formosa and the Pescadores, we
should not,” he said, “kid the world or our-
selves by keeping up the fiction that Chiang
is a great, dynamic force in Asia.”

He urged a policy which recognizes that the
future and strength of Japan and India hold
the key to the future of Asia.

“If they remain free, there is every reason
to believe that the bulk of Asia will remain
free,” he sald. “If they go under, the Com-
munists are likely to take over from Tokyo to
Caliro."”

The Senator put a pragmatic finger on
a sentive point without mentioning the
Manila Pact.

“We must continue to defend and support
the smaller nations now friendly to us, but
we should not assume that they constitute
a decisive, effective anti-Communist force,”
he sald.

KeFaUvER denied that Quemoy and the
Matsu Islands are necessary to Formosa's
defense, saying this “is about like saying that
the defense of Staten Island, in front of the
harbor of New York, is necessary to the de-
fense of Bermuda.

“They may be important to the morale of
Chiang Kal-shek but one cannot really ex-
pect the Chinese Communists to lie down
and play dead with his forces that close to
their harbors.

TRUTH

What KerFaUvVER said may not be contra-
dicted.

There is tragedy in it.

Chiang's supporters charge we failed him
in his hour of need. He controlled about
three-fourths of China. Yet, the steady de-
terioration of his own armies, which never
had the heart to fight, quickly became a dis-
aster. It was like dykes breaking.

If we accept all his most extreme admirers
charge, the sad facts of today are not thereby
changed. Senator KeFAUver is not in error.
The islands in question are not essential to
the defense of Formosa. It is only domestic
politics which attempts to make them so.

The moving finger writes and what it has
written may not be erased with blood or
tears. Whatever the past, whatever our fail-
ures, the facts of today are that Chiang is
no longer an asset. Formosa, if there is a
battle for it, will be held by American troops,
aircraft and Navy, not by Chiang.

And, as for the Matsu and Quemoy, the
Anrerican people do not want to fight for
them. The moving finger may write this was
our moment of failure, a prelude to disaster.
But the fact remains. It is not only Britain.
The people of this country do not want a war
over Matsu and Quemoy.

[From the Christian Sclence Monitor of
March 15, 18556]
STATE OoF THE NaTiONS: PAPER TIGER?
(By Joseph C. Harsch)

WasHINGTON.—It becomes desirable, it
seems to me, to examine most carefully why
Secretary of State John Foster Dulles feels
that it may become necessary to prove to
Communist China that the United States is
“prepared to stand firm and, if necessary,
meet hostile force with the greater force
that we possess.”

According to Mr. Dulles, the Chinese “are
persistently trying to belittle our power and
to throw doubt on our resolution.” He says
that Chinese Communist propaganda “por-
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trays the United States as being merely a
‘paper tiger'.” This, he says, “suggests to
small peoples whom they threaten that the
United States will always find reasons to fall
back."

Mr. Dulles cites three events in recent his-
tory as being used by the Chinese propaganda
to support their claims that the United States
is a “paper tiger"—the retreat from the ¥Yalu
in 1950, nonparticipation in Indochina in
19564, and the evacuation of the Tachens in
1955.

The real question at issue 1s whether these
three events actually make a reason why
Communist China, or anyone else, could be-
lieve that the United States will always find
a reason to “fall back”; whether they do add
up to evidence of irresolution in Washington.

The answer is unavoidable, no matter how
painful, that in each of these episodes in
history there was evidence of Irresolution,
and even of vacillation, in Washington. In
each case there was a moment when Wash-
ington talked as though it would do more
than it actually was prepared to do when
the test came.

In 1950 Washington changed the definition
of its purposes in midstream. The original
statement of purpose at the time of the
intervention in Korea was "“to repel the ag-
gression and punish the aggressor.” When a
chance seemed to present itself to “drive to
the Yalu,” the purpose was enlarged to en-
compass the reunification of Korea. This
larger purpose was not achieved.

In 1954 the act of nonintervention in Indo-
china was preceded by an assertion that
Vietnam was of “paramount importance” to
the security of southeast Asia. And Vietnam
was llkened to the cork In the neck of the
bottle of the Malayan Peninsula. Those
characterizations of the importance of Viet-
nam indicated an intention to intervene to
save it from a Communist victory. The pur-
pose implied in the characterizations was not
achieved.

In 1955 the withdrawal from the Tachens
was accompanied and surrounded by words
and interpretations which appeared to im-
ply a forward movement, when actually
they covered a regressive movement.

If we conslder these three cases carefully
we can, I submit, see why actions which
need not have implied irresolution did come
to seem irresolute. There would have been
no firresolution in Korea had Washington
and its allies adhered rigidly to their first
definition of purpose in the Korean inter-
vention. When the 38th parallel was crossed
the aggression had been repelled, and in the
process the aggressor had been severely pun-
ished. It was when the original purpose was
expanded that an unachieved goal was
created.

There would have been no evidence of ir-
resolution in Indochina had words been
avolded which implied an intention to do
something which subsequently was not done.

There would have been no evidence of
frresolution in the Tachens withdrawal had
it been labeled publicly precisely what it was,
a military withdrawal.

In each case there was no need of caus-
ing an Iimpression of Iirresolution. Had
Washington estimated accurately what it
would do and limited its declared or implied
purposes to its actual intentions, there would
have been no basis for a bellef anywhere
in the world that Washington was irresolute.
The damage arose out of appearing to be
ready to do more than was actually done.

In the same speech in which Mr. Dulles
faces up to the dangers which arise out of
the appearance of irresolution in Washing-
ton, he presents a theory that if the Chinese
Communists aggress on any one of their
fronts they would be confronted “with tasks
at the south, center, and north.” This is his
theory of the three-front war. It implies
that a Chinese advance on any one front
would automatically release war on all three
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fronts. He doesn't forecast it or say that it
will necessarily happen. He does imply that
it would happen.

But if the treaty commitments which
cover these three fronts are examined, grave
doubt emerges that they would or could be
joined. To reopen the Korean front would
require an act of the United Nations. To
reopen the Formosa front would require,
according to Mr. Dulles’ own previous asser-
tions, the constitutional process in Wash-
ington. American intervention on the
southern front, in the event of aggression,
would also require the constitutional proe-
ess. As Mr. Dulles has pointed out himself,
none of the United States commitments in
Asia involves the automatic feature of the
NATO alliance.

It would seem to me that Washington
once more has laid itself open unnecessarily
to an appearance of irresolution by using
words which sound stronger than they really
are. The man who understates his inten-
tions is never open to the charge of irresolu-
tion, is never mistaken for a paper tiger.

[From the Washington Post and Times
Herald of March 29, 1955]

Atomic Wan OVER MaTsu?

This capital is in the midst of a war of
nerves about the Matsu and Quemoy islands.
The deadline for a Chinese Communist at-
tack on the Matsus may be approaching,
some sources believe, and the assault may
come by April 15 unless the Chinese are
deterred by the certainty of American re-
taliation. If an attack should come, the
same argument runs, the question would be
whether the counterattack should consist of
an effort to blot out Communist airfields
with tactical atomic weapons or whether it
should also aim at China's industrial poten-
tial. Thus is the deadly prospect of nuclear
war ralsed over a couple of tiny and in
themselves Insignificant island groups on the
doorstep of Communist China.

This possibility of involvement over the
Quemoys and Matsus has caused increasing
concern among our allies. The British have
made known their intention not to join in
a war over the coastal islands; and last week
the Canadian Forelgn Minister sald much
the same thing. These protests evidently are
almed at dissuading the administration from
what other governments consider a rash
course; our allles know that if a major war
should develop from a clash over the Matsus
the question of cause would become aca-
demic and they would inevitably be drawn
in, The fact remains that despite a large
measure of support for the American pledge
to defend Formosa and the Pescadores, most
of the free world simply does not believe
that the Matsus and Quemoys are worth a
war.

How, then, did we get into this para-
doxical situation in which the administra-
tion is being urged to fight for some remote
islands which under peaceful circumstances
it probably would relinquish? It is instruc-
tive to recall that the Matsus and Quemoys
were very lightly held by the Chinese Na-
tlonalists until 1953. Then, as part of the
policy of unleashing Chiang Kal-shek, we
abbetted him in garrisoning the coastal is-
lands until he now reportedly has between
a fifth and a fourth of his entire army on
them.

An opportunity to get off this hook existed
last fall when the administration began its
praiseworthy effort to revise its China policy
in a more realistic direction. A withdrawal
from the Quemoys and Matsus would have
been a logical corollary of the evacuation of
the Tachens and the releashing of Chiang
in an attempt to bring about a cease-fire.
But the coastal islands were left in an anom-
alous status, apparently in part for bargain-
ing reasons, in part as a concession to Chiang
and his spokesmen in Congress. It may be
suspected that there now is an element of
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blackmail in Chiang’s refusal to give them
up, for a war over the coastal islands rep-
resents his one remaining hope of restora-
tion on the mainland.

If it is easy to see how the predicament
might have been avoided, it 1s not so easy
to see a way out at this stage. Agalnst the
argument that we should abandon the Que-
moys and Matsus and force Chiang to with-
draw, there is the countervalling argument
that this might undermine the defense of
southeast Asia and paralyze the will to resist
Communist subversion. Purthermore, the
argument goes, it would be extremely diffi-
cult to sustain the morale of Chiang's army
if another withdrawal were to follow the
evacuation of the Tachens. Such action
might leave Chiang’'s ranks wide open to
subversion.

Also, it is sald, the amazing new develop-
ments in tactical atomic weapons make it
possible to regard them virtually as weapons
of precision. That is, small atomie weapons
could be used against military targets with-
out necessarily endangering unrelated cen-
ters. If an American counterattack were
confined to the use of such weapons against
military targets, Russia might not feel bound
to enter the conflict,

While there undeniably is some truth to
these contentions, there also are powerful
arguments on the other side. Military men
have acknowledged the usefulness of the
Matsus and Quemoys In a defense of For-
mosa, but no responsible military leader has
sald that they are essential. That is the
point that stands out: a war over the Que-
moys and Matsus would be a war over islands
that are not militarily essential. Moreover,
no one can be sure that a war over these
islands would not lead to general war. In
such a situation Senator BRIDGES' crass com-
ment that no “American white soldier”
would be forced to fight in Asia would be-
come even more ridiculous. There is no safe
warrant for the easy assurance that alr and
naval action would suffice or for the blithe
assumption that, as Elmer Davls puts it, only
ground troops have mothers.

Finally, we must consider the responsibil-
ity for Initiating atomic war. From a strictly
military viewpoint it would be logical to use
atomic weapons wherever they could be em-
ployed profitably—especially if reliance on
them has narrowed our capabilities in con-
ventional weapons. In a large war, even a
war concerned directly with the defense of
Formosa, their use would be inevitable. But
in a war over the Matsus and Quemoys—in
which a large part of the world would be
critical of the American position—to initiate
the use of atomic weapons would be to cross
a vast psychological bridge. Even if such
weapons could be restricted to purely mili-
tary targets, Aslans have not forgotten that
the only atomic bombs ever used in war were
employed against an Asian nation; and
Chinese propaganda would be sure to stress
the point.

This newspaper is not so presumptuous as
to think that there 1s an infallible prescrip-
tion for protecting the American interest in
this dilemma. President Eisenhower has ex-
hibited great statesmanship on the avoid-
ance of nuclear war; and there is every
reason to think that he will not be stam-
peded by zealots who would welcome a holy
crusade against communism. Conscientious
men in Government are aware of the risks,
There is something to the point that at this
stage the prestige of the free world might
suffer a serious blow in an abandonment of
the Quemoys and Matsus, and that the most
disastrous course of all would be for this
country to undertake to defend them and

‘then back down.

But Congress and the public ought to
understand just how close war may be, and
to have no illusions about its nature or about
the solitary situation of this country once it
started. The hope lies in the sagacity of
President Eisenhower in a decision that Con-
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gress has left in his hands, and in the ear-
nest efforts of free world diplomacy to enlist
the help of Moscow in averting a Chinese
attack. Meanwhile, the administration
would do well to put a muzzle on the tough
talk that, far from dispelling any idea that
we are a “paper tiger,” may contribute to
the notion that we are one.

[From the Hartford Courant of March 4,
1955]

ConNFusioON CONTINUES OVER QUEMOY AND
MATSU

So experienced a Secretary of State as Mr.
Dulles must feel sure he Is doing the right
thing. But some aspects of our policy over
Formosa have left, and continue to leave,
much of the public vaguely uneasy. Yes-
terday again, after having visited Chiang
Eal-shek, Mr. Dulles made some statements
that confirmed the original doubt as to
whether we would, or would not, make war
over those close-to-shore islands, Quemoy
and the Matsus. Mr. Dulles obviously
wanted, once more, to keep the Red Chinese
guessing. But he kept the American people,
and thelr worried allies, guessing too.

Even that would be entirely satisfactory,
obviously, if it achieved the national objec~
tive: To avoid a retreat from Formosa with-
out ourselves starting a war. The whole
purpose of President Eisenhower’s approach
to Congress, for confirmation of his author-
ity to fight in Formosa if need be, was pre-
cisely to warn the Red Chinese in advance.
The idea was to keep them from repeating
the tragedies of 1914 and 1939, when the
aggressors started two world wars by miscal-
culation. In 1914 it was the inability of Sir
Edward Grey to say in advance that Britain
would fight, f Germany invaded Belgium,
that tempted the Kalser to invade and so
let loose the war. And again in 19390 it was
the neutrality of America, and what Hitler
took to be our decadence, that fooled him
into thinking he could fight a war without
our getting into it. The whole purpose of
such an advance warning, if it is to do any
good at all, must be to make what we will
fight for clear and precise beyond all ques-
tion. o

In Formosa yesterday, however, Mr. Dulles
warned the Chinese Communists once more
that they risk possible United States attack
if they invade the Matsus and Quemoy. He
also echoed his all-but-forgotten threat of
massive retallation. For he sald that the
Chinese Reds must not assume that defense
would be static and confined to Formosa
itself, or that the aggressor would enjoy im-
munity with respect to the areas from which
he stages his offensive.

All this, instead of removing doubt, adds
to it. This at a time when Sir Winston
Churchill, and our own authorities from the
President down, assure us in all but so many
words that the possibility of mutual an-
nihilation in H-bomb warfare has made war
obsolete. Mr. Dulles himself, behind closed
doors in Manila only the day before yester-
day, told our Far Eastern Ambassadors that
war has become so abominable, and danger-
ous to civilization, that we must deter ag-
gression by unswerving firmness. One could
wish that he would be not only firm but
utterly clear.

[From the Nashville Tennessean of March 4,

1955]
Now CHiawne Is Terring Us

The United States now appears to have

been maneuvered into a position where its

defense of Quemoy and the Matsu Islands

is a matter for Generalissimo Chiang Kai-

shek to decide, instead of the designated
authority in Washington.

This 1s the surprising purport of the state-

ment by Secretary of State Dulles as he took

off from Taipei on his flight to the homeland.
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Whereas it was once believed that the
United States would be willing to trade the
offshore islands for a ceasefire agreement in
the Formosan area, it is now reported from
Taipel that the kind of truce entertained
would allow the Nationalists to hold the
islands in present circumstances but does
not insist on their permanent retention as an
irrevocable American policy.

The most important concession obtained
by the unyielding Chiang is revealed by Mr.
Dulles with these words:

“T have * * * made it clear the United
States ‘will not enter into ary negotiations
dealing with territories and rights of the
Republie of China except in cooperation with
the Republic of China."

And when “e further says that there will
be no trade of the islands, which certainly
are not the republic’s territories, “behind the
Nationalists’ back,” there is the strongest
kind of intimation that Chiang at last has
won the right to call the shots.

The Secretary gave no Iindication of
Chiang’s attitude on the American position,
according to news reports. But at the same
time it was revealed that sources close to the
generalissimo told their distinguished visitor
that Nationalist China has staged its last
retreat and cannot possibly accept any plan
which would mean evacuation of Quemoy
and the Matsus.

Faced by such a dilemma, Mr. Dulles can
only express the “ardent hope * * * that
the Chinese Communists will not insist on
war as an instrument of policy.” That hope
should also be extended to the Nationalists.

Although at no time in the past have we
made definite commitments to go along with
Chiang's plan of dealing with the offshore
islands—at least not publicly—the very
vagueness of our keep-'em-guessing pro-
gram has created an impression that we
would do so. We can understand how an-
other evacuation would mean unbearable
loss of “face” for Chiang, but it is strange
to find the United States being influenced by
the same consideration.

Regardless of what we at home might
think, it has come to pass that American re-
fusal to defend the disputed islands in com-
pany with their Nationalist allies, would be
hailed as another great Communist victory.
American prestige would be immediately
hurt, and the effect on the scheduled April
meeting of Asiatics In Indonesia could be
damaging indeed.

One significant fact about Mr, Dulles’ fare-
well airport statement was his reminder that
President Eisenhower holds the power to de-
cide how and when to use American forces in
the defense of the islands while he did not
mention the “if.,” If this omisslon was an
oversight, it was an unfortunate ome. If it
was premeditated, it has somber implica-
tions.

On the face of things, Senator ENowLAND
and the China lobby have reason to rejoice
that the American policy has veered so close-
1y to that of Chiang, whose only hope of sur-
vival as a world figure is to involve the
United States in war with the Communists.

And by the same token, those who have
warned against involving ourselves too
closely with the man whose rule over China
was destroyed by his own inefficiency and
the corruption of his government and ar=
mies, will be sorely disappointed.

Whenever the United States cannot make
decisions regarding war or peace without
Chiang’s consent; whenever the veto power
in a danger spot of the Far East is placed in
the hands of one not worthy to wield it, it
is an ominous development.”

In the extension of Mr. Dulles' remarks,
which 1s sure to come when he reaches
Washington, an effort to clarify our current
relationship with the Nationalist leader of
the Chinese Republic may be expected. On
this oceasion, it is to be hoped, he will attain
his long-sought objective of eclarity and
transparency on a question of high impor-
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tance to the waiting people. The guessing
game has lasted overlong.

[From the Cleveland Plain Dealer of March
13, 1855]
PeoPLE UNIMPRESSED BY DULLES' WARNING
(By Russell Reeves)

Considering that the Secretary of State,
John Foster Dulles, virtually told the Nation
that it is on the brink of war, the people
remained amazingly calm.

Perhaps “calm” is not the word. “Smug
and imperturbable” might be a better de-
scription. Aside from the remarks of a few
editorial writers and commentators, there
was no reaction.

It is no exaggeration to report that there
was more expressed concern in these parts
over the problem of using the Cleveland In-
dians’ pitching strength than there was over
the danger of war with Communist China,

NO SIGN OF WAR JITTERS AFPPARENT

Yet Secretary Dulles was not delivering a
silent soliloguy in a soundproof room when
he spoke last Tuesday after returning from a
2-week trip to the Orient. His words were
caught up by microphones and catapulted
electronically through a vast network of
radio and television stations. Thousands of
newspapers reported the address at length
and in prominent positions.

And there was scarcely any mistaking of
what he was saying. He asserted that the
Chinese Communists “seem to be determined
to try to conquer Formosa."” He repeated the
fact that we are committed by treaty and
authorized by law to defend Formosa and the
Pescadores with the Armed Forces of the
United States.

So if the Secretary is right in believing the
Chinese Reds are determined to try to con-
gquer Formosa, then we are in for war. Why
he believes such war would be wider than the
Formosa area he explained in these words:

*“For military purposes, the Chinese Com-
munist front should be regarded as an en-
tirety because if the Chinese Communists
engage in open armed ageression this would
probably mean that they have decided on
general war in Asia. They would then have
to take into account the mutual defense
treaties of the United States with the Re-
public of Korea and the Republic of China,
and the forces maintained under them.
Thus, general war would confront the Chi-
nese Communists with tasks at the south,
center and north, tasks which would strain
their inadequate means of transportation.”

Secretary Dulles also gave the impression
that we would use atomic and other new
weapons if we got into such a war.

All in all, it was a dismal picture he
painted. But there was a minimum of
public response to it. How can that be
explained?

Do people believe Secretary Dulles has ex-
aggerated the situation? Are they confident
that Red China will be restrained by our
threats? Are they incapable of visualizing
what a war in the Orient would mean in
terms of human grief, alienation of other
nations, material cost, and inconclusiveness?
Or are they completely fatalistic about what-
ever happens?

Anyone may have a theory, but no one just
now has an authoritative answer.

The known facts suggest that the war
which Secretary Dulles foresaw Is not likely
to break out in the months immediately
ahead. There are no indications of a mili-
tary bulldup on the Chinese coast large
enough to support an assault on Formosa.

Furthermore, it would be impolitic for
Red China to take any aggressive action be-
fore or during the Afro-Asiatic Conference
scheduled for next month.

AGREEMENT WITH CHINA WILL COME

Whether the unsettled condition of the
Moscow Government would be a deterrent
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is debatable. The EKremlin might be happy
to have the upstart Chinese Reds get in-
volved in a war which inevitably would
weaken us and would take the spotlight
away from their troubles.

Secretary Dulles said nothing to clarify
our position regarding the Chinese coastal
islands of Quemoy and Matsu, now in the
hands of Chiang's Nationalists.

Many Americans consider it was a serious
mistake to intimate that we might try to
repulse an attack on them if it were con-
sidered a prelude to an attack on Formosa.
It would be impossible to defend such action
before the bar of world justice and it would
alienate nations which might otherwise be
friendly.

Nevertheless, President Eisenhower is un-
der pressure to include those islands along
with Formosa and the Pescadores in our
guaranty.

It is unlikely that he will yleld to that
pressure, for he must recognize the danger
in so doing. It is of vital importance that
when and if we have to act in Asia, or in any
other trouble spot, we act in concert with
the other non-Communist powers, and not
play a singlehanded game.

Likewise, it is important that we keep all
possible doors open for reaching an agree-
ment with the Chinese Reds. As difficult
and disagreeable as they seem to us at the
moment, the fact remains that someday, with
or without a war, we will reach an agree-
ment with them.

History Is full of irony. It just could
happen that someday the Chinese Reds
might be our ally in a future war with the
Kremlin,

PROTOSED RELEASE OF GERMAN
ASSETS

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I have
in my possession a copy of a statement
made by Dr. Herman Abs requesting our
Government to release German assets
seized during the last war. Dr. Abs was
Chancellor Adenauer’s special represent-
ative sent here to negotiate this ques-
tion with this Government.

I ask permission to have Dr. Abs’ state~
ment printed in the Recorp. I under-
stand this statement was made by Dr.
Abs at the beginning of the negotiations
with the executive branch of the Govern-
ment. It is an able argument of the
German case for the return of the prop-
erty seized from German nationals dur-
ing the last war.

A press release dated March 3 this
yvear indicates that the State Depart-
ment favors only a partial return of such
assets, a return limited to $10,000 for
each natural person. This would ex-
clude corporate claimants, and thus all
individuals who hold shares in such
corporations. The proposed solution of-
fered to Chancellor Adenauer is offen-
sive for many reasons and has the effect
of recommitting our Government to a
policy of confiscation of private proper-
ty—something we talk about as hap-
pening only in Russia.

The New York Times in one of its
leading editorials of March 9, 1955, re-
jects the proposed partial solution by
our State Department. The editorial
concludes:

The sooner that problem is finally solved
with full vindication for the principles for
which we stand, the better we will be able
to meet the Communist challenge to the
free world.



4348

Mr, President, I ask permission to have
the full text of this New York Times
editorial printed in the RECORD.

According to a news release published
in the New York Times, Dr. Abs is quoted
with respect to General Aniline and Film
Corp., one of the companies seized as
German property. Dr. Abs stated that
the Germans have no interest whatever
in that company. He said it was Swiss
property.

Mr. President, in view of Chancellor
Adenauer’s strong plea for the return of
German property, coupled with Dr. Abs’
statement that the Germans have no in-
terest in General Aniline and Film Corp.,
I think it is time that the appropriate
committee handling this problem should
look into this matter very closely. If
the statement by Dr. Abs is correct, then
this Government had no right to seize
the Swiss property at all. The Swiss
claimants already have testified to this
effect before the Judiciary Committee. I
think the appropriate committee chair-
man should have this question looked
into on the spot in Germany and Switzer-
land.

If these suggestions are followed, I
believe we can dispose of this entire mat-
ter on the basis of principle and in ac-
cordance with our traditional respect for
the sanectity of private property.

There being no objection, the state-
ment by Dr. Abs and the editorial from
the New York Times of March 9, 1955,
were ordered to be printed in the REec-
orbp, as follows:

OPENING STATEMENT BY Mr. HERMANN J. ABS
oxN FEBRUARY 10, 1955

It is indeed a privilege for me to be
meeting with representatives of the Govern-
ment of the United States for discussions on
a subject which our people and my country
have very much at heart, namely, the release
of the property of German citizens. The
Chancellor of the Federal Republic has en-
trusted me, as his special plenipotentiary,
with the task of conducting here in Wash-
ington the discussions which were agreed
upon between President Eisenhower and the
Chancellor on the occasion of the Chancel«
lor’s recent visit to this country. In connec-
tion with this question, as you know, the
Chancellor addressed a letter to the President
on July 17, 1954, which in fact forms the
starting point for the subsequent develop-
ment that was to lead up to the present dis-
cussions. In that letter, the Chancellor drew
attention to two principal categories of
claimants whose property was taken in pur-
suance of wartime measures, and who are
anxious to see their property released or ade-
guate compensation granted in cases where
assets have been liquidated; one category
comprises a large number of Germans who,
through no fault of their own, find them-
selves in a very distressed economic position,
and the other, those German individuals and
corporations who by investing their capital
in the United States have in the past con-
tributed toward friendly relations between
our two countries and their peoples.

We all know, of course, how difficult it is
under the present circumstances for a coun-
try to change its policy—economic or po-
litical—once it has been adopted, all the
more so if that policy has been embodied in
international agreements or domestic legis-
lation. It would be even more difficult for
a country to shift its adopted policy over
to an entirely new basis if that policy is the
consequence of a belligerent dispute with an=
other country. The Federal Government is,
therefore, all the more grateful—and I am
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pleased to be privileged to convey its grati-
tude to you—Ifor the willingness of the Gov-
ernment of the United States, as indicated
in the President’s declaration, to discuss the
question of German property with German
representatives. I would like to add to this
my own personal expression of gratitude.

We think that this willingness to discuss
with German representatives a question of
this nature, which, after all, is not altogether
free from emotional and political factors
and business interests, offers striking evi-
dence not only of the particular openminded-
ness with which the United States faces all
problems as they arise, however difficult of
solution they may be, as Is the case with
the set of questions to which we are now
about to address ourselves; in our view, this
attitude also shows that the awareness of
the individual's private sphere which har-
bors his person and his rights is today as
alive in this freedom-loving country as it has
always been.

In Europe, the rights of the individual
have during the past 50 years in many cases
undergone a greater measure of restriction
than, for instance, in this country. This
was due to a number of factors inherent in
our general development, such as extremely
rapid industrialization which caused large
masses of people to be crowded into small
and even very small areas, and—most im-
portant of all—the disintegration and depre-
clation of property and the sundering of
economically coherent reasons after each of
the two world wars. It was not until they
were threatened with imminent danger from
the East, aggravated by the advance of the
Communist ideology on the West European
continent and elsewhere, that the peoples of
Europe, their political parties and govern-
ments really became definitely alive to the
fatal and inevitable consequences of a pol-
icy which ecarries with it an evergrowing
measure of disregard for individual free-
dom and private rights. The nations of
Europe, and especlally those living closest to
the Iron Curtain, have now fully grasped
the magnitude of the fate which threatens
the Western World, and they not only have
become much more determined in resisting
Communist methods and ideas but have
also grown more conscious of the impor-
tance of personal freedom and private prop-
erty rights. Their position has been sub-
stantially strengthened by the generous
economic and moral ald which the United
SBtates accorded Western Europe during the
postwar period.

This development is certainly encourag-
ing but there are strong opposing forces at
work, and they are constantly drawing sup-
port from behind the Iron Curtain. They
are still too strong to be checked by Europe,
or by individual European nations, without
assistance from outside. Problems of inter-
national policy and the necessity of joint
military defense make it imperative to us,
and to the Western World as a whole, to
stand together as free nations, firm and un-
equivoecal, in words and deeds, on those
questions which primarily affect the indi-
vidual, namely, personal freedom and the in-
violability of lawfully acquired rights,
Only if the individual sees that in this
sphere he enjoys the full protection of his
own government and of those connected
with it, will he consciously identify himself
with Western policy. This, in the last anal-
ysis, is the crucial test; for unless the indi-
vidual believes in the rightness of the policy
to which he is asked to subscribe, the
weapons he may one day have to wield in
defending his country, however ingeniously
devised, will remain ineffective.

That openmindedness, that liberal con-
cept and the aliveness to the rights of the
individual with which your country has
grown and become great, and which are
among the foundations of democracy and
the Christian way of life, encouraged me
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to address myself to, and discuss with you,
the problem of private property, despite all
the existing legal and political obstacles.
At the same time, this attitude inspires me
with confidence in the successful outcome
of my mission.

I would like to invite you to forget for
a moment that I am addressing you as a
German citizen. I would like to remove the
property problem, for the time being, from
its particular context of German-American
relations and to consider it within the gen-
eral framework of the political and ethical
fundaments of the free Christian world, my
motive being, that, as an individual person,
I, like your great Natlon and like each of
you here, am deeply concerned regarding
the fate of the Western World in its conflict
with Eastern ideology, and feel that I have
my share in the responsibility for our future
destiny. We are each of us aware that this
period marks a decisive phase in Western
history, and a crucial point in the contro-
versy with the Eastern block.

We have come to a crossroad, and there
are but two courses open: Either the free
individual will disappear and with him the
things he stands for—progress, security,
trust, and humanity among natlons; or the
inner values upon which we have built up
our life through the centuries, will be
restored in all their strength and fullness.

In the history of the United States, from
the Declaration of Independence to this very
day, two things have played a paramount
part: The pioneer spirit of its citizens and
respect for the human person and the private
sphere surrounding it. With all its immense
wealth in soil and mineral and other re-
sources, this country could never have ac-
complished its astounding evolution from an
undeveloped land dependent on capital to
its present position of primary power and
principal creditor of the globe, but for the
scrupulous difference which its foremost
representatives have at all times shown to
this fundamental principle. I trust you will
not take it amiss if I quote some of these
men in this context, my sole motive being
one of responsibility for our common destiny.

In 1794, Alexander Hamilton, defending
article X of the Jay Treaty, solemnly
declared:

“No power of language at my command
can express the abhorrence I feel at the idea
of violating the property of individuals,
which in an authorized intercourse in time
of peace has been confided to the faith of
our Government and laws, on account of
controversy between nation and nation. In
my view, every moral and every political
sense unite to consign it to execration.”

After World War I, the then Secretary of
State, Mr. Hughes, said in an address, in
Philadelphia, on November 23, 1923:

“Confiscatory policy strikes not only at
the interests of particular individuals, but
at the foundation of international inter-
course * * * rights acquired under its laws
by citizens of another state. It is the policy
of the United States to support these funda-
mental prineiples.”

In 1938, Mr. Cordell Hull, then Secretary
of State, sald:

“It is important from my point of view,
therefore, that the United States should
not depart in any degree from its traditional
attitude with respect to the sanctity of pri-
vate property within our territory, whether
such property belongs to nationals of for-
mer enemy powers or those of friendly pow-
ers. The departure from that policy and
the taking over of such property except for
a public purpose and coupled with the as-
sumption of liability to make just compen-
sation, would be fraught with disastrous re-
sults.”

Again, after World War II, many dis-
tinguished persons, among them the elder
statesman Mr. Bernard Baruch, faithfully
upheld American tradition and pronounced
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themselves against the seizure of private
property belonging to former enemies. Mr.
Baruch did so in these words:

“Back in the days of the Versailles Treaty,
when Britain and France urged that the pri-
vate property sequestered of aliens should
be seized, I took a definite decision and said:
‘No.” I took the stand in Paris that under
all law, all morality, and all tradition, all
private property of former enemies—and
that included ships seized at sea—was in-
violate. I would not permit it.”

And also Mr. John Foster Dulles, the pres-
ent Secretary of State, who had opposed the
selzure of private property owned by na-
tionals of former enemies under the Treaty
of Versailles, recently reaflirmed this po-
sitlon during the hearings on the Dirksen
bill. In his words,

“The policy adopted after World War II
of completely eliminating ownership of
enemy private property was a departure from
historic American policy after other wars.
I myself have had some experience in this
field, I worked at this very problem at Paris
in connection with the Treaty of Versailles
at the end of the First World War.

“I can say frankly, that I would like to
see a return to our historic position, the
position of the sanctity of private property in
time of war, to return to that historic posi-
tion to the extent that may be practical, al-
though I recognize that there are consider-
able difficulties in dealing with the matter
on that basis after so long a period of time.”

The sanctity of private property which
these eminent statesmen strove to uphold
is of paramount significance in this present
time and will be even more so for the future,
because with the ever growing number and
density of populations everywhere, the in-
crease in functions taken over by govern-
ments and the development in all fields of
technology and communications, the burden
resting on the individual will increase while
his rights and freedoms will of necessity
become more and more restricted. As this
process goes on, there will gradually melt
away that sphere in which free enterprise—
be it that of corporation owners or managers,
or that of the man In the street—can be
freely deployed., And it is the first and
foremost task of the policy conducted by the
countries of the Western World to arrest
that process and to reverse i, wherever
possible, lest we drift slowly, but with in-
exorable steadiness toward the state of
affairs in which the countries of the Eastern
bloe, through revolution or outside force,
now find themselves. How many people
are there In the Western World even now,
who have succumbed to resignation or are
prepared to submit to communism, because,
as they see it, there is in practice but little
to choose between the two ideologies. Many
are those who think that free Western
thought is not worth fighting for if it should
remain dead and sterile as a mere embel-
lishment of the phraseology of treaties and
propaganda, while it has no resonance in
their own everyday life.

I would like to take only one example out
of many which demonstrates with particular
clarity the fatal consequences of depariing
from the path of law and morality: as every-
body with some knowledge of economics
knows, our economic and political future
stands or falls with the development of world
production and world trade. This great task
can only be mastered if we can find new
markets with such purchasing power as will
ensure work for our industries and a better
standard of living for all our peoples. Coun=-
tries with surplus capital, such as the United
States and Great Britain, have therefore at
an early date established plans for financing
new investment projects in underdeveloped
areas and have already achieved remarkable
results. Financing these projects will require
an ever increasing participation of private
capital now that the first phase of govern-
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ment financing, necessitated by post-war
conditions, is coming to an end. Drawing
on private capital sources is necessary both
in order to reduce step by step the excessive
taxes and duties and to revive private ini-
tiative which was largely lost during the
period of dirigism which, as we all hope, will
forever remain a thing of the past. But we
can expect private investors to be able or
willing to assume the risk involved in invest-
ments abroad only if they are assured that
their investments will be secure from con-
fiscation or expropriation. But this security
cannot be said to exist now, no matter how
many clauses in private contracts and inter-
national agreements purport to give it; for
if it did exist, there would be no need to have
recourse to the rather doubtful device of
offering prospective investors guaranties on
the part of their own governments against
risks of this nature.

There is, I think, no need for me to dwell
on the many instances of confiscation of
alien capital and property during the recent
past. They are all well known to you. I
would submit that the majority of these
cases would not have occurred at all, or
would not have assumed the same dimen-
sions, had it not been for the far-reaching
extent to which the concept of private prop-
erty had suffered from confusion and been
watered down even in our Western World,
for reasons not always directly resulting from
the war.

An illustration of this is offered by the
well-known case in which a confiscating gov-
ernment trled to justify its action on the
ground that the investor’s country had na-
tionalized some of its own Industries. Other
instances of this nature result from a ten-
dency to couple private property rights with
claims which are in no way connected with
them.

We—and I am not exempting my own
country—have for some time now been dan-
gerously close to getting entangled into an
inextricable maze of legal confusion and
moral disintegration in which all those prin-
ciples will be fatally destroyed on which are
founded our human and international rela-
tions and our mutual confidence and loy-
alty. This will be the inevitable outcome if
we fail in the timely restoration of the prin-
ciple of the sanctity of private rights such
as has been so vigorously defended by dis-
tinguished statesmen such as Alexander
Hamilton, Mr. Cordell Hull, or Mr. John
Foster Dulles, and by many others both in
the United States and in Europe.

The United States, a country which has
devoted itself with particular energy to the
welfare of all nations, today has financial
interests throughout the world, running to
many billions of dollars. It is the policy of
the United States further to increase its in-
vestments abroad for the benefit both of its
own economy and of the standard of living
especially in less developed countries. Tax-
ation benefits and other measures have been
or are being introduced in order to induce
private capital to take a greater interest in
financing such investments. Europe, too,
has been invited to take a greater part in
these projects than she has done until now.
Our continent has by now sufficiently recov-
ered for us to be able to undertake such a
task; but the risks to be run, especially on
the political and moral side, are so great that
neither private individuals, nor business en-
terprises, nor even the European govern=
ments feel encouraged to invest any further
substantial financial interests abroad. Can
we, for example, expect those countries
which are using capital invested by our citi-
zens and our national economy to develop
their own economies, to respect and protect
without restraint our interests if we our-
selves by our own deeds defy the established
principle of the sanctity of another person’s
property? I do not think we can, and there
are many who share my opinion. Not the
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least among them is Mr, Dulles himself, who
last year, during the hearings of the Dirksen
bill, sald:

“I recognize that there is force in what
you say, to the effect that our own position
to protect American interests abroad is
strengthened, if we protect foreign interests
that are here.

“I would think that in an era when we
expect the American interests abroad, Amer-
ican capital investments abroad, it is wise
for us to adhere ourselves strenuocusly to the
highest standards of conduct in relation to
those matters. That puts us in a better posi-
tion to call upon others to apply the same
standards.”

As a banker whose profession calls for the
assessment of credit and goodwill, I cer-
tainly would strongly advise my clients
against investing their money in countries
where, over and above the natural economic
risk connected with any investment, there
would be the added hazard of losing one's
investments through expropriation or seiz-
ure. Only recently I witnessed a particu-
larly striking example of the utter hesitation
prevailing in German business circles as re-
gards new forelgn commitments, which is
motivated by that very political hazard.

On the other hand, if we indulge in an
ambiguous attitude regarding private prop-
erty rights, we shall discourage and alienate
people and groups of people of good will who,
throughout the world, still have faith in
the ethical and legal tenets of the Western
way of life.

We heed them; only with their help can
America and Europe hope to safeguard their
own rights and those of their citizens so
that they will put their hearts into stemming
back nationalism and communism. As a
citizen of the Western World whose views
are guided above all by the supremacy of
confidence among nations, I believe that we
can ensure this inner preparedness of our
citizens if your great country, acting in a
given concrete case, demonstrates to the
world at large that she is resolved to stand
firmly by her consistent tradition of main-
taining inviclate the private property rights
even of nationals and companies of one of her
former enemies.

In the long run, our struggle to check the
powers of the Eastern block and to stem the
infiltration of socialist ideologies will be
doomed to failure if we rely on financial and
physical means alone. Our physical strength
must be backed by the conviction among
our peoples that the Western World un-
flinchingly stands for the ethical values of
the Occident, and that we are all devoting
our efforts to living by them. The highest
rank among those spiritual values belongs
to personal freedom and the sanctity of pri-
vate rights.

I could well imagine that if your great
country were to give this practical demon-
stration with regard to former enemy private
property, this would leave a deep impression
both on our friends and our opponents, and
would stand out in this period of ethleal
confusion and political Instability in which
the nations of the world are anxiously await-
ing a visible sign of the rebirth of Christian
ethics. For is it not true that the principle
of the sanctity of private property, like that
of personal freedom, has its ultimate roots
in the philosophy of protecting one’s weaker
neighbor as it was first conceived in Chris-
tian teaching—the philosophy of protecting
individuals against injury by their own state
and protecting citizens of little states against
measures threatening their person and prop-
erty on the part of bigger ones.

If a mighty country such as the United
States took the lead in the fleld of private
interests, as she has so0 admirably done in
international politics since the end of the
Second World War t so many dificul-
ties and setbacks, I believe that she would
thereby also conquer the hearts of those
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multitudes of people on whom we must rely
to attain our common goal.

This, however, would only be a first, al-
though decisive step, toward our common
task of protecting individual rights and
legitimate interests against restrictions or
against encumbrances which belong ex-
clusively to the field of relations between
states and have no possible connection with
the sphere of private rights. If this first
step were accompanied by an appeal
launched by the United States for the con-
clusion of an International convention, a
Magna Carta to be drawn up for the protec-
tion of lawfully acquired property and pro-
viding for joint sanctions to be taken espe-
cially in the economic fleld against any fu-
ture cases of deprivation of rights and in-
fringements upon the inviolability of per-
sonal freedoms of foreign citizens and corpo-
rations, she would thereby make an essen=-
tial contribution toward the final aspira-
tion of all freedom-loving men and women,
that respect for the individual and uncondi-
tional protection of his interests may once
more become the unwritten law of nations.
At the same time, this would insure the im-
plementation of the vast development pro-
grams which have been established by the
United States and other major powers to ad-
vance world economy and to improve the liv=
ing conditions of all peoples.

The efforts made by distinguished Mem-
bers of Congress on both sides of the House
until this very day, and the statements re-
garding the property question which have
been made by representative American§—and
this brings me back to the specific question
of German-American relations—have con-
vinced me that the principle of the sanctity
of private property and its application with
regard to former enemies is regaining in-
creased acceptance in American public opin-
ion. This being so, there would have been
no need for a German initiative in raising the
problem of German private property with
the Government of the United States, had it
not been for the necessity before which the
federal republic finds herself of solving an
impending problem of extremely great difi-
culty, both internal and external, namely,
the final step of integrating the Federal Re-
public of Germany into the Western defense
system and her accession as an equal partner
to the concert of Western nations. The
Federal Chancellor, Dr. Adenauer, ardently
wishes—and of this I may give you full as-
surance—to see the Federal Republic of Ger«
many fully integrated with the Western com-
munity, and to make such sacrifices as are
necessary to attain this end, to the fullest
possible extent. This policy, however, cannot
lead to complete and lasting success unless it
is supported by a decisive majority among
the German people. And this is where an
early release of private German property
confiscated in the United States, with ade-
quate compensation for such assets as have
been disposed of, would constitute a sub-
stantial contribution toward convincing
those in Western Germany who are still in
hesitation or opposition, that the Chancellor
is right in his policy. It is a policy geared to
the defense by all of those values which de-
termine the strength and growth of free na-
tions and their countries and which, in the
last analysis, are the foundation of their very
existence.

While it is true that only a relatively small
section of the German public have assets
and interests to defend in the United States,
we should not underrate the strains and
stresses which the confiscation and liqui-
dation of German private assets have caused
in the relations between our peoples. Nor
should it be overlooked that these measures
affect not only the actual owners but also,
in an indirect way, the large number of
small stockholders and workers who depend
on them. They all feel—and I think
rightly—that the seizure and disposal of
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their property would be something they
have not deserved. Moreover, they feel that
there is a marked contrast between the gen-
eral policy to which they as citizens of
the Western nations are asked to sub-
scribe—a policy which is, after all, directed
against Communist methods—and the prac-
tical measures which the same Western na-
tions are maintaining despite the changes
which the political configuration of this
world has undergone in the meantime.

It is clear from this, I think, that this is
not a question which involves the interests
of only some few owners or managers of
large enterprises, but a profound guestion of
principle, which has deeply stirred public
opinion in Western Germany. If that ques-
tion has only recently found its way into
public opinion, it was because the German
public as well as the Federal Government
and Parliament had felt that Germany
should settle her most urgent external ob-
ligations first.

I do not think that I am saying too much
when I state that the Federal Republic of
Germany has given proof of her willing-
ness to make every sacrifice that it is within
her power to make for our common cause,
and I would not be here today if I were
not convinced that my country, divided and
crowded with millions of refugees as she is,
has done everything possible to atone for
the wrongs perpetrated by the rulers of
the Third Reich against the nationals of
former enemy countries. I may mention,
with all modesty, first the settlement of
German external debts under the London
Agreement of 1953, and the measures of
restitution to victims of persecution by the
Third Reich. The Federal Republic of Ger-
many will make every effort in continuing
this policy.

This fact is to me an added encourag-
ment in hoping that the step taken by the
Federal Republic of Germany and Chancellor
Adenauer in raising the question of Ger-
man property and seeking discussions with
your Government will not give cause for
resentment or surprise in the United States.

In taking this step, the Chancellor is well
aware of the politieal, legal and also techni-
cal problems which render a solution of
this question difficult. However, once the
principle of the sanctity of private rights
has been recognized as henceforth extending
also to Western Germany, and its full ap-
plication effected, as I have not the slightest
doubt it will, T am sure that these diffi-
culties will yleld to our concerted endeavor.

In conclusion, I may be permitted to say
a few words on the friendly relations existing
between the German and American peoples,
which it is the particular concern of the
federal government and the Chancellor to
strengthen even further. In the last anal-
ysis, these relations between peoples them-
selves are the basls of any joint policy—for
what would be the good of treaties of friend-
ship and alliances if they were not carried
by mutual trust among peoples?

I am most gratified to be able to state
that this mutual trust in our relations exists
not only between our statesmen, Government
representatives, and businessmen. We also
agree that the same trust has gained strength
from year to year between simple German
and American citizens, despite the element of
tension which any occupation is bound to
introduce in international relations. In for-
mer eras of diplomatic practice, ambassadors
and ministers of one country, when speaking
of friendly relations with the host country,
could refer only to a select circle of private
persons and official governmental represent-
atives of the countries in question who were
in contact with each other through profes-
slonal intercourse. Today, however, one can
truly say that between Western Germany
and the United States the peoples themselves
are in close day-to-day contact with each
other. Many thousands of American tourists,
soldiers, officials, and businessmen are com-
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ing to Germany for extended visits where
they live together practically as members of
our community. And conversely, the United
States has offered an immense number of
Germans an opportunity to become ac-
quainted with your country, its people, and
its institutions. The result of this process
is as positive as it could possibly be in inter-
national relations, and I am very happy to
confirm this fact. The German people have
discovered that they have many features In
common with the American people, which
makes it much easier to maintain friendly
relations, In addition, they admire the out-
standing achievements of the American peo-
ple in practically every field of human activ-
ity, their openmindedness and love for free=
dom, qualities which are today more than
ever apt to make a particularly favorable
impression on the German people. It is the
particular wish of the Federal Chancellor and
the Federal Government to see a situation in
which a troubled chapter of the past has
been closed and the road made free toward
genuine and sincere friendship and coopera-
tion.

[From the New York Times of March 9,
1955]

GERMAN AssSETS IN THE UNITED STATES

The United States and Germany have
reached a preliminary understanding on an
American plan calling for a partial return
of German property in this country seized
during the war. According to this plan,
which must still be approved by Congress,
the United States proposes to return such
property to individual owners in West Ger=
many up to a maximum of $10,000 per per=
son, and to restore all German copyrights,
trade-marks and cultural property. The
same formula will be applied to residents of
East Germany when Germany is reunited.

Germany welcomes this plan as a construc=
tive step, but it is not a final solution in
either principle or substance. The property
is to be returned “as a matter of grace,” not
as a matter of respect for private property—
a principle to which the United States has
frequently pledged itself and which it ob=-
served in large measure after the First World
War. Furthermore, the plan does not cover
corporate property, which constitutes the
bulk of the $450 million worth of German
assets seized. This is left to future settle-
ment.

The problem has been complicated, first,
by the ruthless Nazi treatment of private
property, which prompted European nations
to look askance at any return of German
property, and second, by counterclaims of
American nationals against Germany for war
damages. The latter claims are now to be
settled up to a maximum of $10,000 in each
case, from a fund of $100 million to be set
aside out of payments made by Germany for
American economic aid after the war. But
taking into consideration the scandals at-
tending the Allen Property Administration
after the first World War, the use of such
property for political rewards after the last
war and the long delays in and exhorbitant
cost of any settlement, it cannot be said
that the treatment of private property con-
stitutes the most glorious chapter in the
history of Western democracy. The sooner
that problem is finally solved with full vindi-
cation for the principles for which we stand
the better will we be able to meet the Com-
munist challenge to the free world.

NECESSITY FOR A STRONG AND
VIRILE SMALL BUSINESS COM-
MITTEE

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, re-
cently there was a meeting held in
Washington by the independent bankers
of the country. At that time a resolu-
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tion was adopted with reference to the
Senate Small Business Committee, par-
ticularly with reference to Senate Reso-
lution 16 which is pending before the
Senate, and which has, I believe, the
sponsorship of 70 Senators, or at least
more than a majority. The resolution
asks for a change in the rules relating to
that committee. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the resolution of the Independ-
ent Bankers Association be printed in the
RECORD.

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

SENATE SMALL BUSINESS RESOLUTION

Whereas there was created in the 82d Con-
gress, February 20, 1950, a Senate small
business continuing committee; and

Whereas because of the effective work car-
ried on by that committee in behalf of small
business these past 5 years; and

Whereas the committee members believ-
ing the time Has arrived to give standing-
committee status to the present Small Busi-
ness Committee, a resolution was introduced
in the 83d Congress providing standing-
committee status, the resolution being spon-
sored by the full Committee on Small Busi-
ness of the Senate, together with other Mem-
bers of the Senate, totaling 50 in all; and

Whereas the Senate Rules Committee
failed to act on the resolution in the 83d
Congress; and

Whereas on January 6, 1955, a similar reso-
lution was introduced in bipartisan action
in the 84th Congress, Senate Resolution 16,
cosponsored by 53 Members of the Senate;
and

Whereas the number of Senators support-
ing the resolution has now reached a total
of 70 Members of the Senate: Therefore be it

Resolved, in convention assembled in
Washington, D. C., this 26th day of March
1955, That the Independent Bankers Asso-
ciation endorse the resolution as now intro-
duced in the 84th Congress to give the Com-
mittee on Small Business the status of a
regular standing committee of the United
States Senate; be it further

Resolved, That the Independent Bankers
Assoclation furnish a copy of this resolution
to the present chairman of the Senate Small
Business Committee, the Honorable JOHN
SparEMAN, and the ranking minority mem-
ber, the Honorable Epwarp THYE; and be it
further

Resolved, That a copy of the resolution
be forwarded to each member of the Senate
Rules Committee, with an accompanying
letter urging the Rules Committee to take
immediate action in reporting Senate Reso=
lution 16 to the floor of the Senate.

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, I
share a common interest with other Sen-
ators in this august body who have de-
voted much time and considerable effort
in promoting the welfare of small busi-
ness. It has long been my feeling, and
I have urged it on many occasions, that a
strong and virile small business com-
munity is an essential element in the
economic bloodstream of America.

Some of the requisites for nurturing
small business include proper financing,
and a fair share of both Government
and military contract work. Obviously,
this calls for a substantial measure of
cooperation from the large firms. It is
vital that the base of our economy be as
broad as possible; and every step which
results in the acquisition of new busi-
ness by a small company is a step toward
the enlargement of that foundation.

Those who saw the full-page adver-
tisement by the Radio Corporation
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of America in the newspapers of April
11, in which RCA recited its program for
the development of small business,
were—as I was—doubtless impressed by
the facts stated therein. It is possible
that no large company, including RCA,
has yet gone far enough in the direction
we advocate. It may well be that even
this corporation, whick has taken a long
stride in the right direction, can increase
the scope of its relationship with small
business. However, I feel that the efforts
made by General David Sarnoff, the
chairman of the board, and Mr. Frank
M. Folsom, the president of RCA, con-
stitute notable progress in this sphere.
It is to their credit that 80 percent of
their 7,500 suppliers are small busi-
nesses from 43 States; that this 80 per-
cent receives from 45 to 50 percent of the
dollar volume expended by RCA with its
suppliers; and that all this has been ac-
complished without the use of Govern-
ment-owned or Government-leased
plants, facilities, or equipment.

I am sure that many other companies
are taking the same forward steps; but
I was gratified to read of the implemen-
tation of the policies of General Sarnoft
and Mr. Folsom in the full-page adver-
tisement to which I adverted earlier.

This is indeed a heartening and en-
couraging sign of progress.

PREVAILING MINIMUM WAGE DE-
TERMINATIONS UNDER THE
WALSH-HEALEY PUBLIC CON-
TRACTS ACT OF 1936

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. President, the state-
ment I am about to make is made on
behalf of both the junior Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr. KENNEDY] and my-
self. On April 4, Judge Alexander Holt-
zoff, of the United States District Court
for the District of Columbia, handed
down an opinion in the case of Coving-
ton Mills against Mitchell which, if it is
allowed to stand, will destroy the effec-
tiveness of prevailing minimum wage
determinations under the Walsh-Healy
Public Contracts Act of 1936. The Sec-
retary of Labor was given authority in
the Walsh-Healey Act to ascertain al-
ready existing prevailing minimum
wages and to require that employees of a
manufacturer who enters into a contract
with the Federal Government be paid
such prevailing minimum wages. The
purpose of this provision in the Walsh-
Healey Act is to make sure that pressure
to get Government contracts on a low-
bid basis does not depress industrial
wages and to insure that Government
contracts do not go only to those areas
of the country which pay the lowest
wages.

Generally speaking, the Secretary of
Labor has made most of his prevailing
minimum-wage determinations on an in-
dustrywide or nationwide basis. In the
Covington Mills case Judge Holtzoff ruled
that industrywide determinations were
“invalid as in contravention of the
statute.”

For some time it has been realized
that the language of section 1 (b) of
the Walsh-Healey Act is ambiguous.
To correct this ambiguity I introduced
S. 1703 in the 83d Congress on April 21,
1953. This bill was designed fo clarify
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the present language by authorizing the
Secretary to make his Walsh-Healey
minimum-wage determinations within
such a geographic area as he found ap-
propriate, On behalf of the distin-
guished junior Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr. EENnEDY] and myself I in-
troduced an identical bill (S. 738) in the
84th Congress on January 26, 1955.

It is a function of the Congress and
not of the courts to correct ambiguities
in statutes. This was clearly pointed out
in the Covington Mills case when Judge
Holtzoff stated:

The court is impressed with arguments
made by counsel as to the administrative
difficulty that would be created if the Sec-
retary of Labor were not to be permitted to
make nationwide determinations under the
Walsh-Healey Act. The court is further im-
pressed with the argument that it is desirable
from a social and economic standpoint in
some instances to fix the rate of prevailing
wages on a nationwide basis. The court ex-
presses no opinion on these points because
they are not for the judiciary to determine.
These arguments should be addressed to the
Congress, because they relate to policy and
expediency and not to the interpretation and
the meaning of what the Congress has al-
ready enacted.

It is hoped that the Senate Committee
on Labor and Public Welfare will sched-
ule hearings on S. 738 and other bills to
amend the Walsh-Healey Act at the ear-
liest opportunity. This matter is of such
importance in our basic national labor
policies that it should be resolved with-
out delay.

I ask unanimous consent that a copy of
the opinion in the Covington Mills case, a
copy of S. 738, and three editorials on
this matter be printed in the ReEcorp at
the conclusion of my remarks.

There being no objection, the opinion,
bill, and editorials were ordered to be
printed in the REcoRD, as follows:

COVINGTON MILLS, ET AL., PLAINTIFFS, VERSUS
James P. MITCHELL, SECRETARY OF LABOR,
DEFENDANT

Llewellyn Thomas, Esq., of Washington, D.
C., and Whiteford Blakeney, Esq., of Char-
lotte, N. C., for the plaintiffs.

Edward H. Hickey, Esq., of the Department
of Justice, and Stuart Rothman, Esq., Solici-
tor of the Department of Labor, both of
Washington, D. C., for defendant Secretary
of Labor.

David E. Feller, Esq., of Washington, D. C,,
for defendant Textile Workers of America.

Warren F. Farr, Esq., of Boston, Mass., for
defendant National Assoclation of Cotton
Manufacturers.

This case comes before the court on cross
motions for summary judgment. The action
is brought for a declaratory judgment to ad-
judicate an order by the Secretary of Labor
to be invalid as in contravention of the
statute pursuant to which it was promul=-
gated.

The order in question fixed a minimum
wage for persons employed in certain
branches of the textile industry in connec-
tion with Government contracts. This was
done pursuant to the Walsh-Healey Public
Contracts Act. The prevailing wage as de-
termined by the order in question, promul-
gated on December 5, 1952, was to be the same
throughout the United States.

The Walsh-Healey Act, pursuant to which
this order was promulgated (41 U. 8. Code,
sec. 35), relates to Government contracts for
the manufacture or furnishing of materials,
supplies, articles, and equipment in any
amount exceeding $10,000. One of the pro-
visions of the act is that there shall be
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included in each contract a representation
and stipulation that all persons employed
by the contractor in its performance will be
paid not less than the minimum wages as
determined by the Secretary of Labor to be
the prevailing minimum wages for persons
employed on similar work or in the particu-
lar or similar industries or groups of indus-
tries currently operating in the locality in
which the materials, supplies, articles, or
equipment are to be manufactured or fur-
nished under sald contract.

It is contended by the plaintiffs that under
this provision the Secretary of Labor is with-
out power to fix a single prevailing minimum
wage for a particular industry on a nation=
wide basis. To determine whether this ob=-
jection is sound it is necessary to analyze
the pertinent phraseology of the act. The
Secretary of Labor is directed to determine
the prevailing minimum wages for persons
employed on similar work, or, persons em-
ployed in the particular or similar industries,
or, persons employed in groups of industries.
In other words, he may act under any one of
these three provisions. These provisions are
followed by the clause, “currently operating
in the locality in which the materials, sup-
plies, articles, or equipment are to be manu-
factured or furnished under said contract.”

It is contended by the defendants that the
words “currently operating in the locality”
are limited only to the last of the three alter-
natives, namely, persons employed in similar
groups of industries. On the other hand,
the plaintiffs claim, contrary to the conten-
tion of the Secretary, that those words re-
late back to all of the three clauses. There
is some ambiguity in the statute. It is dif-
ficult to construe it according to strict gram-
matical requirements. The words “currently
operating” seem inapplicable to the noun
“work” or to the noun “industries.” It is,
perhaps, an unfortunate choice of words, but
it seems to the court that the phrase “cur-
rently operating” may not be construéd as
being limited solely to the last of the alter-
natives but relates back to each of them,
namely, persons employed on similar work
currently operating in the locality, or, per-
sons employed in the particular or similar
industries currently operating in the locality,
or persons employed in similar groups of in-
dustries operating in the locality. This is
the interpretation, in the opinion of this
court, which should be accorded to those
words.

In this connection, the court wishes to
call attention to the fact that when the con-
struction of this provision was first raised in
litigation in Lukens Steel Co. et al. v. Per-
kins, et al. (107 F. (2d) 627), the point now
made by counsel for the Secretary of Labor
was not advanced, but it seemed to be as-
sumed that the words “currently operating
in the locality” were applicable to and lim-
ited each of the three alternatives. Appar-
ently the present construction sought to be
applied by counsel for the Secretary of Labor
is more or less of an afterthought.

Since the phrase “currently operating in
the locality” applies to each of the three al-
ternatives, the mext question to be deter-
mined is whether the entire United States
of America can be considered as a single
locality in the discretion of the Secretary.
To be sure, the word “locality” is an indefi-
nite term. It may mean a single community.
It may mean a county. It may mean a re-
glon. A considerable degree of discretion is
vested in the Secretary to determine what
shall constitute a locality for any particular
purpose. So long as the construction placed
by the Secretary is reasonable, the court may
not set it aside. May it be said, within rea-
son, that the entire United States of Amer-
ica may be regarded as a single locality? It
seems to the court that to attach this inter-
pretation to this term would be to place a
tortured interpretation and attach a distort-
ed meaning to a simple English word.
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Such a type of interpretation and con-
struction of words was satirized by a great
English satirist in the well-known book
Through the Looking Glass. This book re-
cords a dialog between Alice and Humpty
Dumpty, and says:

““When I use a word,’ Humpty Dumpty
gald in a rather scornful tone, ‘it means just
what I choose it to mean—neither more nor
less.”

“‘The question is,’ said Alice, ‘whether
you can make words mean so many different
things.”

““The question is,’ sald Humpty Dumpty,
‘which is to be master—that's all'.”

The court is not going to place its seal of
approval upon that type of construction of
plain English words. The court is of the
opinion that under no circumstances is it
reasonable to construe the word *locality”
as applicable to the entire United States of
America and calling the entire country a
single locality.

The court is especially impelled to this
conclusion by the opinion of the Court of
Appeals for the District of Columbia Circult
in Lukens Steel Co., et al. v. Perkins et al.
(107 F. (2d) 627). That case involved the
validity of an order under this statute, which
fixed wages in the steel industry at a single
figure for an area of about 14 States and the
District of Columbia and referred to them
as a locality. In an opinion written by Mr.
Justice Justin Miller, in which Mr. Justice
Vinson, then a member of that court, con-
curred, it was very cogently and persuasively
held that the word “locality” may not be
used to describe a broad area consisting of
14 States and the District of Columbia. On
this point the court made the following
observations (pp. 630, 631):

“It is true that the word “locality’ is one
of somewhat indefinite meaning. Still, its
indefiniteness has certain well-recognized
limits in common meaning and usage, which
exclude and forbid the interpretation placed
upon the word by the appellees in their
determination.”

And again the court stated:

“In ordinary and common usage locality is
synonymous in meaning with such words as
place, vicinity, neighborhood, and commu-
nity. These words, also, are too indefinite
to be used for purposes of exact measure-
ment in terms of acres or square miles. But
neither they nor locality itself, in any case,
connote large geographical areas, with widely
diverse interests, such as the 14 States and
the District of Columbia, grouped in the pro-
tested determination.™ ;

A fortiorl, if 14 States Is too large an area
to be deemed a single locality, it necessarily
follows that the United States of Amerlca
is much too large an area to be so considered.

In that case Mr. Justice Edgerton dissent-
ed. He did not disagree with the interpre-
tation by the majority of the word “locality,”
but reached the conclusion that the plain-
tiffls had no standing to sue and for that
reason and that reason alone felt that the
bill of complaint should be dismissed. The
Supreme Court reversed the determination
of the court of appeals (310 U. S. 113). The
Supreme Court, however, did not discuss the
views of the majority of the court of appeals
as to what is meant by “locality,” but merely
held that the complaint should be dismissed
on the ground that the plaintiffs had no
standing to sue. This procedural obstacle
was later overcome by the so-called Fulbright
amendment, which permits judiclal review
of the determinations of the Secretary of
Labor under the Walsh-Healey Act pursuant
to the provisions of the Administrative Pro-
cedure Act. (41 U. S. C. A. 43 (a), added
June 30, 1952, 66 Stat. 308.)

The court is impressed with arguments
made by counsel as to the administrative
difficulty that would be created if the Secre-
tary of Labor were not to be permitted to
make nationwide determinations under the
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Walsh-Healey Act. The court is further im-
pressed with the argument that it is desir-
able from a social and economic standpoint
in some instances to fix the rate of prevail-
ing wages on a nationwide basls. The court
expresses no opinion on these points because
they are not for the judiclary to determine.
These arguments should be addressed to the
Congress, because they relate to policy and
expediency and not to the interpretation
and the meaning of what the Congress has
already enacted.

Accordingly, the court will hold that for
the reasons stated the order of the Secretary
of Labor here involved is invalid as in con-
travention of the statute, and will deny de-
fendants’ motion for summary judgment and
grant the plaintiffs’ cross motlon for the
same relief.

ALEXANDER HOLTZOFF,
United States Distriet Judge.

APRIL 4, 1955,

Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (b)
of section 1 of the act of June 30, 1936 (49
Stat. 2036), as amended (the Walsh-Healey
Public Contracts Act), is amended to read
as follows:

“{b) That all persons employed by the
contractor in the manufacture or furnishing
of the materials, supplies, articles, or equip-
ment used In the performance of the contract
will be paid, without subsequent deduction
or rebate on any account, not less than the
minimum wages as determined by the Secre-
tary of Labor to be the prevailing minimum
wages (1) for persons employed on work
similar to that to be performed under said
contract; or (2) for persons employed in the
particular industry in which work under said
contract iIs to be performed or in industries
similar thereto. In making determinations
of prevalling minimum wages, the Secretary
of Labor may determine such wages within
such geographic area or areas as he finds to
be appropriate, giving due consideration to
locations of establishments, areas of market-
ing competition, or other competitive
factors.”

[From the Boston Herald of April 6, 1955]
WaLSH-HEALEY SETBACK

The decision of United States District
Judge Holtzoff, enjoining the Secretary of
Labor from setting an industry-wide mini-
mum wage for cotton textile workers em-
ployed on Government contracts, is a blow
not only to New England, which has strongly
supported such a minimum, but to the
country as a whole.

Under the Walsh-Healey Act, which be-
came law in 1936, Government contractors
are required to pay the prevailing minimum
wage as determined by the Secretary of
Labor. The obvious intent of the legisla-
tion is to prevent marginal producers from
undercutting their competitors by paying
substandard wages.

The Government thinks this should ap-
ply to groups of producers as well as indi-
viduals, and to reglons as well as groups. It
has therefore determined prevailing mini-
mums on a country-wide basis. But this
hasn't set well with areas whose chief com-
petitive advantage has been cheap labor.
And when the minimum for cotton textiles
went up to $1 an hour recently, 140 southern
mills went to the courts for relief.

What is the legal issue? The orlginal act
refers to prevalling wages "in the locality
in which the materlals are to be manufac-
tured,” and the southerners charge that the
Government is interpreting locality to mean
the whole United States. Judge Holtzoff
agreed with them that this interpretation
was tortured and he threw it out.

But the Government contends that the
wages of the "locality” are only 1 of 3
standards which the law permits it to use.
The others are wages “for persons employed
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on similar work,” and wages “for persons
employed * * * in the particular or similar
industries.” It is all a question of how you
read the law.

Surely it would have been better for the
judge to resolve the doubt in favor of the
Government. The Labor Secretary is pre-
sumably acting in good faith, and he has
given the law the meaning which he thinks
will be most beneficial to the country as a
whole. Is Judge Holtzoff's guess any better
than his?

New England has a special interest in re-
taining a strong Walsh-Healey Act. Because
of the wage differential between northern
and southern textile plants it has had to
compete at a tremendous disadvantage and
it naturally welcomes any move which will
tend to narrow the wage gap.

But the Federal law can only narrow the
gap. It cannot close it. An industrywide
minimum wage would still be well below the
New England average, and would leave the
South with a considerable wage advantage.
New England industry is prepared to fight
its own battles. It asks only that the rules
be kept reasonably fair.

The Government will, of course, ask a
review of Judge Holtzoff's restrictive ruling.
And we have no doubt that the higher courts
will restore to the Labor Secretary the right
to interpret the Walsh-Healey Act as it was
intended. But it is frustrating, to say the
least, to see the opposition's delaying tactics
officially abetted.

[From the Lewiston Daily Sun of April 6,
1955]

CorroN TEXTILE WAGE MINIMUMS

It may be some time before we have final
judicial determination of the issue, but the
northern textile mills, cotton as well as
woolen, have lost an important round in the
dispute over how to interpret the Walsh-
Healey Act.

The Walsh-Healey law, passed back in the
early days of the New Deal, was a device
intended to boost wages and thereby in-
comes. It stipulated that the Federal Gov-
ernment could set wage minimums in indus-
tries making goods on Government contract,
taking into account the wage-floor prevail-
ing for “similar work” in “similar indus-
tries” and in “groups of industries currently
operating in the loecality in which the ma-
terials * * * are to be manufactured or
furnished."

For many years “locality” was interpreted
to mean the entire United States, and by
throwing into the scales the wage rates pre-
vailing in northern textile mills, the Govern-
ment was able to set textile-pay floors well
above those then prevailing in the South
alone.

But when the late Labor Secretary Maurice
Tobin boosted the cotton textile mindmum
from 87 cents an hour to $1, just before the
Eisenhower administration took office in
1953, the South rebelled. Its cotton mills
sued to prevent application of the Tobin
order, on the premise that Congress never in-
tended to have Walsh-Healey wage mini-
mums fixed on a nationwide instead of a
local basis.

Now a Federal judge has agreed with them,
and we are inclined to feel that eventually
the judge will be proven correct. If Con-
gress had not meant to wuse the word
“locality” in the sense of “regional,” it would
not have placed that language in the law.

—

[From the Lewiston (Maine) Evening
Journal of April 5, 1955]
SOUTHERN MiLLs WinN

Cotton textile mills in Dixie won the first
round in a legal battle over the minimum

wage.
A Federal judge granted a motion by some
140 southern mills for a permanent injunc-
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tion barring the Secretary of Labor from
determining such wages on an industry-wide
basis.

The decision was a setback for textile
unions and for New England mills which
have contended they were at a disadvantage,
because of generally higher wages in New
England, in competing with southern mills
for Government contracts for textile goods.

Holtzoff's ruling was an interpretation of
the Walsh-Healey Public Contracts Law.
This law requires contractors for Govern-
ment work to pay wages at least as high as
the prevailing wage of the locality for that
type of work.

The northern mills haven't given up the
fight. They will take the decision to a
higher court.

AMERICAN TRAVELERS ABROAD—
AMBASSADORS OF GOOD WILL

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I send to
the desk a brief statement which I have
prepared relative to the inereasing num-
bers of Americans who are traveling
abroad.

I regard this great increase in inter-
national tourist travel as an extremely
significant phenomenon. Tourist travel
abroad widens the personal horizons
both of Americans and of the various
foreign peoples. It brings them into
closer contact with one another so that
they can see for themselves and truly
get better acquainted.

International tourist travel also large-
ly increases the availability of dollar ex-
change in foreign countries.

I am always pleased to note that many
fine private American groups are en-
couraging this tourist travel. The Na-
tional Association of Travel Organiza-
tions has been a leader in this field. In
my statement, which follows, I also refer
to the constructive activity of the Illi-
nois Commercial Men’s Association. I
ask unanimous consent that this state-
ment be printed in the body of the Con-
GRESSIONAL RECORD at this point. I hope
that worldwide tourist travel will in-
crease. Contrary to many reports, the
behavior of our private citizens and of
our servicemen already has, on the
whole, been splendid. We look forward
to further increases in civilian travel
this year.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
REcoRD, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR WILEY

Last year, a new high of 452,000 passports
were issued to the American people. This
is 84,000 more than in 1953, and almost
60,000 more than in 1952,

The principal means of overseas transpor-
tation was steamship—253,000—followed by
aircraft: 194,000.

This tremendous upsurge in travel reflects
the increased amount of leisure time avail-
able to the American people.

It reflects their increased curiosity to find
out for themselves more about the world. It
also reflects the activity of many fine Ameri-
can organizations which are encouraging
travel for professional, business, fraternal,
religious, civie, veterans, and other interests.

I cite one particular instance: That of
the Illinois Commercial Men’s Association.
It sponsored a nation-wide membership con-
test resulting in 15 awards to members—
awards wisely taking the form of travel and,
in particular, travel to foreign lands.
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These award winners, two of whom are
from my own State, from Milwaukee and
Ashland, respectively, will shortly set out
for abroad. They will walk the streets and
tour the rural areas of foreign lands—to
wonder and compare, from their own Ameri-
can viewpoints. But they will also be, to
those who meet with them, symbols of
American friendliness and good will.

Carryilng within themselves the basic
American qualities of simple dignity, gen-
erosity and quiet humor, they will personify
the best among us.

The Illinois Commercial Men's Associa=-
tion, formed for mutual aid by self-reliant
men, is to be congratulated for this thought-
ful private contribution to the nurturing
of the best form of foreign relations our
country can achieve. May I also at this
point congratulate these 15 men who, with
their wives, we are pleased to have as our
unofficial ambassadors:

Micharl E. Adameak, Milwaukee, Wis.;
Scott A. McLean, Ashland, Wis.; Lee 5. Vin-
cent, Chicago, Ill.; Charles E. Cole, Port-
land, Oreg.; John E. Lunsford, Birmingham,
Ala.; A. E. Sharpe, Oklahoma City, Okla.;
Adelbert A. Young, Oakland, Calif.; George
‘W. Harlan, Sacramento, Calif.; A. O. Wendel-
burg, Miles City, Mont.; W. 8. Corneille, Am-
bler, Pa.; Kendall Daskey, Peoria, Ill;
Lloyd Dean Estes, Memphis, Tenn.; Theo-
dore I. Glou, Syracuse, N. Y.; Bert B. Rosen,
University City, Mo.; Raymond H. Young,
Houston, Tex.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, the
junior Senator from Virginia will not
make a point of order, but he would like
to remind his colleagues that the Senate
is prepared to take up an appropriation
bill involving the appropriation of $4
billion. . Therefore he hopes that Sen-
ators who wish to make insertions in
the REcorp and transact other routine
business will confine themselves to 2 min-
utes, under the rule.

Mr. ENOWLAND. I would say as a
matter of courtesy to the distinguished
majority leader that he permitted a de-
parture from the rules of the Senate
which not only took most of the time
of the morning hour to which the Sen-
ator has referred—and I have no com-
plaints about it—but a second rule was
changed so that the majority leader was
permitted to yield time during the entire
period, and no one on this side of the
aisle had an opportunity. There were
several Senators who remained and who
had an opportunity to transact some of
their business, without any remarks
which they normally would have an op-
portunity to make during a morning
hour. I think that would be a more
correct way of putting it. But I raise
no complaint, and I hope the Senator
will not call attention to the expiration
of the 2-hour period and thus foreclose
those Senators on this side who under
a normal 2-minute provision would have
an opportunity to make some remarks.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, I
said that I would not make that point,
but I wished to remind my colleagues
that the morning hour had expired.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Chair will state that unanimous consent
was granted, and the Senator from Wis-
consin has the floor.

(At this point Mr. WirLey addressed
the Senate in tribute to Franklin Delano
Roosevelt, which appears elsewhere in
the RECORD.)
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DISMISSAL OF EDWARD CORSI BY
SECRETARY OF STATE DULLES

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, on
April 9, on hearing of the dismissal of
Edward Corsi by Secretary Dulles, I made
the following statement:

The ouster of Mr. Edward Corsi from his
position as special assistant to the Secre-
tary of State on immigration problems repre-
sents another milestone on the path of ad-
ministration retreat from principles it pro-
fesses to hold.

It is a shameless surrender to the op-
ponents of immigration and citizenship law
reform, a capitulation to the apologists for
the racial and national discrimination built
into the McCarran-Walter Act.

Mr. Corsl was, for many years, a high-
ranking member of the Republican admin-
istration of my State under Gov. Thomas E.
Dewey. But he has been considered by
Republicans and Democrats alike as a repu-
table, loyal, and outstanding American citi-
zen, who, in such questions as immigration
policy, considered the reform of present law
as the concern of all Americans, regardless
of party, He was determined also to make
the Refugee Relief Act work, despite its
tragic shortcomings and built-in booby traps.

Now he has been mercilessly sacrificed be-
cause of his identification with immigration
reform,

I do not have the benefit of knowing Mr.
Corsl on a personal basis, but I do know of
his works, and speaking even as a Demo-
crat, I would say that most of them have
been good.

His removal from his present position is
an assault upon the cause of immigration
reform, but it is also an insult to the people
of New York State.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con=-
sent to have inserted in the REcorp at
this point in my remarks 3 editorials,
1 from the New York Times of April
12, 1955, entitled “The Corsi Affair”; 1
from the Washington Post-Times Herald
of April 12, 1955, entitled “Knuckling
Under”; and 1 from the New York Post
of April 11, 1955, entitled “The After-
math to a Clear Case of Political
Murder.”

There being no objection, the editorials
were ordered to be printed in the REec-
oRp, as follows:

[From the New York Times of April 12, 1955]
THE CORSI AFFAIR

If President Eisenhower has ever wondered
why it is sometimes difficult to get first-class
citizens to serve in important jobs in his
administration let him look at the treatment
meted out to Edward Corsl, former Industrial
Commissioner of New York.,

Mr. Corsi has been a distinguished public
servant for more than two decades. His first
public office of note was Federal Commis-
sioner of Immigration here, a post to which
he was appointed by Herbert Hoover in 1931.
A liberal Republican, he has been his party's
nominee for United States Senate and also
for mayor of this city. Because of his expert
knowledge of and sympathetic interest in
immigration problems, Secretary Dulles
named him last December as special assist-
ant for refugee and migration problems, pre=-
sumably on the theory that if anybody could
make sense out of the Refugee Relief Act of
1953 Mr. Corsi could. In appointing his “old
friend,” as he called him, Mr. Dulles noted
that for this job Mr. Corsi was the "“best
qualified man in the United States.”

But when Mr. Corsi came to Washington
he had two strikes against him. He had been
a vigorous and effective opponent of the
MeCarran-Walter Immigration and Natural=
ization Act of 1852. Furthermore, he was
serious about trying to make the 1953 law
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work—and he actually started to do some-
thing about it. There are people in Wash-
ington who do not want the Refugee Relief
Act to work. And Representative Walter, a
Pennsylvania Democrat, has apparently not
forgiven Mr. Corsi for what he sald about
the McCarran-Walter Act.

Mr. WarLTER suddenly accused Mr. Corsi of
having had Communist associations. Mr.
Corsl denied the charges. Preliminary se-
curity investigations give Mr. Corsi a clean
bill of health, as expected. Yet Mr. WALTER
persisted, and Mr. WaLTER is an important
figure in Congress. We are left to conclude
that rather than fight Mr. WaLTER and stand
up for his personal appointee Secretary of
State Dulles capitulated. It is not the first
time.

Even in capitulating the State Department
says that security is not the issue. Of course
it Isn't. The issue is a refusal to defend an
appointee who was especially called to Wash-
ington to do a certain job but who has the
administration rug jerked from under him
the minute he becomes the target of political
attack. Mr. Corsi has been offered some kind
of alternate job as a consolation prize.
Whether he accepts or refuses it we hope the
administration will learn that this is not the
way to win the respect of the American
people.

[From the Washington Post and Times
Herald of April 12, 1955]

Envckring UNDER

Edward Corsl’s refusal of a State Depart-
ment sinecure in place of the important post
of immigration consultant from which he
was ousted last week by Secretary Dulles
heightens the general respect in which he
1s held. He would have forfeited that respect
had he acquiesced in the Secretary's shabby
appeasement of Representative FraNCIs WAL~
TeR. To treat Mr. Corsi, who has served as
Commissioner of Immigration under Presi-
dent Hoover, as director of New York City's
Emergency Home Rellef Bureau under Mayor
LaGuardia, as New York State Industrial
Commissioner under Governor Dewey, as
though he were some hungry, hat-in-hand
jobseeker is as absurd and offensive as to
treat him as though he were a security risk.

Mr. Corsi came to Washington at the re-
quest of Mr. Dulles to straighten out the
emergency refugee program which has bzen
shamefully mishandled by the State Depart-
ment's Chief Security pooh-bah, Scott Me-
Leod: His experience and accomplishments
justified Mr. Dulles in characterizing him as
“the best man for the job.” Mr, Corsl had
long been on record as favoring a much more
liberal administration of the emergency re-
lief program and a drastic revision of the
McCarran-Walter Immigration Act. These
views naturally enough won him the hostil-
ity of Mr. McLeod and Representative WaL=-
TER. The latter, in accordance with a pat-
tern he has followed respecting all critics
of his immigration law, recklessly charged
Mr. Corsl with being a Communist fronter.

In ousting Mr. Corsi and knuckling under
to Mr. WALTER, Secretary Dulles has done
something more than sacrifice one of his sub-
ordinates—as he has done on so many oc-
casions in the past—to congressional pres-
sure and intemperance; he has also indi-
cated that he means to soft pedal efforts
to repair the bigotry of our immigration pro-
cedures. Mr. Corsi could not have allowed
himself to be a party to this without prosti-
tuting all that he has stood for throughout
his public life. Mr. Corsi's reputation re-
mains untarnished. But the administration
has contributed to another victory for xeno-
phobia.

.

[From the New York Post of April 11, 1955]

THE AFTERMATH TO A CLEAR CASE OF
POLITICAL MURDER
Secretary Dulles’ spineless surrender o the
political mobsters who went out to “get”
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Edward J. Corsi has created a storm that
will not quickly subside.

For one thing, Corsi’s ouster has unfor-
gettably dramatized the administration’s be-
trayal of its pledge to liberalize the United
States Immigration program. Corsi was the
man who took that pledge seriously; he
lasted less than 90 days.

No doubt President Eisenhower will assure
his next press conference that e still favors
revisions of the oppressive McCarran-Walter
law; that, indeed, no cause is closer to his
heart than that of abetting the rescue of
the dispossessed everywhere. The men who
dominate his administration always grant
Ike the luxury of voicing noble sentiments:
after the dirty business is done.

But the exiling of Corsl has pointed up
the scandalous injustice and inhumanity of
our refugee policy more vividly than any
speech or editorial ever composed on the
subject. In those terms the humiliation to
which this decent public servant has been
subjected may yet have a salutary aftermath.

In another sense, the Corsi episode under-
lines the steady moral disintegration of what
used to be called The Crusade.

Nothing in the whole story is quite as
revealing as Corsi's melancholy picture of
the way in which ranking Republicans
turned their backs on him the moment that
Representative WALTER, Democrat, of Penn-
sylvania, chairman of the House Un-Ameri-
can Activities Committee and embryo Mec-
Carthy of the Democratic Party, opened fire.
As Corsi told the Post Saturday:

“Herb Brownell, Sinclair Weeks, Secretary
Dulles—I've known them in the party all my
years as a Republican. But after WaLTER
made his unfounded charges nobody spoke
out, nobody was around. I've never felt so
much a stranger; I've never been so lone-
some in this town.”

Corsl is only the latest of a long list of
worthy men whom the administration has
deemed expendable in its cowardly record of
capitulation to the know-nothings. What
renders his case somewhat unique is his long
history of Republican association. He was
first appointed to a Government post by
Herbert Hoover. He served this State long
and well under Tom Dewey. He was his
party’s candidate for the Senate and the
mayoralty.

Yet, in the end, the pillars of republican-
ism acted as if they had never been formally
introduced to him. He had offended both
Beott McLeod, Joe McCarthy's ambassador
to the State Department, and Representa-
tive Walter, a congressional big shot. How
could Herbert Brownell or John Foster Dulles
dare be caught defending him against such
adversaries?

There is little glory for the Democrats in
the episode. It was a Democrat—WALTER—
who started this infamous attack.

House Leader RAYBURN has silently con-
doned WALTER's gutter tactics with the be-
nign cynicism that the Republican leader-
ship used to display toward McCarTHY.
Only Herbert Lehman, Senator Sparkman,
Representative Celler, and a handful of
other Democrats have risen to Corsi's de-
fense, just as Jack Javits and Representative
Frelinghuysen, Republican, of New Jersey,
have been almost alone among Republican
dignitaries in challenging the Corsi ouster.
But great multitudes of Americans who care
about the refugee program may make them-
selves heard before this argument is over.

Let no one pretend that this is a minor
skirmish or that Dulles has so many weight-
ier matters on his mind that he cannot be
severely called to account for his craven
crawl. Our Iintolerant, small-minded im-
migration policy is a worldwide issue.
‘Throughout Europe and Asia the Commu-
nists have shrewdly exploited the McCarran-
Walter law and.the restrictive McLeod opera-
tion as proof of America's inhumanity to
man. The Corsi dismissal will magnify the
damage tenfold.
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Republican essayists will offer all manner
of explanations for the President's role in
the seamy affair. They will assert that he
didn't know what was happening; that he
grieved when it happened; that he wishes it
hadn’t happened. What none of them can
explain is why he continually permits honor-
able men to be shot down for trying to carry
out what he professes to regard as his own
program.

ADLAI STEVENSON'S NEW CHINA
POLICY SPEECH

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President on the
evening of April 11, 1955, former Gov.
Adlai Stevenson made a highly impor-
tant and thoughtful speech on Far East-
ern affairs. I ask unanimous consent
that the speech be printed in the RECORD
at this point in my remarks.

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

TEXT OF ADLAI STEVENSON's NEw CHINA PoLICY
SPEECH

I have not spoken to my fellow countrymen
for more than 4 months., And I do so to-
night only because I have been deeply dis-
turbed by the recent course of events in the
Far East and because many of you have
asked for my views. I have walted until the
first excitement about the islands, Quemoy
and Matsu, has subsided and we can more
calmly examine our situation in the straits
of Formosa and in Asia. Emotion in mat-
ters of national security is no substitute for
intelligence, nor rigidity for prudence. To
act coolly, intelligently, and prudently in
perilous circumstances is the test of a man—
and also a nation.

Our common determination, Republicans
and Democrats alike, is to avoild atomic war
and achieve a just and lasting peace. We all
agree on that, I think, but not on the ways
and means to that end. And that's what I
want to talk about—war, and ways and
means to a peaceful solution in the present
crisis.

When war lashed at us out of the skies
over Pearl Harbor in 1941 we accepted that
grim challenge with the conviction that we
could at the end help forge a new world
of peace and freedom. And tonight on this
April evening, I remember that it was in
April just 10 years ago that the largest con-
ference in all diplomatic history met at San
Francisco to write the charter of the United
Nations—a charter of liberation for the peo-
ples of the earth from the scourge of war
and want.

The spirit of San Franclsco was one of
optimism and boundless hope. The long
night was lifting; Hitler's armies were on
the eve of collapse; the war lords of Japan
were tottering. Our hearts were high in
that bright blue dawn of a new day—just 10
years ago.

But tonight, despite the uneasy truces in
Eorea and Indochina, our country once
again confronts the iron face of war—war
that may be unlike anything that man has
seen since the creation of the world, for the
weapons man has created can destroy not
only his present but his future as well,
With the invention of the hydrogen bomb
the human race has crossed one of the great
watersheds of history, and mankind stands
in new territory, in uncharted lands,

The tragedy is that the possibility of war
just now seems to hinge upon Quemoy and
Matsu, small islands that lie almost as close
to the coast of China as Staten Island does
to New York. Why are we in this bleak sit-
uation? Why is all the world anxious?

Well, the implications of our country's
recent Formosa policy cannot be overstated.
But I shall not enlarge now on the injury
it has done us and the confusion it has
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wrought, not only among the uncommitted
nations of Asia, but among our allles in
Europe.

DIFFICULT DECISION

In brief, having first wunleashed Gen.
Chiang Eai-shek, presumably for attacks on
the mainland, it appears that after some
sober second thoughts President Eisenhower
is now trying to releash him and return to
the previous policy. Just a couple of months
ago when the Chinese Communists made
menacing gestures at other coastal islands
occupied by the Nationalists, our Govern-
ment had the disagreeable task of forcing
General Chiang to evacuate the Tachen
Islands which he had reinforced as a by-
product of our own policy of encouraging
the threat of invasion.

And today we find ourselves facing an-
other difficult decision over the defense of
the Quemoy and Matsu Islands, also pre-
sumably fortified by the Chinese Nation-
alists with our approval and assistance.
Having hinted at American intervention in
Indochina, and then done nothing; having
forced Chiang Kal-shek to evacuate the
Tachen Islands; we now face the bitter con-
sequences of our Government's Formosa
policy once again; either another damaging
and humiliating retreat, or else the hazard
of war, modern war, unleashed not by neces-
sity, not by strategic judgment, not by the
honor of allies or for the defense of fron-
tiers, but by a policy based more on political
difficulties here at home than the realitles
of our situation in Asia. If we should with-
draw under fire from the defense of these
islands we again act the ‘“paper tiger”; if
we join in their defense we are at war, per-
haps world war, without major allies and
with most of public opinion in Asia and
Europe against us.

Given these unhappy choices it appears
that President Eisenhower will decide what
to do if and when the attack comes, depend-
ing on whether in his judgment it is just an
attack on these islands or a prelude to an as-
sault on Formosa.

While our President has great military ex-
perience, perhaps it is not improper to ask
whether any man can read the mind of an
enemy within a few hours of such an attack
and determine whether, at some later date,
the enemy plans to go further and invade
Formosa. Is it wise to allow the dread ques-
tion of modern war to hinge upon such a
guess? Moreover, it would seem to me diffi-
cult for any leader to make a rational, cal-
culated decision under fire. In the explosion
of emotion it is easy to be swept Into war.

Now the President, as usual, is getting a lot
of advice these days, and I hope I'm not mak-
ing his hard task harder. Many of his most
influential associates—including the Repub-
lican leader in the Senate and the chairman
of the Republican policy committee—have
been insisting that the President pledge us
to the defense of these islands. They say
that another bluff and backdown, another
retreat in Asia, would add substance to what
the Chinese Communists say about the
United States belng a “paper tiger.”

Those who demand a pledge to go to war
say that having gone this far with Chiang
EKai-shek to let him down now when he is
reinforcing these islands and preparing an
all-out stand would deal a heavy blow to
the morale of his forces and endanger the
defenses of Formosa itself.

COUNTERARGUMENTS

Now there is undeniable merit to these
and other arguments, but I must say in all
candor that they seem to me overborne by
the counterarguments, and I have the great-
est misgivings about risking a third world
war in defense of these little islands in which
we would have neither the same legal jus-
tification nor the same support as in the
defense of Formosa. They are different from
Formosa. They have always belonged to
China. But Formosa belonged to Japan and
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was ceded by the Japanese peace treaty. We
have as much right to be there as anybody,
except perhaps the real Formosans.

But, of course, the President’s judgment
must be final. He asked for and got from
Congress the sole responsibility for making
this decision. As Senator LYNDON JOHNSON,
the Democratic majority leader, has sald:
“We are not going to take the responsibility
out of the hands of the constitutional leader
and try to arrogate it to ourselves.” So the
ultimate decision must rest with the consti-
tutional leader, the President, our Com-
mander in Chief. Yet in a democratic com-
munity he is entitled not only to the sup-
port, but also the informed judgment of his
fellow countrymen.

The President will have my prayers for his
wisdom and fortitude in making this critical
decision, if he must and when he must. I
only hope that inflammatory advice in his
party and his administration does not un-
balance his consideration of these critical
questions:

. Are the offshore islands essential to the
security of the United States?

Are they, indeed, even essential to the
defense of Formosa, which all Americans
have been agreed upon since President Tru-
man sent the Seventh Fleet there 5 years
ago?

Or is it, as the Secretary of Defense says,
that the loss of Quemoy and Matsu would
make no significant military difference?

Can they be defended without resort to
nuclear weapons?

If not, while I know we now have the
means to incinerate, to burn up, much of
living China, and quickly, are we prepared
to use such weapons to defend islands so
tenuously related to American securlty?

Finally, are we prepared to shock and
alienate not alone our traditional allies, but
most of the major non-Communist powers of
Asia by going to war over Quemoy and Matsu,
to which the United States has no color of
claim and which are of questionable value
to the defense of Formosa?

Are we, in short, prepared to face the
prospects of war in the morass of China,
possibly global war, standing almost alone
in a sullen or hostile world?

These are the questions that must be
answered, this time I hope with more con=-
cern for realities in Asla and for unity with
our allies than for fantasies in Formosa
and for placating implacable extremists in
America.

At this late date there may be no wholly
satisfactory way of resolving the dilemma
we have stumbled into over the onshore
islands. But if we learn something from
this experience, if we realize at last that we
have been pursuing a dead-end policy in
Asia, then perhaps we can turn our present
difficulties to good account and devise an
approach more in keeping with the realities
of Asia and of the hydrogen age.

And that causes me to say that the divi-
silon of our coalition over these offshore
islands, the weakening of the grand alliance
of free natlons pledged to stand together to
defend themselves, is in my judgment a
greater peril to enduring peace than the
islands themselves.

I know some politicians who tell us that
we don't need allies, Life would certainly
be much simpler if that were so, for our
friends can be highly irritating. But it is
not so. We need allies because we have
only 6 percent of the world's population.
We need them because the overseas air bases
essential to our own security are on their
territory. We need allies because they are
the source of indispensable strategic materi-
als. We need, above all, the moral strength
that support of the world community alone
can bring to our cause. Let us never under-
estimate the welght of moral Opinion. It
can be more penetrating than bullets, more
durable than steel. It was a great general,
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Napoleon, who wrote: “In war, moral con=
siderations are three-quarters of the battle.”
Should we be plunged into another great
war, the maintenance of our alliances and
the respect and good will of the uncommitted
nations of Asia will be far more important
to us than the possession of these off-
shore islands ever could be. Moreover, the
maintenance of a united front is of vital
importance to the defense of Formosa it-
self, since, in addition to the material and
military support our friends might contrib-
ute toward the defense of Formosa, their
moral support and the knowledge by the
Communist leaders that they would be fac-
ing a united free world, would be a much
more effective deterrent to an assault on
Formosa than is our present lonely and irres-
olute position on the offshore islands.

So it seems to me that to repair the broad
breach in our ranks should be our first
priority, for the supreme aim of the Peiping-
Moscow axis is to drive a wedge between
America and her friends and allies. To
divide and conquer is not yet obsolete strat-
egy.

How shall we mend the walls of our coali-
tion? And is there any hope of a peaceful
solution of the offshore island question?

I think so. Senator Georce, the chair-
man of the Foreign Relations Committee, has
recently pointed the way: “We nations of
the free world must understand each other
and reach a measure of unity before any
hopeful approach can be made to a reexam-
ination of * * * our far eastern problems.”

And Governor Harriman, of New York, long
familiar with the problems of maintaining a
coalition, warned us the other day that in
Asia: “The whole world is a party at in-
terest, and that it has been not only illogical
but deadly dangerous to arrogate to our-
selves the sole responsibility for decisions
which involve the future of many peoples.”

So I®would urge our Government to
promptly consult our friends; yes, and the
uncommitted states, too, and ask them all
to join with us in an open declaration con-
demning the use of force in the Formosa
Stralt, and agreeing to stand with us in the
defense of Formosa against any aggression,
pending some final settlement of its status—
by independence, neutralization, trusteeship,
plebiscite, or whatever is wisest.

Nor do I see any reason why we should not
invite Soviet Russia, which is united by
treaty with Red China, to declare its posi-
tion, to indicate whether it prefers the pos-
sibility of ultimate settlement by agreement
to an unpredictable, perhaps limitless con-
flict, started by an arrogant, foolhardy Com-
munist China, either by miscalculation or by
design.

With the assurance provided by such a
common position concurred in by the na-
tions whose weight and prestige are essential
to the ultimate success of any Formosan
policy, neither we nor General Chiang Kai-
shek should any longer need to rely upon a
militarily precarious position in these little
offshore islands to resist the aggressive am-
bitions of the Chinese Communists toward
Formosa.

With such an international declaration de-
nouncing the use of force; with such col-
lective support for the defense of Formosa;
with the addition thereby of moral solidarity
to military strength in Formosa, I should
think Quemoy and Matsu would have little
further importance to the Nationalists, let
alone to us.

Diplomacy prescribes no rigid formula for
accomplishing our objectives, and another
major avenue in the quest for a peaceful
solution in the Far East remains unexplored;
the United Nations. I should think that
the United States, together with friends and
allies in Europe and Asia, could submit a
resolution to the United Nations General
Assembly, calling upon the Assembly like-
wise to condemn any effort to alter the
present status of Formosa by force. And I
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think we could afford to go further and call
upon the United Nations Assembly to seek a
formula for the permanent future of For-
mosa, consistent with the wishes of its peo-
ple, with international law, and with world
security.

One of the weaknesses of our position is
that we have been making Formosa policy
as we thought best regardless of others.
But we can't expect other nations to always
support policies they disagree with. We can
persuade but we can't coerce. And one of
the advantages of joint action would be to
put Formosa policy on a much broader basls.
In the eyes of Asian nations we would thereby
achieve a consistent and morally ungues-
tionable position in providing for the pro-
tection of the Formosans according to the
principles and ideals of international law.

In the eyes of our European friends and
allies we would once more have asserted our
full belief in the value, indeed in the in-
dispensability, of maintaining the alliance
of the free world against the slave world.
And in the eyes of our Nationalist friends
on Formosa, surely the understanding and
support of the bulk of the non-Communist
world is a much stronger defense of Formosa
than these islands can possibly be.

But if the Chinese Communists refuse,
if they insist on force and reject any peace-
ful solution, then at least it would be clear
to everyone who the aggressors were. And,
clearly, if the Chinese are so bent on vio-
lence, so intoxicated by their successes, so
indifferent to the grisly realities of modern
war, then we have no alternative but to
meet force with force. But let us at least
meet it with our allies beside us and the
blame placed squarely where it belongs—not
on America's fantasies and inflexibility, but
on the unteachable and unguenchable ambi-
tion and the indifference to human life of
China’s Communist regime. 4

So to repairing the cracks in our walls and
recapturing lost confidence, I would attach
the first priority. And to profit from this
unhappy experience we might ask ourselves
how we ever got in this position, how the
prestige and honor of the great United
States, not to mention the peace of the world,
could be staked on some little islands within
the shadow of the China coast in which we
have no claim or interest.

The answer, of course, is that we have been
making Formosa policy lately not only on a
unilateral basis but more on considerations
of domestic political expediency than foreign
realities. Domestic politics should not en-
ter our foreign affairs, least of all factional
conflict between the two wings of the Presi-
dent’s party, but they have, and too often
our hot and cold vacillating behavior abroad
has reflected efforts to please both the views
that divide our Government and the Repub-
lican Party, especially on far-eastern policy.

While I do not belittle some recent achieve-
ments in the foreign field, too much of our
forelgn policy of late has disclosed a yawning
gap between what we say and what we do—
between our words and deeds.

For example, you remember that as the
Communist pressure rose in Indochina, just
a year ago, so did our warlike, menacing
words. The Vice President of the United
States even talked of sending American sol-
diers to fight on the mainland of Asia, But
what happened? Nothing,

Likewise all the bold, brave talk about
liberation of the peoples behind the Iron
Curtain has long since evaporated, with the
loss of half of Vietnam and of our prestige
and influence.

So also we hear no more of last year's dire
threats of instantaneous and massive atomic
retaliation. Instead, the President has
spoken lately of pinpoint retaliation with
tactical weapons. I fear, however, that the
psychological effect of the use of atomic
weapons, large or small, will be unfortunate.

But there has been plenty of massive ver-
bal retaliation, and the administration’s pol-
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icy of extravagant words has alarmed our
friends a good deal more than it has deterred
the aggressors. For our allies assumed that
the great United States meant what it said,
and it seems to me that when you compare
what we have said with what we have done
during the past 2 years it is little wonder
that Secretary of State Dulles is fearful lest
the Chinese Communists really do think
that the United States is a “paper tiger.”

Now let me be clear. I am not criticizing
the administration for abandoning these ex-
travagant positions; I am criticizing it for
taking such positions, for making threats
which it is not prepared to back up, for bluff-
ing and undermining faith in the United
States.

Another example of these winged words,
as we have seen, was President Eisenhower’s
dramatic announcement 2 years ago that he
was unleashing Chiang Kai-shek, taking the
wraps off him, presumably for an attack on
the mainland to reconquer China. We need
not speculate on the Presldent's reasons for
thus serving notice on Communist China
and the whole world that Formosa was now
free to resume the civil war. However, it was
apparent to everyone else, if not to us, that
such an invasion across 100 miles of water
by a small, overage, underequipped army
against perhaps the largest army and the
largest nation on earth could not possibly
succeed without all-out support from the
United States.

Since it seemed Incredible to sober,
thoughtful people that the Government of
the United States could be bluffing on such
a matter, the President’s unleashing policy
has caused widespread anxliety that we
planned to support a major war with China
which might involve the Soviet Union.
Hence we find ourselves where we are to-
day—on Quemoy and Matsu—alone.

What, then, are the lessons to be drawn
from the past 2 years?

In the first place, I think we should aban-
don, once and for all, the policy of wishful
thinking and wishful talking, the policy of
big words and little deeds.

We must renounce go-it-aloneism.

‘We shall have to face the fact that General
Chiang's army cannot invade the mainland
unless we are prepared to accept enormous
burdens and risk—alone.

The world will respect us for recognizing
mistakes and correcting them. But if our
present posture in the offshore islands, for
example, is a wrong one, who will respect us
for stubbornly persisting in it? Our friends
have made it clear that so long as fantasy,
rigidity and domestic politics seeny to stand
in the way of peaceful Formosa settlement,
they will not support us if, in spite of our
endeavors, a conflict should break out. If
we cease to deceive ourselves over the hard
realities of power in the Formosa situation
we shall have taken the first step toward our
first essential—the restoration of unity of
purpose and action between ourselves and
our allies in the free world.

So, finally, let us face the fact that keep-
ing friends these days calls for more states-
manship than challenging enemies, and the
cause of world peace transcends any domes-
tie political considerations.

But, preoccupied as we all are with the
immediate problems of these islands, we
must try to keep things in perspective some-
how and not lose sight of our main objec-
tives. For beyond Quemoy and Matsu, and
even Formosa, lie the urgent and larger prob-
lems of Asia—the growing attraction of enor-
mous, reawakened China, the struggle of the
underdeveloped countries to improve their
condition and keep their independence and
the grave misgivings about America.

If for today the best hope for the world
is a kind of atomic balance, the decisive
battle in the struggle against aggression may
be fought not on battlefields but in the minds
of men, and the area of decislon may well
be out there among the uncommitted peo-
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ples of Asla and Africa who look and listen
and who must, in the main, judge us by
what we say and do.

It is not only over the offshore islands
crisis that we need a new sense of direction
and to mend our fences. Too often of late
we have turned to the world a face of ob-
durate military power. Too often the sound
they hear from Washington is the call to
arms, the rattling of the saber. Too often
our constructive, helpful economic programs
have been obscured, our good done by stealth.
Thus have we Americans, the most peaceful
and generous people on earth, been made to
appear hard, belligerent and careless of those
very qualities of humanity, which, in fact,
we value most. The picture of America—
the kindly, generous, deeply pacific people
who are really America—has been clouded in
the world, to the comfort of the aggressors
and the dismay of our friends.

As best we can, let us correct this dis-
torted impression, for we will win no hearts
and minds in the new Asia by uttering
louder threats and brandishing bigger
swords. The fact is that we have not created
excess military strength. The fact is that
compared to freedom’s enemies we have
created if anything too little; the trouble is
that we have tried to cover our deficiencies
with bold words and have thus obscured our
peaceful purposes and our ultimate reliance
on guiet firmness rather than bluster and
vacillation, on wisdom rather than warnings,
on forbearance rather than dictation.

We will be welcome to the sensitive people
of Asia, not as soldiers, but as engineers and
doctors and agricultural experts, coming to
build, to help, to heal. Point four was an
idea far more stirring, far more powerful,
than all the slogans about “liberation” and
“retaliation” and *“unleashing™ rolled to-
gether. Let us present once more the true
face of America—warm and modest and
friendly, dedicated to the welfare of all man-
kind, and demanding nothing except a
chance for all to live and let live, to grow
and govern as they wish free from interfer-
ence, free from intimidation, free from fear.

Let this be the American mission in the
hydrogen age. Let us stop slandering our-
selves and appear before the world once
agaln—as we really are—as friends, not as
masters; as apostles of principle, not of
power; in humility, not arrogance; as cham-
pions of peace, not as harbingers of war. For
our strength lies, not alone in our proving
grounds and our stockpiles, but in our ideals,
our goals, and their universal appeal to men
of all faiths struggling to breathe free.

Mr. MORSE subsequently said:

Mr, President, I understand that the
Senator from New York [Mr. LEEMAN]
has already submitted for the REecorp
the text of Adlai Stevenson’s great
statesmanship speech of the other eve-
ning. Therefore, I shall now ask unan-
imous consent to have inserted in the
REcoRrD a press release I issued regarding
that speech; and I also ask unanimous
consent to have inserted at the same
point in the REcorp an editorial from
the Washington Post and Times Herald
of this morning, commenting on Mr.
Stevenson’s speech.

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

Aprmr, 12, 1955.—Senator WaynNE MORSE,
Democrat of Oregon, issued the following
statement today on Adlal Stevenson’s
speech on the administration’s foreign policy
in Asia,

“Adlal Stevenson’s speech was a great
speech by a great statesman. It was true to

the historic ideals of American foreign pol-
icy. In essence it urged the Elsenhower ad-
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ministration to return to a foreign policy
within the framework of international law
by pointing out that the United States has
no legal right to defend Quemoy and the
Matsus, and by recommmending that we call
upon the United Nations to intercede in the
interest of maintaining peace in the Pacific
and averting, if possible, a third world war.

“Stevenson reinforced the case which Sen-
ator LEHMAN and I have made against the
administration’s foreign policy in respect to
the coastal islands from the day that we
opposed and voted against the resolution
authorizing the President to act outside the
framework of international law.

“Stevenson’'s recommendation that we try
to get together with our allies at once for
joint action in defense of Formosa, and that
we substitute moral principles and economic
assistance in Asia for threats of military ac-
tion points the way to the high road toward
peace in contrast with the administration’s
low road toward war.”

[From the Washington Post and Times
Herald of April 13, 1955]

MR. STEVENSON'S SPEECH

Mr. Stevenson made a very fine speech on
Monday on the great issues at stake in the
Formosa Straits. But he ought to have
made it 2 months ago. At that time the
President submitted to Congress a joint
resolution on the straits (following the
mutual defense treaty with Chiang Kai-shek)
which complicated the situation that Mr.
Stevenson now seeks to clarify and resolve.
But in February, along with most of the
Democrats in Congress, the titular head of
the party stayed silent. It was left to half
a dozen Senators, led by Senator Morsg, to
raise the questions about both the resolu-
tion and the treaty which are now agitating
the entire country.

Last February these questions were also
agitating our allies in the Western World.
It is plain that, as Mr. Stevenson says, we
should be left to fight alone if we sought
to keep Quemoy and Matsu from falling into
Chinese Communist hands. For thls among
other reasons the Democratic leader implies
that he thinks we should not support Chiang
Eai-shek there. Whether the President
agrees with him is still a debatable ques-
tion. 'That was one purpose of the joint
resolution—to keep our purposes vague in
the hope that the ambiguity would facilitate
a cease-fire in the stralts. More and more
observers feel, however, that the Pekingites
will not be so intimidated. If they should
attack the islands and fall because of our
intervention, they would probably succeed in
isolating the United States, In Asla and pos-
sibly in Europe.

The case of Formosa is altogether a dif-
ferent propositon., Mr. Stevenson would
invite the world to cooperate in the defense
of Formosa pending a final determination
of its status. Here is a very attractive sug-
gestion. Whether or not it is practicable,
however, is a large question. The United
States will not let Formosa slip out of its
control so long as an aggressive Communist
regime in China is threatening free peoples
on the continent of Asia and in Japan. If
an agreement for international defense of
Formosa could be worked out on the basis
of this understanding, it would be a great
contribution to the cause of peace.

In part, the present situation has resulted
from the efforts of the administration to
run with the hare and hunt with the hounds.
The White House clearly wants a peaceful
solution. It thought it was working toward
it—toward a way out of what Mr. Steven-
son calls the dead-end policy on Asia—
when it appealed to Congress last February.
But far more action is needed on the posi-
tive side. It may be that nothing will divert
Red China from following her announced
course of trying to take Formosa as well as
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the offshore islands. However, Mr. Steven=
son's statesmanlike speech has the merit
of making clear that there is time to try
again through diplomatic means to avoid a
military showdown.

REPORT OF HOOVER COMMISSION
ON MILITARY TRANSPORTATION
COSTS

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
have read with interest the stories in the
newspapers concerning the Hoover
Commission report on the subject of
military transportation costs. I have
noticed with particular interest that the
Commission states that military trans-
portation facilities are competing exten-
sively with private shipping and the air-
lines.

Among other things the news stories
report that the Commission singles out
for attention the so-called waste involved
in the hauling of “hitchhikers” in air-
craft of the Armed Services. The news
story quoted the Commission as stating
that more than 4,800,000 passengers were
carried as “hitchhikers, or on a leave
status.”

Mr. President, I yield to no one in de-
siring to eliminate waste, and to improve
efficiency within the military services,
and also to bring about a corresponding
improvement in our economic structure.
However, I am equally opposed to broad
and sweeping generalizations which, if
effective, would reduce the fringe bene-
fits available to our military personnel.
One of the most important factors in
the maintenance of morale within the
military service is the privilege of taking
leave by its personnel. Due to the far
flung locations of our military forces,
such leave, if to be enjoyed frequently,
requires transportation beyond the fi-
nancial ability of most military per-
sonnel.

I personally feel that the question of
permitting “hitchhiking,” as referred to,
if analyzed would be found to involve
little or no cost to the Government.
Such transportation is normally pro-
vided on a basis of space available on
flights scheduled for other purposes.

It may be true that in some cases the
individuals would have flown commer-
cially if free military transportation were
not available. It is much more likely
they would not be able to get home in
many more instances if military trans-
portation were not available, because of
the cost involved.

I sincerely trust that in implementing
the generally excellent work of the
Hoover Commission, the point of the
continuing need to encourage our mili-
tary personnel to remain as our active
and reserve forces will be considered. I
believe much good is accomplished at a
small comparative cost by permitting
service personnel to ride military planes
when extra space is available.

Mr. MORSE subsequently said:

Mr. President, I desire to associate my-
self with the comments made by the
Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
THURMOND] regarding the taking away
of so-called fringe benefits from military
personnel, in respect to making avail-
able to them accommodations when they
wish to go home and when facilities are
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available on air transports to take them
home.

When I was a member of the Armed
Services Committee I served on a sub=-
committee dealing with the problems of
military personnel. In my judgment,
one of the greatest losses of military
morale in recent years has come as a re-
sult of a very picayunish and parsimoni-
ous tightening up on the so-called fringe
benefits available to military personnel.
Great savings can be made in the mili-
tary, but I believe it is false economy to
make such savings by denying to
military personnel an opportunity to
have a free plane ride home, shall
I say, when a plane is going to the
vicinity of their home, anyway. There
is nothing more disheartening. We sub-
sidize the commercial airlines sufficient-
ly, without insisting upon an indirect
form of subsidy by means of requiring
that when military personnel wish to go
home for a visit—and all of us know they
have little free money in their pock-
ets—they must purchase commercial
airline tickets, even though a military
plane is going to the same vicinity at the
same time.

There are other fringe benefits we are
also taking away from military person-
nel that are very costly to military per-
sonnel morale. I refer, for instance, to
the cutting down on commissary privi-
leges. In my opinion, that has been very
costly to morale, and I hope those com-
missary privileges will be restored at an
early date.

THE WOMEN'S MEDICAL SPECIALIST
CORPS

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Mr. Presi-
dent, 8 years have been written into the
history of the Army Medical Service
since the Women’s Medical Specialist
Corps was established by Public Law 36,
80th Congress, on April 16, 1947.

As the eighth anniversary of the corps
is at hand, the dietitians, physical ther-
apists, and occupational therapists
making up its personnel find themselves
integrated completely into the ranks of
those responsible for the Army’s health.

While achieving this integration, the
three sections of the corps have func-
tioned as a single unit, although each
remained highly individual within its
own specialty. They have unified their
educational approach for the procure-
ment of needed personnel, and they have
consolidated their long-range functional
objectives into a harmonious working
pattern.

The Women's Medical Specialist Corps,
an all-officer organization, currently has
on active duty 210 dietitians, 200 physi-
cal therapists, and 135 occupational
therapists, There is an immediate need
for entrance on active duty of graduate
dietitians and occupational therapists
who have had 1 or more years of expe-
rience in their professional specialties.

It is a matter of deep pride to the
corps that 13 percent of its total
strength is on duty overseas, caring for
hospitalized American soldiers in Eu-
rope, the Far East, the Caribbean, and
Pacific areas.

Assigned principally to Army hospitals,
the Women's Medical Specialist Corps
officers perform the duties of their indi-
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vidual professions. The dietitians, in
charge of food service in Army hospitals,
direct the activities of their division.
This includes planning diets for patients’
individual needs, whether on a regular or
therapeutic diet; instruction of patients
in correct dietary habits; and performing
the administrative duties in personnel
and budgetary management which are
inherent to a food service operation.

Physical therapists and occupational
therapists apply the skills and techniques
of their professions, under medical pre-
scription, to the treatment of all types of
patients.

The physical therapist uses exercise
and massage and the physical agents
such as electricity, heat, light, and water
in a program of treatment designed to
restore maximum usefulness of nerves
and muscles.

Through varied creative and manual
arts, the occupational therapist teaches
and directs the patient in activities pre-
scribed for his physical or mental illness.
Both physical and occupational thera-
pists work to hasten the patient’s return
to normal living through the use of their
own specific media.

The corps is also participating in re-
search, procurement of personnel, full-
time teaching in professional specialties,
and other special duty details. Dieti-
tians are engaged in Army Medical Serv-
ice research, connected with the nutri-
tional content of the troop ration and
the use of irradiated foods, the metabolic
response to burns, and a study of human
dietary needs in metabolic disorders.

Physical therapists have worked in
Eorea with the medical-assistance pro-
gram, instrueting ROK personnel in the
principles and application of physical
therapy. Occupational therapists have
contributed to the designs of new equip-
ment adapted to the needs of disabled
persons.

Procurement activities for WMSC of-
ficers stationed in the Army area head-
quarters reflect the highest type of
liaison efforts. In their contacts with
the colleges and universities graduating
the young women eligible to enter the
corps, they have widened the horizons of
career opportunities afforded these
graduates. In their many appearances
before civic organizations, women’s
groups, and vocational guidance con-
ferences, they have interpreted the medi-
cal specialties of the corps from the level
of actual experience.

Each section of the Women’s Medical
Specialist Corps has its own educational
program. The courses are open to se-
lected college graduates who wish to
qualify in one of the corps’ three special-
ties. Young women accepted for these
courses of instruction are commissioned
in the WMSC with a service requirement
of 2 years, which includes the training
period. Professionally accredited
courses in hospital dietetics, physical
therapy, and occupational therapy clini-
cal affiliation are offered annually.

Despite the comparative youth of the
WMSC as a component of the Army
Medical Service, the corps retired 8 of-
ficers during the past 12-month period
after 20 years service. These officers
served with the Army as civilians in the
earlier part of their careers and were
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recipients of AUS commissions early in
World War II. The founding of the
corps in 1947 was the culmination of
many years of pioneering effort on the
part of dietitians, physical therapists,
and occupational therapists working
with the Army. Their record of service
dates back to the Spanish-American
War, and is a shining example of dedica-
tion to the best interests of humanity
and the Nation.

Mr. MORSE. Mr, President, while the
senior Senator from Maine is on the
floor, I should like to have her attention
for just a moment to say that I am very
pleased that the junior Senator from
Maine [Mr. PaAYyNE] inserted in the Rec-
ORD today a report by the senior Senator
from Maine with respect to the trip
she recently took to a good many
parts of the world. I happen to be one
who believes that the senior Senator
from Maine [Mrs. Smita] performed a
great public service in making that trip.
I think it was one of the finest examples
of good American public relations in the
last several years: and I am sure that all
Members of the Senate will read with
great interest the observations contained
in the report. I wish that my friend,
the Senator from Maine, would go be-
yond the report, however, and some day
would call together a group of us for a
briefing on her observations, because I
believe that all Members of the Senate
would be delighted to sit down with her
and have her give them the benefit of
her observations and findings, as a re-
sult of that trip.

Having made this comment, I also
wish to say that in my judgment she is
not deserving of a single one of the ir-
responsible criticisms regarding her trip
that we have heard from some preju-
diced minds.

Mr. ATKEN. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Oregon yield to me?

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
SPARKMAN in the chair). Does the Sena-
tor from Oregon yield to the Senator
from Vermont?

Mr. MORSE. I yield.

Mr, ATKEN. I wish to say to the Sen-
ator from Oregon that I very much en-
joyed and appreciated what he has said
about the remarks made by the senior
Senator from Maine [Mrs. SmiTH].

I wonder whether the Senator from
Oregon is aware that only the great
modesty of the Senator from Maine pre-
vented her from mentioning the fact
that, as a Member of the House of Rep-
resentatives, she introduced a measure
which resulted in the formation of the
Women's Specialist Corps. We should
give credit not only to the corps itself,
but also to the senior Senator from
Maine, who was responsible for initiat-
ing that great work.

Mr. MORSE. I was not aware of that
fact; but I am not at all surprised to
receive the information, because I would
expect her to do such a thing.

Mr. ATEKEN. I was sure that if the
Senator from Oregon had been aware of
it, he would have given the Senator from
Maine full credit for the contribution
she made.

Mr. MORSE, I certainly would, and
I thank the Senator from Vermont for
supplementing my remarks,
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THE STATUS OF CIVIL DEFENSE

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, gen-
uinely alarmed as I am as to the im-
provident status of civil defense in this
country, I ask unanimous consent to
have printed in the body of the REcorp
a letter which I addressed to President
Eisenhower on March 16, 1955.

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

MarcH 16, 1955.
THE PRESIDENT,
The White House,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. PrEsmENT: “Civil Defense 1is
dying.” This is the report that I have re-
ceived for the past several months from per-
sons vitally concerned with the problem of
civil defense. With great anxiety, I must
state that my Individual studies clearly re-
affirms this conclusion and that unless some
decisive action is taken at once, the alterna-
tive may be a fate for many millions of
Americans far too horrible to contemplate,

“There is no absolute defense against the
hydrogen bomb * * * [before its conse-
quences] imagination stands appalled.” So
sald Sir Winston Churchill recently in the
British House of Commons. It is undeniably
true that men’s minds have not yet learned
to assimilate the ultimate effect such
weapons could have upon civilization. Civil
defense need not remain a great engima.
Adequate precautions which could greatly
minimize casualties in case of an attack,
atomic or otherwise, are firmly within our
capabilities if sought with great endeavor
and realistic dispatch.

The American people deserve and expect
such a program—the most effective, efficlent
civil-defense program possible of attainment
and they are entitled to such safeguards
today. Unfortunately, not only is a com=-
prehensive civil-defense program nonexist-
ent, but what is more alarming, the Federal
Civil Defense Administration as it is pres-
ently situated is manifestly incapable of
effectual operation. Last July when plans
to move the headquarters of this vital agency
to Battle Creek, Mich., were first announced,
I wrote you, outlining in detail what I re-
garded as persuasive reasons as to why this
transfer should not take place. BSubse-
quently, the Senate of the United States by
a large majority voted against the move to
Battle Creek.

My efforts and the vote of the Senate were
unavailing and ostensibly, for reasons of
economy, the Federal Civil Defense Admin-
istration proceeded with plans for moving
to the Midwest—an act which unquestion-
ably robbed this agency of the ability to
perform the functions assigned to it.

Removed from the operations of this com-
plex agency, as we in Washington are, any
evaluation of its work would be extremely
dificult and a task I would not attempt to
undertake. However, there are collateral
means available with which to judge these
operations at Battle Creek. As one most con-
vincing example, consider the fact that the
work of the Civil Defense Administration is
essentially llalson 'n nature. Twenty-six
agencies and departments of the Govern-
ment, all located in Washington, actually
perform the investigations, studies, and
other basic responsibilities on instructions
from Battle Creek.

Yet, connecting Battle Creek with Wash-
ington are only seven telephone lines. As
incredible as it might seem, these seven lines
must afford adequate communications for
several hundred civil-defense employees with
associated Government personnel in Wash-
ington. Can there be any question as to
the inadequacy of these telephone com-
munications?
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When civil defense was located in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, it used 25 telephone lines.
Comparable telephone communications be-
tween Washington and Battle Creek would
cost approximately $500,000 per year. This
one cost factor would appear to make reten-
tion of the headquarters at Battle Creek eco-
nomically impossible. What is more, even if
these additional telephone facilities were ob-
tained at such an immense cost for the per-
formance of routine, unclassified laison,
proper administration could still not be
maintained from Battle Creek because a large
segment of the work performed by civil de-
fense is classified and cannot be discussed
over the telephone.

Gov, Val Peterson, FCDA Administra-
tor, in testimony before the Senate Armed
Bervices Committee on March 4th virtually
admitted that at the present time the
Battle Creek experiment was not satisfactory
and that another year would be needed to
appraise properly the ultimate merit of mov-
ing the headquarters to that midwestern
location. Does our Nation have a year to
waste? Can we afford a lingering 12-month’s
period in which to determine that this ex-
periment is unfeasible?

Immediate steps, in my considered judg-
ment, must be taken to locate these head-
quarters somewhere in the vicinity of the
Nation’s Capital so that the mandate of the
Congress and the American people will be
capably fulfilled. The administrative ma-
chinery essential to an adequate civil de-
fense program must be reorlented and re-
generated. The Civil Defense Administra-
tion. must be returned from exile and given
a chance to live and to perform its prescribed
functions.

Civil defense is infinitely important to the
future of our Nation. The Government
agency entrusted with the primary respon-
sibility of providing our Nation with a civil
defense program should not be permitted to
die a premature death. I believe that the
conclusions stated in my letter of July 22,
1954 are now self-evident and that a new,
more practical location for this vital agency
should be selected immediately—Maryland,
as before, is prepared to provide that location.
Meanwhile, priceless time is being lost.

Sincerely yours,
JOHN MARSHALL BUTLER,
United States Senator.

Mr. BUTLER. Also, Mr. President,
in connection with the same critical sit-
uation, I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp at this point as
a part of my remarks an editorial en-
titled “Bring It Back Home,” which ap-
peared in the March 27, 1955, issue of
the Washington Sunday Star.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the REec-
ORD, as follows:

EBring IT Back Home

Because the original move was illogical,
there is a lot of merit in Senator BuTLER'S
request to President Eisenhower that the
Civil Defense Administration be brought
back to the Washington area from Battle
Creek, Mich. It was illogical to single out
Civil Defense for such a drastic dispersal
move, while leaving in this target area such
sensitive agencies as the Defense Depart-
ment, the Atomic Energy Commission, and
the Central Intelligence Agency. Even more
illogical is the splitting up of CDA, with
the Administrator and his staff of about 25
assistants staying in Washington and the
remainder of the personnel working at Battle
Creek. The extra time and expense involved
in operating such & divided organization
must be enormous. And the quarters at
Battle Creep are apt to be needed by the
Army in an atomic or other emergency, for
they are former military hospital facilities
still owned by the Government.
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The return of CDA to Washington or its
suburbs would contribute to the agency’s
efficiency. Certainly if the CIA feels that
it is safe to remain in Washington metro-
politan area, as Is indicated by its plans for
a new building near Langley, Va., the CDA
ought to feel equally secure here.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, to fur-
ther illustrate the confused reaction to
this situation, particularly at the com-
munity level, I ask unanimous consent
to have printed in the body of the Rec-
orp at this point an editorial from the
zs\pril 8, 1955, edition of the Baltimore

umn.

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

Crvi. DEFENSE: STILL A MUDDLE AT THE
FEDERAL LEVEL

The General Assembly had before it, in its
recent session, two bills dealing with civil de-
fense. One would have empowered the civil-
defense authorities to purchase or otherwise
“lawfully acquire” such supplies and prop-
erties as might be needed in the event of an
acute emergency, which means an atomic at-
tack. The second bill was much more
modest, It would have blanketed into the
Industrial accident system the wvolunteer
workers for civil defense. The cost might
have been as much as $20,000 a year. Any-
way, both bills were turned down.

Maybe that is not important in itself. But
it does show that, despite efforts at the Fed-
eral, State and even municipal level, civil de-
fense has not yet come to be regarded as a
matter of urgency. In this State, the organ-
ization has probably gone as far as in any.
Some thousands of Marylanders devote time
every week to spotting planes, manning emer-
gency stations of all sorts, learning rescue
and fire-fighting techniques and so on. Pub-
lic services, utilities and similar corporate
organizations have their own plans for the
emergency; there are stockpiles ef supplies,
chiefly medical; everyone knows about the
siren and other warning systems here in the
city; large buildings have their approved
shelters. In short, on the organizational
level, thanks to the efforts of Mr. Sherley
Ewing, State director, and Col. Frank
Milani, who heads the Baltimore organiza-
tion, much has been accomplished.

But interest lags, so far as most of us are
concerned. Maybe the biggest factor is the
feeling of hopelessness in the face of the
terrific power of the bomb, a feeling greatly
intensified by the recent stories of the subse-
quent dangers arising from ‘“fall-out.” But
there has been confusion, too, at the highest
levels. Told that cities must be evacuated
in the event of attack, or even before it if
possible, the local authorities duly marked
“Civil Defense Highways.” Were they to be
used. or avoided if attack came? That was
never made clear. Then the word was given
that if the population were to abandon the
scene of attack, it should be on foot, so as
to avoid highway congestion, The question
of “on foot to where?” was never precisely
answered. But still later we were told that
evacuation was impossible and the thing to
do was to prepare shelters in the house, stock
them with food and water in advance and
stay there until ordered out.

Confronted with such shifting and even
impossible suggestions, is it any wonder most
of us have done little or nothing? 1Is it any
wonder that in Washington some Senators
are now saying the whole Federal civil-de-
fense system is useless and that the prob-
lem ought to be turned over to the military?
Is it any wonder, indeed, that representative
citizens, such as those who make up the
General Assembly of Maryland, become
bored with the whole subject and refuse to
take action on even the simple proposals
laid before them?
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RESIGNATION OF FEDERAL JUDGE
JOHN CLARK KNOX

Mr. MARTIN of Pennsylvania. Mr,
President, yesterday, on the 37th anni-
versary of his appointment to the Fed-
eral bench, Judge John Clark Knox sub-
mitted to President Eisenhower his resig-
nation as senior judge of the southern
district of New York.

I call this to the attention of my col_-
leagues because Judge Knox began his
long and honorable career in Greene
County, Pa., where he was born.

Judge Knox was a member of a fine
old pioneer family of western Pennsyl-
vania. We in the Keystone State are
proud of his distinguished attainments
and his outstanding record of service to
the Nation.

Judge Knox graduated from Waynes-
burg College, my alma mater, and at-
tended the Law School of the University
of Pennsylvania. He was admitted to
the bar of Greene County, Pa., in 1906.
As a young man he served as a justice of
the peace, and from the very beginning
he displayed the fine qualities and great
ability which won for him the highest
respect of the legal profession and his
fellow citizens.

He was a careful and painstaking
student of the law, kindly and consid-
erate, with a keen desire to work for the
best interest of all concerned.

He became an assistant United States
attorney in New York in 1913. During
the First World War, as a special assist-
ant to the Attorney General, he success-
fully prosecuted many sabotage and es-
pionage cases.

President Wilson appointed him to the
Federal district court in 1918. During
his career'on the bench he presided over
many trials of outstanding national im-
portance, including that of Harry M.
Daugherty, former Attorney General of
the United States, and the cases growing
out of the collapse of the Samuel Insull
utility empire.

In these and many other cases, which
attracted wide attention, he earned high
praise for this ability, courage, and great
understanding of the law.

Judge Knox is a man of deep learning
and the highest integrity.

He has made a great contribution to
the welfare of the United States.

DEVELOPMENT OF HELLS CANYON

Mr. NEUBERGER. Mr. President, I
have just returned from hearings held
last week in the Pacific Northwest by the
Senate Interior and Insular Affairs
Committee on the development of the
finest undeveloped power site in North
America, Hells Canyon on the Snake
River, bordered by the States of Oregon
and Idaho.

The issues involved in the full develop-
ment of Hells Canyon as proposed by
Senate bill 1333 are of crucial import-
ance to the people of the Pacific North-
west.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the body of the REcorp an in-
formative debate between the distin=-
guished senior Senator from Idaho [Mr.
DworsHAK] and myself, sponsored by the
North American Newspaper -Alliance,
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which ‘was published in the Portland
Oregonian April 9, 1955.

There being no objection, the debate
and an article entitled “The Great De-
bate,” written by EKeith Hansen and pub-
lished in the Portland Oregonian of April
3, 1955, were ordered to be printed in the
REcorp, as follows:

THE GREAT DEBATE—HELLS CANYON HEARINGS
NEAR
(By Eeith Hansen)

Additional argument in the case of Hells
Canyon Dam, a subject responsible for mil-
lions upon millions of written and spoken
words in the past few years, is scheduled
this week in Oregon, Washington, and Idaho.

The new action is occasioned by a series
of field hearings by the United States Senate
Interior and Insular Committee scheduled in
Boise, Idaho, Monday morning; Lewiston,
Idaho, Monday afternoon; Pasco, Wash.,
Tuesday, and Portland, Wednesday.

The hearings will be the first on Senate
bill 1333, which would authorize Federal con-
struction of Hells Canyon Dam on the Snake
River.

FPC RULE AWAITED

Idaho Power currently is awalting a de-
cision by a Federal Power Commission ex-
aminer on its application to build 3 dams
in Hells Canyon. The examiner’s decision is
expected this month or next, and is expected
to be favorable to the private utility, since
the FPC's legal staff last November recom-
mended licensing of the 3 dams. Any de-
cision by the examiner, however, probably
will be appealed to the Commission by one
side or the other,

The issue of the Hells Canyon Dam is a
critical one in present-day politics, because
it represents a clear-cut battlefield for
private power versus public power.

There is no “partnership" side road here.
Private power and its friends want Idaho
Power to build the 3 dams—at Hells Canyon,
upstream at Ox Bow and further upstream at
Brownlee,

BIG DAM PUSHED

Public power advocates, with strong Demo-
cratic. Party backing, want Idaho Power Co.'s
bid denied and are pushing for Federal con-
struction of a single high dam at a site
located very close to the site of Idaho Power’s
proposed Hells Canyon Dam.

The power company says it can build for
$133 million 8 dams which will generate
about 780,000 kilowatts of firm power.
Height of the dams—meaning the head of
water from the pool behind the dams to the
tailrace below—would be 117 feet at Ox Bow,
208 feet at Hells Canyon, and 277 feet at
Brownlee.

The new Senate bill would authorize Fed-
eral construction of a single high dam at a
cost of $473 million, including $357 million
for the dam, $68 million for power trans-
mission facilities, and $48 milllon for 2
smaller dams and powerhouses on the north
fork of the Payette River in Idaho.

Such a Federal dam would be 602 feet high.
By comparison, McNary Dam's head is 92
feet.

BILL FAILS TO WIN

Federal Hells Canyon legislation was in-
troduced in both the 82d and 83d Congresses,
but never was authorized. In 1850 the dam
was included in a reclamation package which
President Truman asked Congress to author-
ize. Congress, however, approved only the
public works part of the package, after a
floor debate was won by those who con-
tended reclamation and public works proj-
ects should be considered separately.

Chief among the Senate's warriors for a
Federal dam are the Senators from Oregon
and Washington, Monsg, NEUBERGER, WARREN
MacNUsoN, and HENRY Jackson. Senator
HerMAN WELKER, of Idaho, is bluntly op-
posed, and Senator HENRY DWORSHAE ques-
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tions whether the dam would be economic
without taking needed Idaho Irrigation
waters. The Idaho Senators are Republicans.

United States Representatives of the three
States are about equally divided.

While the Truman administration plumped
for Federal construction of a Hells Canyon
Dam and entered the Interior Department
as an Intervenor against Idaho Power Co.,
the Eisenhower administration took a dif-
ferent tack. Secretary of the Interior Doug-
las McKay ordered the Interior Department
withdrawn as intervenor. He is quoted as
saying personally he hopes Idaho Power Co.
gets its applications. He has stated cate-
gorically that he is taking no official stand
but he doubts that Congress will appropriate
money for the project.

ANDERSON TO PRESIDE

Senator CLiNToN ANDERsON, Democrat, of
New Mexico, and ex-Secretary of Agriculture,
will preside at this week's hearings as chair-
man of the Interlor Committee's Subcom=
mittee on Reclamation and Irrigation.

He has sald it is not the intent of the
committee to take technieal testimony, but
rather to get grassroots opinions from indi-
viduals and organizations in the areas to be
affected by Snake River dams.

THE HIGH DAM—OREGON SENATOR INVEIGHS
AgAiNST PowER MONOPOLY

(By Senator Ricaanp L. NEUBERGER, Democrat,
Oregon)

WasHINGTON.—Hearings will be held in the
Pacific Northwest this week by the Senate
Interior Committee to decide the fate of one
of the most valuable properties belonging to
the American people. This property is a vast
river canyon, a mile in depth—Hells Canyon
of the Snake River, on the Oregon-Idaho bor-
der. It contains the finest hydroelectric
power site in the United States. Along with
29 other Members of the Senate, I am spon-
sor of a bill to authorize development of the
power resources of Hells Canyon with a high
dam owned and operated by the Federal Gov-
ernment, a dam like Bonneville and Grand
Coulee.

The national administration prefers that
the great river gorge be turned over to the
Idaho Power Co., an absentee-dominated cor-
poration, which favors 3 pygmy low-level
dams instead of 1 lofty structure that will
create a 93-mile long lake. Technical data
developed at hearings before the Federal
Power Commission shows the high dam will
produce about 1,100,000 kilowatts of power,
compared with only 680,000 kilowatts by the
company dams, a difference of about 420,000
kilowatts in favor of the Government project.

FIVE QUESTIONS CRUCIAL

Five crucial questions are at stake in this
controversy:

1. Will the power resources of the Colum-
bia River and its tributaries—the mightiest
hydroelectric stream in North America—Dbe
tapped for the public or for a favored few?

2. Will power sites in the Columbia Basin
be used to full capacity or to merely a frag-
ment of their possibilities?

3. Will the 308 report of the Corps of Engi-
neers, which is the master plan for Columbia
Basin development, be followed or will it be
abandoned?

4, Will Columbia Basin kilowatts be avail-
able to farmers, manufacturers, and home-
owners at low cost or at high monopolistic
rates?

5. Will the generation of hydroelectric
power be accompanied by such additional
multipurpose benefits as flood control, irri-
gation, downstreamr power firming and the
protection of wildlife?

The stakes at Hells Canyon are great. Be-
cause of its location in a remote, rock-walled
chasm, Hells Canyon provides an wunpar-
alleled location for a water-storage reservoir.
The huge lake formed by Hells Canyon Dam
could store 4 million acre-feet of surplus
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Snake River water. Aslde from its value for
flood control, storage of such a tremendous
volume of water would have important eco-
nomic effects in the Pacific Northwest be-
cause it could be released in winter months
when normal river flow is down, thereby in-
creasing the power production at all genera-
tors located between Hells Canyon and the
sea.

The impact of this stored water has special
significance at this time. On March 21, the
Bonneville Power Administration ordered a
drastic reduction in the power it supplies to
14 major aluminum and other industrial
users in Oregon, Washington, and Montana.
Reason for the order was that the flow of
the Columbia was below normal and produc-
tion from generators had declined accord-
ingly.

FUTURE WELFARE AT STAKE

The stored water at Hells Canyon is its
greatest potential asset. Its beneficial ef-
fects would be especially important during
critical flow periods such as the present one,
when the region's important industrial units
are threatened by curtailment of operations,
workers and their families faced with lay-
offs, and the entire region suffering the re-
sulting economic loss because of the lack of
stored water. The small Idaho power dams
provide less than one-fourth the storage ca-
pacity of the proposed Federal dam.

Surrendering the Snake River to the par-
tial development proposed by Idaho Power
Co. would be especially unfair to future gen-
erations.

We live in an age when energy for indus-
trial fuel is a dominant factor in social and
economic growth. The Columbia River Basin
contains about 42 percent of the Nation's po-
tential hydroelectric energy. We have de-
veloped approximately one-sixth of the pos-
sible capacity. Here is a challenge to Amer-
ican ingenuity and farsightedness. Have we
the wisdom to carry on the program that will
realize the full possibilities of this resource?

Federal development of Hells Canyon is
especially important to the people of Idaho,
which has lagged behind the other North-
west States. One-eighth of America’s hydro-
electric power potential runs unharnessed
in the canyons of the Snake and its Idaho
tributaries. If the much-less-than-full-use
proposed by Idaho Power Co. is accepted as
the yardstick for the remaining sites, only a
fraction of the potential will be utilized.

Cream skimming by the power company
would be a barrier to the industrial future
of Idaho, which has 60 percent of the Na-
tion’s phosphate deposits. With cheap pow-
er from Hells Canyon, this ore can be turned
into fertilizer badly needed by American
farmers.

PER CAPITA INCOME CITED

The high rate structure of Idaho's private
utilities has dominated the State's economic
life. It is noteworthy that, among the 11
Western States, Idaho ranks 10th in per
capita income, Only New Mexico has a lower
income figure.

Much of the present opposition to Hells
Canyon revolves around the slogan “subsi-
dized power.” Interior Secretary Douglas
McKay used this phrase in a radio broad-
cast a year and a half ago to describe Colum-
bia River power projects. But he failed to
add that of all the works financed by public
funds, only Columbia River power facilities
have the attractive feature of paying all costs
of construction, all operation and mainte-
nance costs, and interest to the Treasury at
21, percent.

In fact, McKay's Bonneville Power Admin-
istration reports the Federal Columbia pow-
er system is $656 million ahead of schedule
.in repaying the Federal investment.

The decision on Hells Canyon is one from
which there is no turning back. Once es-
tablished at Hells Canyon, the policy cir-
cumscribes our national attitude toward
every rivulet that runs to the sea. Shall we
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impose a doctrine of inadequacy or shall we
look to the future, endorsing a physical
structure which symbolizes the meaning of
full and comprehensive conservation of nat-
ural resources?

THE Low DaMs—IDAHOAN STRESSES NEED FOR
WATER-STORAGE SITES

(By Senator HENrRY DwWoRsHAK, Republican,
of Idaho)

WASHINGTON.—Although the average Amer-
ican has heard of the biggest and deepest
canyon in North America—Hells Canyon in
Idaho—few understand the current contro-
versy concerning the proposed high dam at
the site and the views of those most con-
cerned—Idahoans. Much misinformation
concerning what a high dam at Hells Canyon
would mean is abroad.

I have consistently supported maximum
resource development in the Columbia River
basin, with emphasis particularly upon upper
watershed development. I do not believe
the way to insure comprehensive develop-
ment of the Columbla River basin is to con-
tend that Hells Canyon is the only dam
which will provide maximum results. We
have available other dam sites such as Pleas-
ant Valley, Mountain Sheep, Nez Perce,
Bruces Eddy, and Penny Cliffs in the upper
watersheds. Any of these dams would do
as much as Hells Canyon, if not more, be-
cause these dams would not only impound
Snake River water but have the additional
advantage of storing water from the Salmon
or Clearwater Rivers.

STATUTES INVOLVE RIGHTS

Idaho has four large watersheds—namely,
Snake, Salmon, Clearwater, and Kootenal.
Only Snake River water is used for irriga-
tion. This means that any proposal to build
a downstream high dam dependent entirely
upon Snake River water will antagonize irri-
gation farmers throughout southern Idaho.
It is well to reiterate that the menacing
flood waters do not originate on the Snake,
but on the Salmon and Clearwater Rivers.
Therefore, it is apparent that if a multiple
purpose dam is to be constructed to impound
flood waters which subsequently can be used
to firm downstream power generation, the
dam should be bullt further downstream
where the flood waters originate.

Both Federal and State statutes safeguard
prior rights of the use of Snake River water
for consumption purposes. This means that
there will be constant expansion and more
reclamation in the Snake River valley in
Idaho. If a high Hells Canyon dam is built
at a cost of almost $500 million, it may be
necessary at some future time to require
the preferential discharge of water to operate
the generating facilities at the dam site.
Such action would result in a conflict with
prior rights in the upper watershed.

Representatives of water districts and
canal companies throughout southern Idaho
have repeatedly gone on record as being
opposed to any downstream development
which would jeopardize these upstream prior
rights. ’

1948 FLOOD IDEAS MISLEADING

Those who, by implication in talking of
flood conurol, indicate that in 1948—when
there was a loss of life in the Portland,
Oreg., area and a property loss involving
many millions of dollars—that the Snake
River and failure to build a high dam at
Hells Canyon were largely responsible for
that tragic flood, are misleading the public.

The record shows that most of the flood
waters which had such devastating effect in
the lower Columbia River basin did not orig-
inate in the Snake River. They originated
in the Salmon River and in the Clearwater
River. In fact, five-sixths of the flood waters
which course down the Snake River orig-
inate in the Salmon and Clearwater Rivers.
For this reason, the argument that a high
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dam must be built at Hells Canyon to avert
in the future floods such as that which oc-
curred in 1948 is a spurious one.

Summarizing various arguments against
this proposed legislation which should be
developed during the fleld hearings but
which surely will be emphasized at the com-
mittee hearings in Washington later in this
session:

L. The water resources of Idaho should not
be disposed of by other States without regard
to the wishes of the State of Idaho.

2. There has been no evidence adduced to
demonstrate that the project is either eco-
nomically feasible or desirable from an en-
gineering viewpoint.

DAM SUPPORT QUESTIONED

3. The administration has not recom-
mended this project and, in fact, the pre-
vious administration never did anything ef-
fective to institute the project during the
preceding 20 years.

4. This project is so patently political that
so-called public hearings at the “grass roots"
are not even going to take into account any
technical data, all of which will later be pre-
sented at regular hearings in the Capital.

5. The proponents of this legislation are
seeking to demonstrate a show of strength by
a great number of cosponsors, many of whom
have little or no interest in the project.

6. Actually, the proposal is primarily de-
signed to create a seductive campalgn issue
for 1956,

I belleve a serious blunder will be made if
the advocates of a comprehensive river de-
velopment in the Northwest are misled into
making an all-out fight for Hells Canyon
merely because it has been propagandized
as the symbol of public power. We must rec-
ognize that before any dams can be built in
the upper regions of the Columbia River
Basin; funds must be appropriated by Con-
gress. These funds will not be forthcoming
unless there is conclusive evidence that wa-
ter will be available to operate the dam after
it is built.

TURMOIL, DISSENSION DECRIED

I shall be glad to join forces with my col-
leagues from the Northwest in promoting
maximum comprehensive resource develop=-
ment in the Columbia River Basin. If we
want to build dams which are economically
feasible, why do we not build them where
they will be most effective, instead of creat-
ing turmoil and dissension among those who
have as a common objective the maximum
use of these natural resources?

For 20 years the Democrats controlled the
executive department and with the exception
of the BO0th Congress also the legislative
branch. They did not build Hells Canyon
Dam during that period. Now they are ob-
viously proposing this project as a symbol of
the political aspects of public versus private
power.

TREASURY AND POST OFFICE DE-
PARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
THURMOND in the chair). Is there fur-
ther morning business? If not, under the
order previously entered the Chair lays
before the Senate House bill 4876, which
will be stated by title for the informa-
tion of the Senate.

The LEcISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (H. R.
4876) making appropriations for the
Treasury and Post Office Departments,
and the Tax Court of the United States,
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1956,
and for other purposes.

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

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which had
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been reported from the Committee on
Appropriations with amendments.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. 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. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
order for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, in
presenting the committee report on
H. R. 4876, it gives me great pleasure to
say that the subcommittee and the full
committee were unanimous with respect
to every detail of the hill. One reason
why we had no difficulty in reaching
agreement on the bill was that we did
not undertake to increase any item pro-
vided in the House bill which we did not
believe was necessary to be increased in
the public interest. Of course, it is tra-
ditional that we have less differences of
opinion in providing funds for the Post
Office Department and the Treasury De-
partment than for any other department,
because all of us recognize the essential
work of these two agencies of Govern-
ment.

The total of the Treasury, Post Office,
and Tax Court appropriation hill for
1956 is $3,358,622,000 which is an increase
of $76,069,000 over the amount of $3,282,-
553,000, allowed by the House. This is
a reduction from the estimates of $1,-
763,000 and $12,789,300 over the 1955
appropriation.

The subcommittee added $7,530,000 for
the Treasury Department to the total of
$595,818,000 allowed by the House, mak-
ing a total of $603,348,000, an amount
$1,050,000 under the estimate.

The subcommittee added $68,404,000
to the $2,685,700,000 allowed by the
House for the Post Office Department,
making a total of $2,754,104,000, an
amount $713,000 under the estimates.

The subcommittee also added $135,000
for the Tax Court, which was contained
in a budget estimate not considered by
the House, bringing the total to $1,170,-
000, the budget estimate.

The bill contains 9 amendments, 4 of
which are for the Treasury Department.
Two of these restore the position of
Assistant Secretary, the first adding
$30,000 to the Office of the Secretary for
the Assistant Secretary and 2 assistants,
the second deleting Section 104, inserted
by the House, which would not permit
the continuation of the position of the
third Assistant Secretary. The Assist-
ant Secretary handles almost all the
programs formerly handled by the Re-
construetion Finance Corporation, in-
cluding the synthetic rubber and tin
programs in the Federal Facilities Cor-
poration, the defense production loan
program, and the liguidation of the
RFC. There is still $246 million in the
RFC portfolio, and $227 million out-
standing in defense production loans
and commitments. The Department
testified that it would be seriously crip-
pled if the office were abolished at this
time, and the committee recommends
its continuation because it believes the
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emergency situation for which the office
was created is not yet over, but has
expressed in the committee report the
hope that the position will be abolished
at the earliest possible date.

The committee also recommends two
amendments for the Internal Revenue
Service. The first of these permits the
Service to purchase the budgeted num-
ber of 200 new passenger automobiles,
rather than the 150 provided by the
House, of which 100 are for replace-
ment. Testimony revealed that these
new autos are needed to enable 175 new
alcohol tax fraud agents, taken out of
supervisory work in distilleries and as-
signed to criminal field work, to do their
jobs effectively.

The other Internal Revenue Service
amendment restores $7,500,000 to the
House allowance of $278,500,000, making
a total of $286 million, the budget esti-
mate. This will permit the hiring of the
scheduled addiftion of 1,000 new revenue
agents during the year. The Department
states that the additional agents will add
$10 for every dollar spent the first year
and $20 for every dollar spent by the
third year. The committee believes that
an ultimate return of $150 million for
$7,500,000 is sound economy and con-
sonant with the attitude of all fair-
minded taxpayers who are willing to pay
their share of running the Government
but who do not wish to pay the share of
tax dodgers. Expansion of the force in
the present year has yielded $144 million
in additional revenue in 7 months and
similar results are expected of next year’s
expansion program,

For the Post Office Department, the
commiftee has added language which
will allow the Department to credit postal
revenues from the general fund of the
Treasury to the extent specific legisla-
tion has provided certain items to be
carried through the mail free of charge
or for amounts less than cost. The item
was omitted by the House. It does not
increase the total of the bill, as re-
flected in the 5 appropriation items. It
will, however, affect the books of the
Department to the extent of decreasing
the deficit by $10,362,000. The Depart-
ment testified that it will aid in placing
the Post Office on a businesslike basis.

The other three amendments for the
Post Office Department restore to the
budget estimates the appropriations rec-
ommended for Post Office “Operations,”
“Transportation,” and “Facilities.”

The House report indicates that re-
ductions were made, in large measure,
because it was believed that mail volume
was overestimated for 1956. The De-
partment, on the other hand, is afraid
that their estimate may be too low.
Here is the story in brief.

In fiscal 1954 mail volume was esti-
mated at 53.7 billion pieces. The actual
volume turned out to be 52.2 billion
pieces. The Department took this de-
crease into consideration in preparing
its 1956 estimates. The original 1955
estimate was 55.8 billion pieces. This
was revised downward in June of 1954,
because of the 1954 reduction, to 53.6
billion pieces. However, present esti-
mates based on 8 months of 1955 opera-
tion indicate a possible increase to 55.6
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billion pieces, or 6.7 percent over 1954.
The Department had budgeted for a
smaller increase—5.8 percent in trans-
portation—which it reflected in expendi-
ture estimates increases of only 2.1
percent.

The need for these funds affects the
various accounts in a variety of ways.

In “Operations,” the reduction of $36,-
363,000 by the House from $1,886,363,000
to $1,850,000,000 is more than $14 million
under the 1955 appropriation, although
mail volume is increasing. Unless the
requested funds are made available, the
Department states that extensions and
expansions of service in city and rural
deliveries cannot be accomplished.

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

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield.

Mr. AIKEN. Does the appropriation
bill carry funds for the $100 uniform
allowance which was granted last year
to the men in the Post Office Depart-
ment?

Mr. ROBERTSON. It does. That is
one of the items I shall mention in a
moment. It is one which the House cut
out. We believe it should be restored.
The men were promised the uniform al-
lowance, and we believe they should have
it. It is contained in the bhill as it is
reported to the Senate.

Mr. AIKEN. Does the Senator from
Virginia understand that the supple-
mental appropriation bill, on which the
Senate has not yet acted, will carry a
uniform allowance for the present fiscal
Yyear, ending June 30, 1955?

Mr. ROBERTSON. The Senator
understands that item is carried in the
supplemental appropriation bill which is
being marked up by the full Appropria-
tions Committee this afternoon. The
item in the bill now before the Senate
is for the fiscal year commencing July 1
next.

Mr, ATKEN. In other words, Con-
gress will keep its commitment for both
years. Is that correct?

Mr. ROBERTSON. So far as the
Senator from Vermont and the Senator
from Virginia are concerned, Congress
will do it.

Mr. AIKEN. 1 thank the distin-
guished Senator from Virginia.

Mr. ROBERTSON. In “Transporta-
tion,” the reduction of $27,241,000 by the
House from the estimate of $675,241,000
to $648 million, is $14 million and $15
million under the actual and estimated
obligations for 1954 and 1955, respec-
tively. Expansion of service to meet the
demands of shifts in population and new
and growing communities can only be
made if adequate funds are available.

In “Facilities,” the reduction of $4,-
800,000 from the estimate of $159,800,000
has been restored. The Department
states that were this not allowed, the
modernization of the Department would
be seriously affected, and that in the face
of increased mail volume it eould only
be met by a reduction in the capital ex-
penditures for the light, color, and ven-
tilation program and for new mecha-
nized equipment.

Mr. President, I now ask that the Sen-
ate consider the committee amendments.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the first committee
amendment.

The first amendment of the Commit-
tee on Appropriations was, under the
heading “Title I—Treasury Depart-
ment—Office of the Secretary—Salaries
and Expenses,” on page 2, line 6, after
the word “operators”, to strike out $2,-
650,000” and insert “$2,680,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Internal Revenue Service—
Salaries and Expenses,” on page 3, line
24, after the word “exceed”, to strike out
“one hundred and fifty” and insert “two
hundred”; and on page 4, line 4, after
the word “ammunition”, to strike out
“$278,500,000” and insert “$286,000,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “General Provisions—Treasury
Department,” on page 11, after line 23,
to strike out:

Szc. 104. The number of Assistant Secre-
taries of the Treasury provided by section 234
of the Revised Statutes as amended is hereby
reduced from three to two.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, gen-
erally speaking, the minority of the
committee, including myself, are in ac-
cord with this bill, and I desire to com-
pliment the distinguished Senator from
Virginia for the excellency of the job he
has done. I should like to ask him what
section is stricken from the bill.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Section 104, be-
cause that contains the language of the
House which abolished the position of
special assistant to wind up the RFC.

Mr. BRIDGES. I thank the Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment on page 11, after line 23, to strike
out section 104,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Title II—Post Office Depart-
ment,” on page 12, after line 3, to insert:

PAYMENTS FOR SPECIAL SERVICES

For expenses incurred by the Post Office
Department in transporting United States
mail by foreign carriers at a Universal Postal
Union rate in excess of the rate prescribed
for TUnited States carriers; and for an
amount equivalent to (a) postage for mat-
ter sent in the malls free of postage, and (b)
the difference between the regular rates of
postage and the reduced rates for matter
permitted to be sent at reduced rates, under
authority of the following laws, to the extent
they are not covered by section 1 of the act
of August 15, 1953 (67 Stat. 614), (1) sub-
section (a) (3) of section 5 of the act of
June 23, 1874, as amended (39 U. 5. C. 283
(a) (3)), relating to reduced rate of postage
on newspapers or periodicals of certain non-
profit organizations; (2) sections 5§ and 6 of
the act of March 3, 1877, as amended (39
U. S. C. 321), relative to certain matter sent
free through the mails; (3) section 25 of the
act of March 3, 1879, as amended (39 U. 8. C.
286), and subsection (b) of section 2 of the
act of October 30, 1951 (39 U. 8. C. 2689a (b)),
relating to free-in-county mailing privi-
leges; (4) the act of April 27, 1904, as amend-
ed (39 U. 8. C. 331), relating to free postage
and reduced postage rates on reading mat-
ter and other articles for the blind; (5) the
act of March 4, 1924 (43 Stat. 1359), grant-
ing franking privileges to Edith Bolling Wil-
son; (6) the act of February 14, 1029 (39
U. 8. C. 336), granting free maliling privi-
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leges to the Diplomatic Corps of the coun-
tries of the Pan American Postal Union; (7)
the act of June 16, 1934 (48 Stat. 1395),
granting franking privileges to Grace G.
Coolidge; (8) the act of April 15, 1937 (39
U. 8. C. 293¢) , granting reduced rates to pub-
lications for use of the blind; (8) the act of
June 20, 1940 (39 U. 8. C. 321-1), granting
free mailing privileges to the Pan American
Sanitary Bureau; (10) section 212 of title IT
of the act of July 1, 1944 (42 U. S. C. 213),
relating to free mailing privileges of certain
officers of the Public Health Service; (11) the
act of May 7, 1945 (59 Stat. 707), granting
franking privileges to Anna Eleanor Roose-
velt; (12) subsection (e) of section 204 of
the act of July 3, 1948, as amended (39
U. S. C. 292a (e)), granting reduced fourth-
class postage rates to libraries and other or-
ganizations or associations, and to films and
related material for educational use; (13)
the act of July 12, 1960, as amended (50
U. 8. C. app. 891 and 892), relating to free
mailing privileges of members of the Armed
Forces in certain areas; (14) the second and
third provisos of subsection (a) of section 2
of the act of October 30, 1851 (38 U. 8. C.
289a (a)), granting reduced second-class
postage rates to certain organizations; and
(15) the fifth proviso of section 3 of the act
of October 30, 1851 (39 U. 8. C. 290a-1),
granting reduced third-class postage rates to
certain organizations; 10,362,000, to be paid
to postal revenues on the basis of billings by
the Postmaster General at quarterly or other
intervals.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Current Authorizations Out of
Postal Fund—Operations,” on page 186,
line 2, after the word “law”, to strike out
“$1,850,000,000” and insert “$1,886,-
363,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, I
should like to take this opportunity to
pay my tribute to the distinguished Sen-
ator from Virginia [Mr. RoserTsoN]
who, as chairman of the subcommittee,
has done such splendid service. I wish
to commend him and the full Appropria-
tions Committee for bringing in a report
which restores some of the amounts cut
from the bill in the other hody.

Personally, I think the Post Office De-

partment not only justified the restora-
tions, but I think it would be most dam-
aging to the postal service if they had
been eliminated.

Mr. President, I think I should also
pay tribute to the personnel of the Post
Office Department. In the hearings
there is a statement which I requested
to have placed in the record. We hear
much about the inefficiency of the opera-
tion of the Post Office Department.
After all, the test of a business is the
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efficiency of its management and em-
ployees. There has been a great in-
crease in the efficiency of the Post Office
Department in the matter of handling
of mail by individuals; for instance, the
number of pieces of mail handled per
man in 1950 as compared with 1955. In
1950 the number of pieces handled was
215,443. In 1954 the number was 246,-
537. Each individual handled 31,094
more pieces, an increase of 14.43 percent.

I think it will be found that that is
more than the average increase in ef-
ficieney in industry, which I think runs
from 7 to 9 percent.

The same efficiency prevails in the
collection and delivery service. It has
increased 5.03 percent in a 5-year period.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the table found on page 18 of
the hearings be printed in the REcorp at
this point.

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

Number of pieces of mail handled per man-
year in 1950 and 1954

Increase

1950 1954

Pieces | Percent

Mail handling and
window serviee_ ...

Collection and deliv-
ary service.. . ...

14.43
523
8.69

215, 443 246, 537
357, BRZ 376, 634
573, 325 |623,171

31,094
18,752
49, 846

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, I
should like to make a statement com-
mending the Postmaster General and
those in charge of his department.
Splendid progress has been made in the
operation and efficiency of the Post Of-
fice Department, as attested by the
shrinking deficits.

In 1954 the deficit was $399,146,000, or
approximately $400 million.

The estimated deficit on June 30, 1955,
will be $313,400,000.

The estimated deficit for the fiscal
year 1956 will be $284,638,000.

I think that is a record that is out-
standing in the Post Office Department,
and the officers and employees are en-
titled to credit and commendation.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the table appearing on page 46
of the hearings be made a part of the
RECORD.

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

Postal Deficit, Workload, and Employment, 195456

SUMMARY
Item 1O upya-  [Pereent! 1955 (estimate) [{ CTooot| 1966 (estimate) {7CToont
Revenue $2, 208, 516,717 | 8,45 | $2,380,000,000 | 531 | $2, 470, 362, 000 3.41
Obligations 1 2,007, 003,483 | —3.16 | 2,702, 460, 000 1.80 | 2,755, 000, 000 1.94
DRI s 300, 146, 766 [—30. 80 313,460, 000 |—21. 47 284, 638,000 | —9.20
anume of mail sin thoumnds; ......... 52, 220,053 250 630, 000 2.70 240, 000 3.00
Special services (in thousands 33, —2.87 801, 205 | —3.91 789, 432 —1.47
Paid ﬂmiploymont (man-years) .. o 507,809.7 | -.52 510, 566. 2 .54 513, 007 .48
FProductive employment (hours) . mmm-o- 937, 463, 555 | =79 941, 607, 588 4 044, 815, 915 !

lInqudm “Judgments, United States comrts and court of claims, $383,832 In 1954 and $116,350 in 1955, also

“Adjusted losses and contingencles” in 1054 of $97,678.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
-clerk will state the next committee
amendment.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Transportation,” on page 16,
line 22, after the word “mail”, to strike
out “$648,000,000” and insert “$675,241,-
000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will
the distinguished chairman of the com-
mittee explain the transportation cost
figures? I note in the report the follow-
ing statement:

The committee recommends that the full
amount of the budget estimate of $675.241,
000 be appropriated for “Transportation” in
the Post Office Department. This is an in-
crease of $27,241,000 over the amount
allowed by the House. The Department
indicated that these funds would be neces-
sary in order to continue to improve trans-
portation services, and thereby speed up
delivery of malils, and to expand services
essential to prompt mail delivery to new and
extended communities.

I wonder if the Senator will explain
whether that means particularly chang-
ing any of the forms of transportation
of the mails, whether it means any fun-
damental change, and just what the in-
creased cost will be.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President,
the subcommittee went quite fully into
the requested restoration. We accepted
the estimates of the Post Office officials
that there would be an increase in
volume. But the chairman of the sub-
. committee, to make assurance double
sure, had the Budget Bureau send some
of its top experts on this particular
budget before our subcommittee so that
we could get a competent appraisal or
estimate. We accepted the figures—we
could not challenge them—that in 1955
the volume of mail would be 2.7 percent
over 1954, and in 1956 3 percent over
1955. Reports from the 300 largest post
offices which handle 75 percent of the
total mail indicate that in the first 8
months of the current fiscal year the mail
volume has increased 6.7 percent over the
first 8 months of the fiscal year 1954,

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, the
committee was not too sure that we were
providing sufficient funds, but, of course,
we did not attempt to go beyond the
budget estimate. As the name implies,
transportation means the hauling of the
mail, and this item covers every way in
which mail is hauled, by railroad, by
truck, by traveling post offices. The
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. JorN-
sToN] might give us the official record
in connection with the system which was
inaugurated about 15 years ago, where
mail is assorted in trucks which stop at
the post office and deliver the mail.

I happen to know that muech of the
mail from New York which comes into
my little hometown of Lexington, Va.,
which has very poor railroad connec-
tions, was brought in by truck a day
earlier than it had been coming. Per-
haps the Senator from South Carolina
can tell us the official name of the ve-
hicles which are now being used.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. I
believe the Senator from Virginia refers
to the highway post offices.

Mr. ROBERTSON. The highway post
offices. In any event, the bill provides
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some funds for the use of trucks on short
hauls, where such movement is quicker
and cheaper than by railroad. I would
not be frank if I did not admit there are
some funds provided in the bill for that
purpose. However, no major change in
the method of the transportation of mail
is contemplated.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, what
assurance has the Senator received that
there will be no major change? Has
the Post Office Department been notified
to report any contemplated change to
the full committee or the subcommittee?
Just what is the Senator’s assurance in
that respect?

Mr. ROBERTSON. The only assur-
ance I can give is that of the $675 mil-
lion, an item of $3,286,700—a relatively
small part of the total—will go for im-
provements and expansion of services
on star routes and highway post offices.

I find I had the name correct. The
highway post offices are the big trucks
which have traveling post offices in-
stalled in them for the purpose of sort-
ing mail on short-haul truck routes.

This sum is also for increased con-
tract transportation rates and for the
increased cost of group life insurance,
These items are all included in the
amount of $3 million-plus, which is a
relatively small amount.

It is a natural deduction that if that
is to be the amount to cover all these
items, certainly it could not include funds
for any major shift from railroads to
trucks for the delivery of mail

Mr. BRIDGES. Regardless of whether
it be trucks, railroads, planes, or what-
not, do I correctly understand that it
is the statement or the contention of the
Senator from Virginia that no changes
will be involved in connection with the
rest of the money; it merely concerns
the item of $3 million?

Mr. ROBERTSON. I regret that the
witnesses were not pinpointed or tied
down to a statement that if they could

_effect some economies, while facing a

possible deficit of very close to $500 mil-
lion, depending upon how large a pay
increase Congress finally agrees upon,
they might not do so.

My general impression from the testi-
mony of the witnesses, in connection
with the small amount which is provided
for short hauls by trucks, was that no
major shift from railroads to trucks was
contemplated. However, I cannot pre-
dict what will happen.

Mr. BRIDGES. I am not opposed to
any methods of economy §ky which
money can be saved; but by reason of
inquiries which have been made of me,
as they have been made of other Sen-
ators, I should like to determine where
we stand on this question and to ascer-
tain, if changes are to be made, as they
may very well be made in the interest
of economy or efficiency, whether the
full committee or the subcommittee will
be duly advised, and will have sufficient
notice of the proposed changes.

Mr. ROBERTSON. As chairman of
the subcommittee, I shall be glad to call
the attention of the Postmaster Gen-
eral to the suggestion made by my dis-
tinguished colleague, so that if any
major shift in the means of transporta-
tion is planned, the committee will have
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an opportunity to consult with the Post-
master General about it.

Mr. BRIDGES. I think the Senator
has put it correctly when he says the
Postmaster General should consult with
the committee about such a proposal.
I did not mean to intimate that I was
opposed to the Senator's suggestion; I
merely desired to have the committee
advised as the steps were taken,

Mr. ROBERTSON. That assurance
can be given.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the committee
amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
subhead “Facilities,” on page 17, line
12, after the word “service”, to strike out
“$155,000,000” and insert “$159,800,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the
heading “Title III—The Tax Court of the
United States,” on page 19, line 14, after
the word “services,” to strike out “$1,-
035,000” and insert *$1,170,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That
completes the committee amendments.
The bill is open to further amendment.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, be-
fore the Senate votes on the bill, I wish
to express my heartfelt thanks for the
fine cooperation I received, as chairman,
from the members of the subcommittee
and of the full committee.

I join with the distinguished Senator
from Kansas [Mr. CarLsoN] in saying
publicly that the Committee on Appro-
priations could not have dealt with a
finer group of persons than the repre-
sentatives of the Treasury and the Post
Office who came before our committee.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I wish heartily to commend the dis-
tinguished Senator from Virginia [Mr.
RoeerTsoN] and the distinguished Sena-
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. BrRIDGES]
for the excellent work they have done on
the bill which is now before the Senate.
No other committee of the Senate has
more difficult problems, requiring pains-
taking care, prudence, and thorough-
ness, than has the Committee on Appro-
priations.

A few minutes ago I was examining the
chronologieal history of appropriation
bills for the fiscal year 1955. I observed
that last year the bill providing appro-
priations for the Treasury and Post Of-
fice was passed by the House on February
18, but was not acted upon by the Sen-
ate until May 13. I believe the first ap-
propriation bill acted upon by the Sen-
ate last year was the Treasury-Post Of-
fice bill, which was pased on May 13,
1954, If I am not incorrect, today is
April 13.

So the distinguished Senator from Vir-
ginia [Mr. RosErTson]1, with the help of
his colleagues on both sides of the aisle,
has brought to the Senate, as a result of
thorough committee work, painstaking
care, and the exercise of excellent judg-
ment, a bill in which controversy has
been cleared away and the Senate is pre=-
pared to act.

I am very proud of what has happened,
although I am not surprised, because I
served in another body for many years
with the distinguished junior Senator
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from Virginia, and I know how consci-
entious he is. He always does a good job
on any work he undertakes.

I simply wished to pay tribute to him,
to the distinguished senior Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Bripcesl, and to
other members of the subcommittee, for
the promptness and thoroughness with
which they have acted, and the concern
they have shown for the public interest.

Mr. ROBERTSON. I acknowledge
with grateful appreciation the very kind
and commendatory words of the distin-
guished majority leader. Naturally, the
subcommittee and the full Committee on
Appropriations feel some pride in the
fact that the Senate is taking final ac-
tion on a major appropriation bill at an
unprecedentedly early date in a legisla-
tive session.

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, I, too,
am pleased that the distinguished Sena-
tor from Virginia, who is chairman of the
Subcommittee on Treasury and Post Of-
fice Appropriations, has reported this bill,
which is about to be passed by the Senate.
Likewise, I concur in what the able ma-
jority leader, the distinguished Senator
from Texas, has said.

However, I wish to point out also that
last year all the appropriation bills were
passed in record time. I hope the other
subcommittees will so perform their du-
ties that the able majority leader, the
distinguished Senator from Texas, forth-
right individual that he is, will be able to
rise in the Senate, commend and con-
gratulate the subcommittees, and send
us on our way to our respective States
upon the conclusion, at any early date, of
this session of Congress.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
den, T concur in the expression of hope
by the distinguished Senator from New
Hampshire.

Before the adjournment of the Sen-
ate last year, I paid public tribute to the
distinguished Senator from New Hamp-
shire for the efficiency with which he
had conducted the deliberations of what
I have already said is probably the com-
mittee in the Senate confronting the
most diffieult problems. I am happy to
say that, with its usual spirit of coopera-
tion in whatever questions have arisen,
the members of the committee have
worked out the problems which have
confronted them and have reported to
the Senate a bill which has not provoked
much controversy on the floor, where
matters cannot be handled as efficiently
as they can be in the committee room.

I thank the distinguished Senator
from Virginia and the distinguished
Senator from New Hampshire,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
is open to further amendment.

If there be no further amendments to
be proposed, the question is on the en-
grossment of the amendments and the
third reading of the bill.

The amendments were ordered to be
engrossed and the bill to be read a third
time.

The bill was read the third time and
passed.

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, I
move that the Senate insist upon its
amendments, request a conference there-
on with the House, and that the Chair
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appoint conferees on the part of the
Senate,

The motion was agreed to; and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. ROBERT~
soN, Mr. Kircorg, Mr. McCLELLAN, Mr.
CHAVEZ, Mr. JorNsTON of South Carolina,
Mr. McCarTHY, Mr. BrIpges, and Mr.
Dirgsen conferees on the part of the
Senate.

Mr. AIKEN subsequently said: Mr.
President, I notice the junior Senator
from Virginia [Mr. RoBERTSON] is still
present on the floor. I should like to
clarify one matter in the appropriation
bill, which has just passed, relating to
the Post Office. Can the Senator from
Virginia inform me as to how the allow-
ance for postal employees of $100 for
carriers’ uniforms is to be made? How is
that amount of money to be conveyed to
the postal employees? Who is to decide
when the employees should get it? Is it
an automatic proposition? Could it be
delayed until the end of the year?

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, it
was explained to the subcommittee that
the promise for a uniform allowance was
made to carriers in certain cities. All
the carriers are not to get the allowance.

Mr. AIKEN. Just the employees who
normaliy wear uniforms would get the
allowance. Is that correct?

Mr. ROBERTSON. That is our un-
derstanding. It was not explained to the
subcommittee whether the local post-
master would have anything to do with
granting the allowance. It was just
assumed that the allowance was going
to be an automatic one to all those em-
ployees who were entitled to uniforms.

Mr. AIKEN. Will the employee spe-
cifically have to prove he wears a uni-
form, or will he automatically get the
$100 which will be made available for
uniforms?

Mr. ROBERTSON. The employee will
get the allowance automatically. He
will not have te prove anything. As he
accumulates a certain amount of senior-
ity, he will be entitled to a uniform al-
lowance.

Mr. ATKEN. At what time of the year
does the Senator from Virginia under-
stand the employee will get the uniform
allowance?

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr. President, if the Senator will yield,
I believe I can answer the question.

Mr. AIKEN. I think the answer
should be made clear for the record, be-
cause questions are already being asked
about the allowance.

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Last year Congress passed a bill which
allowed every postal worker who was re-
quired to wear a uniform an allowance of
$100. That is what that item in the ap-
propriation bill is for.

Mr. ROBERTSON. I am sure the
Senator from South Carolina understood
as I did, that there was no specific
detail as to when the postal employee
would get the uniform allowance or who
had the authority to determine the ques-
tion. We merely provided for & uni-
form allowance of $100 a year. Natu-
rally, the paying of it would be an ad-
ministrative function, and the allowance
would be made to the employee as soon
as the money became available.
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Mr. AIKEN. Will discretion be left to
each postmaster as to when the allow=-
ance will be made available to the post
office employees?

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Caroclina.
I think that is an administrative funec-
tion.

Mr. AIKEN. Was it intended by the
committee that the $100 should be made
available to each post office employee
who is required to wear a uniform?

Mr. ROBERTSON. That is correct.

Mr. AIKEN. It was so intended by
the committee?

Mr. ROBERTSON. Yes.

Mr. AIKEN. Do I understand that
the supplemental appropriation bill,
which is yet to be reported to the Senate,
will very likely carry a similar allowance
for the current fiscal year?

Mr. ROBERTSON. That is true.

Mr. AIKEN. I thank the Senator
very much for the information. I think
the Senate bill has been made as clear
as it is possible to make it.

ORDER FOR CONSIDERATION OF
SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL AFPPRO-

PRIATION BILL, 1955, ON TO-
MORROW
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-

dent, I ask unanimous consent that in
the event the Committee on Appropria-
tions reports the second supplemental
appropriation bill today, it will be in or-
der to consider it in the Senate tomor-
Tow.

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

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I desire to
say that the Committee on Appropria-
tions is now meeting. It is hoped the
supplemental appropriation bill will be
reported this afternoon, If copies of the
bill and the report are made available,
it is our plan to consider the bill tomor-
Tow.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas subsequently
said: Mr. President, I wish to make a
brief announcement. Then, before I
move that the Senate take a recess, if
any other Senators have any statements
to make, I shall withhold making the
motion for the taking of a recess.

Let me say that we had hoped to take
up tomorrow the second supplemental
appropriation bill. I am informed by
the distinguished chairman of the Ap-
propriations Committee that he does not
believe the committee report can be
drafted this evening, but that he does
believe that the bill and report can be
ready for action on Friday.

I therefore ask unanimous consent
that the order previously entered, for the
consideration of the supplemental ap-
propriation bill tomorrow, be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

INCREASE IN RETIRED PAY OF
CERTAIN MEMBERS OF THE
FORMER LIGHTHOUSE SERVICE
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi=

dent, I ask unanimous consent that the

Senate proceed to the consideration of

Calendar No. 125, Senate bill 37.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the bill by title.

The CHier CLERK. A bill (S. 37) to
amend the act increasing the retired pay
of certain members of the former Light-
house Service in order to make such in-
crease permanent.

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

There being no objection, the bill (S.
37) was considered, ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the act entitled
“An act to increase the retired pay of certain
members of the former Lighthouse Service,”
approved August 27, 1954 (68 Stat. 878), is
amended by deleting the following: “And
provided further, That the increases pro-
vided herein shall terminate, without subse-
quent resumption, on June 30, 1855.”

COMMISSION OF FINE ARTS

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I may say there have been 4 or 5
minor bills reported by committees which
I have cleared, not only through the
staffs and the distinguished minority
leader, but with the chairmen and the
ranking members of the committees.

I now ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
Calendar Order No. 121, a bill to amend
the act establishing a Commission of
Fine Arts.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the bill by title.

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 1413) to
amend the act establishing a Commis-
sion of Fine Arts.

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

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, and I shall
not object, I understand that the chair-
man of the Committee on Rules and
Administration has an amendment to be
offered, which woud place a limitation
on the authorization.

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

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which was
read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 2 of the
act entitled “An act establishing a Commis-
sion of Fine Arts,” approved May 17, 1910
(40 U. 8. C., secs. 104-106), is amended to
read as follows:

“Sec. 2. There are hereby authorized to be
appropriated each year such sums as may
be necessary to enable the Commission of
Fine Arts to carry out its functions under
this act.”

Mr. GREEN. Mr, President, I offer an
amendment to strike out lines 6, 7, 8, and
9, and substitute in lieu thereof this lan-
guage:

SEec. 2. That to meet the expenses made
necessary by this act an expenditure of not

exceeding $35,000 a year is hereby author-
ized.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment of the Senator from Rhode Island.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GREEN, Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
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the Recorp at this point a statement I
have prepared in connection with the
amendment I offered, as well as a com-
munication from Mr, Wilson, secretary
of the Commission of Fine Arts, and
three enclosures in the letter.

There being no objection, the state-
ment, communication, and enclosures
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR GREEN IN EXPLANATION
oF PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO S. 1413

When 8. 1413 was called up on the Senate
Calendar, March 28, 1855, Senator PURTELL
questioned the lack of provision in the bill
for a top limit on authorization for expenses
of the Commission of Fine Arts. He sug-
gested an amendment which would limit the
authorization in S. 1413 to $25,000. The
amendment was not accepted at the time in
the absence of advice from the Commission
of Fine Arts as to the financial limit under
which it could operate. The bill was there-
after passed over on objection of Senator
MCCARTHY.

I have since communicated with Mr, L. R.
Wilson, Secretary of the Commission of Fine
Arts, for supplemental information. I offer
Mr. Wilson's reply, dated March 29, 1955, and
its three enclosures, which together list the
members and staff of the Commission, de-
scribe the Commission’s activities, and in-
dicate the desirability of amending the 1910
act establishing the Commission of Fine Arts
80 as to provide a limitation on expenditures
not exceeding $35,000 a year, rather than
the present limitation of $10,000.

There appears to have been a considerable
increase in the duties of the Commission
without any comparable increase in the
money available for such items as members’
travel expenses, salary increases for the Com-
mission's three paid employees, and an addi-
tional urgently needed professional em-
ployee.

Section 2 of the act entitled “An Act
Establishing a Commission of Fine Arts,” ap-

proved May 17, 1910 (36 Stat. 371, 40 U. 8. C..

106), reads as follows: “To meet the ex-
penses made necessary by this act an expend-
iture of not exceeding $10,000 a year is
authorized.”

I propose that section 2 of the act be
changed to read “$35,000" instead of “$10,-
000.” To that end, I now offer an amend-
ment to the pending bill, 8. 1413, as follows:
Strike out lines 6, 7, 8, and 9 and substitute
in lieu thereof:

“Sgc, 2. That to meet the expenses made
necessary by this act an expenditure of not
exceeding $35,000 a year is hereby author-
ized.”

THE COMMISSION OF FINE ARTS,
Washington, March 29, 1955.
Hon. Taeopore F. GREEN,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

My DEAR SENATOR GREEN: In answer to your
inquiry regarding Senate bill No. 1418, which
amends section 2 of the act entitled “An
act establishing a Commission of Fine Arts,”
approved May 17, 1910 (40 U. 8. C., sections
104-106), it would be appreciated if the
limitation on the amount authorized to be
appropriated each year could be increased
from $10,000 to at least $35,000.

During the past 4 years an appropriation
of $21,200 has been provided and the esti-
mate for-the fiscal year 1956 is the same.
This appropriation provides for only three
regular positions, consisting of the secretary,
a clerk-typist, and a clerk-stenographer; and
approximately $8,000 for travel expenses,
communications, printing, and other ex-
penses. The members of the Commission do
not receive any salary but they are reim-
bursed for their travel expenses to attend
the meetings of the Commission, of which
approximately 10 are held each year.
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Bince the act was passed in 1910 there
has been a considerable increase in the duties
of the Commission caused by the Shipstead-
Luce Act (Public Law 231, Tlst Cong., ap-
proved May 16, 1930) and the Old Georgetown
Act (Public Law 808, 81st Cong., approved
September 22, 1950), but there has been no
increase in the professional assistance in that
time. There also have been several increases
in salaries and other costs. At present the
Secretary is unable to perform his duties
adequately and also serve the Commission as
he should, even with many hours of overtime.
An additional professional employee is
urgently needed to assist the SBecretary in
research and preparation of material for the
Commission. This, together with the cur-
rent proposed increase in salaries and pos-
sibly some other small adjustment will re-
quire approximately $30,000, leaving only a
small margin of $5,000 for possible future
expansions in workload. It was because of
the difficulty of determining what changes
may occur in the services required of the
Commission during the immediate future
that no limitation was placed in the proposed
bill. It will be agreeable to the Commission,
however, to place a limitation in the bill,
but it is felt that it should be at least $35,000
for the reasons stated above.

Your kind consideration and assistance in
this matter is greatly appreciated. If we
can be of any further assistance, we will be
happy to have you call us.

Respectfully,
L. R. WiLson,
Secretary and Administrative Officer.

THE CoMMIssION oF FINE ARTS
MEMBERS

Hon. David E. Finley,! Chairman, Washing-
ton, D. C.

Hon. Felix W. de Weldon,? sculptor, Wash-
ington, D. C.

Hon. Wallace K. Harrison,® architect, New
York, N. Y.

Hon. Emily L. Muir,? artist, Stonington,
Maine.

Hon. Douglas W. Orr?
Haven, Conn.

Hon. Elbert Peets, landscape architect,
Washington, D. C.

Hon. William G. Perry, architect, Boston,
Mass. e

architect, New

STAFF

Mr. Linton R. Wilson, Secretary, GS-12,
and administrative officer, Washington, D, C.
Two assistants, GS-3 and GS-5.

THE CoMMISSION oF FINE ARTS,
Washington, D. C., March 15, 1955.
Memorandum for: The Commission of Fine

Arts.

Bubject: Fiscal year 1957 estimates.

The Interior Department has requested us
to begin to assemble data as soon as prac-
ticable to cover the estimate of appropria-
tions that the Commission will require in
fiscal year 1957.

During the 45 years of the Commission’s
existence 2 public laws and 4 Executive
orders have broadened the scope of the duties
of the Commission with no corresponding
increase in funds and personnel to accom-
plish the work. As a result the small staff
of the Secretary’s office has been able to
accomplish the necessary work at a very
much reduced speed and at the sacrifice of
some desirable services the Commission
might render. The advent of a new Secre-
tary last June highlighted the shortcomings
of the existing administrative procedures
and indicated the importance of initiating a
modest expansion. A study of the situation
has revealed that:

(a) The grades of the 4 civil-service posi-
tions now allotted to the Commission are

1 Appointed June 4, 1951.
2 Appointed February 18, 1955,
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comparatively lower than the grades of cor-
responding responsibility in other agencies
of the Government.

(b) The present funds allotted the Com-
mission will not permit having an incum-
bent for the fourth position authorized.

(c) The Becretary is overburdened with
too many time-consuming administrative
functions that have to be accomplished in
working hours, so that all work on reports,
legislation, policy, or research must be rele-
gated to off-duty hours.

(d) The capacities of the clerical staff are
overtaxed and the traditional minutes of the
Commission, for example, can only be pro-
duced with undesirable delay. It is difficult
to keep an incumbent in the GS-3 clerk-
typist job because of the low salary.

(e) The ability of the Commission to sup-
ply information is greatly handicapped by
inability to maintain an adequate processing
and filing system for fine arts material.

Congressional response to increasing agita-
tion in the art world for a broader partici-
pation in the Government has swamped the
Commission with an inordinate amount of
research and reports on proposed legislation
not only during the period when Congress
is in session, but also during the recess
period. Th2z personal attention of the Secre-
tary to this work is required and is very
time-consuming at the expense of other
duties.

The Commission has operated for so long
on a very limited budget that any attempt to
expand and increase the amount will prob-
ably be looked on with opposition in view of
the Administration’s desire to reduce spend-
ing. A reasonable increase In the Commis-
sion’s expenditures would not push the over-
all budget figure above $35,00n for fiscal year
1957.

The views of the members of the Commis~
sion are desired,

Davip E, FINLEY,
Chairman.

Approved by the Commission of Fine Arts
at a meeting on March 15, 1955.

OUTLINE OF ACTIVITIES OF THE COMMISSION
oF FINE ARTS

MarcH 29, 1955.

The Commission of Fine Arts was created
by Public Law 181—61st Congress, approved
May 17, 1910. During the 44 years of its exist-
ence it has steadily grown in importance as
one of the advisory bodies of the Govern-
ment. The Commission renders expert tech-
nical and professional advice to the Govern-
ment in the fields of architecture, landscape
architecture, sculpture and painting, in con-
nectlon with official fine arts projects. The
scope of its activity covers not only the city
of Washington but also extends to projects
outside the District of Columbia, such as
the World War I and World War II memorials
and cemeteries, the designs for which come
before the Commission by authority of Pub-
lic Law 584—67th Congress as amended.

The functions of the Commission comprise
the following: The Commission of Fine Arts
advises generally upon questions of art when
required to do so by the President, or by any
committee of either House of Congress.

The Commission advises on all important
plans for parks and all public buildings, con-
structed by executive departments of the
District of Columbia, which in any essential
way affect the appearance of the city of
Washington.

The Commission carries out the provisions
of the Shipstead-Luce Act—Public Law
231—T1st Congress, approved May 16, 1930—
an act to regulate the height, exterior design,
and construction of private and semipublic
buildings in certain areas of the Natlonal
Capital.

The Commission also carries out the pro-
visions of the Old Georgetown Act—Public
Law B08B—81st Congress, approved Septem-
ber 22, 1950—an act to regulate the height,
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exterior design, and construction of private
and semipublic buildings in the Georgetown
area of the National Capital.

The Commission of Fine Arts advises upon
Iocation and design of statues, fountains and
monuments in the public squares, streets,
and parks in the District of Columbia and
upon the selection of models for statues,
fountains, and monuments, erected under
the authority of the United States and upon
the selection of artists for the execution of
the same; also the Commission advises upon
the merit of designs of medals, insignia, and
coins produced by the executive departments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question now is on the engrossment and
third reading of the bill.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed.

LIFE PRESERVERS FOR RIVER
STEAMERS

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
Calendar No. 126, Senate bill 460.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the bill by title.

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (8. 460) to
amend section 4482 of the Revised Stat-
utes as amended (46 U. S. C. 475), re-
lating to life preservers for river steam-
€rs.

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

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
is open to amendment.

Mr. MONRONEY. Mr. President, a
similar bill was passed last year by the
Senate. The present bill is the result of
a request by the Treasury Department
for legislation which would further im-
prove safety on river steamers.

I ask unanimous consent that a state-
ment in summary of Senate bill 460 be
printed in the Recorp at this point as a
part of my remarks.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
REcorDp, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR MONRONEY
SUMMARY OF SENATE BILL 460

8. 460, introduced at the request of the
Treasury Department, is identical with S.
1763, as passed by the Senate in the 83d
Congress, second session. The bill failed to
receive conslderation in the House.

It would require that any steam vessel
navigating rivers only be provided with an
approved life preserver for each and every
person allowed to be carried on said vessel by
the certificate of inspection, including the
crew. Such life preservers, it would pro-
vide, must be kept in convenient and ac-
cessible places on such vessels, so as to be
readily available for use in case of accident.

In order to prevent serious economic loss
to operators during the changeover period,
discretion is permitted the Coast Guard De-
partment Commandant to allow the use of
such proportion of approved floats to the
total number of persons carried or auth-
orized to be carried as he may determine.

The present statute governing such ves-
sels has been interpreted for years as per-
mitting carriage of either a life preserver
or & life float for each person aboard, other
than cabin passengers, for each of whom a
life preserver was mandatory. According to
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Coast Guard testimony presented at the 1954
Senate hearing, the modern life preserver
offers far more assurance of security to pas-
sengers in emergencies than do floats, in that
the life preserver is designed to hold the
wearer in an upright position, with head
and face out of water, while passengers
would have to cling to the handholds on
either side of the float, which might be
most difficult in case of injury, or where
small children are concerned.

No objection has been raised to the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
be no amendment to be offered to the
bill, the question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill (S. 460) was ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 4482 of
the Revised Statutes, as amended, 15 amend-
ed to read as follows:

“SEC. 4482, Every steam vessel navigating
rivers only shall also be provided with an
approved life preserver for each and every
person allowed to be carried on said vessel
by the certificate of inspection, including
each member of the crew, which life pre-
servers shall be kept in convenient and ac-
cessible places on such vessel in readiness
for immediate use in case of accident. In
lieu of an approved life preserver for each
such person, the head of the Department
in which the Coast Guard is operating may
permit the use of such proportion of ap-
proved floats to the total number of persons
carried or authorized to be carried as he may
determine.”

LIMITATION OF DATE OF FILING
CLAIMS FOR RETAINER PAY

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate proceed to the consideration of
Calendar Order No. 132, Senate bill 800.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will state the bill by title.

The CHIEF CLERK. A bhill (S. 800) to
repeal the act of January 19, 1929 (ch.
86, 45 Stat. 1090), entitled “An act to
limit the date of filing claims for re-
tainer pay.”

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

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
is open to amendment.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President,
may we have a brief explanation of the
bill, for the RECORD?

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, the distinguished Senator from
Georgia [Mr. RussELL], who is chairman
of the committee from which the bill was
reported, is not on the floor. He is at-
tending a meeting of the Committee on
Appropriations considering the supple-
mental appropriation bill. It is my un-
derstanding, however, that the bill
merely extends to the marines the same
privilegze which is now available to
members of the other armed services
with regard to the limitation date, and
equalizes the privileges for the members
of all the armed services. The bill was
reported unanimously from the com-
mittee.

Mr. WELKER. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Texas yield?

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield to
the Senator from Idaho.
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Mr. WELEKER. If the distinguished
minority leader insists on an explana-
tion, I can give him one.

Mr. KNOWLAND. No. I think the
explanation made by the majority leader
is satisfactory.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If
there be no amendment to be offered, the
question is on the engrossment and third
reading of the bill.

The bill (S. 800) was ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of January
19, 1929 (ch. 86, 45 Stat. 1090), is hereby
repealed.

EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR
ENLISTMENT OF ALIENS IN THE
REGULAR ARMY
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-

dent, I ask unanimous consent for the

present consideration of Senate bill 1137,

Calendar No. 134, extending the author-

ity for the enlistment of aliens in the

Regular Army.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Texas?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1137)
to extend the authority for the enlist-
ment of aliens in the Regular Army.

Mr, CHAVEZ. Mr, President, I should
like to ask a question regarding this
measure. I know of a particular case in
which a Chilean boy wishes to join the
United States Marine Corps. He speaks
English perfeetly. Does the bill provide
that a foreigner of any origin will be
able to join the Marine Corps?

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The distin-
guished former chairman of the Armed
Services Committee, the senior Senator
from Massachusetts [Mr. SALTONSTALL],
is present, and can explain the bill. My
understanding is that the bill simply
would extend the present law. But the
distinguished senior Senator from Mas-
sachusetts is more familiar with the bill
than I am, and I shall be glad to have
him explain it.

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I thank the
majority leader.

Mr. President, I would answer in the
nzgative the question asked by the dis-
tinguished Senator from New Mexico.
The bill applies to the Army alone, and
extends for 2 years the present law.

Under this measure, an alien cannot
enlist in the Marine Corps, but can en-
list only in the Army, after obtaining cer-
tain clearance.

Mr. CHAVEZ. It happens that the
young man to whom I have reference ‘s
a great grandson of Artemas Ward, of
New England. The great grandson is,
however, a Chilean, even though his di-
rect ancestors are the New England
Wards. He has applied to the State De~
partment and to the Marine Corps, for
permission to join the United States
Marines. However, as I understand the
explanation given by the Senator from
Massachusetts, under the bill, that young
man will not have an opportunity to join
our Marine Corps. Is that correct?

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I am informed
by one of the committee experts that
such a case will not come under the pres-
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ent law to which we are now referring,
but that there is no objection to having
such a person apply for enlistment in
the Marine Corps, and enlisting in the
Marine Corps if he can qualify, even
though he is not a United States citizen.
However, his case would not come under
the law to which the pending bill applies.

Mr. CHAVEZ. I thank the Senator
from Massachusetts.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
is open to amendment. If there is no
amendment to be proposed, the question
is on the engrossment and third read-
ing of the hill.

The bill (8. 1137) was ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the first section
of the act of June 30, 1950 (ch. 443, 64 Stat.
316), as amended, is further amended by
striking out the words “June 30, 1855," and

inserting in lieu thereof the words, “June 30,
1957.”

LOAN OF SMALL ATRCRAFT CARRIER
TO THE GOVERNMENT OF FRANCE

Mr JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent for the
immediate consideration of Senate bill
1139, calendar No. 135, extending the
existing authority for the loan of a small
aircraft carrier to France.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
will be stated by title, for the informa-
tion of the Senate.

The LecistaTive Crerx. A bill (8.
1139) to extend the existing authority
for the loan of a small aircraft carrier
to the Government of France.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Texas for the immediate considera-
tion of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. WELKER. Mr. President, on be-
half of the Armed Services Committee, I
desire to make a brief statement regard-
ing the bill.

The act of August 5, 1953, authorized
the loan to the Government of France of
a small aireraft carrier. This loan was
for a period defined in the act as follows:

Until 6 months after the cessation of hos-
tilities in Indochina, as determined by the
President, or 5 years after the date of this
act, whichever is earlier.

Although no definite proclamation has
been made relative to the cessation of
hostilities in Indochina, it is quite ap-
parent that, at least from a practical
point of view, those hostilities are no
longer in progress. As a result, the au-
thority for the continued retention of
this carrier by the French Gevernment
requires clarification. The bill proposes
to provide such clarification by fixing a
definite cutoff date of June 30, 1958.
This action will permit the French to
complete the building and commission-
ing of a carrier of their own, and to train
the necessary antisubmarine crew.

The Committee on Armed Services re-
ceived testimony in complete justifica-
tion for the proposed legislation, the en-
actment of which is strongly desired by
the Department of the Navy, and seems
to be quite obviously in the interest of
our own national security.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
is open to amendment.

If there is no amendment to be pro-
posed, the question is on the engross-
ment and third reading of the bill.

The bill (8. 1139) was ordered fo be
engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete,, That section 2 of the
act of August 5, 1953 (67 Stat. 363), is hereby
amended by striking out the remainder of
the sentence after the word “until” and in-
serting in lieu thereof “June 30, 1958."

ACCUMULATION OF LEAVE ACCRUED
BY MEMBERS OF THE ARMED
FORCES WHILE PRISONERS OF
WAR IN EOREA

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, T ask unanimous consent for the
present consideration of Senate bill 1600,
Calendar No, 136, relating to leave ac-
crued by members of the Armed Forces
held as prisoners of war in Korea.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill
will be read by title, for the information
of the Senate.

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. A bill (S.
1600) to provide that leave accrued by
members of the Armed Forces while held
as prisoners of war in Korea shall not
be counted in determining the maximum
amount of leave which they may accu-
mulate or have to their credit.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request for the im-
mediate consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill, which had
been reported from the Committee on
Armed Services with an amendment, in
section 2, on page 2, line 17, after the
words “Armed Forces,” to strike out
“who, on or before January 22, 1954,”
and insert “who,” so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That leave accumulated
or accrued by a member of the Armed Forces
of the United States while held as a prisoner
of war by any hostile force with which the
Armed Forces of the United States engaged
in armed conflict at any time during the pe-
riod beginning June 27, 1950, and ending
July 27, 1953, shall not be counted in de-
termining the maximum amount of leave
which he is permitted to accumulate or have
to his credit. Cash settlements may be made
for such accumulated or accrued leave with-
out regard to the limitations imposed by sub-
section (b) of section 8 of the Armed Forces
Leave Act of 1946, and irrespective of whether
the person entitled to such settlement has
been discharged or released to inactive duty
or is on active duty. In the case of any person
on active duty on the date of enactment of
this act, such settlement shall be made on
the basis of the basic pay and allowances ap-
plicable to him as of the date of enact-
ment of this act. Leave taken by any mem-
ber of the Armed Forces entitled to the
benefits of this act shall not be charged to
the leave accumulated or accrued while he
was so held as a prisoner of war, unless he
has no other accrued or accumulated leave
which may be charged.

Sec. 2. The benefits of this act shall not
accrue to any member of the Armed Forces
who (1) was interned in a foreign country,
(2) had an opportunity to be repatriated,
and (3) did not accept repatriation.

Sec. 3. This act shall take effect as of June
217, 1950.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the commit-
tee amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there
be no further amendment to be pro-
posed, the question is on the engrossment
and third reading of the bill.

The bill (S. 1600) was ordered to be
engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed.

Mrs. SMITH of Maine. Mr. Presi-
dent, I have unanimous consent to have
printed at this point in the ReEcorp an
explanation of the bill which has just
been passed.

There being no objection, the explana-
tion was ordered tc be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR SMITH OF MAINE

During the 83d Congress, I joined with
my colleague from Maine in introducing
8. 3270. Our objective was to preserve leave
credits earned by our service personnel
while in a prisoner-of-war status subsequent
to the outbreak of the hostilities in Korea.
We felt very strongly that the Armed Forces
Leave Act of 1946 was causing a hardship
on these unfortunate members of our Armed
Forces and that this hardship was entirely
unintended.

8. 3270 was unanimously reported by the
Committee on Armed Services almost a year
ago and unanimously passed the Senate.
In view of the fact that no action on the
bill was taken in the House, my colleague
from Maine and I reintroduced the bill
with some technical Improvements in the
language. The new version of the bill—
8. 1600—was considered by the Committee
on Armed Services on March 31, 1955, and
unanimously reported by the committee with
a slight amendment.

In explaining the bill, I would point out
that the Armed Forces Leave Act of 1946
overhauled and codified the procedures gov-
erning furloughs and leaves of absence for
men and women in our military services.

Among other provisions is the limitation
of 60 days that was fixed on the amount
of leave which could be accrued by any one
individual.

This provision while suitable and necessary
as a matter of normal routine has operated
to the clear disadvantage of men who were
captured as prisoners of war during the
Korean conflict.

These men obviously could not avail them-
selves of any leave credits which might ac-
crue to them while in a prisoner-of-war sta-
tus. As a consequence, they were required to
forfeit all such credits in excess of 60 days.

It was most assuredly not the intent of the
Armed Forces Leave Act to exact this added
penalty from men who were already bearing
the hardships of Communist prisoner camps.
The bill seeks to remedy this unintended
situation by specifically providing that leave
accumulated or accrued by a prisoner of war
in the hands of any hostile force with which
we were engaged in armed conflict at any
time during the period June 27, 1950—the
beginning of the EKorean hostilities—and
ending July 27, 1953—the cease-fire date—
shall not be counted in determining the
maximum amount of leave which the indi-
vidual is permitted to accumulate.

The bill makes it clear that the proposed
benefits will not accrue to any person who,
having been offered an opportunity for re-
patriation, had failed to accept such oppor-
tunity. As originally introduced, the latter
provision of the bill was limited to persons
who became prisoners of war on or before
January 22, 1854 and had refused repatria-
tion. January 22, 1954, being the end of
Operation Big Switch, seemed to provide a
definite date upon which to peg the operation
of this limiting provision of the bill, but the
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committee felt that the elimination of the
specific date would obviate possible unfore-
seen administrative difficulties which might
occur in the future.

A full hearing was held on the bill during
the 83d Congress, and the bill was discussed
in detail by the Armed Services Committee
at its regular meeting on Thursday, March
31, 1955. The testimony indicates that the
bill will affect approximately 3,500 persons
and will cost not to exceed $1 million.

I am hopeful that the Senate will see fit to
give this bill the prompt approval which it
received last year and which we feel is still
strongly merited.

AUTHORIZATION FOR REPORT AND
CONSIDERATION OF SECOND SUP-
PLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
second supplemental appropriation bill,
if reported by the Committee on Appro-
priations, be in order on Friday.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
Committee on Appropriations may have
authority to file a report on the second
supplemental appropriation bill, not-
withstanding the fact that the Senate
may not be in session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I may have neglected to announce
it, but it is not planned to have a session
of the Senate tomorrow. It is planned
that the Senate shall adjourn until Fri-
day.

REVISION OF FEDERAL ELECTION
LAWS

Mr. HENNINGS obtained the floor.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, if the Senator from Missouri will
yield, I wish to express my appreciation
to Members on both sides of the aisle,
and particularly to the able senior Sena-
tor from Missouri [Mr. HENNINGS], for
their indulgence while I have cleaned
up the calendar. I am sorry I have had
to ask the Senator from Missouri to post-
pone his remarks until that has been
done. However, as usual, he has been
most considerate and helpful.

Mr. HENNINGS. Mr. President, I
wish to thank the distinguished major-
ity leader for his expression concerning
what he characterizes as my considera-
tion. Quite to the contrary, I think I
should thank him again, as I have un-
dertaken to do many times, for his un-
failing and invariable consideration of
the membership of this body.

I have indicated that I desired recog-
nition at this time because I am in the
midst of a hearing which I have been
asked to conduct, and which is now being
conducted by a subcommittee of the
Committee on Rules and Administration.
For that reason I ask the indulgence of
my colleagues, and suggest that, much as
I should like to yield for insertions and
other matters, time is pressing upon me,
and I must return to the hearing.

Mr. President, I announce to the Sen-
ate that the Subcommittee on Privileges
and Elections of the Committee on Rules
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and Administration yesterday began
hearings on S. 636, a bill proposing a re-
vision of the Federal election laws and
the enactment of a new Federal election
law regulating financial practices and
reporting in connection with elections to
Federal office. I should like to extend,
once again, an invitation to all Members
of the Senate to take part in these hear-
ings, either by personally testifying or by
ztillllsmitting a statement concerning the

The bill which the subcommittee is
considering would, if enacted into law,
affect the campaigns of all candidates
for Federal office. All Members of the
Senate who have had personal ex-
perience in campaigning can materially
assist the subcommittee if they care to
do so. Their assistance will be appre-
ciated by all members of the subcom-
mittee,

Mr. President, in order to assist the
Senate in understanding the nature and
purpose of these hearings, I ask unani-
mous consent that I be permitted to in-
sert in the Recorp a copy of the open-
ing statement which I, as chairman,
made on behalf of the subcommittee., I
also ask unanimous consent that I be
permitted to insert in the ReEcorp several
editorials and news stories dealing with
the purpose of the hearings, as well as
with the first day’s proceedings.

There being no objection, the state-
ment, editorials, and articles were or-
dered to be printed in the REecorp, as
follows:

OPENING STATEMENT BY UNITED STATES SENA=-
TOR THOMAS C. HENNINGS, JR., DEMOCRAT,
oF MISSOURI, CHAIRMAN, SUBCOMMITTEE ON
PRIVILEGES AND ELECTIONS, oN 5. 636, THE
FEDERAL ELECTIONS AcTt or 1955, on TuEs-
DAY, APRIL 12, 1955
Today the Subcommittee on Privileges and

Elections of the Senate Committee on Rules

and Administration begins hearings on S.

€36, the proposed “Federal Elections Act of

1955," which is intended to revise the Fed-

eral election laws to prevent corrupt prac-

tices in elections, and for other purposes. As
chairman of the subcommittee and as the
sponsor of this measure, I would like to
make a brief statement explaining the back-
ground of the bill, its principal provisions,
the objectives which the bill is intended to
attain, and, in particular, the nature and
purpose of these hearings. I might say par-
enthetically that I have some familiarity
with these matters since I am now in my

fifth year of service on this committee. I

have participated In the most extensive in-

vestigations of election practices, including
the contested elections in Maryland, New

Mexico, New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio,

Michigan, and others. Out of these hearings

and investigations, I have had ample oppor-

tunity to see the pressing need for substan-
tial revisions in our Federal election laws.

At the present time, financial matters in
connection with elections to Federal office
in the United States are regulated primarily
by two laws—the Federal Corrupt Practices
Act of 1925, and the Hatch Political Aectivi-
tles Act of 1939, as amended. The bill which
is the principal subject of these hearings,
5. 636, expressly repeals the Corrupt Prac-
tices Act, and amends certain portions of the
Hatch Act.

The legislative history of the existing laws
reveals clearly that the Congress in enacting
them, had two principal objectives in mind.
First, the Congress intended to limit the
amount of money which is spent in Federal
election campaigns. Second, the Congress
desired to make certain that the full facts
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concerning campaign finances were made
public so that the people might know the
cost of election campaigns, and so that no
attempt to “buy” an election could be suc-
cessful. Neither of these objectives has
been realized to any appreciable degree. We
know that tremendous amounts of money
are spent in election campaigns and these
amounts are far in excess of what the law
intends. and publicity are so
hopelessly inadequate that we can do little
more than guess at the actual moneys spent
in any campaign. This is a lamentable state
of affairs. And yet, such facts do not imply
that there is any widespread violation of
the provisions of the laws. Actually, these
laws are so inadequate, so antiquated, and
g0 riddled with loopholes that they invite
evasion. ‘Indeed, they are so unrealistic
that they demand evasion, in many in-
stances. The limits placed on campaign
spending by these laws are s0 low that few
candidates can campaign on what the law
allows, in this day of widespread and costly
television and radio communication. Any
legal system which makes law evaders of
honest men, which forces individuals willing
to serve their country to resort to practices
which are contrary at least to the spirit of
the law, cannot and should not be tolerated
in a country such as ours.

Present laws are defective in four major
Tespects: (1) They do not apply to primary
elections, caucuses, or conventions; (2) they
do not apply to political committees other
than those which are national in character,
and thus are not applicable in the case of
the vast majority of political committees
which are active in national elections; (3)
although presumably intended to be effec-
tive they contain no provisions to ensure
enforcement; (the Justice Department in
the past has said that they are virtually un-
enforceable); and (4) the limits which they
impose on campaign contributions and ex-
penditures are hopelessly unrealistic.

In view of these defects, it is not surpris-
ing that suggestions for the repeal or reform
of these laws have been advanced regularly.
S. 636 is the latest such proposal. It has
been drafted after careful study, and after
serions consideration of the many well-
written congressional reports and scholarly
articles recommending change. It is de-
signed to correct all the defects which I have
just mentioned, as well as all others which
have come to my attention.

I might point out that when Congress en-
acted the Corrupt Practices Act in 1925, it
gpecifically provided that the provisions of
the act should not apply to primary elections,
and conventions and caucuses. This was
guite understandable since the law was
drafted only a short time after the Supreme
Court had ruled in the well-known Newberry
case that congressional control over elections
did not extend to such primaries and con-
ventions. However, 16 years after the en-
actment of this law, the Supreme Court, with
an understanding of the essential connection
between nomination and election, reversed
the Newberry decision and specifically af-
firmed, in United States v. Classic, that Con-
gress did have authority to regulate primary
elections. Nevertheless, in the 14 years
which have elapsed since the Clasgic decision,
Congress has not accepted the mandate given
it by the Court. Primary elections are,
therefore, still unregulated by law.

Thus, the proposed bill applies specifically
to primary as well as final elections and to
caucuses and political conventions. It ap-
plies to all political committees which
support candidates for Federal office. It
establishes a system of supervision and en-
forcement, and it raises the cellings on po-
litical contributions and expenditures to
levels which are realistic and adequate. In
many other respects, 8. 636 would revise the
present methods of reporting and controlling
the use of money in electlons.
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The bill which we are considering in these
hearings does not propose any revolutionary
change in campalgn practices. It has the
same two cbjectives which all such legis-
lation encompasses. It is designed to make
certain that the amounts of money which
are spent in eonnection with eampaigns for
Federal ofice are not unduly excessive, and
to assure adequate publicity for all such ex-
penditures, as well as for the sources of cam-
palgn funds. It has thus been framed with
a full realization of the fact that the use of
money in elections can be dangerous if ex-
cessive or secret. It has also taken into con-
sideration another equally important fact—
that election gampaigns do have many nec-
essary and admirable results, in that they in-
form the American people on the vital and
important issues of the day, and that they
therefore increase the level of understand-
ing of and participation in polities and the
affairs of government. 5. 636 is thus based
on a realization of the fact that campalgns
are expensive, and that ratisfactory cam-
paigns require the expenditure of large
amounts of money. As long as such expendi-
tures are in conformity with both the spirit
and the letter of the law, and are used for
the purposes which a campaign should
really accomplish, they are advantageous
and healthy. Therefore, the bill hefore the
committee would raise the limits, so as to
provide effective, but reasonable, controls
and limits on such spending.

I have long been disturbed by a consider-
able weight of public opinion which holds
that campalgns are suspect, and in some
way unclean. A great many people seem to
feel—and understandably so—that election
campaigns are necessarily corrupt, and that
little can be done about such conditions.
For my own part, I cannot accept such a
defeatist conclusion. I am exceedingly
anxious to see the level of political moral-
ity raised, and to see the fleld of politics
returned to the position of prestige and
respect that it formerly occupied in our so-
ciety. Better laws can do much to assist in
such a return, I am certain,

These hearings are designed to explore fully
the problems which arise in connection with
campaigns for Federal office, as well as to
examine thoroughly the possible means of
controlling such problems through correc-
tive legislation. And in view of the wide-
spread attitude of suspicion and disillusion-
ment, we must make certain that the law
which we recommend to the Rules Commit-
tee and to the Senate is sound, reasonahbls
and workable, and is really designed to bring
about a positive and constructive revision in
national election practices. Under no ecir-
cumstances must we be content with a law
which will continue to permit evasion, and
which will thus further disillusion the
American people.

We have extended invitations to testify to
persons from many fields who can contribute
to the successful accomplishment of the task
which faces this committee. We have asked
the leaders of the two major political parties
to appear, and they have graciously accepted.
We have extended an invitation to the At-
torney General, and we hope that he will
appear and give us the benefit of his views
and his experience. We have requested the
testimony of newspaper publishers, repre-
sentatives of the radio and television in-
dustry, working journalists, lawyers, political
scientists, and political leaders from all levels
of political activity, local, State, and mna-
tional. We have extended invitations to all
Members of Congress, and in particular to
the chairmen of the Senate and House of
Representatives Republican and Democratic
Campaign Committees. Any other interested

and organizations are invited to com-
municate with the subcommittee if they wish
to appear, and we will give serlous
consideration to all such requests. We in-
tend to develop fully ell of the facts, so that
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we may undertake the revision of the laws
with a real chance of success.

S. 636 is the principal subject of these
hearings, but we do not intend to limit these
hearings only to the provisions of this bill.
It is our intention, and our aim, to uncover
all of the important facts which relate to the
matter of cam . 80 that we can
thoroughly understand the problems which
candidates and political committees face, and
80 that we eventually can recommend to the
Rules Committee and to the Senate a bill
which will accomplish the objectives we all
seek, and which will, at the same time, allow
the parties and the candidates to carry on
vigorous and complete campaigns.

We do not intend to draft a law which will
further complicate the tasks which our
parties face. 'We are not inclined to penalize
the political calling. I feel that polities is
one of the highest human endeavors, and I
believe that we should assist the parties and
candidates for elective Federal office in their
efforts to inform the people on the state of
this Nation, subject only to reasonable re-
quirements which will prevent the abuses
which have occurred in the past.

S. 636 is, in a way, a point of departure
for these hearings. I hope that the witnesses
who will appear before this committee will
state frankly their opinions of the provisions
of this bill. I am not wedded to any of the
detailed specifications of the bill, but T am
thoroughly committed to its objectives. I
believe that the hearings will reveal the de-
fects in the bill, where such exist, and will
disclose alternatives which may be more sat-
isfactory in solving the problems in the field
which we are studying.

I believe that the matter which is before
the committee, is, and should be, a biparti-
san and a nonpartisan problem. I sincerely
hope that no partisan loyalties will arise
which will.complicate the task of the com-
mittee, I realize full well that the problem
which we are studying is one which can be
utilized for partisan purposes, and I hope
that this will not oeccur. The members of
the subcommitiee are united in their ap-
proach to the problem at hand, and T am
sure that these hearings will proceed in a
nonpartisan fashion,

[From the Washington Post and Times
Herald of April 7, 1955]

Hearings Wiz OPEN TUESDAY oN ELECTION
Law OVERHAUL
(By Robert C. Albright)

The first substantial move to overhaul the
Federal election laws since adoption of the
Corrupt Practices Act of 1925 and the Hatch
Act of 1939 is getting under way at the
Capitol.

A bill by Senator Tromas C. HENNINGS, Jr.,
Democrat, of Missouri, supported by all five
Democratic members of the Senate Rules
Committee, provides the basis for proposed
reforms, ranging all the way from more real-
istic limits on campaign spending to tight-
ened accountability for amounts contributed
and spent.

The proposed modernized election law for
the first time would cover primaries, con-
ventions, and caucuses as well as already
scrutinized Federal elections, and would at-
tempt to lift supervision of elections out of
the horse-and-buggy era.

HEARINGS OFEN TUESDAY

Public hearings on the proposed changes
will open next Tuesday before the Senate
Bubcommittee on Privileges and Elections, of
which HENNINGS is chairman. Democratic
National Chairman Paul Butler and Republi-
can National Chairman Leonard Hall will be
the lead-off witnesses. A long list of political
scientists, lawyers, business and labor lead-
ers, and representatives of the mewspaper,
radio and television industries, also have been
invited to testify.
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HennmnGs and other interested legislators
have proposed election law revisions in each
of the past several Congresses but seldom has
the SBenate outlook been more favorable than
NOW.

That is due partly to the fact that no na-
tional elections are on the immediate hori-
zon and partly to a growing realization on
both sides of the aisle that existing statutes
are outmoded.

The Hennings bill, with certain modifica-
tions, is virtually assured in advance of a
fayoreble committee report and a place on
the Senate calendar. Amajority of the Rules
Committee has indorsed it in advance of the
hearings.

THREE ARE COSPONSORS

Three Democratic members of the group
are cosponsors of the bill with HENNINGS.
They are Senate Rules Committee Chairman
THeopoRe Frawcis GREEN, of Rhode Island,
and Senators CArL HAYDEN, of Arizona, and
ALPERT GORE, of Tennessee. The fifth Demo-
cratic member of the Rules group, Senator
MIRE MAaNSFIELD, of Montana, sponsored sim-
flar legislation while a Member of the House.

“I'm all for it," said MawsrFIELD. I believe
it will be passed out of the committee and
approved by the Senate, with Republicans
coming along.”

The lone Republican member of Henning's
three-man subcommittee, Senator Carn T.
CurTis, of Nebraska, told the Washington
Post and Times Herald he agrees with HEN-
NINGs that present campaign spending limits
are unrealistic, and should be modernized
in line with modern costs and campaign
media. But he sald he would like to study
further certain other provisions of the bill,
notably the proposal to bring primaries
within the scope of the act.

“Qur election laws must, of course, prevent
fraud and corruption,” said CvuUrris, “but
they should not be so written as to prevent
either candidates or political committees
from taking their arguments openly to the
public through the most appropriate media.”

The third member of the subcommittee is
Senator GORE.

Senator A. 8. (Mmxke) MoNrRONEY, Demo-
crat, of Oklahoma, coauthor of the 1946
law meodernizing congressional procedures,
termed the Hennings bill a “marvelous ap-
proach to modernizing our election law.”
MonroNEY said the committee should he
careful to harmonize Federal and State laws
on the subject, however.

The proposed revision lifts the present
$3 million spending limit for national polit-
ical committees to approximately $12 million,
using an elastic formula keyed to the voting
turnout in the last previous election.

Following a similar expanding formuila,
House Members' limits would be from a
maximum of $5,000 to a top of $25,000 under
certain conditions. A Senators’ ceiling would
step up from the present peak of $25,000 to
as high as $250,000.

But while granting more leeway on ex-
penses, the bill would sharply tighten ac-
countability by requiring detailed reports at
specific intervals. These would be given
direct legislative review under a stipulation
that summaries of the reports be channeled
to appropriate committees of each House.

Sponsors believe the revised reporting ma-
chinery would also insure greater publicity
on amounts spent—a factor they believe will
do more to assure compliance than penalties
provided in the bill.

As a double check on the multiple com=-
mittees that have sprung up in recent cam-
paigns, the bill provides that a .candidate
must indorse in writing any political com-
mittee supporting his candidacy before it
can accept contributions or make any ex-
penditures in his behalf.

Like the periodic financial reports required,
this authorization must be filed with the
Clerk of the House or the Becretary of the
Senate. Copies of all statements must also
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be filed with the clerk of the United States
District Court, in the district where a politi-
cal committee maintains its principal office.

Penalties up to.$1,000 or 1 year in jail are
provided for wviolation of the proposed act,
with this stepping up to $10,000 or 2 years
if the violation was willful,

[From the New York Times of April 8, 1955]
IN THE NATION
(By Arthur Krock)
IT CAN'T ALL BE BLAMED ON TELEVISION

WASHINGTON, April 7.—Next Tuesday Sen-
ator Henniwgs, of Missouri, will open hear-
ings before his Subcommittee on Privileges
and Elections in an effort to get fuller dis-
closure of the amounts spent in the process
of choosing the holders of elective Federal
office. He calls the present accounting laws
*“‘unrealistic, inadequate and antediluvian.”
To these terms he could add "grossly de-
ceptive,” because only an indeterminate part
of the money raised and spent is ever ac-
knowledged to Congress.

Congressional Quarterly has just com-
pleted the task of compiling partial spend-
ing statistics of the 1954 Federal elections
from the more than 1,000 reports the laws
require. These show that on the record
about $18.7 million 'was spent to elect the
B4th Congress. But there is no doubt that
spending 1illegally concealed, and that which
need be reported only to State authorities,
amounted to many millions more. When it
is noted that the cost of primary campaigns
is not accounted for (in some parts of the
country these are the conclusive contests) a
fair speculation is that the $13.7 million
represents but part of the spending, per-
haps the lesser portion.

The high cost of television, to which most
candidates now resort, provides one of the
reasons why the miditerm spending reported
to Congress in the 1950 Federal election
was $10.9 million ‘as contrasted with $13.7
million in 1954. But that is.only a contribu-
tory clause of the excessive electoral eplurges
which Senator HENNINGS apparently hopes
may be checked by the public shock of
fuller revelation.

The compilation by Congressional Quarterly

The statistics compiled hy Congressional
Quarterly are the more startling because of
the inadequacy of the reporting laws. So
in considering the following figures it should
be borne in mind that much more was spent
in each instance:

In 1952 the electioneering costs reported
were $17.5 million in the presidential race,
$5.6 million in the contests for Congress.

Republican groups accounted for $7251,-
590, and Democrats for $3,798,413, in the
1954 congressional elections. Democratic
candidates were most of those assisted by the
$2,057,613 disbursed by 41 union labor com-
mittees, and primary contests are not in-
cluded.

In 5 Senate races in 1854, $50,000 was
the minimum sum reported. The unsuc-
cessful Republican in Rhode Island and 2
assisting committees spent $105,265.560 to
$13,638.30 in Senator GREEN's behalf. Sen-
ator Guy Cordon, defeated by RicHArRD L.
NEUBERGER in Oregon, was the beneficiary of
$141,264.01 paid out by 30 committees and
4 individuals, and for NEUBERGER a spending
of $87,652.64 was reported. In Illinois the
total was $66,626.75; in New Jersey, $64,-
151.99; in Michigan, $568,623.97. And of these
three States, only in New Jersey was more
spent for the BEepublican than for the Demo-
cratic candidate.

Senators RusseEnn, of Georgia; ELLENDER,
of Louisiana; EasTrAND, of Mississippi, and
JoHnsoN of Texas reported no expenditures
in getting reelected. SparEmanN, of Ala-
bama; Ervin, of North Carolina; ScorT, of
North Carolina; and McCLELLAN, of Arkansas
reported spending, respectively, $100, $100,
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$50, and $37.50. But ELLENDER, SPARKMAN,
and McCreErran had to-overcome strong pri-
mary opposition, the cost mot required for
accounting to Federal authorities.

Ohio Led New York

New York carried off the doubtful honor of
housing the district—the Sixth, Queens—in
which the second largest outlay in the Nation
was recorded for the choice of a Representa~-
tive. This amount was $38,606.24, with the
defeated Republican candidate the beneficial
object of almost £34,000 of it. First place was
won by the spenders in the Ninth District of
Ohio, who reported to Congress the total of
$42,639 42.

Of the 96 political committees which made
the required reports to Congress, 27 listed
contributions of $1,000 or more from indi-
viduals. The Republican grist from 738 high
contributors was '$1,434,084.30, the Demo-
cratic was $418,900 from 244. But these
totals are especially misleading because the
Hatch Act limit of $5,000 is merely on what
may 'be given to 1 candidate or 1 committee
by 1 individual.

Senator HENNINGS proposes several reforms.
He would include primary costs; require Con-
gressional accounting from all committees
active in campaigns for Federal office (only
those operating in 2 or more States are now
covered by the law); and require written
authority from a candidate for a committee
to operate in his behalf. He wants to ralise
the widely disregarded spending limits im-
posed on candidates for Congress and the §3
million limit now fixed for the official na-
tional political committees. Representative
Boeas, of Louisiana, has advocated another
set of increases to the same purpose.

Both would uncover the local political com=
mittees which currently need not report their
spending to Congress. Hence, in HENNINGS'
words, the Federal law merely lends “false
respectability” to a soclal abuse.

[From the New York Times of April 10, 1955]

CcampaieN Funps To GET SCRUTINY—SENATE
Unir To OrEN INQUIRY TUESDAY IN DEIVE
To Pur More HoNEsTY INTO REFORTS

{By C. P. Trussell)

WasHINGTON, April 9.—The chairmen of
the two major political parties were sched-
uled tonight to be the first witnesses in a
new drive in Congress to force more hon-
esty into official reports on what campaigns
really cost.

Leonard W. Hall and Paul M. Butler, Re-
publican and Democratic chairmen, respec-
tively, were asked to appear next Tuesday.

An important objective of the new drive is
to curb expenditures at least to the levels re-
ported to Congress. Suspicion that actual
contributions and expenditures habitually
goar far beyond set limits sparked the re-
form eflort. It has been tried before in
Congress,

However, Senator THomas C. HENNINGS,
Jr,, Democrat, of Missouri, is eager to try
again. He heads the Senate Subcommittee
on Privileges and Elections. He has sched-
uled hearings for Tuesday and for April 18,
19, 20, 26, and 27. He will eall In political
leaders, lawyers, political scientists, and oth-
ers having contributions to make to the pro-
posed changes.

LEGAL LOOPHOLES NOTED

Present law, Mr. HENNINGs and fellow re-
formers argue, seems to hold political con-
tributions and expenditures only to limits
stated in official reports to the Senate and
House of Representatives. These reports
come in by the hundreds and appear to stay
within the legal boundaries.

But, it is asserted, they concern only the
$5,000 limit on an individual contribution to
one candidate or committee and a top of $3
million by everyone to each national com-
mittee.
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Not included, it 1s held, are:

Accountings of contributions made in pri-
mary election contests, though the primaries
usually provide the final election results
throughout the South.

Contributions made and expended by local
committees fostering the future of a single
candidate for Federal office, from Presldent
down to the lowest of Federal office seekers.

Contributions to campalgn committees
whose efforts do not cross State lines.

AIMS OF NEW LAW LISTED

The impending Senate hearings would
seek support for a new law that would:

Require the reporting of primary election
contributions and expenditures. This pro-
posal appears to be prompted by reports that
some southern Senators, after bitter and
apparently expensive primary campaigns last
year, were able to report to Congress that
they spent not a penny to become reelectd
in November.

Require an officlal accounting to Congress
of all contributions and expenditures made
by all committees working locally or within
State boundaries.

Demand written authority from a candi-
date for Federal office to any committee,
local, statewide, or national, that raised and
expended funds on his behalf.

Increase the present legal limits on con-
tributions and expenditures to a point that
might do away with the present cheating
on statutory rules.

NEED OF REFORM CITED

Such reforms, Senator HENNINGS declared,
might halt a false respectability that at-
tends the present system. The Corrupt
Practices Act of 1925, he said, was “admit-
tedly inadequate at the time it was framed.”

“The years which have passed since the
adoption of that law,” he added, “have fur-
ther demonstrated its lack of real meaning,
Today, the situation is truly intolerable.

“It is our belief that the hearings will
convincingly demonstrate the need for bet-
ter laws.

“The American public is well aware of the
fact that the present laws are meaningless.
This is too apparent to be argued. The
people are disillusioned with the entire mat-
ter of political campaigning.

“They have looked with suspicion on past
attempts to revise the laws, because of a
general attitude that regardless of what is
done, unscrupulous politicilans will find a
way to evade the law. We must be certain
that we * * * eventually report * * * a
bill which really will reform campaign prac-
tices.”

[From the New York Times of April 13, 1955]

PArTIES SEEK RIsE 1IN VoTE Funp CurB—

HaLL, BUTLER TESTIFY LIMIT oF $3 MILLION

A TICEET Is OUTMODED TODAY

(By Allen Drury)

WasHINGTON, April 12—The chairmen of
the two major political parties agreed today
that the ceiling on campaign spending should
be raised.

Paul H. Butler, chalrman of the Democratic
National Committee, said the limit should
be lifted to at least £6 million from the $3
million authorized by present election stat-
utes.

Leonard W. Hall, chairman of the Repub=
lican National Committee, refused to specify
an exact figure, but he denounced the pres-
ent ceiling as outmoded and unrealistic in
an age of television and airplane campaign-
ing.

The two party leaders testified before a
Senate Privileges and Elections Subcommit-
tee that is considering a bill by Senator
‘TrHoMAS C. HENNINGS, Democrat, of Missourl.

In addition to allowing the two national
committees approximately $12 million aplece
for spending in Presidential elections, the
Hennings bill would extend Federal law to
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primary elections for President, Senator, and
Representative. Present law applies only to
general elections.

COVERAGE WOULD BE WIDER

The Hennings bill also would place a limit
on spending by all subsidiary committees
supporting candidates for Federal office, and
would require them to file statements of
expenditures with the Clerk of the House
and the Secretary of the Senate. At present
only nationwide committees must do this.

Aside from a dig by Mr. Hall at the Demo-
crats’ Democratic Digest magazine, and a
slap by Mr., Butler for what he called the
Republicans' seeming to spend more money
than the Democrats, today's hearing was
filled with the nonpartisan cooperation re-
quested by Senator HENNINGS.

The Senator set the mood in an opening
statement in which he sald present laws were
“so inadequate, so antiguated, and so rid-
dled with loopholes that they invite eva-
sion.”

“Indeed,” he sald, “they are so unrealistic
that they demand evasion, in many in-
stances.”

The Senator said present laws were “hope-
lessly unrealistic’” because they did not apply
to the myriad of State and local committees
that organize to support candidates for Fed-
eral office. He also said they did not cover
primaries in which some candidates, par-
ticularly in the South, were assured of vic-
tory long before the general elections in
the fall.

Also, he sald, reporting of expenditures is so
inadequate that “we can do little more than
guess at the actual moneys spent in any
campalgn.”

#IALL VOICES RESERVATIONS

Mr. Hall sald he agreed with the objec-
tives sought by Senator HENNINGS in his bill,
but questioned whether making all commit-
tees register would not create more “viola-
tions of spirit"” than under present law.

He said he thought the Republicans would
probably spend increased amounts for tele-
vision in the presidential campaign next
year, but thought this would be balanced
by expenditures reduced by a shortened cam-
palgn. The GOP will meet in San Fran-
cisco on August 20, 1956, to nominate its
candidates.

Mr. Butler said he thought the spending
celling should be “at least $6 million a year,
merely to take account of the growth of
our country and the increased cost of reach-
ing the voter, especially through the highly
expensive medium of television.”

He said the present unrealistic celling had
subverted the original purpose of laws to
control politics,

“The necessity of spending more than #3
million to reach the voting public,” he said,
“has encouraged the formation of temporary
committees which we all know have tended
to diffuse and blur responsibility for the
tone and content of a campaign away from
the head of the ticket and the responsible
leadership of the party.”

The two chairmen differed over provisions
of the Hennings bill requiring a presidential
candidate to authorize expenditures by all
committees, National, State, and local, sup-
porting him. - T

Mr. Hall sald it would be impossible for a
candidate to keep track of all groups back-
ing him, but Mr, Butler said the idea was
meritorious.

A similar difference developed on requir-
ing all the committees to file expenditures
reports with Congress. Mr. Hall estimated
this might mean “a million or more reports
each election year,” and create an impossible
storage problem for the records. Mr. Butler
sald he didn’t think any amount of “incon-
venience” could offset the value of having
the information available to the public.

He sald he thought the law should apply
to committees “at least down to the county
level.”
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Mr. Hall's allusion to the Democratic Di-
gest came in the form of a comment that
the Republican National Committee had
studied the election laws and had come to
the conclusion that they prohibited the com-
mittee from sponsoring any publication for
profit.

Mr. Butler countered that he thought Mr.
Hall had left the implication that the Demo-
cratic National Committee had been guilty
of “loose interpretation” of the law.

Actually, he explained, the Digest, &
monthly magazine, is published by the
“Democratic Digest Corp.”

“It is just coincidence,” he sald with a
smile, “that I happen to be president of the
corporation.”

He said the Digest had no direct connec-
tion with the national committee and did
not accept advertising.

Mr. Butler said he hoped the Hennings bill
would do something to correct the “financial
imbalance” between the two parties. As an
example of this, he cited figures for commit-
tees other than the two national committees
in the 1952 presidential campaign. The
figures were prepared by Congressional
Quarterly and the New York Times.

The Quarterly showed 22 Democratic com-
mittees spending a total of $5,018,215 and 42
Republican committees spending $9,740,106.
The Times estimates showed 22 Democratic
committees spending $6,847,725 and the 42
Republican committees spending $18,769,848.

[From the Christian Science Monitor of
April 11, 1955]

Horse AND Bueey Laws UnDER STunY—CoON-
GRESS STARTS TO DI INTO CAMPAIGN COSTS

(By Willlam H. Stringer)

WASHINGTON.—A congressional committee
is launching what promises to be a deter-
mined, documented, and opinion-rousing
scrutiny of Federal laws governing political
campalgn spending,

By admission of almost everybody, these
laws are straight from the “horse and buggy
era.” With the advent of costly television
campaigns, with the thousand loopholes in
the laws, there is, as ex-Senator Guy Gil-
lette succinctly declares, “No control at all”
on election spending.

Nobody really knows how astronomically
high campaign expenditures rise in the elec-
tions for Senate, House and the President.

FIRST WITNESSES

So the Senate subcommittee on privileges
and elections is holding hearings, beginning
April 12, at which Democratic National Com-~
mittee Chairman Paul Butler and Republi-
can National Committee Chairman Leonard
Hall will be the leadoff witnesses. An im-
pressive roster of political scientists, law-
yers, labor leaders, businessmen, and repre-
sentatives of the newspaper, radio, and TV
media will testify.

Able, energetic Senator THoMmas C. Hen-
NINGS, Democrat, of Missouri, who chairmans
this subcommittee, terms present election
laws—including major portions of the Hatch
Act of 1939 and the Corrupt Practices Act of
1925—'"'unrealistic, Inadequate, and antedi-
luvian.,” Senator HENNINGS has his own bill
for overhauling the rules.

‘What is the matter with the election laws?

Well, they set a limit of $3 million on the
campaign expenditures of any “political com-
mittee.” And they declare that individuals
may contribute no more than $5,000 apiece.
This means that the Republican National
Committee and the Democratic National
Committee cannot list expenditures above
#3 million aplece in any election.

Obviously, when it is estimated that tele-
vision costs in the 1852 election alone cost
over §56 million, the money had to come from
somewhere else. The difference was covered
by voluntary organizations—there is no lim-
itatlon on the number of “committees.”
That is one of the “loopholes” in the law.
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COMMITTEES GALORE

.Bo there have been “Lawyers for Dewey"
committees and “Red-Headed Men for Roose-
velt" committees—each claiming the right
to spend $3 million.

Similar loophopes 1ift the 1id on individual
wontributions. A rich contributor himself
can send only $5,000 to the national com-
mittee, but he can also send $5,000 to each
State committee, and his wife, son, brother,
and great uncle can also contribute 5,000
apiece.

Moreover, the laws do not attempt to cover
primaries, which in some southern States are
the determinative elections,

' HIGHER LIMIT

Senator HENNINGS proposes & number of
reforms. He would include primary costs
in the totals. He would require congres-
sional accounting from all committees active
in campaigns for Federal office, not merely
from those (as the law now reads) which
operate in two or more States. He would
require, before anybody could contribute to
anybody's campaign, that the candidate give
written authority for the contribution.

Most important, the present totally unreal-
4stic spending limitation of $3 million would
be revised upward for national political com-
mittees—to approximately $12 million, using
an elastic formula keyed to the voting turn-
out in the last previous election.

By a similar formula, the amount 'a Con-
gressman might spend would be upped from
$5,000 to $25,000 under certain conditions,
and a Senator’'s ceiling would rise from the
present peak of $25,000 to as high as $250,000.

This is not the first time Congress has
turned the spotlight on election spending.
In 1952 a House committee headed by Repre-
sentative HaLe BoGes, Democrat, of Loulsiana
called witnesses and heard ‘testimony. At
that time Mr, BocGs was saying:

“The recent campalgn added jet stops to
the whistle stops and expensive TV rhetoric
to the fireside chats. The enactors of laws
which were passed in 1925 and 1939 could
not possible have foreseen these drastic
changes in campaign techniques and the
alarming costs of these techniques.”

Mr. Boces set the cost of the 1952 national
campaign at somewhere between $50 million
and £100 million. A 48-State survey under-
taken by the New York Times found the 1952
expenditures to be at least $32 million—this
total gleaned from official reports and known
contributions.

Yet, by comparison, the electioneering
costs which were reguired to be reported
under the election laws amounted to only
$17,500,000 for the presidential race and
$5,600,000 for the congressional contests, ac-
cording to the Congresional Quarterly. The
discrepancy is obviously vast.

The Hennings bill is wirtually assured a
favorable committee report. Whether spend-
ing reform will win out depends on the
pressures generated. The Democrats, who
see their richer Republican rivals going into
future campaign armed with larger cam-
paign funds than they are able to muster,
have an obvious special incentive. But
members of both parties agree present laws
are obsolete.

The reformers want to equalize campaign
expenditures, put the spotlight of publicity
on splurges, and reduce spending sufficiently
so that & man does not have to be wealthy,
or even well connected with a labor union,
to run for Congress,

[From the Washington Post and Times
Herald of April 12, 1955]
EXPENSE OF CAMPAIGNS
Senator HEnNINGS' attempt to tighten up
the Federal election laws merits the most
thoughtful support from his colleagues and
the public. The existing laws are so unreal-
istic that they have become dead letters,
For example, a candidate for the Senate is
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permitted to spend from $10,000 to $25,000
to get himself elected. Some candidates for
the House are limited to $2,600. As Senator
‘HennNives has pointed out, these are truly
ridiculous provisions. In these days of tele-
vision, radio, and air travel, any candidate
who insists on getting his case before the
people must viclate the law.

The Hennings bill would allow a candi-
date for the Senate or for Representative-
at-large to spend $50,000 and other candi-
dates for the House to spend $12,500. These
amounts could be increased, however, up to
A sum-equal to 10 cents per vote cast in the
last election, with cutofls at $250,000 for
senatorial candidates and $25,000 for House
candidates. The spending limitation on na-
tional committees would be lifted from $3
million to approximately $12 million under
a formula allowing 20 cents per vote cast for
all presidentinl candidates in any one of the
last three previous elections. The real ques-
tion is whether these limits are realistic for
the years ahead.

Campaigns today without television are
unthinkable, and television has proved to
be very costly. Even in 1850 the Ohio sena-
torial campaign cost more than a million
dollars. With increasing use of mass com-
munications media, campaign expenses are
eertain to rise in the next decade, and Con-
‘gress would eertainly not want to say that
candidates for the highest offices in the land
should not use the most effective means of
presenting their views.

Expensive campaigns have been generally
deplored because of the danger that money
would be used improperly to influence voters.
Bribery and buying of votes will always be
evils whether they come high or low. But
the same cannot be said of expenditures to
acquaint the people with the personalities,
the views and the records of the candidates.
Expenditures of this sort are an asset to
representative government so long as the
funds used do not place the elected officials
under obligation to special interests.

While liberalizing cost ceilings, the Hen-
nings bill would also tighten up reporting
and accounting procedures so as to minimize
the danger of special interest contributions
and corrupt use of political funds. The bill
would apply to primaries as well as final elec-
tlons. Every political committee working
for a candidate for Federal office would have
to report receipts and expenditures. Even
individuals spending more than $100 for the
benefit of a candidate would have to report
their contributions. In an effort to compel
a central accounting by the groups working
for each candidate, committees would be for-
bidden to accept contributions or to spend
Tor political purposes without authorization
from the candidate.

It is by no means certain that these pro-
wvisions would close all the loopholes in the
present law or that all of them would pass
the test of constitutionality. But the Hen-
nings bill appears to be the best approach
yet made to this very important problem.
Certainly the hearings on it should be exten-
sive and thorough. Congress should then
pass a bill that will throw a maximum of
light upon where political funds come from
and where they go, while keeping the door
open to adequate financing of means to keep
the people informed on political issues.

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT TO
FRIDAY

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that when
the Senate concludes its business today,
it adjourn until 12 o’clock noon on Fri-
day next.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Scorr in the chair). Is there objection?
The Chair hears none, and it is so or-
dered.
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JOSEPH PULITZER

Mr. HENNINGS. Mr. President, with
‘a heavy heart I rise in tribute to the
memory of Joseph Pulitzer—the editor
and publisher of the St. Louis Post-Dis-
patch, a distinguished leader of our press.
To say farewell to Joseph Pulitzer—the
man and the citizen—is a heavy and
sorrowiful task,

For long decades Joseph Pulitzer was
an expression of our political conscience,
a teacher of political morals, a fighter for
progress and welfare.

The death of such a man is an event
of many implications. It is a tragic na-
tional loss but it is also a reminder and a
call for the continuation of his life's
work—the fight for a responsible press
and for honest, conscientious, unselfish
public service.

Our cultural heritage rests on the idea
of work and service. We all fulfill our
allotted task in life. But there are only
a few among us who feel that they are
called and who are inspired by their
calling. Joseph Pulitzer was one of
these inspired. Unassuming and mod-
est, he was a man of unreserved belief
in his ideals and of untiring drive to see
‘them live. His inspiration was the source
of the serenity of his character. “The
words of the wise are serene words" sug-
gests an old saying. Joseph Pulitzer was
an outstanding example of its truth.

In his life’s work Joseph Pulitzer was
the spiritual successor of his great father.
They shared the same philosophy of life
and the same views on the function of
the press in our society. But the son
was more than a follower of his father.
He was in his own right and by his own
work and his own courage, the executor
of their commeon ideas. The greatness
of his personal effort becomes clear if
we consider the changes of our life
since the turn of the century. Only a
sovereign mastery of .ideas could have
permitted Joseph Pulitzer to steer his
«course without losing touch with reality
and without becoming dogmatic.

Our Constitution abolished orthodoxy
as a test of worthiness—culturally, polit-
ically, and economically. It protects our
freedom of thought and belief. It gave
birth to a domocracy that is conceived
&as a unity in diversity.

As a legal document, as a charter of
our institutions, the Constitution is
equally important in all its provisions.
But when we look at them from within,
in their reciprocal relationships, we dis-
cover that the provisions of our Consti-
tution possess different constit:tional
depth. Thus, in my view, the first
amendment is not only an important ele-
ment of the Bill of Rights, but, I would
say, the soul of our ‘Constitution, the
spiritual rationale for its existence.

For us Americans the Constitution of
the United States is not a passing docu-
ment. It is the embodiment of our life
and existence. Like any other embodi-
ment it is inseparable from the things
it embodies. Our adherence to its pro-
visions is not a nalf-hearted acceptance.
It is a belief—an unshakable belief—in
its wisdom. Once it was a prophecy
and our history has shown that it was
.a true prophecy. The Founding Fa-
thers succeeded where men in other
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countries failed. What is the reason for
the greatest of our ancestors’ work?
I have often thought of this and I have
come to the conclusion that it depends
on the nature of our Constitution which
happily united practical considerations
with deep philosophical insights and
matters of principle.

The sociologist and the legal scholar
realize how closely it materialized the
theoretical formulations of Montesquieu
and the philosophy of its age. At the
same time, the student of our past is im-
pressed by its closeness to the events of
political and social reality of American
life.

The first amendment, with its all-
embracing, unequivocal language is no
exception. As an expression of the trust
in the free spiritual activity of man, and
of the belief in the great ideal that only
free thought and free persuasion leads
to progress and happiness, it reflected
also American practices. We obhserve
this when we study even our colonial
past.

Here I have specifically in mind the
activity of Benjamin Franklin and of his
circle. In 1727, Franklin organized a
club first called Leather Apron and later,
officially, Junto. It united people inter-
ested in literature, science, ethies, poli-
tics, and religion. To become a mem-
ber, one had to declare that he “loved
mankind in general, of what profession
or religion soever,” and that no person
should be “harmed in his body, name,
or goods, for mere speculative opinions,
or his external way of worship.” The
language of the first amendment is ob-
viously nothing but a reformulation of
these ideas and practices.

Also, let me quote some excerpts from
Franklin's set of “Rules for the Club Es-
tablished for Mutual Improvement.”
Here are some of the questions sug-
gested for discussion:

Do you think of anything at present in
which the Junto may be serviceable to man-
kind, to the country, to their friends, or
to themselves?

Have you lately observed any defect in the
laws of your country, of which it would be
proper to move the legislature for an amend-

ment? Or do you know of auy law that is
- wanting?

Have you lately observed any encroach-
ment on the just liberties of the people?
Hath anybody attacked your reputation
lately? And what can the Junto do toward
securing it?

These questions, do they not, strike us
as if they were formulated today? Are
they not eternal and fundamental ques-
tions of our democracy? Is it not clear
that to these questions the Founding Fa-
thers tried to give an answer?

Our history has shown that out of such
clubs as Franklin’s Junto our democracy
has actually developed. We also know
that there was a direct road from the
activities of Junto to Franklin's paper
the Pennsylvania Gazette, and this, I
think, was a logical development. The
free press of our country is an equal ne-
cessity for the existence of our democ-
racy as those institutions which were ex=-
plicitly established by our Constitution.

A society of free thought lives by the
dissemination of diversified information
and free honest comment. Free spirit-
ual activity and free government dies
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when the exchange of information and
comment stop. In our midst the press
therefore acquires a singularly important
position and it is the duty of every gen-
eration of Americans to see to it that
the freedom of the press is protected and
continues unabridged.

Under freedom of the press, I also un-
derstand its independence from interests
that are extraneous to its primary pur-
pose. Let me explain this.

The growth of the Nation's wealth
tends to increase the size of business
undertakings and newspaper business is
no exception. In fact, the publishing
of a metropolitan newspaper has become
big business. We often hear, and we
know it to be true, that economic con-
siderations sometimes influence editorial
policy and persuade some newspapers to
yield too readily to the expedient of sat-
isfying tastes and mores which some-
times are incompatible with integrity
and the general welfare. It is often for-
gotten that regardless of the need of
every business venture to be financially
sound, where the business is peculiarly
vested with a public trust as in the case
of a newspaper, the primary function
should not be sacrificed. It is the pri-
mary purpose of the press to report the
significant news of the community and
in this respect to act as its political con-
science. It is the duty of the press to
inform and to educate the people of our
country, without prejudice or favor, in-
terpreting the important facts of day-to-
day life in the light of the total frame-
work of our cultural heritage and pos-
sible future,

Our cultural heritage institutionalized
in our Constitution presupposes the
unique position in our society of a
free press. It is not an exaggeration to
say that the principles of our Constitu-
tion derive in great part from the posi-
tion of the press which is a struetural,
and I think I can say, a constitutional
part of our society. And the right to
be free necessarily imposes on our press
strict professional standards.

In this connection, I should like to
mention one specific point that in no
small degree affects the value of the
press to our people. There are reports
that in a number of instances publishers
and editors try to impose their own opin-
ions on the members of their staff. Inso-
far as that is true, this practice, in my
view, violates the basic principle of free
comment and, considering the consoli-
dation of newspaper publishing in our
time, is fraught with dangers of regi-
mentation and restraint of spiritual
“trade.”

Joseph Pulitzer was aware of this dan-
ger, and the freedom of thought of his
collaborators was as sacred to him as
the freedom of the press itself.

The life of society is subject to con-
stant change. There is always a tension
between established ideas and new striv-
ings which force their way into life. The
soul of democracy is freedom. And
democratic freedom presupposes and in-
corporates change. Every generation
rejuvenates our Constitution, and our
history is a sequence of new interpreta-
tions of its provisions. The possibility
to do so is the proof of its depth and
greatness. To grow within our demo-
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cratic framework without impairing
freedom is the paramount goal of a free
people. Our people have a right to ex-
pect the press to adhere unalterably to
these principles and to keep them con-
stantly before us. These were the ideas
that guided Joseph Pulitzer in his work
as a newspaperman, and he brought us
the much-needed proof that a gifted
man of business can manage a finan-
cially successful paper without sacri-
ficing its ideals.

The ideals of Joseph Pulitzer go back
not only to his great father. We are
aware that they were present at the
dawn of our life as a nation. More than
that, they ushered our people into free-
dom, statel.ood, and greatness.

In his personal characteristics, Joseph
Pulitzer was particularly akin to Ben-
jamin Franklin. They both knew how
to intertwine ideals with things practical
and possible, and when we contemplate
the activity of Joseph Pulitzer we have
the reassurance that up to now the spirit
of our country was alive. I am con-
vineced that so it will be in the future and
that, through the conscious and con-
scientious activity of our own genera-
tion, the spirit of our democracy will
continue to be as vigorous as in the past.

In conclusion I congratulate Joseph
Pulitzer, Jr.—the third by that name—
on his election to the editorship of the
St. Louis Post-Dispateh, a natural and
proper successor to his distinguished
predecessors.

I ask unanimous consent to have in-
serted at the end of my remarks his
signed editorial which appeared in the
issue of April 4, 1955, under the title
“The Tides of Time” in which he so fully
covenants that the great tradition of
the St. Louis Post-Dispatch will con-
tinue undiminished.

I also ask unanimous consent to insert
at the conclusion of my remarks an edi-
torial tribute to Joseph Pulitzer from the
St. Louis Globe-Democrat expressing the
mutual respect and friendship of the
publishers of these two great competing
newspapers.

There being no objection, the edi-
torials were ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

[From the St. Louis Post-Dispatch of April 4,
19561
TaHE TibEs oF TIME

A flame of integrity was extinguished at
the death of my father, Joseph Pulitzer, but
its light will always radiate to newspaper-
men of conscience everywhere,

Joseph Pulitzer was devoted to the jour-
nalistic commandments written in 1907 by
my grandfather, the first Joseph Pulitzer,
and carried dally as the platform of the
Post-Dispatch. These words are a monu-
ment of granite which the tides of time will
never efface.

Guided by the platform, my father exerted
all the skill, conviction, imagination, force
and courage with which he was unusually
endowed to make the Post-Dispatch respon-
sive to the needs of mankind. He never
made a mean decision; on the contrary, his
generosity of mind and heart made him a
shining guardian of my grandfather's ideals.

Inspiration alone cannot move stones; so
my father achleved his distinction by inspi-
ration conveyed to loyal men and women.
The Post-Dispatch 1s fortunate to be brought
out day after day by people who are devoted
to the ideals which gave this newspaper its
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character, acclaimed in recent days from
near and far.

Today the platform continues to proclaim
its proud, timeless message. We of the Post-
Dispatch shall abide by the standards we
have inherited.

With all the moral strength, the intellec-
tual strength, the professional strength at
our command, we will continue to labor as
public servants. Not only will we report the
day’s news but we will illuminate dark
places, and, with a deep sense of responsi-
bility, interpret these troubled times.

Opinion will be strong for what we believe
to be right, and equally strong against what
we construe to be wrong. We also know
that laughter is a joy and we hope we will
entertain.

For public service our reward will be what
each of the men and women of this news-
paper and the broadcasting stations will
carry within himself. Each will know his
voice has merged in a mighty chorus which
will resound as heretofore in our city, our
State, our Nation and the world.

That chorus, I am confident, will be rec-
ognized and I hope it will be found to have
added more splendor to the noble profes-
sion of journalism.

JOSEPH PULITZER, Jr.

[From the St. Louls Globe-Democrat]
JOSEPH PULITZER

The sudden death of Joseph Pulitzer comes
as a personal loss to the publisher of the
Globe-Democrat and to those on this news-
paper who enjoyed the acquaintance of the
T0-year-old publisher of the Post-Dispatch.
Only the night before he died, he was the
guest of the Globe-Democrat at its tradition-
al reception prior to the gridiron dinner of
the Advertising Club of St. Louis. At that
time he appeared to be in better health than
usual.

Newspaper competition sometimes destroys
friendships, in the relentless task of turn-
ing out a commodity which will please the
public. There is such keen competition in
the area of business between the Post-Dis-
patch and the Globe-Democrat, but the per-
sonal relationship between the latter's pub-
lisher and Mr. Pulitzer was never disturbed
in the slightest. When only a few days ago
Mr. Ray disposed of his holdings in the
Globe-Democrat and turned over the owner-
ship of the newspaper to another, he received
many kind letters. One much cherished by
him was from Mr. Pulitzer.

The name of Pulitzer is famous in the fleld
of journalism. The first Joseph Pulitzer
was the founder of the Post-Dispatch and of
the New York World. Before he died in 1911
he had provided in his will that his sons
should carry on, and in 1905 the second
Joseph came to 8t. Louis to learn the busi-
ness from the ground up. In February, 1912,
he became the publisher and editor of the
Post-Dispatch and was active in its direc-
tion until only a few hours before his death.

He was proud to be called a working news-
paperman, who certainly knew his way
around the business office but whose chief
interest, as he said many times, was in the
editorial page and the news. Liberal in his
views, he transferred those sentiments to his
own newspaper, which has long been identi-
fled with erusades and campalgns which Mr,
Pulitzer believed were due the public.

Mr. Pulitzer was not a man known by
large numbers of St. Louisans. He made few
public appearances, due no doubt to the fact
that he was approaching blindness, an affiic-
tion similar to that of his father. But al-
though he needed a secretary to read to him,
he insisted on detailed information on every
topic of the day. His zest for living remained
with him until he closed his desk at 6:30 on
Wednesday night and went home, where he
was stricken 2 hours later.

In his departure, St. Louis has lost one of
its good citizens. He contributed much to
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making it a better city. He will be missed.
And as personal friend, his going is sincerely
regretted by the publisher of the Globe-
Democrat.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I wish
to congratulate the Senafor from Mis-
souri on his remarks concerning Joseph
Pulitzer and the elder Pulitzer. As a
youngster in the early 1900’s my “Bible”
was the St. Louis Post-Dispatch and the
New York World, both being Pultizer
newspapers. I think everything the
Senator from Missouri has said car-
ries out the idea Pulitzer had in mind in
connection with a free press.

Mr. HENNINGS. Mr. President, if my
distinguished colleague will yield for an
observation, I not only wish to thank the
distinguished senior Senator from New
Mexico for his generous comment and his
observation upon my attempt to char-
acterize the late great Joseph Pulitzer,
but I also wish to say that it is very
reassuring, and, indeed, we of Missouri
take pride in the acknowledgment of the
Senator from New Mexico of the inspira-
tion given him by the St. Louis Post-
Dispateh. I think the life, the work, the
attainments, and the stature of the great
senior Senator from New Mexico cer-
tainly are an exemplification of many in-
spirations, and we are very glad indeed
to know that a newspaper in the State
of my birth had some part in making a
contribution to the Senator’s tolerance,
his deep philosophy, and his understand-
ing of the world in which we live.

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, the
grandfather, the son, and the man who
is now editor of the St. Louis Post-Dis-
patch contributed to and carried on the
American way of life as we would have
it. They had the philosophy of Jeffer-
son, the activity of Jackson, and the
kindness of Lincoln, and they wanted
everyone in the United States to have
those qualities.

Mr. President, I now desire to speak
briefly on another subject.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from New Mexico may proceed.

OUR RELATIONS WITH LATIN
AMERICA

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, this
hemisphere begins at Hudson Bay and
extends clear to Patagonia. South of the
Mexican border there are 140 million
people. They are people of dignity, who
desire to get along with us. They are
the ones on whom we shall have to de-
pend in the future. We may talk about
Europe and Asia. The people there have
been fighting about real estate for 2,000
yvears. But where are we going to de-
velop our resources unless it is south of
the border?

The production and exportation of
natural resources have hardly been
touched. There are many minerals—
gas, oil, copper—and much lumber and
other products south of the Mexican
border. Is it not to our interest, then,
to try to do something with reference to
developing those countries so that even
we might receive some benefit?

Mr. President, I wish to give credit to
the Vice President of the United States
for his recent trip into the Central
American countries, including Mexico,
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Guatemala, Salvador, Honduras, Nica=
ragua, Costa Rica, Panama, and several
Caribbean Islands in the area. He did a
tremendous job in the way of building
good will.

I say this, Mr. President, as a hard-
boiled Democrat. He did a fine job. To
my way of thinking, I believe the Vice
President actually carried the American
spirit of good will to Latin America in
the best manner and with the best of
propriety. Personally, I was thrilled
with the reception given the Vice Presi-
dent and his good partner in all the Cen-
tral American and Caribbean countries.
Knowing the cultural background of
those who compose the population in
those areas, I was not surprised at the
reception they gave the Vice Presi-
dent. They are fine, courteous, decent
people, and they receive one with open
arms. They were only reaffirming what
Spanish culture has been doing for
thousands of years. By the Vice Presi-
dent’s kind words, his mannerisms, and
the way he would meet children or men
of state, he disclosed something which
should bring pride to those who believe
in our free institutions and the benefits
we expect from Government in matters
affecting freedom of mind, freedom of
conscience, and of politics. I think the
Vice President and his good lady did a
fine piece of work in hemispheric rela-
tions for the United States of Ameriea.

While I appreciate what he did, and
without reservations on his public ex-
pressions, I still think Uncle Sam should
go beyond that and actually prove to
Latin America that he wants to be their
friend, and that in bringing about good
will for free people, we will respect the
dignity of the smallest of Latin American
countries; yes, even the potential future
power of those same countries.

Niceties at embassies and in the halls
of parliaments of Latin America are
certainly proper, but how best can we
prove to those good neighbor countries
that we actually mean it? In my opin-
ion there are many ways by which we can
tell those good people that it is not eco-
nomic selfishness on our part, but that
we want to cooperate so that economi-
cally, politically, and spiritually all the
countries to the south and north of us in
this hemisphere shall be beneficiaries.

I hate to say this, but I say it ad-
visedly. As you know, Mr. President,
there are in Washington representatives
of foreign governments from all over the
world, Idonotknow of one that I would
not trust. But of necessity, they are
bound by diplomatic protocol in their
every-day affairs of life. It so hap-
pens that I am of the same national,
religious, and philosophical origin as the
peoples who compose the populations of
Latin America. I believe that I know
their national reactions, their political
reactions, yes, their religious reactions,
to what is going on, and which of neces-
sity, can be expressed in public by their
diplomatic representatives.

The closest one of the Latin American
countries to us is the Republic of Mexi-
co. Mexico, in my opinion, can be the
axis of all of our good-will efforts with
Latin America. We are next-door neigh-
bors, thanks te higchway contacts from
eastern Canada, central Canada and
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western Canada to the boundary of
Guatemala and Mexico. Thousands of
American automobiles ride those high-
ways yearly. American businessmen,
American mechanics, and American
schoolteachers can get into an auto-
mobile in Detroit or New England, go on
American highways to the Mexican bor-
der. First they know the philosophy and
the people of their own country. Then
they get on a foreign highway that is
just as good as the American one and has
the same type of motels, the same gaso-
line, and all of the necessities that are re-
quired in our standards of living. They
go into Mexico, anywhere in the Re-
public, and they find that those good
people also have a culture. They have
universities, museums, and fine musical
centers. After they have been through
Mexico and have found out these things,
they return to their home States—New
Jersey, Michigan, Mississippi, Arkansas—
and preach the gospel of good will. Thus
they do more for better understanding
as between the two countries and its
peoples than could be accomplished by
a hundred years of political discussion
by the diplomats and foreign services of
either country.

I will pin my faith upon the American
people, who do their visiting on good
roads. They will know the United States,
and they will know the foreign coun-
tries.

The same thing can be said as one
fravels over the old highways of the
Spaniard from Mexico City to old An-
ticua or what was Santiago de Guate-
mala; in the memorable days of Alvarado
and Bernal Dias del Castillo who went
from Mexico into this area after follow-
ing Cortez into Old Mexico. Yes, one will
find the ruins of a civilization that Spain
brought there in the 16th century. What
is left are wonderful convents that were
intended not only to lift the spiritual
life of the local Indians, but also to help
them on the material side. The traveler
can proceed on to Salvador, Honduras,
Costa Rica, and Panama.

How are we to do these things and
carry out the idea of Vice President
Nixon that it is our purpose to be good
neighbors? One way is to finish the
Inter-American Highway from the Mex-
ican border to Panama City. I believe
that I have a good conception of the
American. I know he likes to travel.
I think he wants to know how other peo-
ple live; but he will not learn how the
people of Central America live until the
highway is finished to Panama City.
American tourists would then go there
by the thousands. They would buy, in
general, things that are manufactured
in the United States—the oil and grease
for their automobiles, which possibly
were manufactured in the United States,
and many other articles. Naturally, the
local folks would make money out of the
tourist trade, but in turn they would
use that same money to bring in Amer-
ican goods for sale to local folks and a
mutually satisfactory relationship would
result.

I want to give, briefly, some of the
mileages—and I am sorry the majority
leader is not in the Chamber at the
moment. From Laredo in Texas to Mex-
ico City, there are now 765 miles of
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paved roads. From Mexico City to San
Cristobal on the Guatemala border, there
are 727 more miles of paved road, mak-
ing a grand total of 1,492 miles from
the American border fo the Guatemalan
border, all paved. In Guatemala there
are 67 miles of paved roads, 242 miles
of all-weather roads, and 25 miles of
impassable roads. One could not get
through them if he wanted to. This 25-
mile stretch on the border of Mexico and
Guatemala should be one of the “musts”
in our efforts of cooperating in the con-
struction of roads in Central America.

I am happy to note that the President,
after speaking with the Vice President,
has recommended that something be
done about the condition. Congress also
can do its share in the effort to cooperate
in the construction of roads in Central
America.

In El Salvador there are 174 miles of
paved roads, and 21 miles of all-weather
roads. In Nicaragua there are 132 miles
of paved roads, and 106 miles of all-
weather roads. In Costa Rica there are
60 miles of paved roads, and 206 miles of
all-weather roads. East of Cartago and
San Isidro to the Panama border there
are 134 miles of impassable roads at the
moment. From the Costa Rican border
to the city of David there are 14 miles of
impassable roads, but there are, between
David and Panama City, 88 miles of
paved roads and 214 miles of all-weather
roads; and, of course, there are 14 miles
of impassable roads between David and
the Costa Rican border.

One must visualize the geography of
the region. He must be in the country in
order to understand what improved
roads would mean to the United States
and how they would affect our good
neighbor policy. The automobiles which
would travel this road would be built in
Detroit, Cleveland, Dayton, and other
cities of America.

David is the headquarters of the Prov-
ince of Chiriqui in Panama. This is the
richest province in the isthmus and
could provide sufficient food and prod-
uce to feed Panama City if the province
had an opportunity of getting the farm
products into Panama City. What they
need is a road.

How would such a road affect the
security of the United States? Would
we not like to have a road in case, for
example, an enemy had a fleet of sub-
marines operating in the Caribbean?
Would it not be to our interest to have
a road into Panama City, aside from the
economic need for such a road?

Let us forget about good will for a
moment. Let us think that we shall be
taking care of our national defense in-
terests. Would it be good for the United
States national defense to have an all-
paved road from the Mexican border to
Panama City or not? The question
answers itself. With modern weapons,
including new types of submarines, what
would we do in an emergency if there
were submarines in the Pacific, the Gulf
of Mexico, and the Caribbean, as there
were during the late war, and we did not
have transportation facilities from the
United States to Panama City? That
question answers itself.

The help of the United States in finish-
ing this highway would prove advanta-
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geous, first, from a national and a hemi-
spheric defense standpoint. It would
prove advantageous from an economic
standpoint, not only for ourselves but for
all the countries through which the
road would pass. It would prove advan-
tageous from the standpoint of getting
people acquainted with one another, and
thereby bring about the neighborliness
and the good will about which we love
to brag but do so little. The Vice
President was representing the United
States on that trip, whether he meant
to do so or not. He went with Presi-
dential approval, and what he said and
did was official in the eyes of the people
whom he visited. I trust the President
and the administration will back up
every action. If the action which fol-
lows is effective, the Vice President will
have made a great contribution. If it
fails to come, he might as well have
stayed home. I look forward to the
result.

Mr. WELKER. Mr. President, I sug-
gest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr, Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
order for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Scorr in the chair). Without objection,
it is so ordered.

The

AUTHORIZATION FOR COMMITTEE
ON APPROPRIATIONS TO FILE RE-
PORT ON SECOND SUPPLEMENTAL
APPROPRIATION BILL BY MID-
NIGHT TONIGHT

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I have a brief announcement to
make to the Senate. I have just been
informed by the distinguished chairman
of the Committee on Appropriations
that a report on the supplemental ap-
propriation bill can be filed by midnight
tonight. I therefore ask unanimous
consent that the Appropriations Com-
mittee be authorized to file a report up to
midnight tonight.

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

CONSIDERATION OF SUPPLEMEN
TAL APFROFPRIATION BILL

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that it be
in order to consider the supplemental
appropriation bill on tomorrow.

Mr. ENOWLAND. Mr. President, re-
serving the right to object, and I shall
not object, because I heartily approve of
the expedition of this matter by the dis-
tinguished majority leader, I should like
to have it understood that the bill will be
considered on the assumption that the
report will be available,

Mr, JOHNSON of Texas. That is the
assumption, Mr. President. If the unan-
imous-consent request is granted, I
shall then propose to ask that the previ-
ous order to meet on Friday next be re-
scinded, and that the Senate meet to-
morrow, Thursday.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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MODIFICATION OF ORDER FOR
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I now ask unanimous consent that
the order previously entered, that when
the Senate concluded its business today
it stand in adjournment until Friday
next, be modified to read that the Senate
will stand in adjournment until tomor-
TOW.

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

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED

As in executive session,

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Scorr in the chair) laid before the Sen-
ate messages from the President of the
United States submitting sundry nom-
inations, which were referred to the ap-
propriate committees.

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

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, if there be no further business to
be transacted, under the order previously
entered, I move that the Senate stand in
adjournment wuntil tomorrow at 12
o'clock.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5
o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the Sen-
ate adjourned, the adjournment being,
under the order previously entered, until
Thursday, April 14, 1955, at 12 o’clock
meridian,

NOMINATIONS

Executive nominations received by the

Senate April 13, 1955:
DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE

G. Frederick Reinhardt, of California, a
Foreign Service officer of class 1, to be Am-
bassador Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary
of the United States of America to the state
of Viet-Nam.

UNITED NATIONS

Dr. Althea K. Hottel, of Pennsylvania, to
be the representative of the United States
of America on the Social Commission of the
Economic and Social Council of the United
Nations for the term expiring December 31,
1957.

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

William R. Connole, of Connecticut, to be
a member of the Federal Power Commission
for the term of 5 years expiring June 22,
1960, vice Nelson Lee Smith, term expiring
June 22, 1965.

COMMISSIONER, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

Robert E. McLaughlin, of the Distriet of
Columbia, to be a Commissioner of the Dis-
trict of Columbia for a term of 3 years and
until his successor is appointed and quali-
fied, vice Renah F. Camalier, term expiring
May 26, 1955.

Pusric UTiLiTiES COMMISSION OF THE
DisTrICT OF COLUMBIA

George E. C. Hayes, of the District of
Columbia, to be a member of the Public
Utilities Commission of the District of Co=
lumbia for the remainder of the term expir=
ing June 30, 1955, vice Robert E. McLaughlin,
resigning.

George E. C. Hayes, of the Distriet of
Columbia, to be a member of the Public
Utilities Commission of the District of Co-
Jumbia for a term of 3 years, expiring June
30, 1958. (Reappointment.)
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COLLECTOR OF CuUsTOMS
Norman A. Kreckman, of New York, to be
collector of customs for customs collection
district No. 8, with headquarters at Roches-
ter, N. Y., to fill an existing vacancy.

Circurr COURTS, TERRITORY OF HAWAIL

Benjamin M. Tashiro, of Hawaii, to be
judge of the fifth circuit, Circuit Courts,
Territory of Hawaii, for the term of 4 years,
vice Philip L. Rice, elevated.

In THE CoAsT GUARD

The following-named cadets to be ensigns
in the United States Coast Guard:
Richard Newton Abrahams
Kenneth Donald Albritton
Gordon George Allen
Donald David Anderson
Joseph Nicholas Andrassy
William John Bickford
Charles Anthony Biondo
Carmen Joseph Blondin
Alan Dorr Breed
Richard Lee Brown
Theodore Gregg Brown, Jr.
Edward Hegeler Carus, Jr.
Arthur Ernest Champagne, Jr.
Daniel Buell Charter, Jr.
Joseph Leo Coburn, Jr.
Robert Lee Cook
Donald Clair Cunningham
Leon Thomas Dankiewicz
Stephen John Dasovich
Kenneth Roy Depperman
John Joseph Dirschel, Jr.
John Martindale Duke, Jr.
James Joseph Dunlop
Gary Benbow Erekson
Ralph Walston Eustis
Jozeph Francis Fallon
Charles Willlam Fead
James Edward Ferguson
David Brockman Flanagan
Francis Duane Forbes
Kenneth Wahlin Forslund
Carlos Anthony Garcia
Ronald Nicholas Gaspard
Arthur Edwin Gerken
Charles Bertram Glass
Donald Leroy Gordon
David Lorance Green
Henry Haugen
Frederick Ferdinand Herzberg, Jr.
Bobby Flynn Hollingsworth
Robert Louis Johanson
John Bennett Jones-Bateman, Jr.
Leo Jordan
Martin Jay Kaiser
Robert Allan Enight
Herbert Herman Henry Kothe
Ira Leslie Krams
Alban Landry
Robert Earl Larson
Thomas Stanyer Latham
Charles Leddy
Edward Francis Lewis
Irvin Wayne Lindemuth
Thomas Channing Lutton
Charles Franklin McFadden
Thomas Joseph McEey IIL
Charles Anthony Millradt
Edward Willlam Murphy
Richard Nielsen, Jr.
Daniel Carl Olson, Jr.
Robert Henry Overton III
Richard Rounsevelle
John William Sheedy
Ralph Elmer Slater
William Neil Spence
Edmund Joseph Spillane, Jr.
Henry Suski
Joel Richard Swanson
Ira Edward Thompson
Howard Benton Thorsen
Howard Michael Veillette
George Edward Walton
Robert Ireton Welsh, Jr.
Norman Randolph West
Jimmie Dale Woods

4377

IN THE ARMY

The following-named officers for promo-
tion in the Regular Army of the United
States, under the provisions of sections 502
and 508 of the Officer Personnel Act of 1947.
Those officers whose names are preceded by
the symbol (%) are subject to physical ex-
amination required by law. All others have
been examined and found physically guali-
fled for promotion.

To be first lieutenants

% Abbott, Richard S., O66648.

* Absher, Richard L., O66649.

» Ackerson, Robert L., O66297.

¥ Adams, Adran DeT., O66651.

% Adams, Floyd C., Jr., O66652.

X Agnew, James B., 066653.

» Ahearn, David C., 066374,

X Aker, John R., O66265.

¥ Alderman, Craig, Jr., O66347.

¥ Allen, Frank A., 3d, O66547.

X Allen, James L,, O66654.

¥ Allen, Loma O., Jr., O86655.

X Allen, Terry de La M., O66606.

% Amundson, Donald M., 071435,

¥ Anderson, James L., O66656.

¥ Anderson, Norman R., O66657.

» Anderson, Olaf C., Jr., O66658.

» Anderson, Robert W., O66659.

» Anderson, Ronald W., O68805.

X Anderson, Thomas E.,, O66660.

¥ Anderson, Thomas E., O66661.

¥ Angel, Jack F., O68806.

X Anson, Richard W., O66662.

» Applegate, Walter V., O66663.

X Arkley, Robert J., O66665.

¥ Armstrong, James E., O66521.

X Arnold, Harvey L., Jr., O66214.
Aron, Fred W., Jr., O66667.

X Asensio, Manuel J., Jr., O86574.

X Ashkenaze, Bernard M., O66570.

> Ashton, Thomas W., 066402,

X Atkinson, Dean M., O66668.

® Atkinson, Frank W., Jr., 066669,

X Atkinson, Norman F., O66670.

» Atkinson, Robert V., OB66671.

X Auld, Stuart D., O66672.

X Austermann, William D., O66673.
Ayers, Thomas D., 066329,

¥ Bacei, John J., O66674.

x Badger, Robert L., O66675.

X Badgley, John H., O66676.

* Baer, Martin D., O66677.
Bahr, Henry J., O66678.

¥ Balley, Vincent P., 066452.

»Baird, Harry H., Jr., 066562,

X Bal, Roscius I. D., O68807.
Ball, Ray E., O66680.

* Bardis, Michael J., O66681.
Barkley, George F., 0665186.

* Barrell, Edgar A., 3d, OGB683.

» Barrick, Richard O., O66684.

X Bart, John F., 066529.

» Bartel, George B., OG6307.

X Bartlett, Fred O., Jr., O66686.

x Barton, Harold B., O66687.

»Baughman, Larry J., 071442,

X Beardsley, Stephen G., Jr., O66688.

» Beasley, Horace B., 066689,

X Beasley, James M., O66485.

» Beasley, Lewis E., O66377.

» Beaulieu, Richard E. 067985.

* Becker, Ronald E., O66691.
Beckett, Eugene F., 066692,

» Beelman, Dale C., 066694,
Beiser, George R., 066217.

* Bell, James D., O67986.

* Bell, Eermit W., O66567.
Belt, Charles M., O87987.

¥ Benedict, Frank C., O66419.

* Bennett, Arthur M., Jr., 067988,

X Bergeson, Raymond O., 066494,

¥ Bergman, Edward, Jr., 066699,

¥ Berke, Henry H,, Jr., O66700.
Berrier, Jerry A., O66701.

X Berry, Billy E.,, 066702.

* Bethea, John D., O66375.

« Betts, George A., O66703.

% Biddle, Albert G. W., Jr., O66561.

¥ Bieber, Werner F., O66704.

¥ Blllman, Ervin L., O66705.
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» Blakely, Willlam R., Jr., O87891.

» Bland, Ivan C., O66706.

» Bliss, Hugo 8., O66708.

¥ Block, Ted S., O66708.

s Bochniak, Thomas R., 066710.

X Bond, David C, 066410,

% Bond, Gene T., O67896.

% Bookman, Edmund B., Jr., 086711,

% Boos, Michael A., O66573.

w Bouffard, Robert L., 066714,

% Bovard, John O., O66385.
Bowen, John W., O86715.

% Bowers, Richard K., O66717.

% Boyer, Frank A., 066442,
Boyland, William G., Jr., O66719.

¥ Boyles, William B., O66491.

% Bracy, Alfred McR., O66508.
Bradford, Charles R., 066721,

% Bradley, Don McL., O66385.

% Brake, John W., O86722.
Branch, Ben E., O66723.

w Brant, Charles E., O66724.

» Bremer, James H., O66518.

% Brennan, William F., O66725.

% Brest, Clarence A., Jr,, 067792,

% Brewer, John F., Jr., O66259.

X Brewington, Charlie W., O66727.

» Brewster, Vann A., 066572,

% Bridges, Bennie R., 066729.

% Bridgman, Earl N., Jr., 067793.

% Bridwell, Arthur W., Jr., 066730.

X Briggs, Philip D., O66731.

% Brisman, Jerome L, O66519.

% Britten, Gerald H., O68328.

X Broadbent, Carl DeL., O66366.

% Broadhurst, Hugh H., Jr., O66466.

w Brock, Oliver D., O66732.

% Brodigan, Peter A., O66733.

% Brodin, Thomas T., O66530.

« Brooks, Howard J., O66734.

X Broome, George C., Jr., O67794.

¥ Brown, Bernard F., O66735.

» Brown, Brisbane H., Jr., O66737.

¥ Brown, Bruce L., O66738.

» Brown, Edward A., 066202,

¥ Brown, Horace W., O665569.

% Brown, Paul J., O66307.

% Brown, Sam P., O66739.

X Brown, William W., O66740.
Bryan, Lawrence E., 067795,
Bryan, Louis C., Jr., 086524.

% Bryant, Arthur R., Jr., 066742,

* Buck, Horatio 8., Jr., 069872,

» Buck, Kent L., 068329,

» Buckley, Blalr, Jr., 0O66421.

% Bullock, Richard S., 066242,

x Burke, Martin J., O66745.

X Burke, Robert J., O67983.

¥ Burke, Robert L., O66597.

% Burkhalter, Thomas H., O66746.

» Burkhard, Alfred E. 8., O665641.

» Burkheimer, Jack W., O66436.

X Burnett, George H., Jr., O67901.

» Burnett, George W., 066747,

X Burns, Gilbert L., 066309,

* Butler, Albert C., O66749.

* Butler, Chestine H., O66/50.

» Butler, Everett A., Jr., O66751.

* Butler, John D., 066229.

X Byron, Joseph P,, O66752.

» Cade, Alfred J., O66753.

X Cain, James W., O66594.

¥ Calahan, James E., O66754.

¥ Campbell, James E., Jr., O66517.

» Campbell, James P., O66755.

¥ Campbell, Paul G., 066756,

X Cannon, John L., 066239.

X Carley, George A., 066759,
Carlin, Robert S., O67902.

» Carlson, John E., O662586.

» Carmichael, Robert B., 066760,

X Carnie, Sidney K., O66761.

X Carpenter, Gordon D., O66353.

> Carroll, Eelso A., Jr., O66596.

¥ Carter, John B., O67994.

X Carter, Robert H., O66764.
Carter, Ulysses B., O86765.

X Carter, William D., O86766.

X Cartland, Harry E., O67998.

¥ Casey, John P, Jr., OT0079.

X Catterson, James M., Jr., 067798,

% Catts, Elmer P., Jr., OB6768.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

¥ Caughron, Walter E., Jr., O71457.
Cerri, Theodore A., O66770.
Chamberlain, Willlam C., O70173.
Chaney, Donald G., O867T1.

% Chasteen, Paul C., O66773.
Chatman, David L., O66774.

» Chavez, Joseph D., OT71460.

x Cheaney, Frank H., Jr., O66775.

* Child, Paul W., Jr., O66303.

¥ Chung, Donald Y. B., O66778.

¥ Clccolo, William N., O66779.

X Claggett, Willlam, O67906.

X Clardy, Lawrence L., Jr., O68181.

* Clark, Chapin DeW., O66780.

X Clark, James M., Jr., O66781.

» Clark, Joseph H., OB6782.

X Clawson, James W., O67799.

¥ Claybrook, John H., 066593.

* Clement, Joseph T., 2d O66579.

* Clendenin, Paul E,, O66784.

¥ Cline, Ralph M., Jr., O66373.

¥ Clyne, Norman G., Jr., O66785.

X Coffman, King J., 066295,

» Cole, Thomas F., 066249,

¥ Coleman, Philip D., 066482,

* Coleman, Richard C., O66484.

» Colller, Thomas W., O66225.

» Collins, Robert O., O667886.
Colombo, James L., OG6T8T.

¥ Compton, James McV., O68336.

¥ Comstock, Keith L., O66488.

¥ Condina, Ernest F., O66496.

% Condit, Richard B., O66788.

¥ Conner, Coffee R., O66790.

X Conner, Donald H., 066791.

¥ Conner, MacPherson, 066549,

¥ Cook, Robert S., O66793.
Cooke, Herbert J., O67803.

¥ Cocke, John W., Jr., 0O66540.

¥ Copthorne, William A., Jr., O66539.

% Corbridge, Leith J., Jr., O66526.
» Cordell, Glenn A., O66391.

X Costin, Richard W., O86795.

X Cotten, Francis W., O87806.

X Cottey, Robert J., O66379.

¥ Courant, Thomas E., 066236.

* Covington, Edward B., 3d, O66796.
¥ Cowan, Joseph C., Jr., O66798.
* Cox, Cloyd W., Jr., O66799.

¥ Cox, Rodney E., 066800,

¥ Cralg, Malcolm B., Jr., O663186.
* Crair, Morton L., O66801.

*® Crannell, Willlam G., O66802.
X Crawford, Elder T., Jr., O67997.
% Cross, John 8., O70134.

» Crow, James E., 066331,

* Crowell, Chester D., Jr., O66805.
% Croxford, Ernest R., O668086.

% Cuevas, Ramon N., Jr., O86807.
» Culbertson, Sam R., O66808.

¥ Cully, Frederick R., O86809.

¥ Custis, Arthur B., Jr., O66551.
X Cutter, William 8., O66811.

¥ Dadmun, Edward T., O66813.
* Dalston, Jeptha W., O66814.

% Daly, John B., OB66815.

x Danford, Howard H., O66438.

X Daniell, Sidney C., O66817.

¥ Danielson, John N., O66818.

X Dannemiller, Leo M., 068338.

x Davey, Robert A., O66819.

¥ Davidson, William W., Jr., 068182,

» Davies, Billy T., O66821.
»Davis, Clifford A., O67999.
X Davis, Dale T., 066822,
Davis, Fred J., 065821,
¥ Davis, George R., 066823,
X Davis, Graham C., 066824.
» Davis, Louis McA., O86489.
% Day, James O., 066602,
X Day, Robert E., 066291,
* Day, Robert L., 066829,
» Dean, Fred E., O66830.
» DeAngelis, Joseph A., O66364.
» DeBoalt, Richard F., O66407.
% Deiss, Herbert, O66258.
» DeLapp, Willlam C., 3d, O66832.
»* Delaune, Elton J., Jr., O87808.
» Demmons, Jack L., O68000.
X Derbes, Daniel W., 066287.
¥ DeShazo, Thomas E., Jr., O70086.
» Dethlefs, Henry J., O66835.
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X Deverill, Arthur P, Jr., 0O66369.

¥ Devine, Donald W., O66837.

% Devins, Joseph H., Jr., O86558.

*DeWald, Arthur B., O66515.

X Dietz, DuWayne E., 066838,

X Dietz, George R., O66357.

X Dietz, James J., O663086.

¥ Dingle, Peter, O66839.

X DiSerafino, Giulio L., 066840,
Dixon, Marshall E., O66841.

X Dombrowski, Edwin H., 066842.

X Dombrowskl, Albert J., Jr., 066400.

X Donovan, Paul, 066843.

X Doody, Richard F., 066571,
Dorman, James, 066844,

* Dowler, Thomas W., 066232,

X Dowling, John H,, O66845.

¥ Driskill, John G., 066231.

»* Dubie, Richard H., O6684T7.

X Duerr, Michael G., O66279.

X Duffy, James J., Jr., O66848.

X Dughi, Charles H., O66849.

» Duncan, Dorman L., Jr., O87585.

X Duncan, Willlam H., O66550.

XDunmire, Thomas S., 066532,
Dunn, Robert H., 066449,

¥ Dupke, Carl F., Jr., O66305.

¥ Durant, Oswald D., 2d, O66851.
Durie, Robert E., O66535.

X Dutchyshyn, Harry V., 066300,

* Dyer, Edward R., Jr., 087812,

X Dyer, Freddie A., O68183.

X Dyson, Willlam E., O66852.
Eachus, David A., 066459,

% Earle, Marsden P., Jr., O686600.

¥ Earnest, Clyde T., Jr., O86285.

X Easton, Harr McC., 3d, O66853.

¥ Ebel, Willlam E., O66854.

¥ Eckert, Edward N., 066460.

X Edgerton, John D., O66855.

X Edwards, Charles A., Jr., 066439,

X Edwards, David F., O68340.

X Edwards, Robert A., O66857.
Edwards, William H., O66858.

X Ehlert, Richard A., O68184.

X Eichhorn, Ralph F., Jr., O66859.

% Eiken, Marcus A., O66860.

X Eisele, Robert P., O66861.

X Elsenhart, Warren H., 066429,

* Eley, Claud E., Jr., O66862,

* Elliott, Wayne H., O66560.

¥ Elliott, Wilburt L., O66863.
Ellis, Thomas N., 0O66468.
Ellison, Thomas B., 066864.

¥ Elmore, Arthur C., 066431,

¥ Englesby, Howard E., O66865.
Erickson, Arne B., O66867.

* Erickson, Arthur LeR., O86368.
Espey, John R., O66386.

% Espy, Carl L., Jr., O66868.

» Evans, John C., O66870.

* Evans, Thomas J., O66871.

X Evans, Timothy L., O66872.

* Evans, Winston K., 066873,

X Everhart, Tommy L., O66874.

X Everingham, Neil G., O66875.

* Evrard, James A., O68341.

* Falconer, Walter J., O66878.

% Faught, Willlam F., O68003.

X Fawcett, John A., O66879.

* Feaster, Jacob L., Jr., O66880.

» Ferguson, Jerry, OGBGB82.

» Ferguson, Willlam H., Jr., 0O66883.

X Fiala, Thomas F., 066261.

¥ Finch, Richard B., 066884.

¥ Finn, Willlam G., O66575.

X Fischel, Frank J., O66887.

x Fischer, William H., 066888.

» Fitzpatrick, Thomas E., O66544.

> Flanagan, Eugene P., O66601.

»Fleming, John A., O66890.

* Fleming, Mills L., Jr., O66891.

X Flemming, Daniel B,, 066892.
Floro, Lawrence A., Jr., O66893.
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¥ Rodolph, John E., 067333,

X Rodrigues, James A., 066467.

* Rogers, Fred C., O67334.

X Rogers, Richard J., O66433.

* Rogers, Roy D., O67336.

X Rollins, Robert L., O67337.

* Romero, Louis J., O67338.

% Roper, Harry McK., Jr., O66248.

*Ross, Donald H., 066348,

* Ross, Eugene, 087339,

% Ross, Wilbur A., 066546,

¥ Rousse, William C., O68205.

X Rowe, James R., O68206.
Rowland, Louis N.,, O67341.

X Rowland, Richard O., OG7342.

¥ Royals, Gerald E., O67343.

» Ruff, Clarence G., 0686263.

¥ Runion, Roger C., O67344.

*Runquist, Joseph J., O67345.

¥ Rushing, Robert K., O67346.

¥ Russell, Lawrence, 3d, 066282,

*Russell, Robert L., O66403.

¥ Russomano, Richard J., 066254,

X Ryan, Thomas A., 067349,

X Sadler, John W., 066271,

¥ Sagul, John C., O67350.

¥ Salley, Donald B., 067351.

¥ S8amisch, Hillel, Jr., O67352.

»* Sammons, Anthony J., Jr., O68207.

X Bandhaas, John J., Jr., O67864.

X Bantiili, Joseph F., Jr., ©O66506.

X Sarber, William R., Jr., O67354.

* Sauers, Robert L., O67355.

© ¥ 8aunders, Norman C., O87356.

¥ Sawtelle, Thomas K., O67357.
Sayre, John R., O87358.
Schandler, Herbert Y., O66296.

* Schexnayder, Edmond P., O87865.

*8chlim, Albert W., O87360.

¥ Schloss, Charles M., Jr., O67361.

* SBchmalhorst, Joseph H., 058401,

» 8chmidt, Richard H., 067362,

¥ Schoebel, James G., 070229,

X Bcholz, Rudolph J., Jr., O67363.

» Schrack, Neil W., 070230.

» Schroeder, William S., O66589.

X 8cott, Gilbert T., O66337.

¥ Scott, Julien A., Jr., O67956.

» Seamands, George A., 067364.

¥ Bears, Robert L., O66475.

¥ Sell, Charles E., Jr., O66293.

¥ Selleck, Clyde A., Jr., O66218.

% Sells, Donald E., 066248.

» Senna, Jozef F., O6T7366.

% 8hackleton, Ronald A., O67367.
Shannon, John F., O687368.

¥ Bhattuck, Willlam M., O67369.

¥ Shea, John J., Jr., O87370.

¥ Sherman, Anthony, Jr., O87371.

X Shores, Richard L., 067372,

* 8hull, Wesley B., 067373,
Shultz, Robert H., Jr., 067374,

% Shy, John W., 086215,

% Sigwalt, Paul H., O673786.

» 8immons, Thomas R., Jr., O67377.

X 8imons, Gerald S., 'O87379.

X Simpson, John A., O6T380.

* 8impson, Richard R., O67381.

X Singletary, R. M., O67382.

* 8lingerland, Douglas A., O86473.

X Bluga, Leonard A., 066298,

X Bmallwood, Eugene F.,, 067960,

* Smallwood, Grady L., O67383.
Smallwood, Paul L., 067384,

X 8mith, Billy R., O67961.

¥ Smith, Frank B., 066399.

»*8mith, John D., O66310.

% Smith, Millard H., O67387.

¥ Smith, Ralph H., O68049.

X 8mith, Robert W., 067389,

® 8mith, Vincent K., O687390.

¥ Snyder, Oscar P., Jr., O67391.

X Snyder, William P., O66274.

% Sobel, Joseph 1., O67392.

» Solley, Bill, O87393.

¥ Spannuth, Steven H., O6T7394.

X Bparks, Jackson M., O67395.

*Spaulding, Warren A., 066252,

X Speir, Ashley ©., Jr., 066294.

X Spell, James M., Jr., O66325.

* Spencer, Willlam H., Jr., O66586.

X Spero, Paul G., 067397.

» Spirito, Leonard A., 068208,

X Spitzer, Robert N., O67398.

¥ Sprague, John T,, Jr., O67399.

Spurlock, William W., Jr., O67400.

Stanaland, Willlam A., 087401.
% Stanford, Daly H., O67402.
* Stanier, Richard E., O66432.
X Stebbins, Arthur R., OG66356.
X Steen, Charles S., Jr., 066513.
» Steinport, George L., O67404.
X Stephens, George R., Jr., O674086.
* Stephens, Jack V., O67407.
% Stephens, James H., Jr., O68053.
¥ Stephens, Louis M., O67408.
¥ Sterling, Norris P., Jr., C67409.
w 8tevens, Charles LaF., Q67410.
% Stevens, Frederick A., Jr., O66479.
¥ Stevens, Richard 8., O6T411.
¥ Stevenson, Joseph M., O67871.
% Stockman, Bonny R., O67413.
% Stokes, Eugene J., Jr., 066278.
% Stoll, Joe D., OB6T415.
X Stone, Lawrence J., O67416.
% Stone, Walter D., Jr., O67418.
® Story, Richard E., 067419.
» Stovall, Johnnie N., 067420,
X 8trauss, Stephan N., O70151.

w 8trickfaden, Wellington J., 070153,

Strickland, George E., O67421.
¥ Stromfors, Robert E., 067422,
¥ Strong, William R., 0O67423.
% Stubblebine, Albert N., 3d, O66363.
X Bullivan, Albert W., 067424,
% Sullivan, John J., O66462.
% Sullivan, Milton D., O66394.
¥ Suilivan, Robert A., O67425.
¥ Bundt, Thoralf M., Jr., O66283.
% Sutherland, Fred G., O67426.
w Swank, Sheldon E., O67428.
% Swanson, Kermit D., O66344.
¥ 8Swygert, Donald R., O66280.
¥ Bykes, Cecil R., O66355.
% 8zalwinsgki, Ambrose A., 087429.
¥ Szymezyk, Norbert J., O66576.
¥ Takasumi, Tetsuo N., O87430.
» Tanner, Eugene P., O67431.
X Tasset, Warren J., O67433.
Tausch, William H., Jr., 067434,
% Taylor, Arthur E., Jr., O8643T.
» Taylor, George E., O67436.
X Taylor, Robert A., O67437.
Tellifero, George J., O67438.
» Tensfeldt, Raymond J., O66471.
* Tervin, Wallace, O70124.
¥ Thieme, Alfred L., O66457.
¥ Thomas, Otto J., O67441.
% Thomas, Raymond G., O67442.
X Thomas, Reynold, Jr., O66451.
Thomas, William E., OT1610.
» Thompson, Dwight S., O67443.
* Thompson, Edmund A., O66376.
¥ Thompson, Edmund R., 066277,
» Thompson, Egbert H., O67444.
» Thompson, Luther C., O67445.
¥ Thuston, William O., O67448.
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% Tice, Norman R., O67449.

¥ Tickle, Robert 8., O66313.

» Tierney, Rohert R., O67450.

* Tignor, Forrest D., Jr., O68803.

¥ Tilley, Derald A., O67452.

X Tipton, John H., Jr., O66370.

» Todd, John A,, Jr., O67453.
Toepel, Adalbert E., Jr., O66486.
Tomasettl, Louis V., O66253.

% Tow, James L., O66485.

» Towne, Richard 8., O67456.

* Trepagnier, Jules C., Jr., O68057.

* Trimble, Rae C., O67457.

x Tripp, Perry D., Jr., O67458.

X Tronsrue, George M., Jr., 066240,

* Trottl, Robert 8., Jr., O67969.

»'Truax, Robert H., O66478.

¥ Turner, Frank D., Jr., O67877.

¥ Turner, James J., O66523.

» Turner, Robert C., O66587.

X Tuttle, Roger L., O67461.

X Tyree, John B., D67462.

» Tyson, Wallace 8., O67463.

» Ulmer, Walter F., Jr., O66389.

X Underhill, George R., O66362.

* Underwood, Bibb A. 068209.

¥ Upton, Edwin J., O86383.

¥ Urruela, Mario L., O68408.

» Uzee, Richard J., O67465.

¥ Vagins, Milton, OB74686.

X Vance, Larkin B., O70055.

X Van Meter, Maurice R., O67467.

¥ Van Ness, Richard E., Jr., 067468,

¥ Van Trees, Harry L., Jr., 066213,

X Vanwinkle, Herbert N., O87470.

¥ Verlautz, Sidney J., O67472.

X Vermillion, Russell G., 067473.

X Vitetta, Eugene J., O67474.

* Vogel, Herbert D., Jr., O66502.

* Vuley, Ernest A., Jr., O67476.

X Waara, Ralph C., OB7477.

% Waggoner, Roger C., 067478,

X Wagner, Harry D,, 066592,

K Wagner, Julian F., O67479.
Wagnon, William M., Jr., O67480.

* Wakefield, Hobson M., O67481.
Walker, Donald A., O67482.

X Walker, Willlam A., Jr., 066321,

X Wallace, Raymond E., 066342,

X Waller, Bogue M., 067483.

X Wallis, Charles R., 086221.

» Wallwork, James H., Jr., 066224,

X Walter, James N., O66404.

X Walters, Thomas E., O67485,

X Walton, Fred H., Jr., O67879.

X Ward, Charles R., O67486.

X Ward, Leon T., O67487.

X Warner, Nelson M., O87489.

* Warren, William R., O67491.

X Wasiak, Joseph E, 066481.

X Watkins, Charles E., O66339.

X Watts, David E., 067493,
Webb, Harold T., O67330.

X Weber, Edmund G., O67495.

X Weed, Mahlon G., 066510.

X Weeks, Asa J., O67496.

X Wehmeyer, Rubin R., O87408.

X Wehr, Arthur J., Jr., OG7499.

X Weikert, Jerry L., O68410.

¥ Weindorf, Donald W., O67500.

» Weinert, Donald G., 066281,

X Weiser, George T., O67501.

X Welch, Deaneé E., O66311.

* Welch, Robert L., O67502.

» Wellford, Armistead L., 3d, O67503.

X Wells, Edward C., 067504,

X 'Wells, Parker H., O67505.

¥ Wells, Robert N., Jr., O66416.

»* Wendell, Charles R., O87507.

* Wensyel, James W., 066336,

¥ Werner, Donald R., O67508.

X West, Wilfred W., O67510.

X Wetzel, Robert L., 066448,

X Weyhrich, Richard J., 066415.

% Whalen, Thomas R., O67511.

» Wheeler, Robert J., O66483.

> Wheeler, Robert J., O67513.

X Whipple, Deryle T., O66341.

% White, Horace R., O67514.

> White, Joseph D., O67515.

» White, Wayne N., O864980.

¥ Whitener, Hubert J., 068411.
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% Whiting, Frederick D., 3d, O67516.

X Whittemore, Olin 8., O87517.

% Wiard, Robert C., Jr., 067519,

* Wigman, John M., 067521,

» Wileox, Nelson I., O67523.

X Wiles, Richard I., O66531.

X Wilkinson, Paul F., O67524.

* Willlams, Albert P., O67526.

X Williams, Bruce F., O67527.

» Williams, Charles E., O67528.

X Williams, Donald L., 067529.

» Williams, Fred A., O67530.

¥ Williams, Green B., Jr., 067531,

X Williams, Joel J., 067532,

X Williams, John R., O67533.

¥ Williams, Lewis A., O86273.

#* Williams, Royce C., O88061.

» Willis, Maurice L., O67534.

X Wills, Robert V., O68849.

X Wilson, Drake, O66286.

» Wilson, Harry S., Jr., O66266.
Winemiller, Paul L., Jr., O67535.

X Wirth; Gustav A., Jr., O67536.

X Wirth, Paul R., O67537.

> Witherell, John R., 066251,
Withers, Peter C., 066492,
Wohlfarth, Howard K., O68063.

X Woltersdorf, Earl A., Jr., O66406.
‘Wood, Raymond D., Jr., O67538.
Woodill, Willlam R., O67540.

X Woodruff, Willlam R., O87541.
Wooley, Wilson C., O87542.

¥ Wooten, James P., OT1631.

X Wright, Robert E., 066269.

X Wuthrich, Edward E., 066222,

X Yaden, Jesse L., Jr., O68064.

X Yantis, Willlam J., 068316.
Yarbrough, Charles Van Der V., 065604.

¥ Yocum, Charles W., O66319.
York, Thomas R., 087887.

X Young, Melvin A., O86578.

X Yullle, Ryan S., 067543,

X Zaice, Joseph E., O87888.

X Zellem, Steven, O66569.

X Zielonka, Alfred W., O67890.

X Zimmer, Charles E., O67977.

To be first lieutenants, Medical Service Corps

» Barron, John W., O66685.

X Borg, Lavern G., 0686713.

» Burke, James C., 070291,

X Gilley, William F., O68347.

* Grigas, Alfons A., 066952,

¥ Hawkins, Lewis L., 0669886,
Jenkins, Russell I., O67036.

¥ Leach, Bertram G., O67008.

X Marble, David W., 068027.

X McClure, Warner D., 068199,

X McGlade, Joseph G., 067843,

»* Miller, Norman G., 067945,

X Mulrenin, Bernard K., O68800.

X Ramthun, Gerald A., O67857.
Rutkowski, Roman B., O687348.

X Wilbarger, Edward S,, Jr., 067522,

¥ Zollman, William M., Jr., O87545.

To be first lieutenants, Women's Army Corps

* Broyles. Emma L., 1450,

» Hooker, Betty J., L459.

X Lippman, Renee E., L457.

x Patterson, Betty A., L451.

¥ Payne, Ruth W., L447.

X Rees, Eleanor V., L1452,

X Thome, Alice C., L456.

» Thompson, Martha J., L454,

¥ Willlams, Thelma M., 1449,

The following-named officers for promo-
tion in the Regular Army of the United
States, under the provisions of section 107
of the Army-Navy Nurses Act of 1047, as
amended by section 3, Public Law 514, 81st
Congress, approved May 16, 1950. Those
officers whose names are preceded by the
symbol (X ) are subject to physical exami-
nation required by law. All others have
been examined and found physically quali-
fied for promotion.

To be first lieutenants, Army Nurse Corps

X Brown, Barbara R., N2589.
Casey, Marguerite C., N2569.
Doyle, Mary E., N2570.
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X Farland, Vivian, N2574.
Fuller, Catherine E., N2582.

¥ Gileldseth, Betty M., N2583.

¥ Ginsberg, Miriam K. N2590.

X Hill, Louise, N2584.

X Holtz, Dorothy M., N2575.

X Kuehn, Dorothy M., N25T1.
McLean, Mary F., N25672.

¥ Polidorl, Joan M., N2580.

X Schairer, Margaret L., N2586.

¥ Smith, Nancy V., N2578.

% Starkey, Elizabeth J., N2587.

% Suess, Helen V. N2591.

To be first lieutenants, Women's Medical
Specialist Corps

% Adams, Rachel H., M10148.
Anderson, Marylyn J., M10133.

» Foegen, Dorothy, McC., M101486.
Lambertson, Elizabeth L., M10139.

X McKinley, Harriet J., M10147,
Reynolds, Cora D., M10141.

% Sherburne, Jeanne, R10157.

* Wakefield, Patricla, M10143.
Westhoven, Mary F., M10144,

The following-named persons for appoint-
ment in the Regular Army of the United
States, in the grades and corps specified,
under the provisions of title II of the act of
August 5, 1947 (Public Law 365, 80th Cong.),
and Public Law 625, 80th Congress:

To be major
Phillips, Richard J., MC, O1775268.
To be first lieutenant
Rutledge, Elizabeth J., WAC, L1010536.

The following-named officers for appoint-
ment, by transfer, in the Judge Advocate
General’s Corps, Regular Army of the United
States, in the grade specified:

To be captain
Schug, Willis E., Jr., 028038.

The following-named persons for appoint-
ment in the Medical Corps, Regular Army of
the United States, in the grade of first lieu-
tenant, under the provisions of section 506
of the Officer Personnel Act of 1847 (Public
Law 381, 80th Cong.), subject to completion
of internship:

Bouzard, Walter C©., 04020204,

Brown, Willlam C.

Deubler, Keith F.,, 04030382.

Goldsmith, Ralph 8., O2273768.

Hatch, Robert P., 04038150.

Joy, Robert J. T., 04038152.

Kristeller, Adrian R., 02201121.

Levin, Herbert J.

Mpyers, John E., Jr., 02273733.

Parsons, Robert W.

Rodriguez, Ariel, O4030408.

Sadler, Dean L.

Sanders, Lester W., Jr., 02273711,

Borenson, Roger W.

Tweedy, Franklin V., 04033384.

The following-named persons for appoint-
ment in the Regular Army of the United
States, in the grades specified, under the
provisions of section 506 of the Officer Per-
sonnel Act of 1947 (Public Law 381, 80th
Cong.) :

To be first lieutenant

Shiveley, Charles B., 02014603.

To be second lieutenants

Callis, Bennie E., 04006025.
Chipps, James H., 04020031,
Moore, Robert L., 01892107,

The following-named distingulshed mili-
tary students for appointment in the Regu-
lar Army of the United States, in the grade
of second lieutenant, under the provisions
of section 506 of the Officer Personnel Act of
1947 (Public Law 381, 80th Cong.):

Bragalone, Raymond A.

King, Olin B., 04023822,

McDowell, Thomas E.

‘Wallace, Malcolm B.

Watson, Henry G., 04033155.

© Robert B. Aikens

April 13

In THE Navy

Robert D. Harrop (Naval Reserve aviator),
to be an ensign in the Navy, subject to
qualification therefor as provided by law.

The following-named officers to be lieu-
tenants (junior grade) in the line in the
Navy (special-duty officers), subject to quali-
fication therefor as provided by law:
Edward R. Fink
Gardiner M. Haight
‘Walter B. Harris

Robert P. Best
Donald R. Bradshaw
James W. Buchanan George S. Lundin
Gordon A. Evans Charles T. Pearson, Jr.

Dock T. Hatcher, Jr. (civilian college grad-
uate) to be a lleutenant in the Medical Corps
in the Navy, subject to qualification there-
for as provided by law.

Giles D. Morrill (Naval Reserve officer)
to be a lleutenant (junior grade) in the
Chaplain Corps in the Navy, subject to quali-
fication therefor as provided by law,

The following-named ecivillan college
graduates to be lieutenants (junior grade)
in the Chaplain Corps in the Navy, subject
to qualification therefor as provided by law:

John K. Bontrager

George E. Haroldsen

The following-named officers to the grades
indicated in the line of the Navy, subject
to qualification therefor as provided by law:

LIEUTENANT (JUNIOR GRADE)

Paul S. Pauks

James H. Morris

Philip Steinberg

ENSIGN

Bruce R. Banks Roger M. Sudduth
Jerome L. O’Brien Charles Z. Webb

Joseph A. Puleo (Naval Reserve officer), to
be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the Supply
Corps in the Navy, subject to qualification
therefor as provided by law.

William A. Bourne (Naval Reserve officer)
to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the
Civil Engineer Corps in the Navy, subject
to qualification therefor as provided by law.

William C. Fuller (Naval Reserve officer),
to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in the
Chaplain Corps in the Navy, subject to quali-
fication therefor as provided by law.

Jane C. Hessel (Naval Reserve officer), to
be an ensign in the Nurse Corps in the Navy,
subject to gualification therefor as provided
by law.

The following-named women officers to be
ensigns in the line of the Navy, subject to
qualification therefor as provided by law:

Joyce B. Parker

Cecily J. Smith

Nancy L. Warner

Eugene LeR. Walter, Jr. (Naval Reserve
officer), to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in
the Medical Service Corps in the Navy as
previously nominated and confirmed, to cor-
rect name, subject to gualification therefor
as provided by law.

IN THE MARINE CORPS

Gerald Fink for permanent appointment
to the grade of captain in the United States
Marine Corps, subject to qualification
therefor as provided by law:

The following-named Reserve and tempo-
rary officers for permanent appointment to
the grade of first lleutenant in the United
States Marine Corps, subject to qualification
therefor as provided by law:

Maurice H. Alexander Harlan C. Chase
Louis J. Bacher Jerry P. Chene
Freddie J. Baker William C. McClelland
Roger H. Barnard Doyle H. Cole

Elena D. Brigotti Charles F. Cresswell
Richard N. Buethe Willlam M. Cryan
William O. Butler George D. Cumming
Guy R. Campo George A. Dimsdale
Frank S. Cannon Roy L. Doering

John C, Cawthron, Jr. Joseph R. Donaldson
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Mark P. Fennessy
Charles R. Figard
David D. Finne, Jr.
John J. Finnegan
John E. Forde, Jr.
George E. Fuller
Orvis O. Gaugh, Jr.
David G. Geddes
Edward Z. Grabowski
Edward M. Guell

Rowland M. Murphy
Donald E. Newton
Bruce C. Ogilvie
‘Wilford E. Overgard
Charles R Puckett
Ernest R. Reid, Jr.
Charles M. Reitz
Charles C. Renshaw I
Robert C. Rice
William: L. Robbins
Frederick M. Haden Richard L. Robinson
John R. Hansford Walter F. Rogers
Richard E. Hcmming- Joseph F. Schoen, Jr.
way Leonard Schoenberger
Donald H. Hildebrand Richard C. Schulze
Max J. Hochenauer William F. Sheehan
Page H. Holmes Wilson E. Shepherd
George Hubbard Vernon C.
Paul G. Janssen Shortsleeves
Mary G. Johancen  Willlam G. SBiegfried
Joseph 8. Jordahl ‘William J. Spiesel
Robert J. Eeller Broman C. Stinemetz
Alan B. Eimball Wylle W. Taylor, Jr.
Walter E. Kiracofe Speros D. Thomaidis
Carlisle G. Kohl, Jr, George W. Troxler
Howard A, Koritz Gerald W, Vaughan
Dudley N. Kyle Timothy S. Vogt
George G. Long Carroll R. Vorgang
James F. Mahoney Douglas E. Wade
Frederick F. Mallard Anthony G. Waite
Joseph V. Manis, Jr. Vonda Weaver
Clarence E. May, Jr. James J. Weiry
Thomas E. McNally Morgan W, West
Max McQuown Norman C. Willcox
Edward J. Megarr Estas L. Williams
Robert E. Miller Rondell K. Wood
Thomas G. Mooney Jack G. Woolery

The following-named reserve and tem-
porary officers for permanent appointment
to the grade of second lieutenant in the
United States Marine Corps, subject to
qualification therefor as provided by law:
John W. Alber Billy R. Duncan
James O. Allison Hollis T. Dunn

John Hubner
Rayburn A. Hudman
Ralph L. Hughes
Earl R. Hunter
Thomas K. Jefferson
Joe L. Johnson
Victor J. Johnson, Jr.
Therin H. Jones
Harold E. Juedeman
Martin D. Julian
Louis K. Keck
Albert W, Eeller
SBamuel G. Kelley, Jr.
John F. J. Eelly
Harold L. Kendrick
Hunt 8. Kerrigan
Robert W. Kirby
Paul E. Kisner

John R. Kline

John K. Knope
Donald E. Koelper
Carol A. Eramer
Albert C. Erause
Herbert W. Kress
Donald W. Kron Ralph B. Spencer
Eddis R. Larson Richard L. Spreitzer
Raymond F. Latall, Jr. John K. Springer
John B. Lavelle Cameron Standish
John J. Lawendowskl Alfred J. Stashis

Duane J. Ring
Charles S. Ritter
Otto W. Ritter
Robert P. Rose
William H. Ross, Jr.
Willlam W. Rubrecht
Wesley M. Rush
James N. Ryder
Dale W. Sanford
Melvin H. Sautter
William K. Schlef
Beverly Schofield
Charles E. Schwob
John E. Seissiger
Leon R. Sellers
Walter C. Service IIT
John C. Shaffer
Robert P. Sherman
Marvin S. Shinbaum
Jack A. Simmons
William E. Smilanich,
Jr.
Jack P. Smith
Louis G. Snyder
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Elena D. Brigotti
Richard N. Buethe
‘William O. Butler
Frank S, Cannon
John C. Cawthron, Jr.
Jerry P. Chene
William M. Clelland
Doyle H. Cole
George D. Cumming
George A. Dimsdale
Joseph R. Donaldson
Mark P. Fennessy
Charles R. Figard
David D. Finne, Jr,
John J. Finnegan
John E, Forde, Jr.
George E. Fuller
David D. Geddes
Edward Z. Grabowski
Edward M. Guell
Frederick M. Haden
John R. Hansford
Richard E. Hemming-
way
Donald H. Hildebrand
Page H. Holmes
George Hubbard
Mary G. Johancen
Walter E. Eiracofe
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Joseph V. Manis, Jr.
Clarence E. May, Jr.
Thomas E. McNally
Max McQuown
Edward J. Megarr
Robert E. Miller
Thomas G. Mooney
Rowland M. Murphy
Donald E. Newton
Bruce C. Ogilvie
Wilford E. Overgard
Charles R. Puckett
Ernest R. Reld, Jr.
Charles M. Reitz
Charles C. Renshaw II
Richard L. Robinson
Joseph F. Schoen, Jr.
Leonard Schoenberger
Richard C. Schulze
Wilson E. Shepherd
Vernon C. Shortsleeves
William G. Siegfried
William J. Spiesel
Broman C. Stinemets
Speros D. Thomaidis
George W. Troxler
Timothy 8. Vogt
Carroll R. Vorgang
Douglas E. Wade

Richard J. Lee, Jr.
Richard P. Lee
Robert D. Leipold

Merlin V. Statzer
Raymond B, Steele
Walter R. Stendahl,

Donald L. Lindemuth Jr.

Thomas G. Logan
Aubrey L. Lumpkin
Dan J. C. Lyttle
Arthur D, Malovich
Richard 8. Mariasy

Arthur C. Stephens,
Jr.

Ray N. Stewart

Donald C. Stgermain

John C. Streed

Leonard R. Markwitz Richard A. Sulik
Joseph F. Mayfield, Jr. Bennie W. Summers

James P. McBride
John J. McCarthy

Theodore D. Svoboda
Rudolf 8. Sutter

Charles A. McCluskey Robert W. Swayne
James G. McCormick Harry E. Taylor
Gerald E. McDonnell John L. Thatcher

Eugene W. Andersen Russell M. Dunn, Jr,
William C. Ashby, Jr.
James P. Austin

Carl J. Beaver

Robert J. Eitel
Vincent M, Ernst, Jr,
Paul G. Fahlstrom

Frederick J. McEwan Joseph H. Thompson
George X. McEenna Lester H. Thompson,
Thomas J. Medina Jr.

Franklyn E. Meyer, Jr. Roy L. Thompson, Jr.

Eent M. Beckman
Joseph P. Beno
Wyman U. Blakeman
Charles F. Bogg
Willlam O. Bonsall
Charles L. Booth
John R. Braddon
Jack A. Brandon
Virgil B. Brandon
Margaret A. Brewer
Carroll E. Brown
Dickinson Buell
James D. Calder
Laurence A. Campbell
o1
Gary L. Carlson
Francis M. Casey
Logan Cassedy
Ernest C. Cheatham,
Jr.
William H. Chisholm
Eual R. Christian
Merideth M. Clark
Holly Clayson
John E. Clewes
William F. Coffey
Francis E. Coit
Marcus H. Cook
Donald E. Coombe
John F. Cornish, Jr.
Richard G. Courtney
Jack O. Curtis

Bob W. Farley
William E. Farris
Michael J. Fibich
Wallace E. Fogo
Chester A. Folck
David T. Forbes, Jr.
James F. Forhan
Paul H. Fraser
Richard A. Freeman
John R. Fridell
George W. Fritschi
Donald G. Gascoigne
Clarence U, Gebsen
Herbert H. Geister
Robert A, Gillon
John J. Giubilato
George E. Goodall, Jr.
Richard J. Gowdy
Wallace H. Graham
Arthur L. Graves
Edward F. Grayson, Jr.
Robert P. Green
James C. Greene, Jr.
Michael W. Gubany
Robert J. Hafey
Roger C. Hagerty
William P. Haight
Richard E. Halslip
Robert D. Hanson
Jerry M. Harrison
Donald L. Harvey
Webster C. Heath
Samuel E. Dangelo Robert W. Heesch
David L. Day Donald C. Heim
Ctt,rl W. DeLaughter, Robert G. Hendricks,
X Jr.

William L. Diebels John A. Herber
Walter R. Dillow John C. Hergert, Jr.
John V. Dinan, Jr. Edward C. Hertberg
Winfield 8. Ditch III Herbert M. Herther
Thomas A. Doyle Wesley F. Hixon
Lawrence T, Drennan, Walter G. Horais

Jr. Ivan F. Horne

John H. Miller
Richard L. Moeller
Ralph F. Moody
Neil E. Moore

Dale Thornton
Larrance M. Todd
Stanley G. Tribe, Jr.
David 8. Twining

James M. Moriarty James R. VanDenelzen
Ellen B. Moroney Edwin J. VanZandt
John R. Mounie, Jr. John L. Vibberts
Wilbur L. Mundell Henry R. Vitali
Michael J. Needham David H, Wagner
Lawrence F. Nelson Raymond D. Walters
William T. O'Rourke, George W. Ward

Jr. James W. Warner
James D. Page George J. Waters
Lowell W. Parish James A. Wells, Jr.
Frederick D. Patter-Albert Whalley

son, Jr. Robert E, White
Norman E. Payne, Jr. James A. Whitmer
Matthew B. Peck, Jr. George A. Wickman
Ernest F. Piskorskli Richard A. Wieland
James W. Pitsenbarger Kenneth H. Wilcox
James E. Prather, Jr. Donald G. Williams
Richard L. Prather Charles W. Wilson
Ralph D. Proctor George M. Wilson
Joseph T. Quinn Jenny Wrenn
Richard E. Rainbolt Dennis W. Wright
Clifford E. Reese Frank H. Wright
Edmund J. Regan, J. Willlam J. Wright, Jr.
John P. Relchert Willard J. Wyatt
Donald N. Rexroad Martin V. Young, Jr.
Wesley E. Rhine Eugene H. Zimmer-
Fred C. Rilling, Jr. man

Gerald Fink for temporary appointment
to the grade of major in the United States
Marine Corps, subject to qualification there-
for as provided by law.

The following-named officers for temporary
appointment to the grade of captain in the
United States Marine Corps, subject to quali-
fication therefor as provided by law:

Maurice H. Alexander Freddie Baker
Louis J. Bacher Roger H. Barnard

Carlisle G. Eohl, Jr.
Dudley N. Kyle
George G. Long Norman C. Willeox
James F. Mahoney Estas L, Willlams
Frederick F. Mallard Jack G. Woolery

The following-named officers for tempo=
rary appointment to the grade of first lieu-
tenant in the United States Marine Corps
subject to qualification therefor as provided
by law:

John W. Alber
James O. Allison
Eugene W. Andersen
William C. Ashby, Jr.
James P. Austin
Joseph P. Beno
Charles F. Bogg
William O. Bonsall
Charles L. Booth
John R. Braddon
Margaret A. Brewer
Carroll E. Brown John J. Lawendowski
James D. Calder Richard J. Lee, Jr.
Laurence A. Campbell Donald L. Lindemuth
IIT Thomas G. Logan
Francis M. Casey Aubrey L. Lumpkin
Logan Cassedy Arthur D. Malovich
Ernest C. Cheatham James G. McCormick

James J. Weiry

Earl R. Hunter

Joe L, Johnson
Therin H. Jones
Martin D. Julian
Samuel G. Eelley, Jr.
John F. J. Kelly
Harold L. Kendrick
Hunt S. Eerrigan
Donald E. KEoelper
Carol A. Kramer
Albert C. Erause

Eual R. Christian
Merideth M. Clark
‘William F. Coffey
Marcus H. Cook
Richard G. Courtney
Winfield S. Ditch III
Thomas A. Doyle

Frederick J. McEwan
John H. Miller
Richard L. Moeller
Ralph F. Moody
Ellen B. Monroney
John R. Mounie, Jr.
Michael J. Needham

Lawrence T. Drennan, Lawrence F. Nelson

Jr.
Billy R. Duncan
Hollis T. Dunn
Robert J. Eitel
Paul G. Fahlstrom
William E. Farris
Michael J. Fibich
Chester A. Folck
Paul H. Fraser
Richard A. Freeman
John R. Fridell
George W. Fritschi
Herbert H. Geister
Wallace H. Graham

Edward F. Grayson, Jr.

Michael W. Gubany
Robert J. Hafey
William P. Haight
Donald L. Harvey
Webster C. Heath
Robert W. Heesch
John C. Hergert, Jr.
Wesley F. Hixon
Walter G. Horais
Ivan F. Horne
Rayburn A. Hudman

William T. O’Rourke,
Jr.
James D. Page
Lowell W. Parish
Norman E. Payne, Jr.
Ernest F. Piskorski
James W. Pitsenbarger
Joseph T. Quinn
Richard E. Rainbolt
Edmund J. Regan, Jr,
Donald N. Rexroad
Wesley E. Rhine
Fred C. Rilling, Jr.
Otto W. Ritter
Dale W. Sanford
Melvin H. Sautter
William E. Schlef
Beverly Schofield
Charles E. Schwob
John E, Seissiger
John C. Shaffer
Robert P. Sherman
Marvin S. Shinbaum
Jack A, Bilmmons
William E. Smilanich,
Jr.
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Louis G. Snyder
Ralph B. Spencer
Cameron Standish
Merlin V. Statzer
Raymond B. Steele
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John L. Vibberts
Henry R. Vitali
David H. Wagner
Raymond D. Walters
George W. Ward

Donald C. Stgermain Charles J, Werger

Richard A. Bulik
Rudolf 8. Sutter
Robert W. Swayne
Harry E. Taylor
John L. Thatcher

Albert Whalley
Robert E. White
James A. Whitmer
George M. Wilson
Jenny Wrenn

Joseph H. Thompson Dennis W. Wright

Dale Thornton

Willard J. Wyatt

Stanley G. Tribe, Jr.Eugene H. Zimmer-
James R. VanDenel- man
zen

The following-named (ROTC) to be sec-
ond lieutenants in the United States Marine
Corps, subject to gqualification therefor as
provided by law:

Raymond C. Baker, Jr. Arthur T. Mixon
Richard M. Camper Herbert W. Moore
Warren L. Comstock Reginald H. Ridgely IT1
John 8. Gary, III Sidney W. Rossuck,
Joseph M. H. Irby Jr.
Willlam T. Eerlin Travis M. Russell
Thomas L. LeCleir  George H. Scherer
Charles R. Martin Robert A. Sisk
Richard C. Martin Harry C. Valentine,
McFar- Jr.

John R. Wright
James L. McManaway

The following-named officers of the United
States Marine Corps and United States Ma-
rine Corps Reserve for temporary appoint-
ment to the grade of first lieutenant, subject
to qualification therefor as provided by law:

John C. Archbold
David B. Ballash
Don G. Bangs

Willard L. Mattmiller
Donald A. Mayo
James R. McQuillan

Aloysius J. BanniganPaul F. Melcher

I
Arnold L. Belgum
Francis N. Berdanier
Ralph A. Berninzoni
Patsy J. Boglioll
Stephen Bosbonis
Robert A. Bowman
Richard A. Burns
Donald N. Caliendo
John R. Carr, Jr.
Joseph A. Cole
Richard O. Compton
Jack W. Crayne
Basil F. Dally
Dave Dichter
Robert C. Dinsmore
James L. Doody
Eenneth R. Erickson
James E. Frazier

Bruce B. Miller
James R. Miller
Jacob 'W. Moore
Marion C. Morgan
George S. Morita
Thomas D. Murphy
Thomas E. Nessmith
Donald J. Norris
Bddle C. Paige, Jr.
Jimmie L. Pappas
Alfred R. Parent
Robert J. Patrick
Marvin E. Peacock
James W. Persons
Robert L. Ray
Thomas A. Reeves
Charles D. Riordan
Harold W. Robbins
John H. Roberts

Lawrence FurstenburgJohn G. Rudel

Ronald D. Green
Patrick D. Guifoile
James C. Hitz
Joseph P. Jester, Jr.
Orville B. Johnson
John F. Eahoun
Richard M. Kaleta
Gerald E. Kepler
Leonard E, Korenek
Louls C. Eressin
Arthur B. Eulla
Jerrel W. Lear
Hugh N. Leuin
Bobby F. Long
John R. Loose
Warren C. Mahan
Gordon M. Martin

Warren G. Sanborn
Robert G. Sedan
John W. Sewell, Jr.
Gerald D. Shaw
Spencer W. Smith
Howard L. Snider
Calvin B. Bteiner
James B. Talley
Ronald M. Thompson
Alvin G. Thorson, Jr.
Frederick G. Towle
Henry A. Wheat IIT
Bobby W. White
Kenneth R. Willlams
Richard A. Wilson
Milton A. Wolfgang
John M. Wood

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
‘WEDNESDAY, ApriL 13, 1955

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp,
D. D., offered the following prayer:

Almighty God, we are coming unto
Thee in the sacred attitude of prayer

with hearts full of praise and gratitude,
for Thou hast been our ever-present
help and everlasting hope in all our
yesterdays.

We are facing new days challenging
us with many needs, but we are con-
fident that those needs will be far out-
numbered by the abundance of Thy
grace and mercies.

May we daily yield our life humbly
and gladly to the inspiration and coun-
sel of Thy divine spirit, to be touched
to nobler issues and to be used in the
service of Thy holy will.

Grant that our minds may be filled
with eager and earnest desires to do
good unto all mankind in its longings
and struggles to find the way of blessed-
ness and peace.

Hear us in Christ’s name. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of

Monday, April 4, 1955, was read and ap-
proved.

PUTTING “IN GOD WE TRUST"” ON
OUR CURRENCY

Mr. BENNETT of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, 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
Florida?

There was no objection.

Mr. BENNETT of Florida. Mr. Speak-
er, on the first day of this Congress I in-
troduced H. R. 619, to provide that all
United States currency shall bear the
inscription “In God we trust.” This
matter was first brought to my attention
by the Honorable Donald K. Carroll,
president of the Florida bar. He told
me that the matter had been brought to
his attention shortly after a speech that
he had made in Gainesville, Fla. I
promptly brought this suggestion to the
attention of the Secretary of the Treas-
ury, the Honorable George M. Hum-
phrey, and received a letter in January
of this year from the Honorable E. F.
Bartelt, Fiscal Assistant Secretary,
speaking on behalf of Secretary Hum-
phrey. In Mr. Bartelt’s letter he said:

Provision was made by law in 1865 for
placing this motto on coins. Another act
providing for the inscription became law in
1908. During debate on the 1908 measure,
the suggestion was made that the motto be
placed on currency, but no actlon was taken
on this point,

From the record of this legislation, which
has received careful study recently, the con~
clusion has been reached that a clear prec-
edent was set for congressional action and
that in the absence of action by Congress, no
change of that nature should be taken in
regard to currency.

I have just received some encouraging
news from the Honorable W. Randolph
Burgess, Under Secretary for Monetary
Affairs. He advises me that the Presi-
dent has been interested in this matter
and “the principle of having this inserip-
tion on our currency is one with which
we would all be in agreement, and we
have been reviewing with great care the
practical problems.” Mr. Burgess has
further advised me today that a good
opportunity for making this change at
a negligible cost is now afforded because
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new processes for the printing of cur-
rency are underway and they find that
“the inscription ‘In God we trust’ can
be included in the design with very little
additional cost, if it is timed along with
these technological changes.”

In view of this I sincerely hope that
Congress will take speedy action in
enacting House Joint Resolution 619 so
that our printed currency will hence-
forth bear the inspirational phrase, “In
God we trust.”

In these days when imperialistic and
materialistic communism seeks to at-
tack and to destroy freedom, it is proper
for us to seek continuously for ways to
strengthen the foundations of our free-
dom. At the base of our freedom is our
faith in God and the desire of Ameri-
cans to live by His will and by His guid-
ance. As long as this country trusts in
God, it will prevail. To remind all of
us of this self-evident truth, it is proper
that our currency should carry these in-
spiring words, coming down to us
through our history: “In God we trust.”

THE LATE ROBERT B. ARMSTRONG,
JR.

Mr. CANNON. 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
Missouri?

There was no objection.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I am cer-
tain every Member of the House learned
with regret of the death of Robert B.
Armstrong during the recess of the Con-
gress. Bob Armstrong was one of the
best-known reporters of our times and
passes on at the untimely age of 52.

Mr. Speaker, there is no provision in
the Constitution for the participation of
the fourth estate in our form of gov-
ernment. But under unwritten law,
more irrevocable than any recorded
statutes, the newspapermen who serve
with us here in Washington carry a re-
sponsibility as important and as effec-
tive as that of any who serves in the
other three branches of Government.
And Bob Armstrong discharged the
duties of that responsibility with sin-
gular fidelity.

We have an abiding faith that when he
handed in his last copy the Great Editor
wrote below the finish mark “Duty well
performed.”

PROPOSED MEDAL OF HONOR TO
DR. SALK

Mr. DEROUNIAN. 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 New
York?

There was no objection.

Mr. DEROUNIAN. Mr. Speaker, today
I have introduced a House joint resolu-
tion directing the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to strike a suitable medal of honor
to be awarded Dr. Jonas Salk for his
great contribution to mankind in the
discovery of poliomyelitis vaccine. I have
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talked to the distinguished chairman of
the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency, Hon. BRENT SPENCE, to which
committee my resolution will probably
be referred. He is very sympathetic and
feels that Dr. Salk richly deserves this
honor. I am very hopeful that the par-
liamentary situation will be such as to
permit this joint resolution to come to
the floor of the House soon, and that it
will be passed unanimously.

THE CORSI REMOVAL

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and fo
revise and extend my remarks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, this is from the first page of
the Washington Star. Listen:

With Washington and much of the Nation
engulfed in argument over the Corsi re-
moval Secretary Dulles does not—

And so forth. I wonder where these
newspapers get the idea that everything
they print is of interest to all the rest
of the people.

I was out home when this fuss was
going on and I asked, I think, 14 people
about it and only 1 of them had ever
heard of or remembered this fellow
Corsi, and he wanted to know what he
had been doing. I did not know either,
s0 I could not help him out.

When I got back, I got a copy of the
CONGRESSIONAL REcorp of April 4, page
4293, and read what the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. WarLTer] said. He
said that this gentleman is against the
law that he was supposed to administer.
So if that is to be the rule I will write
the mayors of the cities in the fourth
district to put some policemen on the
force who have no objection to reckless
driving or drunkenness or other of-
fenses. Fine administrations they would
get, wouldn’t they? Could anything be
more absurd than to leave the interpre-
tation and the enforcement of the laws
to those who did not believe those laws
had merit?

We would not need any Congress if
we would just let the editors of these
newspapers in Washington run the busi-
ness of the country; I wonder if they
would all be satisfied with their own acts.
Why some of them do not move into a
congressional district and be elected is
difficult to understand.

COMMITTEE ON INTERIOR AND
INSULAR AFFAIRS

Mr. ENGLE, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the Committee
on Interior and Insular Affairs be per-
mitted to sit this afternoon during gen-
eral debate.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.
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REFUGEE RELIEF ACT OF 1853

Mr. SISK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend my re-
marks.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. SISK. Mr. Speaker, events of the
past 10 days and recent revelations of
the continued maladministration and
bumbling of our immigration laws impel
me to speak out on behalf of action by
this Congress to cure a situation whieh is
getting worse instead of better and
which to me is a clear flouting and dis-
regard of the intent of Congress in the
laws governing admission of foreign-
born to this country.

The weakly explained summary firing
of Edward J. Corsi is symbolic of the
confusion existing in the administration
of the immigration laws. It also seems
apparent that the real reason for the
discharge of Mr. Corsi was that he was
attempting to do something to cut red
tape and carry out the intent of the
Refugee Relief Act of 1953, which it ap-
pears is not in keeping with the views of
the administration or some Members of
this Congress.

This is not a partisan matter. It is a
conflict between a group in Government
which wants to follow a policy of rigid
exclusion, building a wall around this
country to deny admittance to potential
citizens, and what I believe to be the
great majority of Americans who favor a
policy of admitting qualified foreign-
born persons under proper regulation to
add fine new blood to our racial stock in
the best tradition of our country and to
the benefit of America. I believe the
arbitrary actions of a little group of ex-
clusionists is wrecking our immigration
program and thwarting the will of
Congress.

I am not in sympathy with the phi-
losophy of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act of 1952. I feel that a great
many of the Members who passed it over
a Presidential veto must have been
aware of its harshriess and unreasonable
nature, for they later voted to relieve it
by admitting 214,000 additional persons
under provisions of the refugee relief
measure,

Even the worst law may have redeem-
ing features and the Immigration and
Nationality Act of 1952 has such a fea-
ture, for it provided a continuing com-
mittee of the House and Senate to be
known as the Joint Committee on Im-
migration and Nationality Policy which
was to make a continuous study of this
act and its effect on the national se-
curity, the economy, and social welfare
of the United States.

Now, we might expect that such a com-
mittee would be in a position to watch
the administration of our immigration
laws, make recommendations as need
for amendments or revisions appeared
and expose administrative procedures
which defeat an orderly immigration
system, but the fact is that this com-
mittee specifically charged with respon-
sibility never has functioned and is not
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now funectioning, though our whole pro-
gram appears in a mess,

I understand the committee held a
meeting in January 1953 and another in
January 1954 with no reported results.
It has no staff.

I want to serve notice now that it is
my intention to introduce a resolution
in this House requesting immediate ac-
tion by the committee inquiring into the
administration of the Immigration and
Nationality Act of 1952 and the Refugee
Relief Act of 1953, reporting back to the
Congress its findings and recommenda-
tions for legislation to clear up our im-
migration laws.

It must be as disheartening to other
Members as it is to me to learn that in
the entire year 1954 only 821 persons
were admitted to this country under the
relief act which was designed to pro-
vide a refuge here for 214,000 persons.
It must be as disheartening to other
Members as it is to me to find that many
counfries of Europe have mortgaged
their quotas for up to 320 years in the
future to send a mere trickle of immi-
grants here. In my office, every day, as
in that of other Members, we have cases
in which qualified persons who will make
fine American citizens, are facing delays
estimated at 5, 10, or 15 years into the
future before they can join thkeir fami-
lies here.

I am aware of the fine speeches of the
President advocating changes and stat-
ing that the law contains injustices and
discriminations, but it appears to me
that the record of his administration
indicates no disposition toward action.

Our entire immigration situation to-
day, the unsurmountable barriers we are
erecting, the unmerciful crucifixion of
those who disagree with a policy of ex-
clusion, is to me un-American and con-
trary to all the principles upon which
our country has grown to world leader-
ship. It makes mockery of the inscrip-
tion on the Statue of Liberty and under-
mines the foundation of our future.
This Congress must act to bring us back
to the American road.

STATE AND JUSTICE DEPARTMENT
APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. GROSS. 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 Iowa?

There was no objection.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I call the
attention of the Members of the House
to the fact that we are about to embark
here this afternoon on a most unusual
procedure. The State and Justice De-
partment Appropriation Bill, involving
some 325 millions of dollars, is coming
before the House. To my knowledge no
copy of the bill and no copy of the report
has been available until this morning.

I am sure the Committee on Appro-
priations is a fine committee, Mr.
Speaker, but I question whether we
should accept as final the word of any
particular committee of Congress on a
matter of this kind involving the amount
of money it does.
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Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this pro-
cedure and I will try to make my op-

position known. It is unthinkable that -

Members should be called on to pass

judgment on legislation, which they have ~Bosch

had absolutely no opportunity to study,
for this bill and accompanying report
was voted out of the Appropriations
Committee only this morning.

TWO HUNDRED AND TWELFTH AN-
NIVERSARY OF THE BIRTH OF
THOMAS JEFFERSON

Mr. SMITH of Virginia. 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
Virginia?

There was no objection.

Mr, SMITH of Virginia. Mr. Speaker,
today marks the 212th anniversary of the
birth of Thomas Jefferson. In honor of
this occasion, the superintendent of
Monticello, Mr. Curtis Thacker, has sent
two gavels which have been made from
a copper beech tree which Thomas Jef-
ferson himself planted on the grounds
of Monticello at Charlottesville, and
which tree was destroyed by a storm in
1953. One of these gavels was used to-
day by the Speaker to open this session
of Congress.

You will see in the House Democratic
cloakroom a beautiful frame made out of
wood from this same tree, which will be
used as an information board.

As Thomas Jefferson’s home in Monti-
cello is located in the district which I
represent in the Congress, I take great
pleasure in ecalling the attention of the
House to the anniversary of this great
personage’s birth.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

Mr. POWELL (at the request of Mr.
ALBERT) asked and was given permission
to address the House on Wednesday, May
4, for 1 hour, following the legislative
program of the day and the conclusion of
any special orders heretofore entered.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 20 minutes on Monday, fol-
lowing the legislative program of the day
and the conclusion of any special orders
heretofore entered.

CALL OF THE HOUSE

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I make a
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently, a quorum
is not present.

Mr. McCORMACE. Mr. Speaker, I
move a call of the House.

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the fol-
lowing Members failed to answer to their
names:

[Roll No. 35]

Abbitt Ashmore Beamer
Adalr Avery Becker
Addonizio Barden Belcher
Allen, Calif Barrett Betts
Allen, 111, Bass, N. H. Blatnik
Anfuso EBaumhart Blitch
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Bolling Mason

Bolton, Fulton Matthews
FrancesP. Gamble Metcalf
Bolton, Garmatz Miller, Callf.
Oliver P Gathings Miller, N. Y.
Mollohan
Bowler Granahan Morano
Boykin Grant Morrison
Boyle Gray Mumma
Bray Green, Oreg, Murray, Tenn.
Brooks, La. Green, Pa. Nelson
Broyhill Gregory Norblad
Buchanan Gwinn O’Brien, Il
Buckley Halleck O'Konski
Budge Hand Osmers
Byrne, Pa. Harden Passman
Canfield Hardy Patman
Carlyle Hays, Ohio Patterson
Carnahan Hayworth Perkins
Carrigg Henderson Philbin
Chase Heselton Pilcher
Chatham Hiestand Polk
Chelf Hill Powell
Chiperfield Hinshaw Rabaut
Christopher Hoeven Radwan
Chudofl Holifield Rains
Clark Holt Reece, Tenn
Cooley Holtzman Reed, Il1
Corbett Huddleston Reed, N. Y
Cramer Hyde Rees, Kans
Cretella Jackson Richards
Crumpacker James Riehlman
Davidson Jennings Riley
Davis, Tenn. Jensen Rivers
Dawson, I1l. Jonas Robeson, Va
Deane Jones, Mo Rodino
Dempsey Judd Roosevelt
Denton Eean Scott
Devereux Kearney Sheehan
Diggs Kee Short
Dingell Kelley, Pa. Smith, Wis,
Dodd Kelly, N. Y. Sullivan
Dollinger Keogh Taylor
Donohue Klilday Thompson, N. J.
Donovan King, Calif. Tuck
Dorn, N. Y. King, Pa. Van Zandt
Doyle Klein orys
Durham Laird Wainwright
Eberharter Lane Watts
Elliott Lanham Westland
Ellsworth Latham Wharton
Evins Lesinski ‘Widnall
Fallon Lovre willlams, N, J.
Fascell McCarthy ‘Wilson, Ind.
Fernandez McConnell Withrow
Fine McDonough Woleott
Fino McIntire Yates
Flood Mack, Ii1. Zablockl
Fogarty Mailliard

The SPEAKER. On this rollcall 243
Members have answered to their names,
a quorum.

By unanimous consent, further pro-
ceedings under the call were dispensed
with.

DEPARTMENTS OF STATE AND
JUSTICE, THE JUDICIARY, AND
RELATED AGENCIES APPROPRIA-
TION BILL, FISCAL YEAR 1956

Mr. ROONEY, from the Committee on
Appropriations, reported the bill (H. R.
5502) making appropriations for the
Departments of State and Justice, the
Judiciary, and related agencies for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1956, and for
other purposes (Rept. No. 417), which
was read a first and second time, and,
with the accompanying papers, referred
to the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union and ordered
to be printed.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 5502) making appro-
priations for the Departments of State
and Justice, the Judiciary, and related
agencies for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1956, and for other purposes; and
pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that general debate
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‘on the bill be limited to 215 hours, to be
equally divided and controlled by the
gentleman from New York [Mr. Cou-
DERT] and myself.

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

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I object to
the unanimous-consent reguest.

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 5502) making appro-
priations for the Departments of State
‘and Justice, the Judiciary, and related
agencies for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1956, and for other purposes.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the motion.

* The question was taken; and on a
division (demanded by Mr. Gross) there
were—ayes 94, noes 2.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I object
to the vote on the ground that a quorum
is not present and make the point of
order that a quorum is not present.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman withhold the point of or-
der for a moment?

Mr. GROSS. Yes.

Mr, McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, in
pursuance of the promise I made to the
House, I ask unanimous consent that
further consideration of the bill be post-
poned until tomorrow.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. GROSS. I withdraw my point of
order, Mr. Speaker.

THE ROLLCALL

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
Massachusetts?

There was no objection.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, the
gentleman from Iowa was properly with-
in his rights when he made the point of
order that a quorum was not present.
That was not included in any promise I
made prior to the recess. However, I
think in justice to our colleagues who are
away I, as majority leader, should make
the observation that they knew there
were not going to be any rollcall votes
until tomorrow, and that the reason they
are away is the announcement I had
made to that effect, with the statement
that they could govern themselves ac-
cordingly.

I make this observation in justice to
my colleagues who were not here to re-
spond to their names when the roll was
called for the purpose of establishing a
quorum.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED
Mr. WICKERSHAM asked and was
given permission to address the House
-for 10 minutes tomorrow, following the
legislative program and any special or-
ders heretofore entered.
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THE LATE THOMAS D. NASH

Mr. MURRAY of Illinois. Mr. Speak=
er, 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
Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. MURRAY of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, it is with sadness that I call to the
attention of the House of Representa=
tives and the country, of the passing of
Thomas D. Nash, a very close personal
friend, an outstanding leader of the
Democratic Party, and a revered lawyer
and civic leader of the city of Chicago,
11l., who died on Monday, April 11, 1955,
after an extended illness.

Thomas D. Nash was born on February
2, 1886, near 41st and Wabash Avenue in
Chicago, Ill. He was the son of Michacl
Nash, an employee of the city of Chicago.
He attended parochial schools in Chi-
cago and secured his law education at
St. Ignatius College, attending night
classes.

Mr. Nash entered public life in 1811
as alderman of the old third ward in the
city of Chicago. For 45 years he wielded
a tremendous influence in the Demo-
cratic Party for the good of his city and
country. At the time of his death he was
a respected elder statesman of the Dem-
ocratic Farty. He served as treasurer for
the county of Cook and also as public
administrator of Cook County. He was
committeeman of the Democratic Party
for the 19th ward for many, many years.

In addition to serving his city and his
party, he was a most successful lawyer.
He was founder of one of the noted legal
firms in the State of Illinois, namely,
Nash, Ahern & McNally. Many of the
outstanding judges in the city of Chi-
cago obtained their early knowledge of
the law as members or associates of his
firm.

The passing of Thomas D. Nash leaves
a void in the hearts of all who knew him.

1 wish to express my deepest sympa-
thy to his widow, Mrs. Loretta Nash, and
to their son, Thomas D. Nash, Jr., and
to his sisters, Mrs. Anna N. English and
Mary A. Nash.

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

Mr. MURRAY of Illinois. I yield to
the gentlewoman from Illinois.

Mrs. CHURCH. I take this opportu-
nity to express to the House the regret
of this side of the aisle at the passing of
Mr. Nash, who had become almost an
institution in Illinois politics. I wish to
extend to his family the warm sympathy
of all who know the great depth of their
personal loss, and give our sympathy,
also, to the Democratic Party on the loss
of their leader.

Mr. MURRAY of Illineis. I thank the
gentlewoman. I am certain that his
family and all of Mr. Nash’s friends ap-
preciate the sentiments expressed by the
gentlewoman from Illinois.

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MURRAY of Illinois. I yield.

Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I join with my colleagues from Illinois
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‘Secretary of State.
“people of this country are entitled to an
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in expression of deepest sympathy to the
widow, the son and namesake, and the
sisters of the Honorable Thomas D. Nash,
whose passing from the activities of life
on earth has brought grief to all the
Members of the Chicago delegation in
the Congress. .

He was a great American. None in
the profession of the law excelled him in
the brilliance of his legal mind. His
leadership in the Democratic Party was
marked by devotion to principles and to
causes in which he believed. His rare
attributes of mind and of heart early
brought him into a position of leadership
which he retained in ever-increasing
measure until the end. He contributed
so very, very much to making the com-
munity in which he lived a better com-
munity, the city of his nativity and of
his affection a better city, and the world
into which he came a better world than
it had been before.

Chicago indeed has lost one of her
greatest sons. Mine is the sense of a
personal loss in the passing of an old and
dear friend. In these moments of shock
and of grief, memory takes me back to a
campaign in the Second District of Illi-
nois in the spring of 1923, attending a
special election to fill the vacancy caused
by the death of the Honorable James R.
Mann,

The Republican nominee was the Hon-
orable Morton D. Hull, who later served
five terms in this body and died in 1937.
On the suggestion of Tom Nash, then
committeeman of the old third ward, I
was designated as the Democratic nomi-
nee. The distriet then was a blue-ribbon
Republican stronghold, despite which the
herculean efforts of Tom Nash reduced
the majority to a fairly close figure.

Twenty-five years later I was elected
from the Second District to the 81st Con-
gress. Tom Nash in the meanwhile had
moved into the district now represented
by Mr. MUurraY and was committeeman
of a ward in that district. The morning
after my election I met him. He was
all smiles, threw his arms about me, and
said: “Congratulations, Barratt, finally
we have won the battle of 1923. It took
us 25 years, but I always told you we
couldn’t lose.”

It always was that way with Tom
Nash. He never got into a fight unless
he thought he was right, and, once he
was in, there could be no end except
victory. The world can ill afford his
passing.

Mr. MURRAY of Illinois.
gentleman.

I thank the

MR. EDWARD J. CORSI

Mr. TUMULTY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from New
Jersey?

There was no objection.

Mr. TUMULTY. Mr. Speaker, I would
just like to go on record as opposing the
shabby treatment of Mr. Corsi by the
It seems to me the

explanation. Mr. Corsi was brought to
Washington as one of the most qualified
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men to handle a particular problem, and
then without any rhyme or reason he
was cast aside by those who had boasted
about his abilities and humiliated before
the entire Nation without any justifica-
tion. It seems to me that the people of
the United States are entitled to know
what is going on in the State Depart-
ment. I think the Secretary of State
owes an explanation to the American
people for the shabby way in which he
has treated a distinguished American.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan asked and
was given permission to address the
House for 5 minutes today, following any
special orders heretofore granted and to
revise and extend his remarks and in-
clude a newspaper article.

Mr. TUMULTY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 5
minutes today, following the conclusion
of any special orders heretofore granted.

OVERSEAS INFORMATION SERVICE

Mr. WILSON of California. Mr,
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
tend my remarks at this point.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. WILSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, in speaking of the need for an
overseas information service, President
Eisenhower once said:

It is not enough for us—

The United States—
to have sound policies, dedicated to goals
of universal peace, freedom, and Pprogress.
These policies must be made known to and
understood by all peoples throughout the
world. That is the responsibility of the
United States Information Agency.

“All peoples throughout the world” is
a large order. But in these days of im-
proved communication techniques, the
job can be done. It is being done. The
United States Information Agency is
carrying out its responsibilities.

In doing the job, the Agency employs
all techniques of communication. This
means radio, television, motion pictures,
books, and other publications, the press,
person-to-person contacts. Each has a
special part in the program. FEach has
an important part. But in reaching the
masses of people the printed word is
the Agency’s most effective operation.

Take India for example. The Voice
of America, the Agency’s international
broadcasting service, goes into India, but
that country has, all told, only about
1 million receiving sets. In a popula-
tion of 400 or more million, this reduces
the effectiveness of radio even when the
Voice is expanded, as it is, by programs
where the people listen over loud speak-
ers in the village square, cafes, or other
places of public gathering.

Motion pictures have great appeal in
India. But here again, their range of

‘appeal is limited by the lack of necessary
‘equipment.
‘said for television. The person-to-

The same, of course, can be

person technique, to reach each Indian



4388

village,
workers.

For India, the printed word is the an-
swer. Illiteracy, to be sure, is high, but
what one man reads he tells another.
The word spreads.

This is true of other countries be-
sides India.

To spread the American message by
the printed word is the responsibility, in
the United States Information Agency,
assigned to the Press and Publication
Service. In light of the job assigned
to it, it is not surprising that this is the
Agency’s most massive operation. I
have heard it roughly compared to the
total of the Macmillan Co. and Bantam
Books; Reader’s Digest, Time, Life, and
Fortune; the Associated Press, including
AP features and AP photos; Earl New-
som and J. Walter Thompson.

And yet, believe it or not, this world-
wide publishing operation is carried on
in Washington with a staff of only 217.
To use another rough comparison, that
staff can be compared to that of one of
the great metropolitan dailies or a per-
centage of one of the commercial wire
services. The Associated Press, for ex-
ample, has approximately 90 people as-
signed to covering the Senate and House
of Representatives alone.

One operation of the Press and Pub-
lication Service is known as the wireless
file. This is 8,000 words of news and
background sent out to the world by
wireless 6 days a week. Overseas, it
services some 10,000 foreign publications
and radio stations, supplying them with
United States news in specific support of
foreign policy.

This service does not duplicate the
commercial press service. In some
places, to be sure, it supplements those
services. In others, it is the only United
States news service received. India, to
use that country again by way of illus-
tration, has a great number of newspa-
pers. Two or three, indeed, have been
listed among the best 20 in the world.
Of these papers, however, the Times of
India alone takes a United States com-
mercial wire service, the United Press,
but only on a limited basis.

For that reason, in the past Indian
newspapers carried very little United
States news. What they did carry was
frequently supplied by Tass, the Com-
munist press service, and you can
imagine what kind of news that was.

Other countries not served by Amer-
ican news services, according to latest
reports, include in the Near East and
South Asia, Afghanistan, Belgian Congo,
Ethiopia, Iran, Iraq, Jordan, Libya,
Morocco, Nigeria, Syria, the Gold Coast,
Kenya, and Tunisia. Countries receiv-
ing a limited service, like India, include
Ceylon, Egypt, Israel, Lebanon, Pakistan,
and Turkey. In the Far East, only Japan
receives regular news files from United
States commercial agenecies. In many of
these countries, Tass, again, in the past
was the chief purveyor of United States
news.

Glancing over that list, I think many
of us will recognize names where a need
for straight and accurate United States
news is important.

The wireless file, for example, trans-
mitted the full text of President Eisen-

would require an army of
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hower's United Nations speech proposing
international cooperation in the develop-
ment of the peaceful use of atomic
energy. The text was moving over the
wires before the President had finished
speaking. It appeared next morning on
the front pages of newspapers through-
out these countries I have just men-
tioned. Subsequent developments of the
proposal have been given equally thor-
ough coverage with equally generous
response.

In covering this story, the Press and
Publications Service was equally active
with its other operations. A background
kit, containing an assortment of mate-
rial on the subject, was supplied to each
of the United States Information Agen-
cy's overseas posts. Reprints of articles
appearing in United States publications
have flowed in a steady stream. There
were three pilot-model pamphlets sent
overseas for adaptation by the various
posts. All posts have been provided
with glossy prints of news pictures, plas-
tic plates, cartoons.

Not quite so elaborate but completely
thorough coverage was given the Su-
preme Court’s decision outlawing racial
disecrimination in United States public
schools, Every Indian newspaper car-
ried that story and, in color-conscious
India, it was a great victory for the free
world. Thanks to the Press and Publi-
cations Service, in many countries of the
world the President’s State of the Union
Message this year was carried in full.

The Agency's Press Service covers
events in the United States of special in-
terest to particular countries. The re-
cent visit of the Shah of Iran was such
an event. Stories about the visit of Em-
peror Haile Selassie were read by Ethio-
pians in their newspapers and magazines.
There are other important incidents too
numerous to mention.

The Press Division also services the
newspapers and magazines published at
overseas posts of the United States In-
formation Agency. It prepares and
sends to the posts for distribution leaflets
and pamphlets on a wide variety of sub-
jects. There is also a regular cartoon
strip.

MILITARY JETS AT WILLOW RUN
ATIRPORT, THE NATION'S SIXTH
BUSIEST

Mr. MEADER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point and to include ex-
traneous matter.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. MEADER. Mr. Speaker, a week
ago last Thursday, I called the attention
of the House to the projected, expanded
Air Reservist jet training program which
the Air Force contemplates for the next
fiscal year. That program is of particu-
lar interest to the congressional distriet
I represent, since Willow Run Airport in
my district, is among some 30 airports
in the country where the Air Force pro-
poses to establish Reserve jet squadrons
for weekend flight training of Reserve
pilots. Willow Run is the sixth busiest
commercial airport in the Nation. The
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operation of a Reserve jet squadron will
seriously threaten its continued use as
a commercial terminal. My discussion
of this subject appears on pages 4131-
4137 of the ConGREsSsIONAL REcorp of
March 31, 1955.

Mr. Speaker, from the fact that there
are about 30 commercial airports facing
this problem, it is safe to assume that
many other congressional districts are
affected. Thus, it is a national, not a
local, problem.

Mr. Speaker, there is in the vicinity of
Detroit an airport maintained by the
Wayne County Road Commission,
known as the Detroit-Wayne Major Air-
port. That airport, only 5 air miles dis-
tant from Willow Run, is perfectly ade-
quate for military jet operations. In
fact, the Michigan Air National Guard
currently operates from Detroit-Wayne
Major Airport, using facilities erected for
it at a cost of $215 million.

Mr. Speaker, to be blunt about the
matter, the controversy is solely ascriba-
ble to the long-standing efforts of one
Leroy C. Smith, to force the commercial
airlines to wuse Detroit-Wayne Major
Airport. This past week I received a let-
ter from an authority on this subject, Mr.
Cass Hough, executive vice president of
the Daisy Manufacturing Co., of Ply-
mouth, Mich. Mr. Hough served as
chairman of the Michigan Aeronautics
Commission for a period of 5 years fol-
lowing January 1847. Michigan’s pres-
ent Democratic Governor, G. Mennen
Williams, disrezarded the wishes of avia-
tion groups in the State of Michigan, and
some prominent Democrats, and instead
played politics with the post, replacing
Mr. Hough.

In his position as chairman of the
commission, Mr. Hough was fully famil-
jar with the efforts of Mr. Smith and
others of the Wayne County Road Com-
mission to lure the commercial airlines
away from Williow Run Airport. He set
forth these efforts in plain terms in a
letter to me dated April 6, 1955, which,
under leave, I insert in the REecorp at
this point:

Darlsy MANUFACTURING Co.,
Plymouth, Mich., April 6, 1955.
The Honorable GEORGE MEADER,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.
Subject: Willow Run Airport versus Wayne
County Airport.

DeAr Mgr. MeapeEr: First of all, let me in-
troduce myself by saying that, while I spend
the better part of the day here in Plymouth,
I live at 2220 Washtenaw Avenue in Ann
Arbor.

The late Kim Sigler, shortly after becom-
ing Governor of Michigan in January of
1947, appointed me chairman of the Michi-
gan Aeronautics Commission, which post I
held for approximately 6 years. Despite
the fact that all the aviation groups in the
State, and even such prominent Democrats
as Hicks Griffiths and his wife, Martha, all
tried to get the bow-tied boy wonder to re-
appoint me, he refused to do so. I point
this out only to tell you that what I am
about to say on the merits of the Willow
Run-Wayne County controversy is not just
an offhand opinion, but is based on watching
this whole thing at an official level for a
great many years.

You probably know Leroy Smith as well
as I do. My first contacts with him came
shortly after I was made chairman of the
Michigan Aeronautics Commission. At that
time the Detroit Metropolitan Aviation Au-
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thority was formed to do a job of planning
major alrports and satellite alrports for
the metropolitan area of Detroit, which, of
course, included going as far west as Ann
Arbor and as far north as Pontiac. This au-
thority worked long and hard to bring about,
and almost brought into being, an inter-
national airport located just west of Wind-
sor, the better to serve downtown Detroit.
It also recommended at that time that
Wayne County and Willow Run be kept as
major airports, satellites if you will, to the
proposed international airport, to take care
of the extra traffic which was bound to de-
velop over a period of years. In other words,
Willow Run would have borne the same re-
lationship to the proposed international air-
port that Idlewild does to La Guardia and
that Newark does to La Guardia. While pro-
fessing great interest in the project, and a
desire to help, Leroy Smith subtly and
quietly undermined the project so com-
pletely that it fell flat on its face after sev-
eral years of work. He did this only because
he has one idea in mind, and that is to get
the airlines away from Willow Run and
into Wayne County Airport.

The question, of course, comes up always
why Leroy is so bullheaded about this, and
the question is easily answered. Years ago
he persuaded the board of supervisors to
sink a lot of money into Wayne County Alr-
port. It has never been even close to a
paying proposition. His cantankerous na-
ture, and the equally cantankerous nature
of a man who, up until a year ago, was the
airport manager, Henry E. Baker, antago-
nized everyone who came in contact with
either of them. This was particularly true
of the airlines, who were smart enough to
realize that Wayne County Airport had, for
years, been a political football, and that
their occupation of Wayne County Airport
would not be a happy thing. As more and
more money was poured into the airport,
Leroy Smith became more and more ob-
sessed with the idea that he was going to
get the airlines there, by hook or by crook.
He has given interviews time and time again,
stating that the airlines were about to move,
that he had tentative contracts from them
in his hip pocket, etc., etc.—all of which
was designed to undermine the confidence
of the public in Willow Run, and to keep
the issue so confused and clouded as to give
him an opportunity to get in his dirty work.
It's the old business of using the same tac-
tics the Communists use—confuse and cloud
the issue, and while people are arguing about
the little things involved, those with an ax
to grind can get in their dirty work.

I have been in the flying business for 30
years, and I know most of the top personnel
in all the major airlines serving Detroit.
These people are not interested in the type of
shenanigans that Leroy Smith is apt to hand
them at any time, but are caught squarely
in the middle of this running fight. Obvi=
ously, if Willow Run can be made undesir-
able (by the type of press that Leroy Smith
gets, and the constant reference to the great
distance Willow Run is from Detroit), the
better the chance he has to get the airlines
to move to Wayne County airport. It is ob-
vious, too, that if the public really gets down
on Willow Run, the airlines eventually can
be forced to move to Wayne County. What
I am trying to say 1s, they don't want to
move, any of them, and it is my considered
opinion that they will not move, if a decent
job of getting good press for Willow Run is
maintained year round. Incidentally, it is
beside the point but interesting to note that
5 years ago I appeared before the board of
regents of the University of Michigan to urge
them to do a decent job of publicity and
public relations for Willow Run—a continu-
ing job—if they were to keep the airlines
there and make people accept Willow Run
graclously. I was told by the board of re-
gents at that time that they had the best
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airport in the area; that it didn't need good-
will, so to speak—in other words, my sug-
gestion didn't amount to too muech. Had
they heeded it at that time, it is my opinion
that the situation between the two airports
would not be as critical as it is today.

You and I and anybody who stops to think
about it knows that the few miles difference
between Willow Run and Wayne County
amounts to nothing. It isn't miles that
count, but the time involved, and the extra
7 or B minutes it takes to get from Wayne
County to Willow Run is not sufficient rea-
son for the public to feel that they were get-
ting a better deal by moving to Wayne Coun-
ty. However, unless a good job of telling
them about this is done, they are going to
think that the miles involved are the de-
termining factor.

One thing that has been left unsaid in
this whole controversy is this: The move-
ment of the city of Detrolt is westward.
When I started flying out of Wayne County
back in 1932 there were a few scattered farm-
houses, but that's all, within a radius of
about 5 miles of the airport. Now there is
one housing project after another, prac-
tically backing up on the airport. As Detroit
moves farther west the area around Wayne
County Airport will become more and more
congested, to a point where one of thece
days, and before too long, mark my words,
you would have the same irate public as
now exists around Newark Airport and
around La Guardia, hemmed in as they are
by homes, schools, ete. This is not true of
‘Willow Run, unless perhaps one is locking
& hundred years into the future.

Leroy Smith wants somebody to take him
and the Wayne County Road Commission
off the hook, for spending so much money
on an airport that has comparatively little
use—and the maintenance of which is cost-
ing the taxpayers a fortune every year. He
doesn't care who takes him off the hook, just
80 he is taken off the hook. He can be
stopped—at least the airlines can be stopped
from moving, by an intelligent job of ad-
vising the public what is going on, and not
doing it with gloves on. If he gets away
with it, it will be one of the greatest steals
since Manhattan was purchased from the
Indians, will serve no useful purpose to the
taxpayers, and will wind up costing the
airlines considerably more money.

I feel very strongly about this, and I would
like to help you in any way that I can. For
your information, I have in my office prob-
ably the biggest and most complete file on
this controversy that there is, inasmuch as
I have probably all of the newspaper clip~
pings, but in addition I have all of the official
minutes of the various meetings of both the
aeronautics commission and the Detroit
Metropolitan Aviation Authority, all the side
notes, ete. You are welcome to any or all
of this, if it will help you in your efforts to
expose the uniair tactics being used by
Leroy Smith and his henchmen on the Wayne
County Road Commission.

Sincerely yours,
Da1sy MANUFACTURING CoO.,
- Cass 8. HoucH,
Ezecutive Vice President.

P. 8—You probably know also that to
succeed me on the aeronautics commission,
Leroy Smith and the Wayne County Road
Commission were able to get Mr. John Mec-
Elroy, director of public relations and person-
nel at Wayne County, appointed. This was
done purely and simply to be able to better
steer actions of the aeronautics commission
favorable to Wayne County Airport. Down
through the years I was on the commission
there was constant pressure by Wayne Coun-
ty for a larger share of airport funds—
Federal matching funds, that is, as well as
State matching funds—and in some in-
stances the Wayne County lobby effectively
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blocked certain pleces of aeronautics com=-
mission legislation because of the unwilling-
ness of the commission to go along on certain
Wayne County proposals in the matter of
expenditures. These things are a matter
of record.

P. P. 8.—On page 2 of my letter, two-thirds
of the way through the second paragraph,
I refer to the interviews given by Leroy
Smith and his henchmen, quoting that the
airlines were about to move, etc. Witness
this paragraph from a so-called news item
in the April 3 issue of the Detroit Sunday
Times: “A $10-million program to streamline
Wayne Major is now in the offing, if the top
airlines ean be convinced they should make
the move in the public interest, Richards
said.” This was undoubtedly a press release
from the Wayne County Road Commission,
and please note the insidious use of the
phrase “they should make the move in the
public interest.”

C. 8. H.

Mr. Speaker, last week representa-
tives of ¥psilanti Township, in which a
part of the Willow Run Airport is lo-
cated, and representatives of the Uni-
versity of Michigan, which nolds the
title to Willow Run Airport, called upon
Federal officials concerned with this
problem. Although they were courte-
ously received, they were given little as-
surance that the projected jet operation
at Willow Run Airport would receive
serious reconsideration.

Mr. Speaker, I think the whole matter
is one that should be very carefully re-
viewed by the Appropriations Committee
of the House. I have requested my col-
league from Texas [Mr, MaroN], chair=-
man of the Air Force Panel of the De-
fense Appropriations Subcommittee, to
set a convenient date at which I might
appear and present the financial aspects
of this problem. I believe the subject
should be thoroughly explored by the
Appropriations Committee before a pro-
gram is initiated which on its surface
might seem to save a little money, but
which in its consequences would be ex-
tremely costly and wasteful.

I intend to suggest at this time only a
few of those costly consequences; to
make a prima facie case, as it were, for
a complete investigation by the appro-
priate congressional committee.

If the proposed Reserve jet operation
at Willow Run results in driving the
commercial airlines from that terminal,
the University of Michigan would be un-
able to stand the cost of maintenance of
the airport; it would be forced to de-
fault in some of the conditions of its
deed from the Federal Government, giv-
ing rise to a reversion to the Federal
Government, at its option. The burden
of the annual maintenance of the air
field would thus fall upon the Federal
Government. That cost is estimated to
range from $350,000 to $500,000 per year,

Detroit-Wayne Major Airport is not
equipped to accommodate commercial
airlines. It does not have a terminal.
Additional runways and access roads
would have to be built. Estimates have
been made that it would cost from $20 to
$30 million to put Detroit-Wayne Major
Airport in suitable condition to accom=-
modate commercial airline traffic. De-
troit-Wayne Major Airport has secured
from the Michigan Legislature enabling
legislation to permit the issuance of a
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$10 million bond issue, without the ap-
proval of the Wayne County taxpayers.

Several years ago Wayne County tax-
payers rejected a bond issue proposal by
Smith for this purpose. Now Wayne
County taxpayers can be bound with-
out having anything to say about it.

That, however, is only the beginning of
the cost of improving Detroit-Wayne
Major Airport. Substantial additional
sums would be required for which De-
troit-Wayne Major on its past record,
would expect huge contributions from
the Federal Government. In that con-
nection, it should be recalled that De-
troit-Wayne Major has already had the
lion’s share of Federal airport aid to
Michigan, $4,035,858 out of a total of
$7,761,064, or 52 percent since the end of
World War II.

Thus, Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the
Appropriations Committee in approving
a program of basing Reserve military
jets at a busy commercial airport, should
look beyond its nose and anticipate
increased expenditures in other fields,
such as the Federal Airport Aid Pro-
gram.

Just one other item of cost—the Uni-
versity of Michigan is currently conduct-
ing research and experimental work in
temporary buildings located at the
eastern end of Willow Run Airport.
These buildings will not last much longer
and are located adjacent to the so-called
Packard property—a permanent build-
ing which the Air Force plans to occupy
for its jet squadron. I mentioned in my
earlier discussion that the university
had requested this Packard property for
its research work. Although the re-
quest was dated July 19, 1954, it was
acknowledged indirectly under date of
April 6, 1955, after this controversy had
arisen.,

Should the university be forced to give
up Willow Run Airport, where would
the research facilities to accommodate
some 400 persons, mostly scientists, be
found? Here is another expensive con-
struction project, flowing as an inevit-
able result of the decision to locate a jet
squadron at this busy commercial air-
port. I have no estimate of the possible
cost of such research facilities. How-
ever, being acquainted with Federal con-
struction costs generally, it would be a
safe guess to say that additional millions
would be involved.

Mr. Speaker, the peculiar thing about
this dilemma is that it is so unnecessary.
Detroit-Wayne Major Airport, recipient
of over $4 million of Federal bounty, is
admirably suited to military jet opera-
tions. As I have pointed out previously,
the Michigan Air National Guard for
many years has been operating a jet
squadron at that airport. In further
support of this statement I offer for the
Recorp a copy of a letter to me dated
April 11, 1955, from Rear Adm. James S.
Russell, United States Navy, Chief of the
Bureau of Aeronautics of the Navy De-
partment, indicating the desire of the
Navy to move their jet operations from
Grosse Ile, which has become inadequate,
to Wayne Major Airport. Thus far the
Wayne County Road Commission has
denied this request. I include at this
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point in my remarks the letter I received
from Admiral Russell:

DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY,
BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS,
Washingon, D. C., April 11, 1955.
Hon. GEORGE MEADER,
House of Representatives,
Washington, D. C.

My DeAR Mr. MeADER: I wish to thank you
for your letter of April 1, 1855, and the
accompanying tear sheets from the CoONGRES-
s10NAL Recorp of March 31, 1955.

For some time, the Navy Department has
been negotiating with the Board of County
Road Commissioners of Wayne County, with
a view to relocating the Naval Air Station
from Grosse Ile, Mich., to Detroit-Wayne
Major Airport. That alrport is ideally suited
to Naval Air Reserve use, and it is hoped
that it can be made available for that pur-
pose.

Sincerely yours,
James S. RUSSELL,
Rear Admiral, United States Navy,
Chief of the Bureau of Aeronautics.

For the information of the House, I
also incorporate at this point in my re-
marks a memorandum prepared by
Floyd G. Wakefield, University of Michi-
gan Airport manager, enumerating the
advantages of maintaining Willow Run
Airport as a commercial airline terminal
for the use of Detroit and southeastern
Michigan:

THE UNIVERSITY oF MicHIGAN PoiNTs Out
CONTINUED ADVANTAGES IN USE oF WILLOW
RUN AIRPORT BY THE AIRLINES FOR DETROIT
AND SOUTHEASTERN MICHIGAN

1. The University of Michigan ownership
of Willow Run Airport has provided Detrolt
and southeastern Michigan with a free air-
port for 8 years. Continued use of Willow
Run by the airlines provided Detroit and
southeastern Michigan with one of the best
equipped airports in the United States which
is self-supporting in its operation as well as
in its improvements.

2. Theé University of Michigan returns all
rental money received from the airlines into
improvements of Willow Run which keeps
this airport one of the top best in the Nation.
The terminal ramp has been expanded, engi-
neering has been completed for an extension
of the center taxiway, the airport is reaching
the culmination of a zoning program, and a
dual program for strengthening the taxiway
and ramp, coupled with testing the materials
for resurfacing, in progress for this year.

3. The fact that Willow Run is one of the
finest and best equipped airfields in the
country is due to the original planning of
Willow Run Airport which was directly ap-
proved and supervised by Gen. James H.
Doolittle. It was purposely located here be-
cause of the excellent drainage and soil con-
ditions, and because of its proximity to the
industrial communities of southeastern
Michigan, and the interchange of highway
systems from these communities.

4, University of Michigan's acquisition of
Willow Run Airport turned a $10 million
wartime expenditure into a §50 million
saving for Detroit and southeastern Michi-
gan. Duplication of Willow Run's terminal
and hangar facilities and airfield would cost
at least this amount considering present-
day land acquisition and building costs.

5. Foresight by the University of Michigan
in acquiring Willow Run Airport saved De-
troit from being bypassed by airlines with
four-motor planes’ schedules from other
major cities. Willow Run’s location is ideal
for continued expansion of large aircraft use
by the airlines. The distance from Detroit
is less than many major airports used by
other cities in the Nation. Detroit is re-
lieved of increasing air traflic over heavily
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populated areas. The driving time from De-
troit to Willow Run has been shortened by
the express highways which serve the Detroit
area.

6. Use of Willow Run by the airlines has
made possible a pavement study which has
made this airport one of the finest pavement
laboratories in the United States. Its benefit
to the Nation and the State of Michigan
during a time of unprecedented highway ex-
pansion is invaluable. Further research has
been planned for Willow Run, which will
not only improve the airfield, but will pro-
vide highway engineers and airport engi-
neers with test results never before possible,
and which will mean the savings of millions
of dollars to the publie.

7. The lease arrangement between the air-
lines and the University of Michigan has
made available laboratory space for the na-
tional defense research in radar, aircraft elec-
tronics, aircraft fuels, and innumerable de-
fense projects which could not have been
accomplished in Michigan without the ex-
penditure of many millions of dollars to
duplicate these laboratory facilities. Non-
defense research directly beneficial to Michi-
gan for research in highway construction,
harbor installation, and the prevention of
Great Lakes shoreline erosion have been pos-
sible only because of the availability of space
at Willow Run.

8. A change of operations by the airlines
will result in a costly relocation of naviga-
tional aids which have been installed by
the CAA at Willow Run for commercial air-
line use at Willow Run.

9. Movement of the airlines from Willow
Run will entail costly personal housing
changes for the 1,800 employees who are em-
ployed by the airlines and the terminal em-
ployees.

10. The University of Michigan regards its
ownership of Willow Run as providing an
ideal public service to Michigan and Detroit
which is self-supporting in its present op-
eration. It is also providing the airline in-
dustry with an airport which the airlines can
directly operate according to airlines’ policies
without outside interference. Public accept-
ance and use of Willow Run is evident in the
higher than national average increase in pas-
senger volume, Willow Run’s yearly passen-
ger volume has risen from three-quarters of
a million passengers in 1847 to over 214 mil-
lion passengers in 1954. The University of
Michigan, in view of the advantages offered
by Willow Run to the airlines and the com-
munities as a whole, wished to continue its
service to the airlines and the publie through
its cooperative arrangement with the air-
lines at Willow Run Airport.

Mr. Speaker, there has recently been
published a letter purporting to come
from the Honorable Albert E. Cobo,
mayor of Detroit, to Secretary of De-
fense Wilson urging the Defense Depart-
ment to concentrate all military reserve
jet operations at Willow Run Airport.
I incorporate this letter in full in my
remarks at this point:

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS,
COUNTY OF WAYNE,
March 29, 1955.
Hon. CHARLES E. WiLsON,
Defense Secretary,
United States Government,
Washington, D. C.

DEeAr Smr: On January 1, 1947, because the
Detroit City Airport was no longer adequate
to handle large commercial airplanes, it was
found necessary to move the airline opera-
tions. The Willow Run Airport, 32 miles
from downtown Detroit, while admittedly
an undesirable permanent location, was
picked to be used until such a time as a
better facility could be provided. Govern-
ment officials, faced with the responsibility
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of providing adequate facilities, agreed that
the Wayne County Airport site, at the corner
of Middlebelt Road and the Edsel Ford Ex-
pressway, would provide Detroit with a first-
class commercial airport. The city of De-
troit officials, the Wayne County Board of
Supervisors, the metropolitan airport au-
thority, the State board of aeronautics, and
the civil aeronautics authority all agreed
that this airport, 18 miles from downtown
Detroit, should be expanded and improved
as a major commercial airport.

Money was provided jointly by the county,
State, and Federal Government to expand
this airport to nearly 4 square miles, making
it the second largest commercial airport in
the United States. Considerable money has
been spent in providing long runways, all-
weather landing facilities, taxiways, drain-
age, and other needed facilities. The Pan
American Airlines, using the largest planes
in commercial use, has been using this air-
port during the past year. Nonscheduled
and air-freight lines have been using the
airport commercially for years.

Money is being provided to bulld a first-
class air-terminal builling and to provide
other facilities in the immediate future. The
mayor of the city of Detroit, the Detroit
Common Council, the board of supervisors,
and the road commission of Wayne County,
who were authorized by the supervisors to
operate and manage the Detroit-Wayne
Major Alrport, have recently joined together
in a determined effort to provide first-class
airport facilitles at the Detroit-Wayne Major
Airport and to negotiate with the airlines
for a transfer of their operations as soon as
possible. May 24 has been set as the date
for a meeting with the airlines at which
time a plan for the use of the Wayne County
Airport by all the airlines will be discussed.
We are convinced that by this move the
Detroit metropolitan area can best be served.

During the past 2 years the Wayne
County officials, responsible for operating
the Detroit-Wayne Airport, have made sev-
eral attempts to work out an arrangement
with the airlines for the use of the Detroit-
Wayne Airport and for providing a new
terminal building, hangars, and extra facili-
ties required for this operation. It s diffi-
cult to compete with the financial arrange-
ment the airlines have at the Willow Run
Airport, which was turned over to the Uni-
versity of Michigan without cost. Actually,
the airlines at the Willow Run Airport are
receiving what amounts to a subsidy, and
at no other airport in the United States do
they enjoy such a financial arrangement.

The United States Government cooperated
with this area in making the Willow Run
Airport avallable to the airlines as a tem-
porary facility at a time that it was not
needed for military use. Expansion of the
military Air Force has brought requests for
additional alrport facllities in this area. At
the present time one military service, the
30th Air Division (Defense), is stationed at
the Willow Run Airport using jet aircraft.
United States Navy officials have made an
effort to move into the Detroit-Wayne Major
Airport, as their Grosse Ile Airport is no
longer adequate for jet aircraft.

The Detroit-Wayne Major Airport man-
agement has had to tell these Navy officials
that it is impossible to make such a move
due to the fact that the county airport was
primarily built to serve the commercial air
activity of that area, and that in our opinion
it is the only airport that can adequately
and conveniently serve the public in this
area at this time.

An airport study made by competent en-
gineers some time ago indicated that the
Willow Run Airport should be developed as
a military airport. It is quite apparent now
that this recommendation was logical and
should be carried out at an early date. The
Willow Run Airport is much more centrally
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located than Selfridge Field and would pro-
vide a much better location for the large
number of Reserve Air Force pilots living in
this part of Michigan. In addition, there is
sufficient room and accommodations for the
Michigan Air National Guard, which are now
required to pay for facilities at the Detroit-
Wayne Major Airport. It appears to us that
having military services at one airport would
tend toward efficiency and economy.

We sincerely hope you concur with us in
these matters and see fit to indicate at this
time that such a move is desirable on the
part of the military services, especlally to
solve the present dire need of the Navy and
Marine Corps. If this military situation
could be cleared up by using the Willow Run
Alrport, we are sure that we could soon reach
an agreeable contract with the airlines to
move to the Detroit-Wayne Major Airport
which is recognized by all as one of the finest
locations for commercial airline services in
the country.

Respectfully yours,
AvLserT E. Cogo,
Mayor, City of Detroit.
Ep. CONNOR,
Chairman, Board of Wayne County
Supervisors.
MicHAEL J, O'BRIEN,
Chairman, Board of Wayne County
Road Commissioners.

Mr. Speaker, although the letfer is
signed by Mayor Cobo and two Wayne
County officials, it is interesting to note
that the initials of the dictator of the
letter are LCS. These happen to be the
initials of Leroy C. Smith, the manager
of Detroit-Wayne Major Airport.

Mr. Speaker, it might strike some as
odd that the mayor of Detroit would con-
cern himself with an airport which is not
located in Wayne County.

It is perfectly obvious that this request
to Secretary Wilson is to make the air-
lines so uncomfortable at Willow Run
that they will be forced to move to De-
troit-Wayne Major. This strips of all
pretense the nature of the past efforts
of the Wayne County road commission
and baldly bids for the powerful assist-
ance of our Military Establishment in a
local airport fight.

Having known Mayor Cobo and his ex-
cellent reputation as an efficient admin-
istrator of a big metropolitan center, I
am disturbed that he permitted himself
to be used in this fashion, and I sincerely
hope that Secretary Wilson and Secre-
tary Talbott of the Air Force will not fall
into a similar trap.

Mr, Speaker, the Cobo letter contains
many inaccuracies, one of which de-
serves comment. The statement is made
that the 30th Air Division, stationed near
Willow Run, uses jet aircraft. The 30th
Air Division operations near Willow Run
are not flying operations and the jet
aireraft it uses are two T-33 jet trainers
based at Selfridge Field and assigned to
the 30th Air Division only for courier
duty. They average about five flights a
week. This is substantially different
from the impression the letter would
create that there are substantial jet
operations already at Willow Run.

Also, reference is made in the letter
to a study by competent engineers indi-
cating that Willow Run Airport should
be developed as a military airport. Itis
impossible from such a general descrip-
tion to know what study is being referred
to. It might well be a study by engi-
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neers of the Wayne County Road Com-
mission and nothing more.

Another statement receives my hearty
approval. That statement is:

It appears to us that having military serv-

ices at omne alrport would tend toward
efficiency and economy.

The Michigan Air National Guard,
utilizing facilities costing in excess of
$21% million, is already based at Detroit-
Wayne Major Airport. It would be logi-
cal for Navy jet operations and 10th Air
Force Reserve jet training operations to
move to the Detroit-Wayne Major Air-
port, where the Michigan Air National
Guard is already operating. This would
achieve the desirable economy and effi-
ciency of locating all military operations
at one airport.

Mr. Speaker, there is one other over-
riding consideration which has not been
considered in this controversy, namely,
that Willow Run Airport was built origi-
nally to accommodate the B-24 bombers
manufactured at the Willow Run bomb-
er plant. In this unit—the plant and
the airfield—the Federal Government
has a substantial investment. The ac-
quisition cost of the plant was $43,519,-
646, and the acquisition cost of the air-
field was $21,197,000. When the plant
was sold to the EKaiser-Frazer Corp. as of
December 1, 1948, a national security
clause was incorporated in the deed giv-
ing the Federal Government the right to
repossess the plant in the event of a na-
tional emergency. This national secu-
rity option in the Federal Government
runs for 20 years. When the Kaiser-
Fraser Corp. sold this plant to General
Motors recently, the national security
rights of the Government remained in-
tact.

Similarly, the Government’s rights to
repossess the Willow Run Airport in the
event of a national emergency were ex-
pressly reserved in the deed to the air-
port from the Government to the Uni-
versity of Michigan. The philosophy
and policy behind these provisions was a
significant phase of our national defense
policy. We wanted, in the event of a
sudden emergency, to have available at
a moment's notice the productive ca-
pacity of the Willow Run bomber plant
for the construction of aircraft. The
availability of the airprot built in con-
junction with the plant for flying away
the bombers constructed there would be
imperative. This policy is revealed in
the following two paragraphs quoted
from the national security clause of the
deed to Kaiser-Fraser:

(3) Reservation of dormant estate: The
Government shall reserve in the premises to
be conveyed a dormant estate for a period of
20 years from the effective date of transfer,
which dormant estate may be activated in
accordance with procedures specified herein
as to the whole or any part of the premises
for one or more periods, each of which shall
not exceed 5 years in duration. At the ex-
piration of the 20th year the rights reserved
to the Government with respect to the prem-
ises shall cease and terminate, notwithstand-
ing any prior activation of the dormant
estate.

(6) Alterations, removal, and maintenance
of property: (a) During the 20-year period
of the dormant estate, the grantee will not,
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without the written consent of the Gov-
ernment make any alteration to the prem-
ises which will materially impair or diminish
the capacity of the premises as existing at
the effective date of transfer, to produce the
items for which the premises were designed,
unless other facilities of the grantee which
are determined by the Government to have
equivalent productive capacity, are made
subject to all of the terms and conditions set
forth in this national security clause.

This long-standing policy, in my jude-
ment, is one of the wise things we did
with surplus property at the end of
World War II. We made the facilities
available for civilian use which would
assure their maintenance in good condi-
tion at no expense to the Federal Gov-
ernment, but wisely reserved the power
to repossess these facilities quickly in
the event an emergency required rapid
expansion in productive facilities.

Mr. Speaker, this wise policy is work-
ing effectively in connection with this
$65 million wartime Government in-
vestment. Both the plant and the air-
field are being maintained in tiptop
condition without any expense to the
Federal Government and can readily be
converted to defense purposes without
exorbitant construction expense and
without the much more costly delay
which would be involved should similar
facilities have to be built, This salu-
tary arrangement should not be lightly
disturbed.

Mr. Speaker, it is my hope that the
Appropriations Committee and the
House will give a good, long, hard look
at this latest development in the schem-
ing of Leroy Smith to drive the com-
mercial airlines out of Willow Run to
bail him out of his improvident expendi-
tures at Detroit-Wayne Major Airport.

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND
FOREIGN COMMERCE

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that for the remain-
der of this week and during the next
2 weeks the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce may sit at such times
when there is no legislation being con-
sidered under the 5-minute rule.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ten-
nessee?

There was no objection,

MR. EDWARD J. CORSI

The SPEAKER. TUnder previous order
of the House, the gentleman from Mich-
igan [Mr. HorrFMaN] is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re-
vise and extend my remarks and include
an article.

The SPEAKER. 1Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan, Mr,
Speaker, I agree with the gentleman who
just left the well of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. TuMULTY],
a few moments ago when he said that
the State Department owes an apology
to the American people because of the
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appointment or the discharge of Mr.
Corsi.

Sure, the Department of State should
apologize for bringing him down here.
His record was pretty well known, and
I am not referring to the controversy
between that gentleman and the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALTER].

I am not saying anything about the
organizations to which Mr. Corsi belongs
or about his line of thought in connec-
tion with communism—not a thing about
that because I do not know anything
about it. But here is the point: Accord-
ing to the published reports of state-
ments made by Mr. Corsi, he testified
he has no use for the law which Con-
gress enacted—the MecCarran-Walter
Act—referred to it as junk.

That being true, why put in the De-
partment of State to interpret and ad-
minister the law any man who does not
have any use for or faith in or respect
for the law and says it is junk and who
does not believe in it? How far would the
Government get with that kind of an
administrator?

It is just absurd and silly to hire a
man to tell what the law means and to
enforce it when he has already said it is
no good.

What a man thinks of a law is his own
concern while he is a private citizen.
But when charged with administering a
law, he must accept it as written—not
attempt to repeal it by misinterpretation
or maladministration.

I know what is the matter with some
of the folks in New York, if what the
reports say is true; that is, that they
are afraid of the Italian vote.

I cannot understand why the national-
ity of any individual would have any-
thing to do with his ability to hold office,
to interpret or administer a law. Sup-
pose even an Irishman, or a German,
or a man of some other nationality were
appointed. What has that to do with
his official acts?

Have we gotten into a situation in
America where just because a man be-
longs to a certain racial group or reli-
gious group, or some other group, any-
thing and everything he does or says has
to be excused or approved. If a Repub-
lican is a crook, he is a crook.

I just cannot get over this idea that
certain individuals have a right—a right,
if you please—to Government jobs.
Then there was a great hullabaloo over
this man Oppenheimer, It still works
on occasion. You remember him. Oh,
it was just a crime to discharge that
fellow, so we were told, but unless I am
completely wrong, unless I did not read
his testimony correctly on the stand,
he admitted that he, for a number of
years, had a mistress and that she was
a Communist.

I know, and I am sure you know, that
I am not intolerant, but I cannot under-
stand why in a high Government posi-
tion an official should be retained in
office after he admits that he has a
l(I:ic::l:::lunul:llrst‘. mistress or a mistress of any

There was an old saying, “If you have
got to suck eggs, for heaven’'s sake hide
the shells.” *“Do not go around boasting
about your sins, petty or otherwise.”
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I cannot bring myself to believe that
the American people are so low in their
sense of common decency that their sym-
pathy flows out to some fellow who lacks
ordinary decency in spite of the fact that
the papers here in Washington—here
in Washington—seem to condone all
sorts of rottenness.

Of course they do not believe in it, but
if you read their defense of first one man
and then another, day after day, and
week after week, and year after year,
you get the idea that this town is a
little worse than Sodom or Gomorrah,
That I do not helieve.

Just to get a slant at what one Peter
Edson says, read the following from to-
day's News:

BULL IN A CHINA SHOP

The story on Edward J. Corsi—ousted by
Becretary of State John Foster Dulles as his
special assistant on migration and refugee
problems—is that he turned out to be a
bull released in the State Department’s china
shop.

A lot of people have been bleeding over
Mr. Corsi’s sudden demise as a bureaucrat—
including Mr, Corst. Well-intentioned,
warm-hearted, generous, and likable Mr.
Corsi thought everybody in the world was
his friend, and wasn't far wrong.

But Mr. Corsi also was impulsive and un-
predictable. He couldn't be bothered with
redtape or regulations. And every once in
a while State Department officers admin-
istering the refugee-relief program would
wake up with a start to discover that Mr.
Corsi had gone way out on the end of a
limb to commit them fo some fantastic
scheme that just couldn't be done under
the law.

There was, for instance, Mr. Corsi’s idea
to bring over 1,000 Italian cooks and bakers.
He was going to bring them over on one
boat., He would have the boat arrive in New
York on the Fourth of July. He would have
the boat sail up the Hudson River, to some
nice park he had in mind where they would
all debark and have a pienic. Mr, Corsi
would be on hand to welcome them and
male a speech.

He always was making speeches. In Phila-
delphia recently he made a speech about
some poor refugee he had seen on his in-
spection trip in Europe. He painted a mar-
velous word picture of this unfortunate man.
A number of people in the audience came
forward and wanted to sponsor his admis-
sion to the United States as a refugee im-
migrant.

The trouble was, Mr. Corsl couldnt re-
member the man's name or what camp he
had seen him in. The State Department
tried to find him, but after a lot of time
wasting in diligent search, they gave up. By
that time all the Philadelphians who had
wanted to sponsor this unfortunate man
gave up in disgust.

Early in March the State Department gave
Mr. Corsl a written directive that he was to
make no speeches and issue no statements
that had not been given prior clearance.
That helped some. But by that time Mr,
Corsi had upset the State Department's pro-
tocol polished apple cart so often they de-~
clded they'd better let him go.

What really got Mr. Corsi in the end was
his admission to a high State Department
officer that he wanted to run for the Unlted
States Senate from New York in 1956. He
had apparently thought he could use the
refugee job to build up a big foreign-born
vote following.

Mr. Corsi was in hot water almost from the
first day he hit town. He had been getting
$20,000 a year as New York's Commissioner
of Labor and Immigration under Gov. Thom-
as E. Dewey. He wanted that much here,
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But the most he could get under civil serv-
ice was $13,000 a year. They finally
stretched a point and made it $13,700, but it
still wasn't enough.

He didn’t like the office space assigned
him. He worked for a time in the back office
of Scott McLeod, Security Administrator,
who by law is given responsibility for the
refugee program. That was the job Mr. Corsi
wanted; that and a free hand. He wanted
to open an office for himself in New York,
but they stopped him on that one.

His correspondence was voluminous. But
more than half of it was personal and social.
In one exchange of letters he got all involved
in a big surplus butter deal, from which he
had to be extricated, because that was the
business of Agriculture Secretary Ezra
Benson.

The State Department was going to reveal
all this and a lot more. Then they decided
to forget it. But as a lifelong Republican,
Mr. Corsl still can’t understand why he's
getting the gate. He thinks he got & raw
deal,

The SPEAKER. Under previous order
of the House, the gentleman from New
Jersey [Mr, TuMULTY] is recognized for
5 minutes.

Mr, TUMULTY. Mr. Speaker, of
course I feel that the honest position is
that the Secretary of State owes an
apology to the American people for the
way he has mistreated America. I was
not merely defending Edward J. Corsi.
I had not attempted nor does anyone
intend to bring in any racial issue to this
matter, except that the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. HorFrMan] who preceded
me seems, somehow or other, to be con-
juring up a ghost about which he is very
much worried. I am an American of
Irish descent—a blow against one Amer-
ican is a blow against all.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TUMULTY. I yield.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. The
only reason I brought that up is because
I have heard talk around here from one
side and the other that the action of the
Secretary of State in connection with
this matter was going to cost either one
party or the other a lot of Ifalian votes.
That seemed to me to be an insult to the
Italian people.

Mr. TUMULTY. I cannotunderstand
what you folks talk about in the Repub-
lican cloakroom. I did not bring up that
charge. Your Secretary of State
brought this man Jdown here and he said
he was the best gualified man for the
job. When an attack was made on him
he shifted his footwork and dismissed
him. I cannot help the blundering
which your party makes. There is no
sense in your getting up here and trying
to raise a false issue. The proposition
is, Was this man treated fairly? I say,
“No.” If you get up and talk about some
people having a lot of mistresses and
trying to injure that man who has done
nothing else, you are attempting to in-
jure this man or infer that he has done
something wrong.

Let me call your attention to an article
which appeared in the Newark Evening
News, which is a distinguished pro-
Eisenhower paper. This editorial says:

Edward J. Corsi has refused a consolation
post in the State Department, and in view

of the treatment he has received, who can
blame him?
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A respected man in his State and commun-
ity, Mr. Corsi went to the Department last
January to accelerate administration of the
Refugee ERelief Act of 1953. He was welcomed
by Secretary Dulles as “the best qualified
man in the United States” for the work.

Today the “best qualified man in the
United States” is out of his job, under
retirement, under attack by the other
side—yes, by the Republican side.

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

Mr. TUMULTY. I yield.

Mr. HILLINGS. In the gentleman's
statement that Mr. Corsi is under attack
by the Republican side—and I do not
concede that——

Mr. TUMULTY. Well, he is out of his
job, is he not?

Mr. HILLINGS. Under the gentle-
man's statement is he repudiating the
distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. WaLTER], who is chairman of
the Subcommittee on Immigration, who
leveled the original charge at Mr. Corsi?
I do not know why the gentleman should
say that Mr. Corsi is under attack by
Secretary Dulles, who has not charged
him with any wrongdoing and who has
offered him another job.

Mr. TUMULTY. Dulles fired the
man, threw him out of his position, did
he not?

Mr. HILLINGS. But do you repudiate
the statement about Mr. Corsi made by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr,
WALTER] ?

Mr. TUMULTY. I know nothing
about the statement made by the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALTER].
All I say, as far as I am concerned is that
Mr. Corsi was entitled to better treat-
ment. He is a man who was brought
here by your Secretary of State, not by
Mr. WALTER. What Mr. WaLTER had to
say can be cleared with Mr. WaLTER. I
address myself to the action by your
Secretary of State, Mr. Dulles, what he
has done.

Mr. HILLINGS. But I ask that the
gentleman answer my question.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, a point or order. I cannot hear
what these gentleman are saying. Both
talking at the same time.

Mr. TUMULTY. We are having no
trouble in hearing each other.

The SPEAKER. Both gentleman will
proceed in order and not try to talk at
the same time.

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

Mr. TUMULTY. I think I have al-
ready yielded to the gentleman.

Mr. HILLINGS. May I ask the gen-
tleman a question: Do you recognize that
the attack on Mr. Corsi was made by the
distinguished gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. WALTER]? As far as I know
the Secretary of State has made no at-
tack on Mr. Corsi.

Mr. TUMULTY. I am talking about
the Secretary of State. It is my position
and implication that the attack made by
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
WaLTer] was entertained by the Secre-
tary of State, by the Republican Secre-
tary of State; and the excuse he gave
was that it was due to friction in the
Department. However that may be, the
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“best-qualified man for the job,” accord-
ing to Dulles, in 90 days has ceased to
be the best-qualified man for the job
under Dulles,

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

Mr. TUMULTY. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Massachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACEK. The gentleman
from Pennsylvania [Mr. WaLTER] did not
hire Mr. Corsi, it was the Secretary of
State of the Republican administration.
Now, the question of repudiating any-
thing that the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania [Mr. WALTER] said, or growing
out of a disagreement with the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALTER],
is beside this point, for the fact remains
that he was hired by the Republican ad-
ministration; he is a Republican himself,
and he was fired by a Republican ad-
ministration, and it is the action of the
Republican administration. The fact
remains, furthermore, that Mr. Corsi
was one of the men closest to Governor
Dewey when he was the Republican
nominee not so many years ago.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has
no time to yield; his time has expired.

Mr. TUMULTY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 ad-
ditional minute.

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

There was no objection.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Mr.
Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. TUMULTY. Let me conclude my
remarks and then I will yield. I want
to read the last sentence of the editorial:

There is no use arguing the Corsi blunder
was & minor miscalculation in a department
dealing daily with war or peace; or to say
that it was all the fault of that Democratic
liability * * * and a couple of other fellows.

A prlnclple has been breached and re-
sponsibility rests with Becretary Dulles,
That is where it belongs.

That is distinctly a Republican action.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Now
will the gentleman yield to me, Mr,
Speaker?

Mr. TUMULTY. I yield.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. You see,
there is a difference between what Dulles
did and what Acheson did. When Dulles
found that he had made a mistake in
appointing Corsi, and when he learned
that, he acknowledged it and corrected
it. When Acheson found he had made
a mistake with Alger Hiss he did not do
anything about it. That shows the dif-
ference. One learned of his errors, cor-
rected them—the other did not.

Mr. TUMULTY. Does the gentleman
concede that Dulles made a mistake?

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. Yes. I
think he did when he took Corsi on.

Mr. TUMULTY. Iagreewith the gen-
tleman only in that Dulles blundered in
mistreating Corsi by firing him.

Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan. He
should not have had him down here at
all.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from New Jersey has expired.

Mr.
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
extend remarks in the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD, or to revise and extend remarks,
was granted to:

Mr. FeicaaN and to include extraneous
matter.

Mr. Sieminskr and to include extrane-
ous matter.

Mr. BEnTLEY and to include extraneous
matter.

Mr. PELLY in two instances and to in-
clude extraneous matter.

Mr. CooNn and to include extraneous
matter.

Mr. Reuss and to include extraneous
matter.

Mr. WIER.

Mr. Sixes and to include an editorial.

Mrs. Enurson in two instances.

Mr. Axruso (at the request of Mr.
McCORMACK) .

Mr, McCormack and to include a
statement made by him on the anni-
versary of Bataan Day which took place
on April 10.

Mr. Keating and to include a resolu-
tion.

Mr. RHODES of Pennsylvania in two
instances.

- Mr. UpaLL.

Mr. MACDONALD.

Mr. Wirson of California.

Mr, YOUNG.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. PoweLL (at the request of Mr.
ZELENKO), until May 4, 1955, on account
of official business.

Mr. Froop (at the request of Mr.
ALBERT), for the remainder of the week,
on account of official business.

Mr. FascerLL (at the request of Mr.
BennNeTrT of Florida), for today and the
balance of the week, on account of offi-
cial business.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. MURRAY of Illincis. Mr. Speak-
er, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly (at 1 o’clock and 4 min-
utes p. m.) the House adjourned until
tomorrow, Thursday, April 14, 1955, at
12 o’clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
3 ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

637. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting proposed
supplemental appropriations for the fiscal
year 1856 in the amount of #70,060,000 for
several agencies In the executive branch and
$221,300 for the District of Columbia, in
the form of amendments to the budget for
said fiscal year (H. Doc. No. 126); to the
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to
be printed.

638. A communication from the President
of the United States, transmitting a report
entitled “Public Utility Relocation Incident
to Highway Improvement,” pursuant to sec-
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tion 11 of the Federal-Ald Highway Act of
1954 (H. Doc. No. 127); to the Committee on
Public Works and ordered to be printed.

639. A letter from the Chairman, Commis-
slon on Organization of the Executive Branch
of the Government, transmitting a report
on legal services and procedure, pursuant to
Public Law 108, 83d Congress (H. Doc. No.
128); to the Committee on the Judiclary
and ordered to be printed.

640. A letter from the Assistant Comp-
troller General of the United States, trans-
mitting part II of a report on the audit of
Commodity Credit Corporation for the fiscal
year ended June 30, 1953, pursuant to the
Government Corporation Control Act (31
U. S. C. 841) (H. Doc. No. 129); to the Com-
mittee on Government Operations and or-
dered to be printed.

641. A letter from the Assistant Comptrol-
ler General of the United States, transmitting
a report on the audit of the Virgin Islands
Corporation for the fiscal year ended June 30,
1954, pursuant to the Government Corpora-
tion Control Act (31 U. 8. C. 841) (H. Doe.
No. 130); to the Committee on Government
Operations and ordered to be printed.

642. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a letter from the Chief of
Engineers, Department of the Army, dated
October 28, 1954, submitting a report, to-
gether with accompanying papers and illus-
trations, on a review of reports on channel
from Pass Cavallo to Port Lavaca, Tex., re-
quested by resolutions of the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors, House of Representa-
tives, and the Committee on Public Works,
House of Representatives, adopted Septem-
ber 10, 1946, and December 14, 1850, respec-
tively (H. Doc. No. 131); to the Committee
on Public Works and ordered to be printed
with two illustrations.

643. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a letter from the Chief
of Engineers, Department of the Army, dated
February 14, 1855, submitting a report, to-
gether with accompanying papers and illus-
trations, on a cooperative beach erosion con-
trol study of the shore of Grand Isle, La.,
prepared under the provisions of section 2
of the River and Harbor Act approved on
July 3, 1830, as amended and supplemented
(H. Doc. No. 132); to the Committee on Pub-
lic Works and ordered to be printed with
six illustrations.

644. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a letter from the Chief
of Engineers, Department of the Army, dated
July 22, 1954, submitting a report, together
with accompanying papers and illustrations,
on a review of report on Big Sioux River
and its tributaries, JTowa and South Dakota,
requested by a resolution of the Committee
on Flood Control, House of Representatives,
adopted on March 20, 1944 (H. Doc. No.
133); to the Committee on Public Works
and ordered to be printed with two illus-
trations.

€45. A letter from the Sccretary of the
Army, transmitting a letter from the Chief of
Engineers, Department of the Army, dated
July 22, 19564, submitting a report, together
with accompanying papers and illustrations,
on a cooperative beach erosion control study
of Fair Haven Beach State Park, N. ¥., pre-
pared under the provisions of section 2 of
the River and Harbor Act approved on July
3, 1930, as amended and supplemented (H.
Doc. No. 134); to the Committee on Public
Works and ordered to be printed with three
illustrations.

646. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a letter from the Chief
of Engineers, Department of the Army, dated
November 30, 1954, submitting a report, to-
gether with accompanying papers and {llus-
trations, on a survey of the Mississippl River
between Missouri River and Minneapolis,
Minn., damage to levee and drainage dis-
tricts, authorized by the River and Harbor
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Acts, approved on August 26, 1937, and March
2, 1945. This report covers damages to levee
and drainage districts affected by pools 14
to 26 only (H. Doc. No. 135); to the Commit-
tee on Public Works and ordered to be printed
with illustrations.

647. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a letter from the Chief
of Engineers, Department of the Army, dated
October 12, 1953, submitting a report, to-
gether with accompanying papers and illus-
trations, on a review of reports on the Mis-
sissippl River relative to the section between
the Missourl River and Minneapolis with a
view to providing improved harbor facilities
at Alton, Ill. This investigation was request-
ed by a resolution of the Committee on Riv-
ers and Harbors, House of Representatives,
adopted on February 28, 1045 (H. Doc. No.
136); to the Committee on Public Works and
ordered to be printed, with three illustra-
tions.

648. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a letter from the Chief
of Engineers, Department of the Army, dated
March 16, 1954, submitting an interim report,
together with accompanying papers and il-
lustrations, on a survey of Tanana River
Basin, Alaska. This report is submitted
under the authority for a preliminary ex-
amination and survey of harbors and rivers
in Alaska, with a view to determining the
advisability of improvements in the interest
of navigation, flood control, hydroelectric
power, and related water uses, authorized
by the Flood Control Act approved on June
30, 1948. It is also submitted in final re-
sponseé to a preliminary examination and
survey of Chena Slough, Alaska, authorized
by the Flood Control Act approved on July
24, 1946 (H. Doc. No. 137); to the Committee
on Public Works and ordered to be printed,
with two illustrations.

649. A letter from the Secretary of the
Army, transmitting a letter from the Chief
of Engineers, Department of the Army, dated
January 13, 1955, submitting a report, to-
gether with accompanying papers and illus-
trations, on a cooperative beach erosion con-
trol study of Hamlin Beach State Park, N. Y.,
prepared under the provisions of section 2
of the River and Harbor Act approved on
July 3, 1930, as amended and supplemented
(H. Doc. No. 138) ; to the Committee on Pub-
lic Works and ordered to be printed, with
five illustrations.

650. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of Agriculture, transmitting the report on
cooperation of the United States with Mexico
in the control and eradication of foot-and-
mouth disease for the month of February
1955, pursuant to Public Law 8, 80th Con-
gress; to the Committee on Agriculture.

651. A letter from the Acting Secretary of
Agriculture, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation entitled “A bill to amend the
Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act, as
amended, to modify, clarify, and provide ad-
ditional authority for insurance of loans"”;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

652. A letter from the Secretary of the Air
Force, transmitting a draft of proposed leg-
islation entitled “A bill to further amend
section 302 of the Career Compensation Act
of 1949 and section 7 of the Dependents As-
sistance Act of 1950 to authorize the pay-
ment of a basic allowance for quarters to an
enlisted member of a Reserve component on
active duty for training as if he were a mem-
ber of a Regular component of a uniformed
service"”; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

663. A letter from the Chairman, United
States Atomic Energy Commission, relative
to reporting an overobligation of $821.05 that
occurred in an allotment account on Decem-
ber 19, 1954, pursuant to section 1211, Public
Law 759, B1st Congress; to the Committee on
Appropriations.

654. A letter from the Administrator, Gen-
eral Services Administration, transmitting



1955

a report of an obligation incurred in excess
of amount allotted under administrative
regulations and procedures, relating to re-
gional director, region No. 8, GSA, Eansas
City, Mo., pursuant to sectlon 3679 of the
Revised Statutes, as amended (31 U. 8. C.
665); to the Committee on Appropriations,

655. A letter from the Secretary of the
Treasury, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation entitled “A bill to amend section
5146 of the Revised Statutes, as amended,
relating to the qualifications of directors of
national banking associations”; to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

658. A letter from the President, Board of
Commissioners, District of Columbla, trans-
mitting a draft of proposed legislation en-
titled "A bill to amend the act entitled ‘An
act to control the possession, sale, transfer,
and use of pistols and other dangerous weap-~
ons in the District of Columbia, to provide
penalties, to prescribe rules of evidence, and
for other purposes’,” approved July 8, 1932;
to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

6567. A letter from the Secretary of State,
transmitting the 13th Semiannual Report of
the International Educational Exchange
Program of the Department of State, pursu-
ant to Public Law 402, 80th Congress; to
the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

658. A letter from the Acting Comptroller
General of the United States, transmitting a
report on the audit of the government of
American Samoa, Department of the Inte-
rlor, for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1953,
pursuant to the Budget and Accounting Act,
1921 (31 U. 8. C. 53), and the Accounting
and Auditing Act of 1950 (31 U. 8. C. 67); to
the Committee on Government Operations.

650. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Army (Logistics and Research and De-
velopment) transmitting the annual report
of the Department of the Army relative to
foreign excess personal-property disposal for
the period January 1 to December 31, 1954,
pursuant to Public Law 152, 81st Congress; to
the Committee on Government Operations.

660. A letter from the Chairman, Federal
Communications Commission, transmitting
& report on the backleg of pending applica-
tions and hearing cases in the Federal Com=-
munications Commission as of February 28,
1955, pursuant to section 5 (e) of the Com-
munications Act as amended July 16, 1952, by
Public Law 554; to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

661. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a report of ne-
getiations for settlement contracts with the
Iadlans of the Crow Creek and Lower Brule
Reservations, 8. Dak., pursuant to Public
Law 478, 83d Congress; to the Committee on
Interior and Insular Affairs.

662. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interlor, transmitting a draft of pro-
posed legislation entitled “a bill to increase
the public benefits from the national park
system by facilitating the management of
museum properties relating thereto, and for
other purposes”; to the Committee on In-
terior and Insular Affairs.

663. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a proposed
award of a concession contract to A. B. Nel-
son, John R. Nelson, and Ida Mae Borum,
operatng as a partnership, which will, when
finally executed on behalf of the Govern-
ment, authorize them to provide accom-
modations, Tfacilities and services at the
Thunderbird Ranch and Trading Post in
Canyon de Chelly National Monument, Ariz.,
for a 20-year period from January 1, 1954,
pursuant to the act of July 31, 1953 (67 Stat.
271); to the Committee on Interior and In-
sular Affairs.

664. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a proposed
concession contract with Murl Emery which,
when executed by the superintendent, Lake
Mead National Recreation Area, Nevada, will
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authorize Mr. Emery to provide accommo-
dations, facilities, and services for the pub-
le within the Eldorado Canyon site of the
Lake Mead National Recreation Area dur-
ing a b5-year period beginning January 1,
1955, pursuant to the act of July 31, 198563
(87 Stat. 271); to the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs.

665. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a proposed con-
cession permit with B. Ross Luding, which,
when executed by Superintendent J. W. Em-
mert, Glacier National Park, Mont., will au-
thorize Mr. Luding to provide accommoda~-
tions, facilities, and services for the public
at Sperry and Granite Park Chalets within
Glacler National Park, during a 1-year period
beginning January 1, 1955, pursuant to the
act of July 31, 1953 (67 Stat. 271); to the
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs,

666. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a proposed con-
cession permit with Robert Eslinger, which,
when executed by the Superintendent of the
Great Smoky Mountains National Park,
Tenn., will authorize Mr. Eslinger to sell fire-
wood to the general public at the Chimneys
public campground, Great Smoky Mountains
National Park, during a period of 6 months
beginning April 15, 1956, pursuant to the act
of July 31, 1953 (67 Stat. 271); to the Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

667. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a proposed con-
cession permit with E. G. Wellman, which,
when executed by Superintendent J. W. Em-
mert, Glacler National Park, Mont., will au-
thorize Mr. Wellman to operate a saddle-
horse concession within Glacier National
Park for a period of 1 year from January 1,
1955, pursuant to the act of July 31, 1953 (67
Stat. 271); to the Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs.

668. A letter from the Acting Secretary of
Agriculture, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation entitled “A bill to relieve disburs-
ing officers, certifying officers, and payees with
respect to certain payments made in contra-
vention of appropriation restrictions regard-
ing citizenship status, and for other pur-
poses”; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

669. A letter from the Secretary of Com-
merce, transmitting a draft of proposed legis-
lation entitled “A bill to provide for the
settlement of claims of military personnel
and civilian employees of the Federal Govern-
ment for damage to, or loss, destruction, cap=-
ture, or abandonment of, personal property
occurring incident to their service, and for
other purposes’; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

670. A letter from the Assistant Secretary
of the Interior, transmitting a draft of pro-
posed legislation entitled “A bill for the
relief of Willie C. Pickett, George Willlams,
and Herman L. Looney”; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

671. A letter from the Director, Adminis-
trative Office of the United States Courts,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
entitled "A bill to amend section 2254 of title
28 of the United States Code in reference to
applications for writs of habeas corpus by
persons in custody pursuant to the judgment
of a State court”; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

672. A letter from the Director, Adminis-
trative Office of the United States Courts,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
entitled “A bill relating to the appointment,
compensation, and powers of bailiffs in the
district courts™; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

673. A letter from the clerk, United States
Court of Claims, transmitting two certified
copies of the court'’s opinion rendered on
April 5, 1955, In re P. Diacon Zadeh v. The

‘United States (No. 5-52, congressional), pur-

suant to sections 1402 and 2509 of title 28,
United States Code, and House Resolution
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605, B2d Congress; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

674. A letter from the clerk, United States
Court of Claims, transmitting a certified copy
of plaintifis' motion fo dismiss with preju-
dice, filed April 5, 1955, and consented to by
counsel for the Government In re Walter W.
Flora and Mildred L. Flora (Doing Business as
Flora Engineering Company) v. The United
States (No. 13-54, congressional), pursuant
to sections 1492 and 2509 of title 28, United
States Code, and H. R. 9334, 83d Congress;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

675. A letter from the Secretary of State,
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation
entitled “A bill to authorize the Panama
Canal Company to convey to the Department
of State an improved site in Colon, Republic
of Panama”; to the Committee on Merchant
Marine and Fisheries.

676. A letter from the Acting Secretary of
the Treasury, transmitting a draft of pro-
posed legislation entitled “A bill to amend
section 3 of the act of April 25, 1940 (54
Stat. 164), relating to the lights required to
be carried by motorboats”; to the Committee
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

677. A letter from the Acting Postmaster
General, transmitting a draft of proposed
legislation entitled “A bill to amend the act
entitled ‘An act to reimburse the Post Office
Department for the transmission of official
Government-mail matter," approved August
15, 19563 (67 Stat. 614), and for other pur-
poses”; to the Committee on Post Office and
Civil Service.

678. A letter from the Commissioner, Im=
migration and Naturalization Service, De=-
partment of Justice, transmitting the an=
nual report of the Immigration and Natural-
ization Service for the year ended June 30,
1954; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

679. A letter from the Commissioner, Im-
migration and Naturalization Service, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting copies of
orders granting the applications for perma-
nent residence filed by the subjects, pursuant
to section 6 of the Refugee Rellef Act of
1953; to the Committee on the Judiclary.

680. A letter from the Commissioner, Im=
migration and Naturalization Service, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting a list giv-
ing the names of the aliens covered by the
enclosed copies or orders, such names being
arranged according to the dates upon which
the orders authorizing admission were is-
sued, pursuant to the provisions of section
212 (d) (6) of the Immigration and Nation-
ality Act, and section 212 (d) (3); to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

681. A letter from the Commissioner, Im-
migration and Naturalization Service, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting copies of
orders granting the applications for perma-
nent residence filed by the subjects, pur-
suant to section 4 of the Displaced Persons
Act of 1948, as amended; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

682. A letter from the Commissioner, Im-
migration and Naturalization Service, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting copies of
orders suspending deportation as well as a
list of the persons involved, pursuant to the
act approved July 1, 1948 (Public Law 863),
amending subsection (c) of section 19 of
the Immigration Act of February 5, 1917, as
amended (8 U. S. C. 1556 (¢)); to the Com=-
mittee on the Judiciary.

683. A letter from the Commissioner, Im-
migration and Naturalization Service, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting copies of
orders suspending deportation as well as a
list of the persons involved, pursuant to sec-
tion 244 (a) (1) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act of 1952, (8 U. S. C. 1254 (a)
(1)); to the Committee on the Judiciary.

684. A letter from the Commissioner, Im=
migration and Naturalization Service, De-
partment of Justice, transmitting coples of
orders suspending deportation as well as a
list of the persons involved, pursuant to



4396

section 244 (a) (5) of the Immigration and
Nationality Act of 1952 (8 U. S. C. 1254 (a)
(5)): to the Committee on the Judiciary.

685. A letter from the Commissioner,
Immigration and Naturalization Service,
Department of Justice, transmitting copies
of orders entered in the cases of the aliens
listed who have been found admissible into
the United States under the provisions of
section 212 (a) (28) (I) (ii) of the Immi-
gration and Nationality Act; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB-
LIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

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

Mr. ROONEY: Committee on Appropria=
tlons. H. R. 5502. A bill making appropria=
tions for the Departments of State and Jus-
tice and the Judiciary and related agencies
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1956, and
for other purposes; without amendment
(Rept. No. 417). Referred to the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union.

Mr. ENGLE: Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs. H. R. 3123. A bill to repeal
the provision of the Second Deficlency Ap-
propriation Act, fiscal year 1935, which re-
quires recoupment of certain Federal funds
spent for school construction; with amend-
ment (Rept. No. 418). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State of
the Union.

Mr. ENGLE: Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs. H. R. 3990. A bill to author-
ize the Secretary of the Interior to investi-
gate and report to the Congress on projects
for the conservation, development, and utili-
zation of the water resources of Alaska; with
amendment (Rept. No. 419). Referred to the
Committee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ROONEY:

H.R.5502. A bill making appropriations
for the Departments of State and Justice, the
Judiciary, and related agencies for the fiscal
year ending June 30, 1956, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Appropriations.

By Mr. ANFUSO:
H.R.5503. A bill to promote further re=-
t for and observance of civil rights
within the United States; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.
By Mr. BURDICK:

H.R.5504. A bill to adjust the rates of
annuities for certain employees retired under
the Civil Service Retirement Act of May 29,
1930, as amended, prior to April 1, 1948; to
the Committee on Post Office and Civil Serv-

ice.

H. R. 5505. A bill to change the name of the
reservoir above Garrison Dam and known as
Garrison Reservoir or Garrison Lake, to Lake
Sakakawea; to the Committee on Public
‘Works.

By Mr. CEDERBERG:

H.R.5506. A bill to indemnify drivers of
motor vehicles of the postal service against
liability for damages arising out of the oper-
ation of such wehicles in the performance
of officlal duties; to the Committee on the
Judiclary.

H.R. 5507. A bill to amend and extend the
Sugar Act of 1948, as amended, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HOPE:

H. R, 5508. A bill to make permanent au-

thority for the surrender and reapportion-
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ment of wheat-acreage allotments; fo the
Committee on Agriculture,
By Mr. EILBURN:

H. R. 5509. A bill to appropriate $38,000 for
the expenses of a survey to be conducted by
the Secretary of the Army at and in the
vicinity of Sacketts Harbor, N. Y. (Black
River Bay Harbor); to the Committee on
Appropriations.

By Mrs. ENUTSON:

H.R.5610. A bill to establish the Federal
Agency for Handicapped, to define its duties,
and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Education and Labor,

By Mr. LANE: ,

H.R.5511. A bill to credit to active and
retired officers of the Medical Department of
the Army and Air Force all service performed
as interns in Army hospitals on a eivilian-
employee status; to the Committee on Armed
Services.

By Mr. LONG:

H.R.5612. A bill to provide for the con-
veyance of certain property under the juris-
diction of the Housing and Home Finance
Administrator to the State of Loulsiana; to
the Committee on Banking and Currency.

By Mr. McCORMACK:

H.R.5513. A bill to establish the Federal
Agency for Handicapped, to define its duties,
and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Education and Labor.

By Mr. MACDONALD:

H. R.5514. A bill to amend and revise the
laws relating to immigration, naturalization,
natlonality, and citizenship, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. MAHON:

H. R. 55615. A bill to provide special disas-
ter cotton allotments in areas affected by
drought or other uncontrollable natural
causes; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. MURRAY of Illinois:

H.R.5516. A bill to amend section 306 of
the Army and Air Force Vitalization and
Retirement Equalization Act of 1948 to pro-
vide that service as an Army field clerk or as
a fleld clerk, Quartermaster Corps, shall be
counted for purposes of retirement under
title IIT of that act; to the Committe. on
Armed Services.

By Mr. REUSS:

H. R. 6517. A bill to remove the Income
limitations which prohibit payment of pen-
slon to certain veterans of the Spanish-
American War, World War I, World War II,
and the Korean conflict, and to the widows
and children of widows of certain veterans of
World War I, World War II, and the Korean
conflict; to the Committee on Veterans’
Affairs.

By Mr. RUTHERFORD:

H. R. 5518. A bill to authorize a prelim-
inary examination and survey of the Rio
Grande and its tributarles in Texas at Fort
Hancock, Hudspeth County, Tex., and vicin-
ity in the interest of flood control, drainage
and allled purposes; to the Committee on
Public Works.

H.R.55619. A bill to authorize and direct
the Secretary of the Army to convey certain
tracts of land in El Paso County, Tex., to the
city of El Paso, Tex., in exchange for certain
lands to be conveyed by the city of El Paso,
Tex., to the United States Government; to
the Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. SHELLEY:

H. R. 5520. A bill to amend the Long-
shoremen’s and Harbor Workers’' Compensa-
tion Act so as to provide increased benefits
in cases of disabling injurles and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Education
and Labor.

By Mr. SIKES:

H. R. 5521. A bill to provide relief to
farmers and farmworkers suffering crop
losses or loss of employment because of dam-
age to crops caused by drought, flood, hail,
frost, freeze, wind, insect infestation, plant
disease, or other natural causes; to the Com-
mittee on Agriculture,
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H. R. 5522. A bill for the relief of the
Florida State Hospital; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. TOLLEFSON:

H.R.5623. A bill to establish the Federal
Agency for Handlcapped, to define its duties,
and for other purposes; to the Committee
on Education and Labor.

By Mr, YOUNG:

H.R.5524. A bill to provide for the estab-
lishment of a uranium ore-buying station
and a uranium mill in Nevada; to the Joint
Committee on Atomic Energy.

By Mr. ZELENKO:

H.R. 5525. A bill to amend the Civil Serv=-
ice Retirement Act of May 29, 1830, to in-
crease the annuities of principal and survivor
annuitants; to the Committee on Post Of-
fice and Civil Service.

By Mr. DEROUNIAN:

H. J. Res. 277. Joint resolution to provide

. the coinage of a medal in recognition of
the distinguished contribution to medicine
made by Dr. Jonas Salk; to the Committee
on Banking and Currency.

MEMORIALS

Upder clause 4 of rule XXII, me-
morials were presented and referred as
follows:

By Mr. HESELTON: Resolutions of the
House of Representatives, Commonwealth
of Massachusetts memorializing Congress to
take action relative to the increased rents
in the housing projects in the city of Boston;
to the Committee on Banking and Currency,

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts: Memo-
rial of the House of Representatives of the
General Court of Massachusetts to take ac-
tion relative to the increased rents in the
housing projects in the city of Boston; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

By the SPEAKER :

Memorial of the Legislature of the State of
Massachusetts, memorializing the President
and the Congress of the United States to
take action relative to the increased rents in
the housing projects in the city of Boston;
to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Alabama, memorializing the Presi-
dent and the Congress of the United States
relative to urging passage of Senate bill 205,
introduced by Senator LisTer Hmi; to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of California, memorializing the Presi-
dent and the Congress of the United States
that provision be made for the establish-
ment of a uranium purchasing and milling
depot at Doyle, Calif.; to the Joint Commit-
tee on Atomic Energy.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Nebraska, memorializing the Presi-
dent and the Congress of the United States
to expedite the acquisition of adequate pub-
lic land for public use and public access
and for wildlife around the shores of Gavins
Point Reservoir which lies between Nebraska
and South Dakota;, to the Committee on
Public Works.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
State of Nevada, memorializing the President
and the Congress of the United States, to for-
bear any action leading to the termination
of the Federal trusteeship over American In-
dian wards and properties held in trust for
American Indians; to the Committee on In-
terior and Insular Affairs.

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the
Territory of Hawall, memorializing the Presi-
dent and the Congress of the United States
refative to requesting the enactment of leg-
islation providing for the transfer of 11,223
acres of land located at Waimano, Ewa, Oahu,
T. H.,, from the Government of the United
States of America to the Territory of Hawail;
to the Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs.
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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. BALDWIN:

H.R.5526. A bill for the rellef of Mrs.
Eathryn M. Baker; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. BARRETT:

H. R. 5627. A bill for the relief of Antoine
Dahdah; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R.5528. A bill for the relief of Yousef
Said Dahdah and his wife, Charlotte Dah-
dah; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

H.R. 5629. A bill for the relief of Dr. Mi-
chael Barton; to the Committee on the Judi-

clary.
By Mr. BATES (by request):

H.R.55630. A bill for the relief of Rita
(Keskula) Vigla; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. BYRNE of Pennsylvania:

H.R.5531. A bill for the relief of John F,
Smith; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. COUDERT:

H.R.5632. A bill for the relief of James
H. Wheatley; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

H. R.5533. A bill for the relief of John C.
Walsh; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. FASCELL (by request) :

H.R.5534. A bill for the relief of Clemen-
tine Gomez; to the Committee on the Judi-

clary.
By Mr. FORRESTER:
H.R.5535. A bill for the relief of 5. H.
Prather; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. HOFFMAN of Illinois:
H.R.5536. A bill for the relief of Robert
Cyril Jones; to the Committee on the Judi-

ciary.
By Mr. KILBURN:

H.R.5537. A bill for the rellef of James
Earl Parrott; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. LANE:

H.R.5538. A bill for the relief of David
Piementel; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. PELLY:

H.R.5539. A bill for the relief of Bror
Henrik Johansson; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. PHILLIPS:

H. R.5540. A bill for the relief of Enrique
Miramontes-Flores; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.
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H. R. 55641. A bill for the relief of Armando
Lomas-Ayala; to the Committee on the Judi-
clary.

By Mr. SADLAK:

H.R. 5642, A bill for the relief of Stephen

Parnetta; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. SCRIVNER:

H. R.5543. A bill for the relief of De Soto
Lead & Zinc Co., Fort Scott, Kans.; to the
Committee on the Judiclary.

By Mr. SIKES:

H.R.5544. A bill for the relief of Mrs.
Jennie B. Prescott; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. VANIEK:

H.R.5545. A bill for the rellef of Mrs.
Annije Bertha Yarnold; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. WALTER (by request) :

H. R. 55646. A bill for the relief of Francisca

Alemany; to the Committee on the Judiciary.
By Mr. WOLVERTON:

H.R. 5547. A bill for the relief of Joseph
Nicholas Olivier; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. ZELENEO:

H. R. 55648. A bill for the relief of Paul Max
Julius Schweitzer; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

H. R.5549. A bill for the relief of Norbert
Scheiner; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WALTER:

H. Con. Res. 110. Concurrent resoclution
favoring the granting of the status of perma-
nent residence to certain aliens; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

PETITIONS, ETC.

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

189. By Mr. McGREGOR: Petitlon of the
Council of the city of Delaware, Ohlo, op-
posing legislation to amend the Natural Gas
Act by excluding from Federal regulation
the well-head prices of the fleld producers
of natural gas;, to the Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce.

190. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Sam
Houston State Teachers College, Huntsville,
Tex., petitioning consideration of their res-
olution with reference to influencing the
United Nations to secure the adoption of
the world calendar; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

191. Also, petition of the chairman, 134th
Independence Day of Greece Celebration,
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Chicago, Ill., relative to expressing the will
and fervent desire of our citizens pertaining
to the Cypriotic question; to the Committee
on Foreign Affairs.

192. Also, petition of the president, Holy
Name Society, Immaculate Conception Par-
ish, Astoria, N. Y., petitioning consideration
of their resolution with reference to express=
ing their support of the principles of the
proposed Bricker amendment (S. J. Res. 1)
to our Federal Constitution; to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

193. Also, petition of the grand knight,
Brooklyn Council No. 60, Enights of Colum-
bus, Brooklyn, N. Y., petitioning considera-
tion of their resolution with reference to
cxpressing their support of the principles
of the proposed Bricker amendment (8. J.
Res. 1) to our Federal Constitution; to the
Committee on the Judiclary.

194. Also, petition of the grand knight,
Maris Stella Council No. 378, Knights of
Columbus, Far Rockway, N. Y., petitioning
consideration of their resolution with refer-
ence to expressing their support of the prin-
ciples of the proposed Bricker amendment
(5. J. Res. 1) to our Federal Constitution;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

195. Also, petition of the grand knight,
Gate of Heaven Council No. 468, Knights of
Columbus, Huntington, N. Y., petitioning
consideration of their resolution with refer-
ence to expressing thelr support of the prin-
ciples of the proposed Bricker amendment
(5. J. Res. 1) to our Federal Constitution; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

196. Also, petition of the grand knight,
Loyola Council No. 477, Enights of Columbus,
Brooklyn, N. Y., petitioning consideration of
thelir resolution with reference to expressing
their support of the principles of the pro-
posed Bricker amendment (S. J. Res. 1) to
our Federal Constitution; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

197. Also, petition of the recording secre-
tary, Morris Park Council No. 566, Enights
of Columbus, Richmond Hill, N. Y., petition-
ing consideration of their resolution with
reference to expressing their support of the
principles of the proposed Bricker amend-
ment (S. J. Res. 1) to our Federal Constitu-
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

198. Also, petition of the State correspond-
ing secretary, Daughters of the American
Revolution, Chicago, I1l., petitioning con-
sideration of their resolution with reference
to requesting that the rules of the House of
Representatives be amended, relating to the
pledge of allegiance to the flag of the United
States; to the Committee on Rules.

EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS

Seasoned to Taste

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. THOMAS M. PELLY

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. PELLY. Mr. Speaker, I have just
received two publications relating to race
relationships. One is a Wilson Library
bulletin entitled “Seasoned to Taste” by
the director of libraries, University of
Washington, Harry C. Bauer. This arti-
cle takes six from a list of Negro libra-
rians with distinguished records and
cites their work as a significant example
of professional attainment in spite of
the struggle a Negro must make to gain
recognition.

The other bulletin received is the 1954
annual report of the Seattle Urban
League which seeks to help Negroes over=-
come discrimination through vocational
guidance and opening the door wider for
them in employment opportunity. Ob-
viously these two publications are re-
lated in that one is a study of success-
ful careers of Negroes in a professional
field while the other is a report of com-
munity activity to make such careers
possible.

It is of more than passing interest
therefore to briefly describe the activities
of the Seattle Urban League during 1954.

(a) The Urban League continued to
remind Seattle that a policy of discrim-
ination in employment against Negroes
and other nonwhites is unsound eco-
nomically as well as morally.

(b) In its program of vocational guid-
ance, the league sought to enlighten

young people as to work opportunities
and how to prepare for them.

(c) The league helped establish dur-
ing the year three commercial club type
of organizations for district community
service and mutual cooperation.

(d) The league worked with child-
placing agencies toward getting more
foster parents and adoptive families for
nonwhite families.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, the Seattle Urban
League report shows clearly its many
activities, all related to each other, have
a central objective: “To help the Ne-
groes of Seattle live better, fuller, hap-
pier lives, and so to serve the Negroes
and the whole community.” I am proud
of the Urban League's record in my dis-
trict and shall certainly try and do what
I can on the Federal level to supplement
their efforts and objectives.
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Results of Questionnaire Mailed to Iowa

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. THOMAS E. MARTIN

OF IOWA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. Mr. President,
I ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD a tabula-
tion of the votes I have received from
the State of Iowa in response to my
annual questionnaire,

On March 1, I mailed 42,561 question-
naires to the people of Iowa. I have
distributed similar questionnaires in the
First Congressional District of Iowa
during the past 5 years but this is my
first statewide distribution.

The only statement accompanying the
questionnaire was a letter printed there-
on as follows:

MarcH 1, 1955,

Dear FrIEND: The following questions are
based primarily on the budget report, eco-
nomic report, President Eisenhower's mes-
sage to the first session of the 84th Congress
on the state of the Union, and his special
messages to Congress. I am sending this
questionnaire to every 20th householder of
Iowa—both town and country. (I have used
rural directories for each county, and all
city directories. For towns without house-
holder directories, I have used every tele-
phone directory obtainable.)

In order to help us tabulate the returns,
please check your answers but do not add
any comments on this side. Use the back
of this sheet for your comments if you
wish. Your individual opinions will be kept
strictly confidential.

I am also distributing yellow sample copies
to other persons for their information re-
garding the poll we are taking. These yel-
low coples will not be tabulated but replies
to them will be highly valued by me.

This questionnaire gives Iowa household-
ers the opportunity to join together without
regard to party affiliation in stating their
views on the issues covered in the question-
naire. I plan to summarize and present to
Congress the returns received during the next
4 weeks. Undoubtedly Congress will con-
sider this summary as the prevailing view
of Iowa on these issues. Later on I will
send a copy of my report to each person to
whom questionnaires and sample copies have
been mailed. I hope my report will be of
interest.

We have received a total of 6,599 re-
plies which are included in the tabula-
tion. This return of 15.5 percent is un-
usually high for this type of poll, and I
am deeply grateful to the people of Iowa
for their generous response.

The occupations listed by those reply-
ing were as follows:

Farmer 2,373
Labor 1,228
Business. 745
Professional 691
‘White collar. 885
Miscellaneous 682

Yellow sample copies were distributed
Ireely and we received 6,119 sample-copy
replies which are not included in our
tabulation.

Both yellow and white ballots brought
us hundreds of good discussions on many
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of the issues of special interest. These There being no objection, the tabula-
special discussions are of utmost value tion was ordered to be printed in the

to us. RECORD, as follows:
Questionnaire— Tabulation of total vote
Percentage
Total
vote | Yes | No
Yes | No
1, Do you favor drafting men for 2-years’ active military service, subject to
call in time of war or emergency for another 6 years?. .. ... _...__.. 6,108 | 4,046 | 2,057 | 66.30 | 33.70
2. Do you favor military training for 6 months, subject to call in time of war
or emergency for 914 years thereafter in lieu of 2 years' active duty and
6 years avallability? .o eaeananea 5,884 | 2,272 | 3,612 | 838.61 | 61.39
8. Do you approve President Eisenhower's foreign poliey?... ... 725 | 4,580 | 1,145 | 80.00 | 20.00
4, Do you favor a constitutional amendment making treaties of no force
and effect if they deny or abridge any right enumerated in the United
Btates Constitution?. ___.__.__.__. i 5734 | 3,622 | 2,112 | 63.17 | 36.83
5. Do you favor ending foreign military aid? 6,180 | 2,303 | 3,877 | 37.27 | 62.73
6. Do you favor ending foreign economic aid? . ioociiiieeeoa- 6,163 | 2,448 | 3,715 | 30.72 | 60.28
7. Do you approve exchange of atom secrets between the United States and
o O RS R RS S LS S R TN ST T 6,246 | 2,376 | 3,870 | 38.04 | 61.906
8, Do you favor authorizing the development and use of atomic energy by
private enterprise within our own country? . eoee 8,850 | 5,478 883 | 86.11 | 13.80
9. Do you favor trading American butter for Russian manganese?. ... 6,239 | 3,739 | 2,500 | 50.93 | 40.07
10. Do you favor removing price supports from some types of wheat not fit
for milling in order to improve price-support situation on wheat suitable
for huan consamalon T . L e e iaea 6,156 | 5,202 954 | 84.50 | 1550
11, Do you approve stricter controls on what farmers can plant on land
diverted from maIOr CrODPB, - o cc o cciemacmeecmaess 6,270 | 2,007 | 4,173 | 33.44 | 66.56
12. Do you favor support levels for agriculiure at 90 percent of parity if such
support requires the imposition of stricter marketing allocations. acre-
age allotments, and price controls of agricultural products o supported?.| 6,102 | 2,564 | 3,528 | 42.02 | 57.98
13. Do you favor immediate balancing of Federal budget by increasing
ederal taxes?. . . 6,258 | 1,283 | 5,025 | 19.70 | 80.30
14. Do you favor reduction of taxes before bal the budget? -1 6,265 | 1,500 | 4,675 | 26,38 | 74.62
15. Do you favor immediate balancing of Federal budget by reduction of
g VT T Ty R e T e S L e s o T 6,191 | 4,882 | 1,309 | 78.86 | 21.14
16. Do you favor a constitutional amendment to prohibit, except in time of
war, any Congress from appropriating more than the Federa’ Govern-
ment expects to collect from taxes? . .o i aaeos 6,205 | 4,686 | 1,600 | T4.44 | 25.56
17. Do you approve President Eisenhower's 10-year truction program to
modernize our primary roads (urban and farm-to-market), secondary
roads (entirely farm to-market), other roads and streets (both urban
and farm-to-market), and interstate roads, requiring the expenditure
of $101 billion b¥ all levels of government?. oo 6,153 | 3,955 | 2,108 | 64.28 | 35.72
18. Do you approve Federal appropriations totaling $31 billion over 10-year
period to help pay for the construction program described in ques-
g e e e 6,080 | 3,022 | 2,164 | 64.44 | 35.58
19. Do you favor Federal Government purchase of school-construction bonds
when school distriets cannot sell the bonds at a reasonable price on the
private hond tnaret Y. . e i e 6,265 | 3,703 | 2,562 | 50.11 | 40.80
20, Do you approve matching Federa) and State funds to launch statewide
“building agenecies” which would finance eonstruction of schools and
pay for them by renting them to the school distriets? ... 6,003 | 2,418 | 3,675 | 830.68 | 60.32
21. Do you approve direct Federal grants to States to help build schools?_...| 6,128 | 3,198 | 2,930 | 52.10 | 47.81
22. Do you approve an increase In the minimum wage from 75 to 80 cents an
O R s e BN B R e S T S e e e e 6,231 | 3,551 | 2,680 | 56.99 | 43.01
23, Do you think management of money in welfare funds of labor unions
" should be regulated by law as insurance funds are regulated?_..________| 6,269 | 5 766 503 | 91.98 B.02
24, "Atomic Energy Commission has first call on Tennessee Valley Authority
power.. The present eapacity of TVA will not meet total demand for
power b¥2 957 in that area.] Do you favor purchase of private power by
Atomic Energy Commission from private utilities operating in the area
whers the power IS Needed?. .. ccaresrssier s ana e an s nan e nan 5,925 | 4,600 | 1,226 | 70.31 | 20.69
25, Where the number of prospective private su&;s)liers of power is lmited,
do you approve the Atomic Energy Commission negotiating privately
the contracts for needed power?. . oo coeooooe oo 5,742 | 4,028 | 1,714 | 70.15 | 20.85
26. Do you ‘avor reduction of Federa! Government’s competition with pri-
vately owned business and industry?. . .. ... 6,176 | 4,770 | 1,406 | 77.23 | 22.77
27. Where national security is not involved in our reciprocal trade program,
do you favor making the Tariff Commission’s findings of injury to any
industry binding upon the President and to require him to grant tariff
relief?. ... : cmmeevenamnac-a| 5,476 | 2,704 | 2,681 | 51.03 | 48.97
28. Do you approve extending social-security old-age insurance to all groups
of workers not presently covered by social-security Insurance or some
Ty oy g ] e e T e S e e s S e e 6,205 | 4,958 | 1,337 | 78.76 | 21.24
29, Do you favor the Federal Government reinsuring grivawly run volun-
tary hospitalization and surgimt insurance plans?.__________. -| 5,984 | 2,102 | 3,882 | 35.13 | ©04.87
30. Do you favor continuation of the Federal Government’s lo
housing p R e S e e s i —------| 6,114 | 4,132 | 1,082 | 67.58 | 32.42
31. Do you favor free Government treatment of & veteran for non-service-
connected disability when there is doubt of his ability to pay for needed
treatment? L Sl R T S oSl a2 S 6,288 | 3,603 | 2,685 | 57.30 | 42.70
32, Do you favor an increase in postal rates to meet Postal Department
defleit?. ... AT TR RO IR YT TS, v T T 7 S St Sy 6,837 | 4,358 | 1,979 | 68.77 | 31.23
33. Do you approve redueing the voting B‘Fs to 18 years?. , 902 54,52
34. Do you approve statehood for Hawaii?...... 18,33
35. Do you approve statehood for Alaska?_ ... .. 18.17
36. Please check the 6 issues you think most important today:
(a) Government spending. __ (1) 5,002
(b% Debt of Federal Gover t (6] 3,281
(51 i rt poli i 5:179
arm price-support policy...._.
ic] United States foreign-trade polici 2, 498
) Control of unism in America. ) g.ilm
I P liei - .
(h) Defense and war pre{pnmdnessu = (3) 4,047
(i) American foreig [)o ley 3,141
tomic«anurﬁpo 05T SISO E B R Y A8 - =LA L Y e
(k) Limitation of President's treaty-making powWer. e ceemccmcmaemanx 938
Corruption in gover t () 3, 582 T

The total tabulation of the white bal-
lots appears on this page and the tabula- page.

tion by occupations follows on the next
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Total vote of the questionnaire by occupations
Farmer Labor Business Professional | White collar |Miscellaneous
Yes | No Yes | No | Yes | No | Yes | No | Yes | No | Yes | No
1. Dg uy:gu i!'avor drafting men figr 2 yeaﬁs' aﬁctive n?ﬂ]imry service, subject to call in
of war or emergency for another 6 years?..... 1,290 892
2. Do you favor military training for 6 months, subject to call in time of war or | i W ! i NG 8 MR s |
emergency for 934 years therealter in lien of 2 years’ active duty and 6 years
availability? 2 S e 823 | 1,301 404 712 263 34 248 386 | 310| 487 224 332
3. Do you approve President Eisenhower’s foreign poliey? .- __._______ 1, 604 431 753 307 657 102 540 T4 687 105 430 126
4. Do you favor a constitutional amendment making treaties of no force and effect
{ii' th;;y deny or abridge any right enumerated in the United States Constitu-
on?. e 1,215 BO0 Lirg! 427 427 220 414 200 527 252 368 204
s: Bg go]l} ;:vot eng}gg ﬁmlﬂ’n mllitars;ﬂalgl{‘lff - ; ﬁ ]1. glﬁ; 436 733 237 464 202 446 256 684 275 336
ol favor en reign vie aid?_ .- o 509 665 281 413 216 431
7. Do s;gsu approve exchange of atom secrets between the United States and our 2 ! o = e i
a = ok S e 777 | 1,483 411 77l o 355 308
8. Do you favor authorizing the development and use of atomic energy by private o - S a2 s
enterprise within our own country?...__._. ---| 1,911 365 | 1,007 183 6549 81 618 54 760 102 522 08
9. Do you favor trading American butter for Russian manganese?. ... ......_... 1,444 803 586 586 444 271 426 222 505 34 334 277
10. Do you favor removing price supports from some types of wheat not fit for mill-
ing in order to improve price-support situation on whest suitable for human
consumption?. ... 1,859 412 +62 187 604 90 a51 68 725 100 501 w7
11. Do m appro ge stricter controls on what farmers can plant on land i
major erops’ 1 1,389 350 816 250 1 477 9 560 1
12, Do you favor support levels for agriculture at 90 percent of parity it such support i o 2 = a =
nmtlgégp?sltion ?legeterg?mzctm allorﬁ;i(nln?ms, acreage allotments, and o8 Fity
price con of agricu products so supported?. ..o oL 1,1 , 077 461 659 47 436 181 454 274 544
13, Do you favor immediate balancing of Federuﬁc budget by increasing Federal " i
taxes?. .. 464 | 1,789 173 | 1,001 143 564 165 502 160 688 128 481
14. Do you favor reduction of taxes before balaneing the budget? ... 567 | 1,680 362 807 169 544 131 532 200 650 161 453
15, Fo you favor immediate balancing of Federal budget by reduction of Federal
spending?. e s o _ 1,781 148 807 260 565 138 408 153 661 179 450 131
16. Do you favor a constitutional amendment to prohibit, except in time of war, any
Caongress from ap;)mprmu.ng more than the Federal Government expects to
collect from taxes 2 --| 1,781 401 883 295 541 168 426 237 610 | 239 445 179
17. Do you approve President Eisenhower’s 10-year construction program to mod-
ernize our prlmnri roads (urban and farm-to-market), secondary roads (en-
tirely farm-to-market), other roads and streets (both urban and farm-to-mar-
ket), and Interstate roads, requiring the expenditure of $101 billion by all
levels of gover | B e 1,280 036 743 416 408 205 461 188 605 225 368 228
18. Do you approve Federal appropriations totaling $31 billion over 10-year period
to help pay for the construetion program described in question 177 .._..._. 1,202 803 745 400 483 206 449 195 586 238 367 223
19. Do you favor Federal Government purchase of school-construction bonds when
scgool districts cannot sell the bonds at a reasonable price on the private bond
market? - e S Tt o e 1, 308 8006 | 373 378 331 364 203 509 334 338 | 266
20. Do you approve mateching Federal and State funds to launch statewide “build-
ing agencies” which would finance construction of schools and pay for them by
renting them to school districts?. o 72 | 1,431 514 647 273 431 275 364 355 465 229 337
21, Do you approve direct Federal grants to States to help build schools?_______.__| 1,143 | 1,048 736 432 203 412 204 354 423 411 308 273
22, Do you approve an increase in the minimum wage from 75 to 90 eents an hour?.{ ~ §22 | 1,420 | 1,014 162 | a4 365 | 405 248 | 630 | 221 339 | 25
23. Do you think management of money in welfare funds of labor unions should be
regulated by law as insurance funds are regulated?______ . __.__.._...._.] 2,046 177 | 1,032 148 688 40 636 34 804 b5 560 49
24, [Atomic Energy Commission has first call on Tennessee Valley Authority
gowar. The present capaeity of TVA will not meet total demand for power
Ey 1957 in that area]. Do you favor purchase of private power by Atomic
nergy Commission from private utilities operating in the area where the
wer is needed? = o St L OET 462 864 266 572 117 521 118 665 146 430 117
25. ere the number of prospective private suppliers of power is limited, do you
approve the Atomic Energy Commission negotiating privately the contracts
for needed POWer?. - - weomunure- 1,400 | 633 713 | 303 | 508 160 | 454 | 155| 583 | 218] 372 148
26. Do you favor reduction of Federal
owned business and industry? 1,577 663 858 206 613 o] 550 109 b 123 445 122
27, Where national security is not involved in our ruciProcal trade program, do you
favor making the Tarift Commission’s findings of injury to any industry bind-
ing upon the President and to require him to grant tariff relief?.._._..___.._. 1,016| o14| &77| 4vz| 338| 00| 248| 340 385| 37| 230 279
28, Do you approve extending social-security old-age insurance to all groups of
workers not presently covered by -security insurance or some equivalent
P A S B i s R R R 1,708 | 61| oss| 191 | ov8| 138| 496 ( 11| 704 | 148 489) 128
29, Do yon favor the Federal Government reinsuring privately run voluntary
hospitalization and surgical fnsurance plans? .. _____________.____..._.__.... 730 | 1,419 | 482 | e42| 215| 470 | 204 | 436 | 260 56| 212) 350
20. Do you favor continuation of the Federal Government's low-rent public-housing
irealt S I Y T i : —..| 1,550 | 635 325| 307| s811| 44| 220 41| 201 | 399 191
31. Do you favor free Government treatment of a veteran for non-service-connected
disability when there is doubt of his ability to pay for needed treatment?_____ 1,287 v 701 390 364 346 306 354 477 378 278 240
2. Do you favor an increase in postal rates to meet Postal Department defieit?. .| 1,460 | 815 | 908 | 278 | 500 222 | 490| 182| 615| 240 376, 242
33. Do you approve reducing the voting age to 18 years? 1,045 | 1,246 580 609 314 412 201 380 480 454 286 348
34. Do you approve statehood for Hawali? 1,000 | 452 | 987 186 562 149 | 576 o1 708 146 409 102
35. Do you gppl:ot;a %mtehood l’orthAILuikaT._ﬁﬁ;. e s 1700 | 42| e92| 177 | 659 | 130| B52| 108 | 602| 148 ) 481} 109
36, Please checl e 6 issues you mos portan B s R
(a) Gover t spending m 1,797 (1) 903 (1) 583 (1) 507 U; 677 (1) 535
) Debt of Federal Government. 1,148 (6) 563 (6) 385 (5) 337 (6) 456 (6) 302
) Pezation i @ Le @ s34 @ 52 @ i85 @ 023 @) 804
{d) Farm price support polley..._.. 2) 1,
(¢) United States foreign trm{e policies. 030 368 (@) 331 341 260
Control of communism in America. (4) 1,443 ) 772 (4) 411 320 (5) 505 (3) 461
(g) Labor policies. amEimne 623 479 239 298 244
(h) Defense and war preparadness © 1,255 (3) 831 @) 169 (3) 443 @) 613 ) 431
i) American foreign policy. 920 537 373 (2) 471 4) 513 318
iy o e el R T el o o ey
dmitation of ent’s treatymal power. g
((!) Corruption in gover iz (5) 1,388 (5) 713 () 301 259 408 ) 423

MY DUTY AS A MEMBER OF CONGRESS

Mr, MARTIN of Towa. Mr. President,
each year I have received several in-
quiries regarding the purpose and use
made of my questionnaire. The source
and substance of the questionnaire grew
out of my analysis of the President’s re-
ports and messages to Congress, and I
developed my method of distribution of
it after consultation with Dr. George

Gallup. The purpose of the question-
naire is best described in the words of
Edmund Burke, 18th-century British
statesman, as follows:

Certainly, gentlemen, it ought to be the
happiness and glory of a representative to
live in the strictest union, the closest cor-
respondence, and the most unreserved com-
munication with his constituents. Their
wishes ought to have great weight with him;

their opinions high respect; their business
unremitting attention. It is his duty to
sacrifice his repose, his pleasure, his satis-
factions, to thelrs—and above all, ever, and
in all cases, to prefer their interest to his
own.

But a representative’s unbiased opinion,
his mature judgment, his enlightened con-
sclence, he ought not to sacrifice to any
man, or to any set of men living. These he
does not derive from your pleasure—no,
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nor from the law and the Constitution. They
are a trust from providence, for the abuse of
which he is deeply answerable, Your repre-
sentative owes you, not his industry only,
but his judgment; and he betrays, instead

. of serving you, if he sacrifices it to your
opinion.

Excerpts From Address by Vice Presi-
dent Nixon Before American Associa-
tion of School Administrators

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. FREDERICK G. PAYNE

OF MAINE
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. PAYNE, Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD eXcerpts
from the address of the Vice President
of the United States before the Ameri-
can Association of School Administrators
at Cleveland, Ohio, on April 3, 1955.

There being no objection, the excerpts
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

Aggressive international communism pre-
sents the only threat to world peace. There
will be no major war unless the Communist
nations begin one.

How can we best deal with this threat?

The guiding principle of our policy is
peace without surrender. History shows
that in dealing with dictators, a policy of
weakness and concessions may bring a tem-
porary truce in the short run. But in the
long run such a policy leads to war.

We believe this is the policy which has
the best chance to bring peace without sur-
render:

Militarily and economically: Keep the
United States and the free world stronger
than any potential aggressors.

Diplomatically: On the one hand, firm-
ness in which our will and determination to
use our strength against aggression when it
occurs is made clear to the world. On the
other hand, fairness and {friendship in
which we emphasize:

Our readiness to join with other nations
in converting the power of the atom to
peaceful uses.

Our willingness to participate in big power
conferences when conditions are such that
there would be a chance to reduce world
tensions.

Our desire to explore every means of re-
ducing the level of armaments, a determi-
nation which was made dramatically clear
by the unprecedented appointment of Har-
old Stassen to Cabinet rank as assistant to
the President for disarmament.

Some who gquestlon the wisdom of this
policy have suggested that the United States
should announce to the world at this time
that certain named areas would not be de-
fended by us if attacked. Apparently they
believe such action would avoid war.

But a study of history casts grave doubt
on this contention.

In January 1950 Secretary Acheson an-
nounced that Eorea was outside the defense
zone of the United States. Some may have
breathed a sigh of relief at that time in the
belief that there would be no war in Korea.
But in June the Communists attacked and
we had to go in unprepared.

It was just 17 years ago that we heard
the cry, “Why die for Danzig?” No one died
for Danzig then—millions died later.
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History shows that surrender of territory
in itself never satisfies an aggressor; it only
increases his appetite.

The possibility that surrender of territory
demanded by an aggressor might remove the
chance for war over that territory—now,
must be weighed against the effect such
action would have in increasing the chance
for a bigger war—Ilater. This is the difficult
decision which confronts the President, a
decision which he correctly insists can and
should be made only when we see the nature
of the attack.

Of this much we can be sure. Where a
dictatorial aggressor is involved the only way
to eliminate all chance for war is to sur-
render completely. We believe that, if we
are not to do that, the least chance for war
and the best chance for peace will be cre-
ated through following a policy of strength
and firmness with the door always open to
negotiation but never to appeasement.

There should always be open discussion
and criticlsm of our policies because the de-
cisions we eventually make must represent
the very best thinking of the Nation. But
this we should get straight at the outset—
there is no war party in America.

I know of no one in the House or Senate,
Democrat or Republican, no one in the ad-
ministration, no one of our top military
leaders, who wants war.

Anyone who charges that there 1s a war
party in the United States s unfortunately
feeding the Communist propaganda mill
which has been grinding out this big lie
and trying to peddle it around the world
for years.

Let us advocate vigorously the policies we
think are best designed to avoid war and
obtain peace. But let us do so without
questioning the motives of those who dis-
agree with us. We may disagree on the
means but we all agree on the end.

I have sat in the councils of the admin-
istration over 2 years. No two men could be
better qualified and more dedicated for the
task of finding peaceful solutions to world
conflicts than President Eisenhower and Sec-
retary Dulles.

They bring a wealth of diplomatic and
military experience to their positions.

They have the judgment and temperament
which comes from long participation in the
making of great decisions.

The Nation can be sure that there will be
no trigger-happy decisions as they lead the
Nation during this period of world tension.

Plans of Bald Knob Christian Foundation,
Inc. for Erection of Giant Cross on
Bald Knob Mountain, Ill.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. PAUL H. DOUGLAS

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr, President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a statement
relating to the plans of the Bald Knob
Christian Foundation, Inc., for the erec-
tion of a cross in southern Illinois.

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

As a result of the tireless efforts of the men

and women of the Bald EKnob Christian
Foundation, Inc., there is to be erected in
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Union County, Ill., a mammoth 500-foot
cross, the world’s largest, and dedicated to
a greater unity of religious thought and ef-
fort. The location is near the population
heart of the United States and the great
cross is to be bulilt atop Bald Knob Moun-
tain, to be known as Mount Calvary, in
southern Illinois. Illuminated at night, the
great cross will be visible over an area of
7,500 miles spreading its important lesson
of the importance of religion to each and all.

This huge cross with its connected build-
ing will be a shrine for all denominations
of all religious bellefs. This is a magnifi-
cent undertaking embracing the greatness
of all the concepts of the American way of
life.

This undertaking is due to the unselfish
work of C. Lester Biggs and Wayman Presley
of Union County, Ill., joined by the General
Federation of Women's Clubs headed by Mrs.
Theodore Chapman, Jerseyville, Ill., and Mrs.
R. I. C. Prout. The General Federatlion of
Women’s Clubs with 5 million members
throughout the United States is conducting
a fund drive for funds aimed at ralsing $3
million for the construction of the cross.

In proper recognition of this splendid mon-
ument dedicated to embrace and slgnify our
freedom for religious belief and as a further
recognition of the efforts of the American
people to make this great shrine a reality,
it is fitting and proper that we reflect upon
the significance of this worthy effort and
that as individuals we do everything that is
proper to further it.

Representative Edith Green, of Oregon

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. RICHARD L. NEUBERGER

OF OREGON
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. NEUBERGER. Mr. President,
Representative Epite GrEEN, from Ore-
gon’s Third Congressional Distriet, is
perhaps one of the busiest Oregonians
in our Nation’s Capital.

Representative EpiTH GREEN repre-
sents the finest tradition of women oc-
cupying high public office.

It is with a great deal of pleasure that
I ask unanimous consent to have printed
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD an in-
formative article about Mrs. GREEN by
Ann Sullivan, from the columns of the
Oregonian for April 8, 1955.

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

REPRESENTATIVE GREEN FINDS CAPITAL JOB
GRILLING, ANTICIPATES SUMMER
(By Ann Sullivan)

One of the busiest Oregonians in Washing-
ton is Congressman EpITH GREEN, the bright-
eyed Portland Democrat who swept into
office last November.

Home for the first time this week to par-
tlclpa.te in the Hells Canyon Senate haarlngs
and to do a little congressional snooping for
her own, she's easily 15 pounds lighter than
when she left for Washington. Blame the
rigors of 16-hour days, the opening of a new
Congress and Edith's own consclentiousness.

She hasn't had time for any Washington
slghtseeing, though son Dick, 13, and his
father, Arthur, have done a lot of it. BShe
spends her traveling hours pretty much in
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the 10-minute subway walk between the old
congressional office building and the House
of Representatives.

The Greens live at the new 4200 Cathedral
(named for its address) apartment house,
where they have a good-sized living room,
dining room, kitchen, and two bedrooms.
They found that so far they do considerable
eating out because of the social and work
demands. A cleaning person comes in three
times a week to help with housework.

DICK MISSES FRIENDS

Dick is in the seventh grade at Alice Deal
Junior High School, a public school. He
misses his Portland friends but is looking
forward to being here for the 3 months of
the summer vacation. He will return then
with his father, who will tend to some busi-
ness. Mrs. GrEen will join them when Con-
gress adjourns, probably about August 1.
They expect to stay with Mrs. GREEN’S
mother, Mrs, Julia Starrett, 5615 Southeast
E0th Avenue.

Wistfully, Mrs. GREEN remembers that
Oregon summers are so delightful and Wash-
ington is so hot. But, between then and
now comes a lot of work to keep the brown-
eyed, graying solon right busy. Thus goes a
typical day:

She gets up at 6: 30 a. m,, and unless she
had one of many breakfast meetings sched-
uled, will breakfast with her family before
dressing. That's usually orange juice and
several cups of black coffee coupled with a
variation of eggs or meat. She skims two
papers, the Washington Post and Times
Herald and the New York Times.

BLUE, BLACK FAVORED

Usually she wears conservative suits to
her office, most frequently blue or black.
She takes the family car, a 1956 green De
Soto sedan, from the apartment house
garage, and drives it to the office, often get-
ting to her office at 8 or 8:30 and at least
by 9.

The driving takes 10 minutes, unless dur-
ing rush hours, and she has no trouble
parking, for there are spaces reserved for
congressional Members.

Her office is room 312 on the third floor
of the old congressional office building,
locks over a courtyard. It has two high-
ceilinged, spacious rooms, one of which is
occupied by a staff of three and the other
by Mrs. GREEN,

The inner office has a green carpet, black
leather overstuffed furniture, including
chairs and a davenport, a desk, bookcases,
and other chairs.

OREGON AREA RETAINED

Prominent on the walls are pictures of
Oregon scenery, which she had sent out
from Photo Art studios, about a dozen in
all. Some of them hang on the walls of
her apartment and some in the office. From
her desk she can see one of Mount Hood, an-
other of the city of Portland with Mount
Hood in the background and a third of the
B8t. Johns Bridge.

First order of business is looking over the
mail, which sometimes runs to 100 letters
or more a day. All are answered.

Soon after 9, people started dropping in,
including frequent visitors from Oregon.

She dictates from 9 to 10 a. m., then
marches off to a daily 10 a. m. committee
meeting. She is on two, the Interlor and
Insular Committee and the Education and
Labor Committee. The latter usually meets
in her building, and other in the new con-
gressional office building,

GAVEL FALLS AT NOON

At noon the House convenes, and it takes
her 10 minutes to walk there through the
subway. During lull in activities she usually
lunches either in the congressional Members’
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dining room a floor below or another Mem-
bers' dining room where they can take guests.

There are also several snack bars and a
cafeteria available.

From all these congressional Members can
be called, 1 bell for teller vote, 2 for aye-and-
nay vote; 3 for a quorum call, and 4 for ad-
journment.

MORE STUDY FOLLOWS

After adjournment, Mrs. GREEN goes back
to her office, studies, and reads bills and
background material, sees people, and works
on legislation,

What time she goes home depends on the
amount of work. Sometimes her family will
Jjoin her for dinner at the Congressional Ho-
tel, and she will go back to the office after-
ward, Some of her work she’ll take home,

“I don't think I've ever yet gone home
without work to take with me.”

Even on Sundays on the way home from
Westmoreland Congregational Church, she
usually stops at the office to look at her mail,
Saturdays she's always there.

“I've never spent so many hours on a job
in my life,” she explains seriously.

SOCIAL DUTIES CONTINUE

Social obligations, particularly heavy the
first few weeks, are still demanding, but she
remembers most vividly the pleasant con-
gressional reception and luncheon at the
White House. She even recalls what they
ate, which was pheasant, wild rice, broccoli,
consomme, a tossed salad, and peach ice.

Bhe’s most proud of a real honor given her,
election to the presidency of the Democratic
84th Club, which is composed of all the new
Democratic Members of the House. They
meet once a week for breakfast.

“I spend lots of time sitting in chairs, you
see.”

Report by Senator Smith, of Maine, on
Trip to the Far East and Mediter-
ranean Areas

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OoF

HON. FREDERICK G. PAYNE

OF MAINE
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. President, during
the congressional lull in late February
and early March, my distinguished and
able colleague, the senior Senator from
Maine [Mrs. Smrre] went on a trip en-
tirely at her own expense through the
Far East, and Mediterranean areas.

Upon her return she wrote a report
on her observations for the Trunk, which
is an excellent little newspaper published
by the Maine Council of Young Repub-
licans.

Senator SmrTH visited some 13 coun-
tries on her trip. She conferred with
Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek on For-
mosa; President Magsaysay in the Phil-
ippines; Prime Ministers U Nu in Burma,
Nehru in India, Mohammed Ali in Paki-
stan, Nasser in Egypt, Menderes in
Turkey, Scelba in Italy, and Chief of
State Franco in Spain. But in her tra-
ditionally thorough way, Senator SmiteH
did not merely talk with the leaders in
the countries she visited; she also talked
with average citizens in the villages and
countryside.
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In order that all Members of Congress
may have an opportunity to read Senator .
SmiTrH's interesting and enlightening
summary report on her trip which ap-
peared in the April 7, 1955, issue of the
Trunk, I ask unanimous consent that it
be printed in the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD.

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

[From the Trunk of April 7, 1955]
REPORT ON RECENT TRIPF ABROAD
(By Senator MARGARET CHASE SMITH)

Recently I returned from an extensive trip
overseas for which Communist Russia at-
tacked me calling me an Amazon warmonger
hiding behind a rose. The length of it in
miles was approximately 30,000 milles. The
length of it in time was 4 weeks. It was
not at taxpayers' expense as the Government
did not pay for a penny of it but rather I
paid for it out of my own personal funds.
During a goodly portion of the time that I
was gone the Senate was in an undeclared
recess with the understanding that no ime-
portant business would be taken up so that
Republicans could speak at Lincoln dinners
and Democrats could speak at Jefferson-
Jackson dinners.

VISITS CHIANG, HORACE HILDRETH

It was a person-seeing trip and not a sight-
seeing trip since there wasn't enough time
to do leisurely sightseeing. The places that
I went to were Japan, Formosa, Philippines,
Viet-Nam, Hong Eong, Thailand, Burma,
India, Pakistan, Egypt, Turkey, Greece, Italy,
and Spain. Some of the national leaders
I had conferences with were Chief Justice
Tanaka of Japan; Generalissimo and Madame
Chiang Kai-shek in Formosa, where I also
inspected the Chinese Nationalist troops;
President Magsaysay in the Philippines,
where I also addressed the Philippine Sen-
ate; Prime Minister Diem in Saigon, Indo-
china, where I also went to refugee camps
out in the country and where I also conferred
with Gen. Lawton Collins; the Acting British
Governor General in Hong Eong; Foreign
Minister Prince Wan in Thailand, where I
also visited schools in the country; Prime
Minister U Nu in Burma; Prime Minister
Nehru and Vice President Radhakrishnan
in India, where I also visited in small coun-
try communities with Indian natives; Prime
Minister Mohammed All in Pakistan, where
I visited Horace and Katherine Hildreth and
where Horace is doing a magnificent job;
Prime Minister Nasser in Egypt; Prime Min-
ister Menderes in Turkey, where I also visited
small Turkish country villages and schools;
Prime Minister Scelba in Italy, and Chief
of State Franco in Spain.

TRIP PARTIALLY TELEVISED

Because I felt that I could share some of
the experiences of interviews on my trip
with millions of Americans, I agreed to give
permission to have some of the conferences
recorded for later showing on television.
‘While none of these were shown in Maine,
I have been informed that the kinescopes
have been made available free of charge to all
Maine TV stations desiring them,

TALKED WITH LITTLE FEOFLE

But I didn't talk only to the leaders, I
went into the villages and talked with the
little people as well. I talked with them to
learn their feelings and their problems. I
told them of the desire of America and Amer-
icans to be their friends—of how we wanted
them to be free and remain free from Com=
munist slavery. I told them how we lived.
I told them about our wonderful State of
Maine. It is a great source of satisfaction
to me that all the embassies of the countries
I visited have reported that I served the
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interest of our country well and that my
visits produced desired results.

TUNITED STATES PRESTIGE GOING UP

T am glad to report that the prestige of the
United States abroad is not on the wane. It
may have been a year or two ago but not
now. To the contrary, the prestige of the
United States abroad is going up very much.
I think that this is largely because President
Eisenhower in the last few months has begun
to exercise real leadership.

CHANGES

I saw a difference in reaction on this trip
abroad between the time of my ftrip last
October when repeatedly people said to me
that they wished President Eisenhower would
give the world more vigorous leadership and
that they were almost hungry for him to do
so and that they would quickly follow.

In my trip last month, I found that this
attitude had changed. People in the various
countries are inspired by the manner in
which President Eisenhower has been assert-
ing world leadership. It has done much to
build up their courage against resisting the
threat of communism.

COMMUNIST FALLACY SEEN

There is growing realization in Asian
countries that communism is nothing less
than Russian colonialism or Russian im-
perialism—something far different from the
past colonialism they seek to throw off. For
example, many of the people of northern
Viet-Nam who took the side of the Commu~
nists now say with bitter disappointment
and disillusionment, “The Communists
promised to give us the land and they did—
but it hasn't done us any good because they
take everything we produce from the land
away from us.”

ANTI-AMERICANISM IN JAPAN

There has been some talk and some re-
ports about anti-Americanism in Japan and
that it is growing. But let’s be realistic
about that. It is a natural feeling on the
part of a nation that is in the transition
stage between coming out of being occupied
by a foreign conqueror to returning to na-
tional independence.

Our Army commander, General Hull, in
that area, explained it to me this way. He
said that it was really a pro-Japanese feeling
that sometimes evidenced itself in political
criticism against our occupation troops and
that it was not really anti-Americanism. He
pointed out that the Japanese admire and
respect us—because they found we could do
things better—we defeated them and while
they may resent the defeat they nevertheless
respect us for our victory.

He further pointed out that Japan has a
traditional hate for and fear of Russia—that
history shows repeated warfare between Ja-
pan and Russia—and that as between the
United States and Russia, we can depend
upon Japan to fight very strongly on our
side,

MEDITERRANEAN STRENGTH

At the present our position in the Mediter-
ranean is very strong—particularly on the
ends of the Mediterranean with Spaln on the
west and Turkey on the east being our most
loyal allies. And it is getting better in the
middle now that France and Italy have at
long last joined the Western European Pact.
Of course, we have strength in our good ally
Greece.

WEAK SPOTS

Our weak spots are Yugoslavia and north
Africa. Yugoslavia has a strange form of
comm supposedly independent from
Russia. One weakness in north Africa stems
from the continuing confiict between Israel
and Egypt. Egypt has considerable distrust
of us. Another weakness in north Africa is
the rebellion against French colonialism. It
is similar to the problenr in Indochina.

All in all I came back from the trip very
encouraged. I was surprised by the warm
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feeling and friendship shown me by the
little people as well as the leaders in every
country that I visited. In spite of the gloomy
reports I had read and heard, I found that
America and Americans are far better liked
and respected in these forelign countries than
I think we realize.

WE ARE GAINING

There is no guestion but that we are gain-
ing ground against communism. We may be
gaining ground slowly but we must remember
that Asia is going through a most critical
period of readjustment as people shift from
past colonialism to future independence and
self-reliance. In going through such a tran-
sition, the nations of Asla are suffering from
growing pains.

One of the overall impressions I gained
from the trip is that we should act more from
confidence in our country and less from fear
of Russia. I belleve we must start charting
our course on the basis that we are not going
to let Russia scare us any more—that we
are plenty capable of taking care of our-
selves—and that we must strive for positive
construction instead of fear-minded, nega-
tive defensiveness.

TRIP BENEFICIAL

Perhaps the most beneficial result of the
trip to me and the good people of Maine
whom I represent is that it gave me first
hand, personal information which will make
me better able to pass on important legis-
lation involving foreign relations and na-
tional security—to pass on the many bil-
lions of dollars of appropriations for military
and economic ald programs in my capacity
as a member of the Senate Appropriations
Committee and the Senate Armed Services
Committee,

Medical Social Work Offers Expanding

Career for Men and Women

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OF

HON. PAUL H. DOUGLAS

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES

Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, every
American concerned with the Nation’s
health and rehabilitation needs knows
that a growing population requires more
hospitals, clinics, and rehabilitation
services. We have the habit of thinking
first of buildings, beds, and laboratory
equipment to meet these needs. Of equal
or greater importance, however, is the
tremendous shortage of highly trained
persons we must have to man the hos-
pitals, clinics, and other health services,

In a very real sense it is the present
and future generations of college and
high-school students who hold the
key to what kind of health and welfare
services we will be able to have in this
country. We of the older generations
can help to provide the buildings, the
beds, and the budgets but these will be
of limited value without more and more
young men and women stepping into the
ranks of the health and welfare profes-
sions and allied occupations.

Not everyone who is interested in a
health career can or should be a doctor
or a nurse. Most of us know little or
nothing about the other health profes-
sions which play an important part in
caring for sick persons. Parents, as well
as students, should inform themselves
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about the educational requirements and
career opportunities of these professions
also.

Medical social work is one of the
health professions which offers expand-
ing career opportunities for young men
and women with a sound liberal arts
collegce educational background and
specialized university training. Like all
worthy professions, the standards of
preparation are high. A parent can feel
proud to have a son or daughter choose
this unique profession which combines
knowledge of medical and health prob-
lems with the skills of social work.

I am especially pleased to have a let-
ter from Miss Josephine Taylor, director
of social service at Cook County Hos=
pital, calling attention to the unusual
opportunities for medical social work
professional education in the city of Chi-
cago. Miss Taylor is one of the dis-
tinguished members of her profession as
well as an outstanding leader in health
and welfare activities in Illinois.

I ask unanimous consent that Miss
Taylor’s letter be printed in the RECORD.

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

MarcH 4, 1955.
Senator Paur DoucGLas,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

My DEArR SENATOR DovucLas; Knowing your
great interest in the rehabilitation of citi-
zens who have had severe injuries or dis-
abling illnesses, I am venturing to write you
about the opportunities for younz people in
medical social work—one of the professional
groups working in the fields of medical care
and rehabilitation.

Medical social work is an especially ap-
pealing profession for those who are inter-
ested in the medical setting and who want
to help sick people return to health or gain
the maximal recovery from disability. Medi-
cal soclal workers have since 1905 been valued
members of the medical team working in
clinics, hospitals, and medical-care programs.
It is our job to help patients and their fami-
lies solve some of the social and emotional
problems which interfere with their recovery
or their adjustment to disability, Through
2 years of specialized graduate work in a
school of social work (after graduation from
college), medical social workers are trained
to work with doctors, nurses, and other medi-
cal specialists,

Persons with this training are In great
demand for important positions in the ex-
panding programs of medieal care and public
health. The sad fact is that there are not
nearly enough trained medical social workers
to fill all of the positions in which they are
badly needed. During World War II, it was
found that there were only half enough
trained medical social workers to fill he jobs
then existing, and since then the needs of
the armed services, the Veterans’ Adminis-
tration hospitals, the increase in civilian
hospitals establishing soclal-service depart-
ments, and, most recently, the expansion of
rehabilitation programs, have made the
shortage more severe. It is estimated that
3,500 newly trained medical social workers
must be recruited by 1957.

We in Illinois are fortunate In having
& long established and excellent teaching
center for medical soclal workers in the
University of Chicago School of Soclal Serv-
ice Administration, with the University of
Illinois School of Soclal Work ready to start
such a curriculum by the fall of 1955 if pro-
spective studenis present themselves. The
University of Chicago is able to train a far
larger number of students in the next few
years, and I hope that we may have your
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help in bringing to the attention of young
people seeking careers the opportunities in
this growing profession which so badly needs
more recrults to keep pace with the impor-
tant health needs of the country. Young
people who wish to have their training in
our great State of Illinocis should write to
Miss Marietta Stevenson, dean, School of
Social Work, University of Illinois, Urbana,
Ill, or Miss Helen R. Wright, dean, School
of Social Service Administration, University
of Chicago, Chicago 37, Ill. The American
Assoclation of Medical Social Workers, 1700
I Street NW., Washington 6, D. C., will also
give information to any interested college
students or their parents.

As director of social service In this large
public hospital in our State, I know at first
hand the needs and opportunities for trained
staff in this field. As a medical social worker
with many years of experience in the field,
I also know the rewards of satisfaction and
interest which medical social work through
gervice to 111 and handicapped persons offers
to those who enter the profession.

Yours very truly,
JosepHINE G. TAYLOR, Director,

Easter, the Atom, and Automation

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. ALEXANDER WILEY

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, prior to
the Easter weekend, it was my privilege
to deliver an address over station WGN,
Chicago, regarding the message of Easter
in our time.

I ask unanimouns consent that the text
of this address be printed in the Con-
GRESSIONAL RECORD.

There being no objection, the address
was ordered to be printed in the REcorb,
as follows:

EASTER, THE ATOM, AND AUTOMATION

Eight days from now, we will celebrate
Easter Sunday.

I would like to talk to you on this oceasion,
my friends, on a pre-Easter theme.

I would like to talk to you about faith in
the future, as against fear of the future.

The Easter season Is, of course, a season of
birth and rebirth.

The great spiritual message of this spring-
time is the conquest by life over death; we
realize through every budding flower and
every bird singing in the trees, the signifi-
cance of immortality. We relearn the tri-
umph of the things of the spirit over the
things of the flesh, the triumph of beauty
and good over evil,

And so, during these next 15 minutes, I
would like to see how you and I can approach
the problems of our country with the same
spirit of faith,

Let's put to practical use the Inspiring
message of the Way-Shower, which you and
I will be hearing from the pulpits of our
churches during this Easter season.

I am going to answer now a series of ques~
tions on this subject of the fears of our time,
and faith for our time.

Question. Senator WiLEy, what would you
regard as some of the principal fears which
are expressed widely today?

Answer. Well, there are a great many fears.
I am just going to list a few, because I don’t
believe that we should dwell too long on
them, as such. I don't believe in giving
power to fear or evil.
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But first, of course, we all know there is
the fear of war.

Then there is the fear of depression and
unemployment.

There is the fear of inflation.

There is the fear of Communist conquest
of the world. There is the fear of trouble at
home—of a long series of strikes in our coun=-
try, resulting in harm to labor, to manage-
ment, and to the publie.

Question. Do you think that there is sub-
stance to any of these fears?

Answer. No. I don't believe so. None of
these feared conditions need actually come
about. If we use our God-given intelligence
and judgment, we are not going to have war.

We are going to enjoy continued peace. If
we use our God-inspired wisdom we are go-
ing to enter into a golden new age of pPros-
perity and expansion.

You know, by 1975, there are going to be—
not 165 milllons of us, but 220 million Amer-
icans in this country. They are going to
enjoy comforts and convenlences such as we
have not enjoyed today.

If we use our heads, our God-directed in-
telligence, then the miracle of atomic energy
and the miracle of automatic factories—of
the new science, called automation—are go-
ing to produce a higher standard of living
for our people than we have ever before
enjoyed.

And, too, we can have industrial peace in
our country, with higher pay envelopes for
labor, and more real purchasing power.

We can assure higher income to American
farmers, and can halt the serious drift away
from our farms. All of these things are pos-
sible, provided we use our God-given intelli-
gence and initiative.

VIGILANCE AGAINET RED MENACE

Question. Then, in your judgment, Sena-
tor, there is no real reason to give way to the
fears which we mentioned earller in the
broadcast.

Answer. Very definitely not.

That doesn't mean that we should ignore
serious problems which do definitely exist.

The fact of the matter 1s that world condi-
tions are very troubled. International com-
munism is constantly on the march, con-
stantly azitating new trouble for us—in the
western Pacific Ocean, in Europe, in South
America, in Africa., We have got to be vigi-
lant against the Communist menace every-
where.

DANGER IN PACIFIC

Question. What about that Pacific prob-
lem, Senator, the problem of Matsu and
Quemoy? Is there going to be war over it?

Answer. I hope not. I pray not. And I
don’t believe there will be war. America
wants peace—peace with honor. What I do
want to emphasize is that we've got to keep
our faith in the President of the United
States. He is the Commander in Chlef of
our Armed Forces. He has avallable the
latest, most confidential, top secret infor-
mation as regards Red China’s ambitions and
capabilities. The President is the spearhead
of United States foreign policy. He doesn’t
want war, but neither does he want appease-
ment,

Let’s not usurp his functions. It is not
for the Congress to try to act as Secretary
of State or as members of the Joint Chiefs

of Staff. I say there is much too much of.

a tendency these days for people to forget
the constitutional division of powers be-
tween the legislative, executive, and judicial
branches.

Question. How do you mean that?

Answer. Well, I want the Congress very
definitely to do its job, but I don't want the
Congress to try to take over the Chief Execu-
tive's job also. And remember, no one is
going to force the President of the United
States to do anything that the President
doesn’'t want to do and doesn’'t feel should
be done, if the President, as Commander in
Chief, determines it 1s not in the best inter-
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est of our country. On the other hand,
whatever the President does decide, the
Congress and the American people will defi-
nitely back up. There may be honest dif-
ferences of opinion. But we are Americans
first and can support our American Presi-
dent. Partisan politics come last. America
comes first. Unity behind our President is
essential. So, I say, give him your faith.
His burdens are many and they are heavy.
He merits our respect and admiration. He
is going to see the crises through suc-
cessfully.

Question. Now, what about another prob-
lem—right here at home? What about this
much-talked-about problem of automatic
factories, Senator WiLEY? Are they going to
take the place of manpower completely?
Are we going to have mass unemployment?

Answer. I believe the answers to those
questions are clear, and they are encourag-
ing, not discouraging.

We are definitely going to see more and
more automatic operations in private in-
dustry. We are going to witness what has
been called a second industrial revolution—
so-called push-button factories. We are
going to see fabulous new electronic control
machines. They can store up a bewildering
variety of complex information and ean
actually supervise and run entire assembly
lines. These control machines are going to
completely alter the pattern in more and
more of our industries.

MANY EFFECTS

Question. What will be some of the effects
of this automatic technology?

Answer. Well, the effects will be many. I
can list *hem as follows:

1. First, there is going to be a great de-
mand for skilled workers, for more and more
brain, and less and less brawn. That means,
we need better-educated Americans. This
in turn means more schools, and better-paid
teachers. It means we need many times
more engineers, physicists, chemists, execu-
tives. Adequate education is no longer a
luxury, it is an absolute job and national
necessity.

2, Second, there will be more opportuni-
ties for women to perform tasks which might
formerly have only been handled by men,
who required some degree of physical
strength.

Women already number more than 28 per-
cent of our labor force, and by 1975, 1 out
of every 3 American workers will be women,

3. We can and will have more elderly
Americans working. Here, too, as is the case
of women, the skills of years of experience
will be more important than merely the phy-
slcal strength of male youth, as such.

4. More mechanization will mean lower
prices and expanding markets. That means
for you, my listeners, more refrigerators,
washing machines, air conditioners, automo-
biles, radios, and television sets.

Question. What other effects will occur?

Answer. Well, here is a fifth effect. There
is going to be a tremendously increased out-
lay for new capital goods. Vast new equip-
ment must be built. In 1953, production of
capital goods and services amounted to $54
billion, or around one-seventh of our gross
national product. It provided 8 million jobs.
But this will be small compared to the in-
creased capital-goods jobs in the future,
And, too, we are going to have to replace
machinery faster because it will become ob=-
solete faster, and that will mean more jobs.

6. Sixth, most important of all we are
going to have more leisure for the American
people, more opportunity for personal growth
and development and enjoyment of the good
things of life.

AVOIDING UNEMPLOYMENT

Question. But now, Senator WiLey, what
about the big fear that automatic factories
are going to mean mass unemployment,
throwing vast numbers of workers out of
jobs?
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Answer. I think the answer to that ques-
tion is this: What automation is going to
mean is indeed a readjustment in many
American industries and jobs.

There is going to be some job dislocation.
But for that matter, every time a new indus-
try has burst on the American scene, there
has been some dislocation.

The automobile industry literally revolu-
tionized the Amercian scene. It eliminated
the horse-and-buggy business and a great
many other obsolete, affillated businesses.

But now, with sound cooperation between
labor, management, and the public, there is
no reason whatsoever why dislocation should
not be relatively mild and temporary.

Now, I want to make it perfectly clear that
unemployment—because of automation or
any other reason—is no light matter. When
a breadwinner is out of work, whether it is
for a day or a week or a month, that can be
serious, serious for himself and for his loved
ones, serious for his morale, serious in terms
of the community.

Fortunately, unemployment in recent
times, has been comparatively mild. But
that does not mean that we should not use
every ounce of our energy so as to keep it to
an irreducible minimum.

Many communities of my own State and of
Illinois and its neighbors have often been
hard hit by unemployment. We are deter-
mined to have no unemployment, but full
employment and full purchasing power for
our people.

But to achieve it, you cannot resist change.
You cannot hold back the wheels of progress,
you cannot try to freeze the status quo. You
have got to accept change and to work with
change.

CONCLUSION

Question. Well, Senator WiLEY, you have
discussed quite a few phases of current prob-
lems. You have discussed the problem of
applying faith in our time. You have men-
tioned the necessity for truly applying the
Easter message in our daily lives. You have
mentioned the need for faith in the Presi-
dent of the United States and for vigilance
against the Communist menace. You have
stressed that there is no real ground for fear
of the future, fear about misuse of atomic
energy, or fear about any harmiful eflects of
the new science of automation.

Answer. Yes; that about sums it up.

I want to say to my listeners that it has
been a real pleasure to speak to you through
the kind courtesy of station WGN, especial-
ly in this beautiful pre-Easter season. I
look forward to the pleasure of talking with
you again in the future.

I hope that in the intervening period you
and I will know the full beauty, the full joy
of Eastertide. I hope we will always have
that faith which, as Paul sald, is “the sub-
stance of things hoped for, the evidence of
things unseen.”

Thank you very much,

Our Defense Setup on the Pacific Coast

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
OF

HON. THOMAS M. PELLY

OF WASHINGTON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. PELLY. Mr. Speaker, I take this
means of emphasizing to the Members
of Congress and particularly to those
Members who are on the Committee on
Armed Services that we have an Achilles’
heel in our defense setup on the Pacific
coast,
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One look at a map and it becomes ap=
parent that some combat units of the
Pacific Fleet should be based, for opera=-
tional purposes, in the Pacific Northwest.
Since existing naval facilities already are
established in Puget Sound, no major
change or expense is involved. Many so-
called hard-core naval officers for years
have admitted privately that the con-
centration of our fleet in southern wa-
ters and at Pearl Harbor should be aug-
mented by the location of at least one
killer unit in the Pacific Northwest; and
I am hopeful, in the light of the Soviet’s
growing naval strength, that Puget
Sound will be designated as an opera-
tional base for certain of our Pacific
Fleet combat ships.

Under permission to extend my re-
marks and include extraneous matter, I
offer an excerpt from a talk I made to
the Lions Club in Bremerton, Wash., on
April 6, 1955, which gives some explana-
tion and background to this defense vac-
uum in northern Pacific Ocean waters:

When the Navy Department was first
established in 1798 there were six shipyards
on the east coast which were given contracts
for building vessels. These six yards were
Portsmouth (New Hampshire), Charlestown
(Boston), Brooklyn, Philadelphia, Baltimore,
and Gosport (Norfolk).

You will recall from your American his-
tory the purpose of providing these so-called
men-of-war was to protect American ship-
ping from the Barbary Coast pirates. The
Mediterranean had just been opened to us
by treaty with Spain. Other nations were
paying tribute and our Congress considered
a substantial appropriation for this pur-
pose, which brought the cry of millions for
defense but not a cent for tribute.

Since those early days of our Republic,
in spite of much political pressure, no doubt,
on our east coast the location of naval bases
has been developed and maintained on a
well-dispersed and logical basis in order to
protect the entire Atlantic coastline and our
established supply lines.

At approximately a midway point between
Maine and Florida the Navy Department has
its largest operating base to which all types
of combat vessels are attached. This is Nor-
folk, Va. However, strategically dispersed to
the north and south of Norfolk are other
naval establishments where various types of
vessels are based: Portsmouth has subma-
rines; Boston has cruisers and destroyers;
Newport, R. I, has destroyers; Quonset Point,
R. I., has carriers; the New London, Conn.,
naval station has submarines; Charleston,
B. C, is a mine craft center, and at Key
West, Fla., are submarines and destroyer=
type vessels.

Now, let us turn to the west coast. The
Navy's first base in the Pacific was estab-
lished in 1854, This was Mare Island.

Incidentally, I read once that a report
on a possible location for a naval base on
Puget SBound was filed in Congress in 1850.
This was before the first settlers founded
Seattle. The proposal was that by cutting
a canal Lake Union would provide a fine
deep-water anchorage secure from enemy
attack. If the suggestion had been adopted
I doubt if Lake Union would be a carrier
yard today.

In any event, our Puget Sound Yard was
next to be established in 1880, while San
Diego came much later. The term “base” to
the Navy is a facllity which overnight can
support a fleet of nominal size and is capable
of provisioning, fueling and manning ships.

The distinction we of Bremerton are so
conscious of is that of being a home base to
ships of the fleet, which brings us to San
Diego which began as a radio station in 1913,
In 1917 it became a Naval Air Station and in
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1919 a hospital and training station. Then
in 1920 it became a destroyer base which was
the beginning of its development as an op-
eration type of base, or similar in point of
importance to Norfolk on the Atlantie.

As you know, since then there has been a
standing joke in the Pacific Northwest to
the effect that the basing of combat units
of the Pacific Fleet was arrived at, as to loca-
tion, through careful analysis of morale fac-
tors including the avallability of smooth
waters, more sunshine and strategic dispersal
of naval families near golf facilities, Cer-
tainly prior to World War II Pacific Fleet
operations limited possible discomfort to the
naval personnel manning our warships as
far as northern waters were concerned to a
summer cruise and colorful but brief visits
to ports in Puget Sound during Navy Week.
In July or August this provided a pleasant
change and relief from the seasonal heat
further south. Also the admirals were sald
to have found this arrangement with its
change of golf courses stimulating.

Whether it was preference and wishful
thinking on the part of the Navy or whether
politics entered into the situation, the fact
remains that no units of the fleet are based
north of San Franclsco. Meanwhile, unlike
the period prior to World War II, the theater
of Navy responsibility includes the vast coast
of Alaska—for in an air age Alaska has a very
strategic importance for both offense and
defense.

From a defense standpoint, not because
it would help Bremerton, some units of the
Pacific Fleet should be based in Puget Sound.

The Need for Moral Principles in the
Conduct of Foreign Relations

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. MICHAEL A. FEIGHAN

OF OHIO
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. FEIGHAN. Mr. Speaker, on
Monday, April 11, I had the pleasure to
attend the fifth annual all-Jesuit alumni
dinner, which was held in the ballroom
of the Hotel Statler here in Washington,
Attending this dinner were the presi-
dents of over 20 great American colleges
and universities, graduates of those
institutions and their friends. I was
privileged to be one of the Members of
Congress present,

The speaker of the evening was Secre-
tary of State, John Foster Dulles. His
refreshing address was titled “Principle
in Foreign Policy.” He wisely cautioned
against the crafty scheming of the
Kremlin to create a world demand for
peace at any price—a plan calculated to
put all the nations and people of the
world into Russian slave chains. Our
attention was directed to the new close-
ness of all things in this world because
man had harnessed air for both com-
munication and transportation—the
complexity of factors which of necessity
enter into the taking of decisions bear-
ing on our security and the conflict which
often arises between spiritual and ma-
terial considerations, especially when ef-
forts are made to exclude morality from
the arena of judgment. Secretary Dulles
made it clear that our enlightened self-
interest requires us to follow a consistent
and dependable national course guided
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by those moral principles which are
rooted in the basic faith of the American
people. This comes as a pleasant and
sound rebuttal to the un-American be-
liefs which hold that there can be no
morality or legality in the conduct of
affairs between nations. TUnder leave
to extend my remarks, I include this
address:

ADDRESS BY THE HONORABLE JOHN FOSTER
DULLES, SECRETARY OF STATE, AT THE FIrTH
ANNUAL ALL-JESUIT ALUMNI DINNER, HOTEL
STATLER, WASHINGTON, D, C., MONDAY, APRIL
11, 19556

PRINCIPLES IN FOREIGN POLICY
o

This is a gathering of learned persons. It
is an occasion when it may be permissible
to talk in terms of general principles. That,
I can assure you, is not a purely academic
exercise. National action should always re-
flect principles. Therefore, those who have
responsibility for action have also a respon-
sibility to assure that what they do repre-
sents something more than immediate
political expediency.

However, the guides to conduct are not
always clear and simple. Often, indeed, they
seem to conflict. Perhaps it will be of in-
terest if I indicate some of the problems
which confront those who try to find, in
morality and in reason, a compass to direct
their course.

Let me mention, as a first problem, that
of peace versus liberty.

Peace is a goal which men have always
sought. It is a goal which we particularly
think of at this Easter season when we com-
memorate the resurrection of the Prince of
Peace.

It is difficult to exaggerate the horrors of
war or the longing of humanity for peace.
Wars used to be limited in their scope and
they were regulated so as to spare civilians
from most of its dire consequences. I, my-
self, can think back to the days when private
property was immune from selzure in time
of war; when interruption of trade was
limited to particular ports which were
closely blockaded, or to contraband of war,
by which was meant the actual tools of war.

As a youth, I attended the Second Hague
Peace Conference of 1907 which drew up
protocols designed to prevent the use in war
of the new scientific developments of that
time. It was, for example, sought to forbid
the dropping of explosives from balloons.”

The First and Second World Wars showed
that modern war is “total” war, and that it
is whole peoples, rather than the military,
who suffer its cruel effects.

Furthermore, we know that war more than
ever involves compulsory enmity, outrages
against the human personality, cruelty,
vengefulness and wanton distortions of the
truth.

Today, throughout the world there is a
rising demand for protection against the
misery, the agony of body and of spirit,
the massive destruction of life and or prop-
erty, which modern war wreaks upon man.

There is, however, another aspect of the
matter. Peace can be a cover whereby evil
men can perpetrate diabolical wrongs.

During recent years the Communist rulers,
through their propaganda, have sought to
capitalize on love of peace and horror of war
as a means of extending their rule over all
the human race. Through such propaganda
efforts as the Stockholm “peace” appeal, they
have tried to divert the peoples of the free
world from necessary measures of defense
and create throughout the free world a
popular demand for peace at any price.

Craft scheming underlies that planning.
The Communist leaders know that if paci-
fism becomes a prevalent mood among the
free peoples, the Communists can easily
conquer the world, Then they can confront
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the free peoples with successive choices be-
tween peace and swrrender; and if peace 1s
the absolute goal, then surrenders become
inevitable.

In this connection, we should remember
that while modern developments have macde
war more terrible, they have also made the
consequences of retreat and surrender more
terrible. Modern war could now destroy
much of the life on this planet. But also it
may be possible that craven purchase of
peace at the expense of principle can result
in destroying much of the human spirit on
this planet. Peace, under certain conditions,
could lead to a degradation of the human
race and to subjecting human beings to a
form of mental decay which obliterates the
capacity for moral and intellectual judg-
ment.

We know, in individual cases, the effects
of brainwashing. It leads men to repudiate
their cherished beliefs and to accept as fact
what, if they were sane, they would know to
be false. Not infrequently those who have
been brainwashed come sincerely to belleve
that they committed acts elsewhere than
where they physically were at the time.

There are now techniques which make it
possible to alter profoundly the human spirit.
Furthermore, this can be done on a mass
scale. Certain falsehoods are incessantly
pounded, without respite, into the conscious-
ness of those whose minds are terrorized,
whose spirits are disheartened, and whose
bodies are weakened from malnutrition. In
the end the peoples become abnormal.

One cannot but shrink from buying peace
at the price of extending over human beings
the rule of those who believe that men are
in fact nothing more than animated bits of
matter, and that, to insure harmony and
conformity, they should be deprived of the
capacity for moral and intellectual judgment.
Man, we read in the Holy Scriptures, was
made a little lower than the angels. Should
man now be made little, if any, higher than
domesticated animals which serve the pur-
poses of their human masters?

So men face the great dilemma of when
and whether to use force to resist aggression
which imposes conditions which violate the
moral law and the concept that man has his
origin and his destiny in God.

i

Another dilemma which we face is that
which I might call the dilemma of maps
versus people.

Maps have an extraordinary fascination
and a profound influence. They provide a
temptation to seize, as solutions, what are
not real solutions,

Up until a few years ago the American
people were educated in terms of maps of
Mercator's projection. They showed the
North American Continent isolated from the
rest of the world by the expanse of great
oceans. George Washington, in his Farewell
Address, spoke of “our detached and distant
situation.” That concept, originally wvalid,
has dominated the greater part of our na-
tional life.

Now we face a world in which air is the
means of communication. But air cannot
be portrayed by maps alone. It Is an in-
visible envelope that enfolds the earth with-
out a break. So maps now need the supple-
ment of an intelligent imagination. Some
help can be got from polar maps. They help
to teach that under modern conditions of
communication areas which used to seem
remote are in fact near.

Under present circumstances, divisions of
land and water, of desert and mountain
range, of river, and of plain, have lost much
of thelr significance. More than ever before,
the human family has become one.

Nevertheless, it is still necessary to draw
lines. There are national lines, which have
a meaning. But even national lines do not
have an unchanging meaning. That is well
illustrated by Europe. A map of Europe to-
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day looks as it did a few weeks ago. But, in
fact, in Western Europe, an immense change
is in process. It means that while na-
tionalities will still exist, there will be co-
operation so that the boundary lines will
have lost much of their former forbidding
significance. A new Western Europe is being
born and maps cannot reflect the ending of
age-old rivairies.

In Korea, the 38th parallel became famous
as a line between the free and Communist-
dominated parts of Eorea. But the line did
not demarcate the hopes and aspirations of
the people. I recall being in Korea in June
1950 and addressing at Seoul a religious
gathering of thousands of refugees. They
had fled from the north, and crossed the
parallel to the south, in the hope of finding
the freedom of religion which they cherished.

In Vietnam, a line was drawn at the 17th
parallel. But hundreds of thousands of
refugees have crossed it, fleeing to the south.
Again the driving force was a longing for
religious freedom.

And there is this to be remembered: For
each person who succeeds in becoming a
refugee from communism, there are many
more who do not want to be contained by
the lines which statesmen have drawn in the
hope that that would sclve their problems.

In the world today, with air the means
of communication, with time and space
almost annihilated, geography still remains
a fact. But geographical solutions rarely
coinecide with human solutions, That is why
we do not accept the finality of a divided
world.

hiid

Another dilesnma that we face might be
described as that of the'part versus the entire
story.

It is almost always easy to find a solution
if only part of a problem is‘known. It is my
experience that those who are most positive
about political problems are able to be posi-
tive only because they do not know all the
relevant facts, Those who are most harsh in
their judgments are able to be harsh for that
same reason. When the whole of a problem
is known, solutions become excessively diffi-
cult and judgments are not easily made,
Tolerance has become a vital need.

There is hardly any international prob-
lem which lends itself to easy or sure solu-
tion. Those who prineipally know Europe
readily judge that the problems of Asia are
unimportant and that almost any solution
will serve so long as it does not trouble Eu-
rope. Those who are principally concerned
with Asia are sometimes annoyed if it is
suggested that Asian problems cannot be
solved without regard for Europe.

The fact is that today any problem in any
part of the world ramifies into almost every
part of the world. There are no longer any
simple problems, nor any easy solutions. A
course of action for Indochina may have to
be judged in the light of its repercussions in
Europe, the Middle East, or Moscow; and
vice versa,

I have the impression that in the days
before the world became so unified, it was
easier to take decisions. The issues were,
or seemed to be, simple. Also, they could
readily be explained. Today, almost every
problem has many complications, so that it
is difficult adequately to explain the reasons
for a decision and the multiple factors which
go to make up that decision.

There is a habit of mind which Is some-
times called “localitis.” Those who are
close to a problem, or those who only see
part of a problem, quickly find a solution
that seems obvious. Those who know more
may find that the “obvious” solution is no
solution at all. Balancing scales may, from
one angle, seem clearly weighted on one side.
But when seen in proper perspective, they
may seem to be equally balanced, or weighted
on the other side.
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This need for balancing many factors has
some undesirable consequences. I have al-
ready alluded to the fact that it makes ade-
quate explanation difficult. Also, it often
tends to deprive decisions of the dynamic
quality which is needed to make them effec-
tive. Often the mainspring of action is a
sense of certainty. Unhappily, those who are
best informed are often deprived of that
satisfaction.

The great deeds of history were wrought
primarily by men with deep conviction and
dynamic falth. They were sure that they
were right.

It seems today that sureness can be de-
pendably found only in the spiritual realm
but that, when moral prineiples are sought
to be practically applied, confidence tends
to vanish. Certainty is not readily found in
the mundane realm, at least where there is
full knowledge of the facts. The yearning
for more certainty and precision than is
compatible with the complexity of affairs
encourages only doctrinaire or fanatical at-
titudes and ultimate disillusionment. Per-
haps it is good if fanaticism, in worldly
terms, is on the way out.

w

Then we have the dilemna which might be
called that of the spiritual versus the ma-
terial.

There are some who believe that moral
considerations ought not to influence the
foreign policy of a nation; that moral con-
siderations are all right for the individual
but not for the collective unity. Corporate
bodies, it is argued, should be directed only
by material considerations,

It is, I suppose, always true that those who
act in a representative and trustee capacity
do not have the same freedom as is had by
individuals in dealing with their own lives
and the property.they own. Thus, directors
of a corporation are, in general, not free to
use corporate assets for charitable purposes
unconnected with the welfare of the corpo-
ration. To a degree, I suppose, the same
principles apply to those who are trustees
for a nation.

It is, indeed, generally the case that those
who represent a government operate only
for the immediate and direct seli-interest of
the nation they represent. That is why sus-
picion generally attaches to governmental
grants. It is assumed that governments do
not give away their taxpayers’ money unless
they see some specific quid pro quo.

The Government of the United States has,
I like to believe, a rather unique tradition
in this respect. Our Nation was founded as

an experiment in human liberty. Our in- .

stitutions reflect the belief of our founders
that all men were endowed by their Creator
with inallenable rights and had duties pre-
scribed by moral law. They belleved that
human institutions ought primarily to help
men develop their God-given possibilities,
and that our Nation, by its conduct and ex-
ample, could help men everywhere to find
the way to a better and more abundant life.

Our Nation realized that vision. There
developed here an area of spiritual and eco-
nomic vigor the like of which the world had
never seen. It was no exclusive preserve;
indeed, world mission was a central theme.
Millions were welcomed from other lands,
to share equally the opportunities of the
founders and their heirs. We put our ex-
periment on public exhibition so that all
might see and follow if they would. Through
the establishment of schools and hospitals,
often under religious ausplces, American
ideals were carried throughout the world.
We gave ald and comfort to those elsewhere
who sought to follow in our way and to de-
velop for themselves societies of greater
human freedom.

These conditions prevailed for 100 years
and more. Then, as our material power
waxed, our spiritual power seemed to wane.
‘We appeared to be less concerned with con-
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ducting a great experiment for the benefit
of mankind and to be more concerned with
piling up for ourselves material advantages.
Our vision seemed to contract, and our sense
of mission to lessen.

We had to meet the severest test that can
come to a people, the test of prosperity.

It was saild by Jesus that material things
will be added unto those who seek first the
Kingdom of God and His righteousness.
But when that happens, then comes the
great trial. For, as Jesus warned, those ma-
terial things can readily become the rust
that corrodes men's souls.

Thus there is a familiar pattern. Men
who feel a sense of duty to some higher
being strive here to do His will. Because of
their faith, they have power and virtue and
simple wisdom. They build not only for the
day, but for the morrow; not merely for
themselves, but for mankind. A soclety so
founded will, when nature favors, produce
wealth and luxury for many. When those
byproducts come, they seem so good that
they become promoted to be the all-sufficlent
end.

So there came a time when our people were
drawn away from long-range creative effort
and when they struggled to get and to hold
material things. Practices, originally de-
signed to reflect a faith, may not have been
adequately vitallzed by continuing faith. I
believe, however, that it can fairly be said
that, since the end of World War II, our
Nation has recaptured the faith in which it
was founded and has resumed works such as
those which in the past were called the great
American experiment.

With 60 other nations we have actively
participated in the United Nations in its
quest for peace. We have lent our moral,
military, and material support to many free
people. With more than 40 nations we
have special mutual-security arrangements,
These measures are our contribution to the
creation of a world which is safer and more
secure for human freedom. This basic inter=
est is the common bond between us and the
other free nations.

We exert in every part of the world an in-
fluence—an influence which we try, as far
as is humanly possible, to make an influence
for justice and not an influence for self-
aggrandizement.

No doubt we have made mistakes. But
broadly speaking, our Nation has played a
role which I belleve history will judge to
have been honorable. It is a role which we
could not have played unless those who exer=-
cised the power of government had believed
that they were justified in putting moral
considerations above material considerations.

v

I have outlined some of the problems and
perplexities which confront those who have
political responsibility. I have deliberately
tried to avold being dogmatic. Rather I
have sought to stimulate your own thinking.
I will, however, close with this general
observation:

It seems to me that a nation situated as
is ours needs to follow a consistent and pre-
dictable course. We represent great power
in the world—morally, intellectually, and
materially. Other peoples and nations who
are free and want to stay free usually want
to coordinate their policies with our own.
I do not speak now of coordination in detall,
As to details, there are almost always differ-
ences. That is inevitable, because differ-
ences are the attribute of freedom. It is
only despotism that produces conformity.
I do, however, speak of such basic harmony
as freely emerges from those who feel a
sense of common destiny, and who want to
help, and be helped by, each other.

A measure of harmony exists today
throughout much of the free world. It binds
together, In a spirit of partnership, many of
different races, creeds, and nationalities in
many parts of the world. But the harmony
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for which many thus grope will never be
perfected and preserved unless the United
States pursues a dependable, consistent
course.

There are many who, in particular cases,
would like it if the United States would
deviate from our basic principles to help
them meet their particular problems. We
rarely do so. That accounts for much of
the superficlal criticism we encounter
abroad. But underlying these surface dis-
satisfactions lies, I feel, a deep, worldwide
sense of respect for the United States be-
cause even though we sometimes fall short,
we do in general stand like a rock for certain
principles and follow a course which, in its
broad nature, is consistent and predictable.
Without that, there can never be harmony,
and a sense of security, as among the free
peoples.

Obviously, a consistent and dependable
national course must have a base broader
than the particular beliefs of those who
from time to time hold office. Our policies
must, on the one hand, be dependably em-
braced by our own people, and, on the other
hand, reflect a decent respect for the opin-
ions of mankind. It would seem that only
prineciples which conform to moral law meet
that specification. So not only the basic
faith of our people, who are essentially re-
ligious, but also enlightened self-interest,
combine to urge that moral principle be a
guide, not merely to individual conduct, but
also to the conduct of the nations.

Southern Nevada Home-Siters—Nevada’s
Modern Pioneers

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
OF

HON. CLIFTON (CLIFF) YOUNG

OF NEVADA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, one of our
valued rights as American citizens is the
privilege to petition our Government for
redress of grievances. Unfortunately, as
our Government has increased in size
and complexity, the influence of the indi-
vidual in presenting his problems has
diminished in proportion. And when you
add to the growth in the magnitude and
scope of Federal activities the fact that
some of our States, such as the one I
have the honor to represent, are located
several thousand miles from the seat of
Government, it makes even more difficult
the task of an individual citizen who
seeks a sympathetic and thorough con-
sideration of his problems, important
though they may be.

With nearly 87 percent of the State of
Nevada under Federal ownership, it is
to be expected there should develop occa-
sional objections to the manner in which
this area is administered. However,
when objections are more than occa-
sional, it is time for Congress to seek ways
of improving the rules of administration.

In my State, concern over the present
public land system is particularly acute.
Recently with an unprecedented influx
of population in the State, and an un-
foreseen increase in public land activity
the land disposal program of the Depart-
ment of Interior has been unable to keep
pace with the demand for service.

In an effort to improve this service,
there was recently organized in the
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southern part of Nevada a group which
in many respects recalls to mind the
attempts of early settlers of Nevada and
California to work out solutions to their
public-land problems—efforts which
eventually resulted in Congressional ac-
tion of the kind that is needed today.

When gold and silver were first dis-
covered in California and Nevada there
were no Federal laws to govern the re-
covery of these minerals from the public
domain. Local districts were formed by
these hardy pioneers. These districts
established rules and regulations to
govern day-to-day operations and activ-
ities of those who had discovered and
developed valuable claims. When Con-
gress later enacted legislation, it adopted
to a large extent the rules that had been
worked out by these locally formed min-
ing distriets.

The pioneering organization to which
I am referring is the Southern Nevada
Home-Siters, Inc., a grassroots organi-
zation composed largely of those who
have made application for sites on the
public domain under the Small Tract
Act of 1938.

The backlog of cases jamming the
office of the Bureau of Land Manage-
ment and the lack of clear information
on the disposal program gave birth to
this group. Widespread confusion was
present in that area as result of inade-
quate efforts made by the Federal Gov-
ernment to handle the many problems
involved. The actions of this organiza-
tion concurred with the best principles
of democracy and admirably carried on
the vigorous spirit of self-help and
initiative which were rooted in the
mining districts organized over 100 years
ago.

In a short period of time the Southern
Nevada Home-Siters organization has
accomplished the following:

It has organized applicants who are
interested in securing small tracts so
they would have a more effective voice in,
first, improving the administration of
existing laws; and, second, changing
regulations and laws where it seemed ad-
visable. It has served as a vehicle for
better government for many people who
perhaps as individuals would not have
been heard or heeded. In short, it has
breathed new life into their petition for
redress against bureaucratic delay and
legislative neglect.

It has served to secure and dissemi-
nate accurate information in an area
where confusion was rampant. The
Government was not discharging its
obligation to furnish adequate service
and self-appointed non-Government ex-
perts were profiteering as result of specu-
lation, misinformation, and lack of
knowledge.

It has been the source of constructive
force to improve the services of the Bu-
reau of Land Management office in the
State of Nevada.

It has been in the forefront of moves
to work out plans with the FHA, other
Government organizations, and the com-
munities of southern Nevada to develop
the land resources in an orderly, intelli-
gent way with an eye toward the future.

It has come to my attention that the
2,000th member recently joined this or-
ganization. This itself is a fine tribute
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to the excellent work they are doing at a
local level. I wish to take this oppor-
tunity of pointing out the organization’s
splendid efforts and commending the of-
ficers and members on their fine contri-
bution to better government, as well as
the excellent example they are setting of
grassroots democracy in action. No
small measure of the credit for improve-
ments already noted is due to their un-
tiring efforts. If future achievements are
made in modernizing our public land laws
and the administration thereof, these
Nevada citizens will have contributed
substantially to such progress.

American history is replete with ex-
amples of the general public being ahead
of its elected servants in recognizing
needs and working for solutions. I am
sure we have another such oceasion in
the present public land law tangle and
that this body could well profit by fol-
lowing the lead of Nevada's modern-day
pioneers.

Bank Mergers

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
or

HON. ROY W. WIER

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. WIER. Mr. Speaker, there are
indications that our antitrust laws are
either inadequate or not properly po-
liced. The press is continually an-
nouncing new mergers. These mergers
are common to all segments of business
and quite pronounced in banking circles.
Whoever thought that the First National
Bank of New York would lose its identi-
ty? Why did the Chase National Bank
and the Bank of Manhattan merge?
Both were colossal banking institutions.
One merger brings about other mer-
gers—a race between Chase National
Bank and the National City Bank to be
the biggest in New York and second in
size in the world. As the great banks of
the country grow fewer in number, com-
petition presumably would lessen and
competition is a necessary spur to good
service. Those that would monopolize
usually give good service in perfecting
its plans for a monopoly but once the
monopoly is formed, it is the dead hand
on progress. Monopoly is a stab in the
back to a capitalistic system, as capital-
ism is not truly capitalistic unless com-
petitive. Eric Johnston, former presi-
dent of the United States Chamber of
Commerce, said that European business-
men must bear the lion's share of the
blame for socialism’s sweep over Europe;
capitalism did not fail, businessmen
failed capitalism.

H. R. 2674, among other things, would
check the merger expansion through the
holding company device. It would be a
block to a nationwide system of multiple
banking. It is a part answer to the
merger epidemic. The passage of this
bill would help preserve in a definite way
the future of the small banks of this
country, permit them to continue as
community enterprises. This bill would
put bank holding companies under the
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same rules and regulations as those per-
taining to banks. While a bank holding
company is not a bank, it is “Mn
Banker”, These holding companies own
practically all the stock of their sub-
sidiary banks and as an owner, of course,
run them by distant control. The hold-
ing companies attempt to fool the public
into believing that their subsidiary is a
community bank by having a local board

of directors front for them but the board

serves at the will of the corporation
without a complete and full ownership
of stock in the local bank. The holding
company is a device that has been used
for the purpose of evasion. Evasion
should not be countenanced.

There should be a continuous place
in our economy for the community
bank—the local institution, the institu-
tion that is the heart of the business of
our villages and small cities. These lo-
cal bankers naturally know their com-
munities well. Responsive to the needs
of the people of the community, these
small banks provide a personal service
that is hard to match. The banker is
helpful in numerous ways and beyond
the natural scope of banking. Small
business has a hard row ahead; it needs
the help of another small business—
the local bank. The two tie together
and their interests are common. It is
hard to believe that a branch of a gigan-
tic corporation, with its headquarters
many miles away, will have the sympa-
thetic understanding of the needs of a
community as does the local bank which
}131’ so definitely a part of the community

e. .

Mr. Speaker, I urge the passage of H.
R. 2674. It is legislation that is urgent-
ly needed and it is legislation that, in
my opinion, is of great importance. We
cannot afford to have a few large finan-
cial organizations dominate the credit
machinery of this country. I believe in
community-owned banks; I deplore the
trend toward system banking regardless
of the form it takes because multiple
banking, that is, a bank with many offi-
ces, is a concentration of economic pow-
er greatly to be feared.

Anniversary of Bataan Day, 1955

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
OF

HON. JOHN W. McCORMACK

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, 13
years ago Americans and Filipinos fought
side by side with a heroic determination
to prevent the fall of the Philippines.
Outnumbered—with their supplies dwin-
dling—ravaged by sickness and fatigue,
and finally surrounded on the Bataan
Peninsula, the defenders fought on to
the bitter end. The Battle of Bataan
stands today as a symbol of the will of
freemen to remain free.

History has erased the defeat at Ba-
taan. From that defeat the Philippine
people, through the same tenacity and
determination which they demonstrated
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at Bataan, have risen to create a repub=
lic which today is a beacon of freedom
in Asia.

At Bataan we shared with the Philip-
pine people both defeat and the will to
avenge that defeat. We shared the vic-
tory which followed. In a spirit of mu-
tual understanding we subsequently
shared in the many complex responsi-
bilities of the transition to complete
Philippine independence. We have
watched with unstinted pride as the
Republic of the Philippines in its own
right has assumed its place among the
democracies of the world. On this anni-
versary of Bataan Day, we continue to
share with the people of the Philippines
that devotion to freedom which could not
be quenched by a military defeat on the
Bataan Peninsula.

Expert Paints Grim Picture of Red Horror

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

oF

HON. ALVIN M. BENTLEY

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. BENTLEY. Mr. Speaker, under
leave to revise and extend my remarks in
the ConGreEssioNaL REecorp, I wish to
insert the following article from the
March 30, 1955, issue of the Patriot, Har-
risburg, Pa., and containing the state-
ments of the Honorable Charles J. Ker-
sten regarding communism:

ExpPERT PAINTS GRiM PICTURE OF REpD HORROR

An expert on life behind the Iron Cur-
taln in Russia and the countries it has
made captive last night told members of the
Harrisburg public forum that “if we don’t
find a way to checkmate the Communist
conspiracy in this generation, our children
will spit upon our graves.”

Former TUnited States Congressman
Charles J. Kersten, of Wisconsin, head of
the House Committee on Communist Ag-
gression which spent nearly 2 years study-
ing Soviet techmniques of conquest, drew a
horrifying picture of how the youth of Russia
is being trained by Communist leaders.

“Never in the history of the world has
any government so assaulted the spiritual
nature of its people,” he asserted. “The
young people are systematically bereft of
all moral principles, of all belief in a Crea-
tor. Their young doctors and commissars
are being taught how to inflict the most
unspeakable tortures, their young psychi-
atrists shown ways to drive people insane.”

INHUMAN DEVILS

“The nightmare of destruction by atomic
warfare is a terrible one. But even worse,
to me, is the thought of our American boys
being opposed and made prisoner by millions
of such inhuman devils—say 5 or 10 years
from now."”

Congressman Kersten reviewed the work
of his committee in examining 335 witnesses
and more than 1,500 documents, all con-
cerned with the methods used by the Soviets
in taking over other nations, keeping them
subservient, and malntaining their own
power within Russia.

He pointed out that the people of no na-
tion, including Russia, ever willingly ac-
cepted communistic rule. In the 37 years
of their existence, the Eremlin lords have
imposed their will upon peoples by force,
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and kept control by slaughter, deportation,
and the slave labor camp.

LISTS PREPARED

The speaker described how Soviet agents
prepared detalled lists of entire populations
of countries they intended to take over, with
every cltizen placed in a category, so that no
time was lost after the occupation in ellm-
inating any elements they knew would prove
dangerous.

Such lists of Americans already are in
their possession and they are kept up to date.
Remember that the symbol of Russian occu-
pation is a cadaver with a bullet through the
skull and hands tied behind the back.

Congressman Kersten said his committee
had drawn various conclusions from their
exhaustive studies of Red tenets and tech-
niques, and had made certain recommenda-
tions to Congress.

VILE CONSPIRACY

Chief among them was to withdraw diplo-
matic recognition of “this thing"” which is
not a government at all but a vile conspiracy
against the world. The recommendation also
would include Red regimes in captive coun-
tries.

“At the same time,” he declared, *“the
United States must reafirm our friendship
for these enslaved peoples, including those
in Russia. They are not our enemies—their
kidnappers are.

“We should encourage the defection of
military personnel from Communist armies
wherever they are, Such men ought to be
urged to join the defense of Western Europe,
but allowed to keep their own national iden-
tities. Also, we should stop trading with Red
governments, increase our information pro-
gram, and never enter into any agreement
around the conference table with Soviet
leaders,

“Our country's policy must be founded
consistently on the principles of liberty and
belief in God—the direct antithesls of those
in the Eremlin.”

United States Information Agency
Libraries

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. BOB WILSON

OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr., WILSON of California. Mr.
Speaker, recently the New York Times
magazine published an article on the
library at the United States Information
Service Center in Rangoon, Burma.
Some of you may have seen the article.
It describes the library as “a striking in-
stance of how democracy can win friends
and influence people.”

Today this seems to be the consensus
of opinion on the United States Informa-
tion Service libraries. Recently, Vice
President Nixon remarked that he had
visited United States Information Serv-
ice libraries in 22 countries and he had
come to the conclusion that the library
program is one of our most effective
overseas information operations.

The writer of the New York Times
magazine article, Mrs. Peggy Durdin,
was writing from Rangoon. She had
inspected the library layout, browsed
through the book shelves, noted the
variety of library visitors, checked on its
influence. She gave a most striking ex-
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ample of that influence. The father of
a Communist university student—the
Communists in Rangoon, as in many
other countries, make a special effort to
win university students—had borrowed
a standard United States economic text-
book. He read it and passed it on to his
son. They studied it together. Return-
ing the book to the library, the father
said simply:

This book gave my son the true facts. He
is no longer a Communist,

Mrs. Durdin wrote of the help the
Rangoon library had given officials of
the Burmese Government. But, she
added, the library’s influence extended
beyond officials. It reached private
citizens such as the former young Com-
munist and his father. It had books for
children. The shelves were open. Men,
women, children of all ages pored over
the racks, took notes, looked at pictures,
read, or took books home.

She continued:

The library’s books travel by river boat,
by plane, and on the backs of human
porters * * * across thousands of miles of
jungle and mountains. Burmese read them
eagerly in an umbrella cooperative in Bas-
sein, a school in Mandalay, a prisoner’s
reading room in Myitkyina, an army officers’
club in Akyab, a youth league in Moulmein.
A doctor who has to perform a complicated
new operation, a merchant who wants to
make sparklers, and a landowner who plans
to set up a model village on his property
turn for help to the American library.

There are 157 of these United States
Information Service libraries today in
67 countries. The story told by Mrs.
Durdin could be repeated, with slight
adaptations to suit the particular coun-
try, for each one of them. They are all
over the world, ranging in size from the
2,200-book library in Curacao, Dutch
West Indies, to Vienna, which boasts a
collection of 175,323 books.

These libraries have special shelves
devoted to particular subjects. The
agency’s support of President Eisen-
hower’s atoms-for-peace proposal, for
example, inspired the setting up in most
of our libraries of special shelves on that
subject. All libraries have made a
special feature of books dealing with
the economy of the United States. They
stress technical subjects heavily, al-
though fiction is not ignored.

All books have been chosen to present
to the peoples of other lands a balanced
picture of American life, culture, and
thinking. In my opinion, they are mak-
ing a vitally important contribution in
today's fight to keep free the minds of
men.

The influence of these libraries, as
Mrs. Durdin wrote, is extended into re-
mote areas. Most of them support book-
mobiles that tour the smaller cities, vil=
lages, and rural areas. People write in
for them. There are *“book trunks”
that go to towns where libraries are
unknown.

In light of the attacks once leveled at
the United States Information Service
libraries, it gives me great pleasure to
pay them this tribute. I agreed with
Vice President Nixon when he said re-
cently:

The library service, unfortunately, received

criticism which it did not deserve a couple
of years ago,
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In all new projects, mistakes are apt
to be made. If the United States Infor-
mation Service libraries slipped on a few
occasions in the past, I think today they
have profited by experience. The New
York Times writer felt the American
taxpayers could be proud of the Rangoon
library. Let me enlarge that and say
that all of us can be proud of the United
States Information Service libraries,
wherever they may be.

Discrimination Has No Moral Justification

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. VICTOR L. ANFUSO

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. ANFUSO. Mr. Speaker, I am to-
day introducing a bill to promote further
respect for, and observance of, civil
rights in the United States.

We have made considerable progress
in recent years in the direction of elimi-
nating discrimination and racialism in
this country, but we still have a long road
to travel before we can attain true un-
derstanding, equality of opportunity, and
human brotherhood. Among the most
important basic principles that have been
handed down to us by the founders of
our great Republic is the heritage of
freedom, the concept of equality of op-
portunity, the belief that the individual
should be judged strictly on the basis of
ability and achievement. The flames
of intolerance would have consumed this
Nation long ago if these principles had
not been made the core of the American
creed.

One of the greatest struggles within
the conscience of the American people
today is to justify our practices of racial
and religious discrimination in the light
of our moral and democratic principles.
The fact remains that there is no moral
justification for racial or religious dis-
crimination. It undermines the founda-
tions of our way of life and it destroys
the economic opportunities for all. Dis-
crimination based upon a person’s reli-
gious beliefs, or his national origin, or
the color of his skin, cannot be recon-
ciled with the American concepts of jus-
tice and the brotherhood of man. In
order to build and maintain a great Na-
tion such as ours we must make use of
all the human resources of the country,
but if we deny certain groups among our
citizens the opportunity to develop their
skills, then it is not only a contradiction
of our own principles but we are actually
hurting our country and its interests.

Wkenever conscientious efforts in-
stead of timid experiments have been
attempted in the field of race relations
the results always have been encourag-
ing. There is no simple solution for
wiping out prejudice, but undoubtedly
the first direct step is to remove the legal
sanctions of diserimination. So long as
old racial laws remain or new legal bar-
riers are imposed racial tensions will
continue, So long as stereotyped ideas
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about minority groups are not modified
bigotry and intolerance will flourish.

Law is an effective instrument for
changing social conditions and law acts
as a powerful factor in preventing dis-
crimination. It fosters the conviction
that discrimination is wrong by fixing
standards which are respected by the
majority of the people. Because people
as a rule are law abiding, their behavior
tends to create customs which are in
harmony with the law.

For some time now Communist prop-
aganda has been exploiting every mani-
festation of prejudice in the United
States in order to spread hatred against
us among the peoples of Asia and Africa.
They tell many untruths and half-truths
about our treatment of minorities, while
the true facts are distorted to give a false
impression of the extent of discrimina-
tion in our country. This forces us to be
on the defensive and apologetic, and it
affects American prestige and moral
leadership among the peoples of the
world.

Consequently, I believe the time is
long overdue for us to seek to eliminate
all remnants of discrimination in this
country through the means of effective
legislation. For this reason, I have
drawn up a civil rights bill which is com-
prised of four titles, dealing with specific
civil rights problems. These four major
sections of my bill are as follows:

First. Civil Rights Commission: I pro-
pose to authorize the President to estab-
lish a Civil Rights Commission composed
of three members, for a period of 3 years
each. The purpose of this Commission
shall be to conduct a continuing study of
the policies, practices, and the enforce-
ment program of the Federal Govern-
ment with respect to civil rights, and of
the progress made throughout the Na-
tion in promoting respect for and the
observance of civil rights. The Commis-
sion shall report its findings and recom-
mendations each year to the President
and to Congress.

Second. Prohibition against poll tax:
This section of my bill recommends that
the requirement for payment of a poll
tax as a prerequisite to voting or regis-
tering to vote in a primary or other elec-
tion for President, Vice President, and
Members of both Houses of Congress,
shall be abolished. It shall be declared
unlawful for any State, municipality, or
other governmental subdivision to levy
a poll tax on the right to vote or regis-
tering to vote.

Third. Protection from mob violence
and lynching: Groups of two or more
persons who commit or attempt to com-
mit violence upon an individual or a
group because of their race, color, na=-
tional origin, or religion, shall be recog=
nized as a Iynch mob and violence com-
mitted by them shall constitute lynch-
ing. Members of such lynch mobs who
willfully incite or commit a lynching
shall be guilty of a felony and punishable
by a fine up to $10,000 or imprisonment
up to 20 years, or both.

Fourth. Equality of opportunity in
employment: The last and most impor-
tant section of my bill deals with dis-
crimination in employment. It declares
such discrimination based on race, color,
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national origin, or religion as contrary
to American principles of liberty and
equality of opportunity, deprives our
country of its full productive capacity,
and foments industrial strife and unrest.
Discrimination in employment is made
unlawful.

The bill creates a commission to be
known as the Equality of Opportunity in
Employment Commission, composed of
seven members to be appointed by the
President. The purpose of this Commis-
sion shall be to seek to prevent or dis-
continue diseriminatory practiees in em-
ployment through investigation, concil-
iation, and persuasion. Where neces-
sary, the aid of regional, State, and
local agencies should be obtained.
Where voluntary methods fail, the Com-
mission is to be empowered to issue com-
plaints, conduct formal hearings, and
issue cease-and-desist orders enforce-
able in the courts.

Mr. Speaker, this is a time when the
people of this country must be on the
alert to defend our ecivil rights through
the adoption of legislation along the
lines indicated in my bill. To abuse our
civil liberties and to permit the practice
of discrimination against some of our
fellow citizens is proving very injurious
to the American way of life and all that
America stands for.

Equality of opportunity for every citi-
zen of this country is essential to the
welfare and progress of our Nation and
our civilization, Liberty-loving people
throughout the world look to the United
States as the leader in the cause of
freedom and human rights; hence, it is
our sacred duty to afford all American
citizens the opprtunity to participate in
every phase of our national life and to
serve this country with pride and dig-
nity. When we speak of the belief of
the American people in freedom and hu-
man rights, we are not resorting to idle
words; to the American people these
words represent a wonderful idea and
a cherished goal, they reflect the funda-
mental attitude of the people of this
country who appreciate the meaning of
true democracy.

This country is comprised of people
who come from all races, religious he-
liefs, and national origin. All of them
have made important contributions to-
ward the development of the United
States as a great nation and toward
shaping its destiny. I am strongly op-
posed to setting up second-class citizen-
ship for any group in this country, be-
cause I do not believe in the superiority
of one race or one nationality group over
another. As soon as we encourage sec-
ond-class citizenship, we open the door
for discrimination and bigotry.

Somewhere recently I came across the
following lines:

Give us wide walls to build our temple of
liberty, O God.

The North shall be built of love, to stand
against the winds of fate;

The South of tolerance, that we may build-
ing, outreach hate;

The East our faith, that rises clear and new
each day;

The West our hope, that even dies a glorious
way.

The threshold 'nmeath our feet will be
humility;
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The roof—the very sky itself—infinity.
God, give us wide walls to build this great
temple of liberty.

Mr, Speaker, we must continue to
build with love and tolerance; we must
continue to have faith in our country
and its future, and we must continue to
hope for human brotherhood, for free-
dom, and for true understanding among
the nations and the peoples of the world.

Greater Relief for Distressed Industrial
Areas

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. KENNETH B. KEATING

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, atten-
tion is called to a resolution of the New
York State Senate, concurred in on April
2 last by the Assembly of the State of
New York, which was inserted in the
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD by the Acting
President pro tempore of the Senate and
which appears on page 4321 of the Rec~
orD of April 13.

This resolution directs attention to a
problem which is of utmost concern to
responsible people in certain industrial
areas in my State, and which affects
similarly a number of areas elsewhere in
the country where the same conditions
prevail.

This resolution points out one of those
unhappy situations where a highly salu-
tary and commendable policy of our
Federal Government collides headlong
with emasculating consequences, into
another perfectly good and sound policy.
In connection with procurement and
manufacturing eontracts to support our
national defense effort, it has been es-
tablished—and very wisely—that areas
will be favored where there are idle plant
capacity and unemployed labor re-
sources. This was a basic determina-
tion, reflecting the commonsense conclu-
sion that we should not cause new plants
to be built or new industries started so
as to require shifts in the labor popula-
tion when there are idle capacity and
unemployed workers to do the work else-
‘where.

What has developed as a conflict with
that policy, severely penalizing areas in
my State which would otherwise be eli-
gible under it, is another policy—equally
understandable and good on its face—
that the Office of Defense Mobilization
will not give work to areas having un-
employed and idle plant capacity if by
doing so it must incur a price differential.
In other words, the first policy applies
only if the area to be given the work is
able to underbid all its competition.
Now that saves the Government money,
but, in many cases, it defeats the other
objective.

It is not suggested that either of these
policies be scrapped. It would be ridicu-
lous to insist upon this special dispensa-
tion at no matter what cost to the Gov-
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ernment. On the other hand, there is
no doubt that the present outcome is too
harsh. Therefore, what the resolution
proposes is that the Director of Mobili-
zation shall be given greater discretion
to adjust the conflict between the two
in order that neither may be truly viti-
ated by the other.

The other question raised by the reso-
Iution—as to the wisdom of concentrat-
ing certain types of production entirely
in the hands of a single large producer—
also has my full concurrence.

I hope this problem will receive prompt
and serious consideration.

Wheat Certificate Plan Provisions of
H. R. 12 Offer Best Way To Solve
Wheat Problem

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. SAM COON

OF OREGON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. COON. Mr. Speaker, as the rep-
resentative of one of the finest commer-
cial wheat producing areas in the world,
and as a legislator who is interested in
the welfare of all the people in the
United States, I am concerned about the
misunderstanding and the misinterpre-
tation which has been given to the cer-
tificate-plan provisions of H. R. 12.

On March 12, 1955, my esteemed col-
league, the gentleman from Indiana,
eloquently denounced the certificate plan
as unsound. From his remarks, it is ap-
parent to me that he does not under-
stand the full significance of this plan.
He repeatedly assumes the plan would
cump huge quantities of wheat on the
feed market to the detriment of the corn
producer. It is his assumption that ad-
ditional huge quantities would be
dumped on the shaky world wheat mar-
ket. And, blackest of all predictions,
while all this dumping was underway,
the American housewife would be
gouged by higher bread prices.

These assumptions are exaggerations
of events that could happen under any
program, particularly, the flexible price-
support program as it affects wheat.
The same safeguards which prevent
them from happening now under our
present program would prevent them
fxiom happening under thz certificate
plan.

On February 14, 1955, the Secretary of
Agriculture announced at his press con-
ference that the National Agricultural
Advisory Commission would be requested
to review the wheat surplus situation and
consider anew, ways to solve the prob-
lem. He indicated an open mind on all
programs including the certificate or
what is erroneously called a two-price
plan. Obviously, he was not convinced
the flexible price program was the an-
swer for wheat.

Under the legislation which was passed
by the 83d Congress, wheat is the only
basic commodity that is flexed down-
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ward to any great extent. The price
support on wheat for 1955 will be 8215
percenft, while other crops are near the
90-percent support level. It has been
announced that corn will be supported
at not less than 87 percent of parity.
There is a chance it might even be back
up to 90 percent by the time the final
decision is made.

The theory of this legislation, the
Agrieultural Act of 1954, is that lower
price support levels would encourage
consumption and discourage production.
While this may be true for some com-
modities, supply and demand for wheat
foods are inelastic and show little re-
sponse to price. Even though wheat is
flexed downward more than any other
basic commodity, it is doubtful if the
program will increase consumption or
decrease production.

Statistics show that as wheat prices
declined drastically in the early thirties,
the acres planted to wheat did not de-
cline. Also, that production control pro-
grams have had more to do with acre-
age planted than has price. The prin-
ciple of flexibility in a price support
program may be sound as related to
areas where producers have an oppor-
tunity to diversify. In those areas,
farmers might be influenced through
lower price supports to switch from sur-
plus commodities to those in greater de-
mand.

However, a great part of the Nation’s
wheat production which is on a commer-
cial basis is in areas where there is not
a great deal of diversification possible.
The flexible support program will flex
downward the price on all wheat pro-
duced, not just the surplus portion, even
though the major part of the Nation’s
wheat production is used for domestic
consumption as food and is entitled to
a price comparable to the domestic prices
of the things purchased for producing
that wheat.

While the price of wheat will be re-
duced under the flexible support pro-
gram, there is no possibility that retail
prices of food products made from wheat
will follow the downward trend. As this
margin between the price paid the wheat
producer and the price paid by the con-
sumer widens, who is going to benefit?
Most Members of Congress have, in the
past, expressed concern regarding this
spread. The effect of the present flex-
ible support program on wheat should,
and no doubt will, cause us to be more
concerned than ever.

The certificate plan is described as a
device for dumping surplus wheat in
other people’s markets. As far as the
export market is concerned, no one sup-
porting this plan would favor a dump-
ing program. We all desire to maintain
a world market for our wheat. No one
interested in solving the wheat problem
would want to see the international
wheat market demoralized. Any threat
of dumping would be avoided as now by
the wise use of export quotas. May I
point out that while the United States is
curtailing wheat production, other coun-
tries are increasing their wheat plant-
ings. Also, our share of the world mar-
ket has shrunk faster than the market
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itself. While we are selling less in the
world market, competitive exporters are
selling more.

In order to sell wheat at any time and
in any place, the price has to be com-
petitive. A difference of a fraction of a
cent per bushel will determine a sale.
Under this plan, it is probable there
would be more aggressive merchandizing
than at present when our competitive
position depends entirely upon the
amount of subsidy our Government is
willing to pay. This subsidy is publicly
announced from time to time which in-
vites other exporting countries to come
into the market under our price umbrella
and sell their wheat for a little less.

Considerable effort and money have
been spent in market development work.
Unless our surplus wheat can be avail-
able at competitive prices, we are merely
developing markets for wheat and wheat
products from other exporting countries.
This market development program does
not contemplate {rying to take markets
from other exporting countries. Mil-
lions of people in other lands are under-
fed. Certainly, there are enough hungry
people in the world to use our surpluses,
if we can remove some of the obstacles
that stand in the way. Price is a pri-
mary obstacle.

It should be noted there are 10 coun-
tries that guarantee their wheat farmers
prices higher than the support price for
wheat in the United States, as shown
in the following table:

Turkey - o 3.21
B L e v e e e e e B e i 3.04
Tunisia - 3.03
YLl e e 2.83
Bpain -- 2,81
Greece % ——— 2.40
Belgium o 2.29
Sweden n 2.10
Argentina —— 2. B0
Japan e B

For years our domestic wheat program
has stabilized the price for producers in
other countries as well as our own. The
unnecessarily high prices guaranteed
producers in the importing countries
listed above are encouraging uneconomic
wheat production. A realistic pricing
system on export wheat from the United
States would result in many importing
countries reducing their wheat produc-
tion and growing more economic crops
adapted to an intensified agriculture.

The certificate provisions of H. R. 12

could not result in dumping wheat on the
domestic feed market. The provision
for a floor under surplus-wheat prices
would protect the feed grain producer
from undue competition. I have been
told by corn producers and feeders that
if wheat were available in their area at
prices comparable to corn, corn would be
used in preference to wheat. Transpor-
tation costs would keep surplus wheat
from moving in volume into corn pro-
ducing areas. Wheat moving into feed
uses under this plan would only equal
from 3 to 5 percent of the total feed
grain supply.

The charge that the certificate plan is
subsidized competition is not a just one.
Wheat would be made available at lower
price levels, rather than being subsi-
dized for export to the extent it is at the
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present time, at a cost of millions of
dollars annually.

The opponents of this plan seem to
think of the certificate as a means of in-
creasing the returns to the wheat pro-
ducer. Actually, it would merely bridge
the gap between the lower price he would
receive on all his wheat and the price
that he has been receiving under farm
programs up to the present time. The
average price including the certificate
would probably be no higher than under
the flexible program, but more wheat
could move into uses. Expanding our
markets is the quickest way to solve the
surplus wheat problems. Even though
the blended return to the wheat farmer
under this plan would be quite low, the
increased use of wheat in the long run
would more than compensate for this
fact.

The gentleman from Indiana makes
reference to a high and very profitable
price that would accrue to the wheat
farmer under a protected domestic price
program. Actually, under this plan the
top price received for domestically con-
sumed wheat would be no higher than
the price-support level that has been in
effect on wheat for some years. This is
true because the modernized parity
formula will take effect in 1956 and 100
percent of parity will be no higher than
90 percent under the old formula,

The gentleman from Indiana refers to
the Canadian situation and points out
that the Canadian wheat farmer makes
his living by selling wheat at the world
price. Is he saying the American wheat
farmer should sell all of his production
at the world-market level even though
the cream of the crop is purchased by
the millers in our country and processed
into food commanding prices that could
well return parity to the farmer? From
1942-51, an average of 62.2 percent of
the wheat produced in the United States
was used for milling and seed. This was
our best quality wheat and should com-
mand a price commensurate with retail
prices of wheat products.

Machinery, labor, petroleum products
and other items used in producing wheat
are not priced at world-market levels.
Is it fair to expect the wheat producer
to sell all of his production in competi-
tion with world markets while other
segments of our economy have various
types of protection from the influence
of world prices? Does my colleague
from Indiana choose to support a wheat
program that would place the American
wheat producers in a situation similar
to that of our friends to the north?

Wheat farmers in Canada have en-
tirely different conditions from those in
the United States. Land values, taxes,
and labor costs are much lower. In
spite of this, the Canadian wheat farmer
does not fare too well as evidenced by
his generally lower standard of living.
While the Canadian farmer has been
receiving less for his wheat, the Cana-
dian consumer pays less for bread.
Today a pound loaf sells for about 18
cents in the United States compared to
12.5 cents in Canada.

We look forward to the time when
production controls will be unnecessary.
With present supplies, however, they- will
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be necessary regardless of what type of
program is in effect.

The movement of wheat into feed
and export under the domestic parity
plan would be on a gradual basis. With
the support level on wheat comparable
to that on corn, wheat would not move
into feed except in areas where corn was
priced considerably due to transporta-
tion costs. Qualified officials have esti-
mated that not more than 250 million
bushels of wheat would be fed under the
program. This is only about 5 percent
of the normal feed-grain supply.

It is difficult for the wheat farmer to
see what difference it makes to the corn
farmer whether wheat is competing with
corn on a basis under which the wheat
farmer can stay in business, or on a basis
under which the wheat farmer would go
broke. Either way eventually the corn
farmer is going to have some competi-
tion because most growers raising wheat
in commercial wheat-producing areas
have to continue to raise wheat. There
are no other alternatives of any im-
portance.

In resolving this difference of opinion,
I believe it is necessary to look upon
wheat as a dual commodity. Histori-
cally it has been used for both food and
feed in rather large quantities. Wheat
as food justifies a higher price than
vheat as feed. If the wheat farmers of
this country were to be limited to pro-
ducing wheat only for food in order to
maintain a fair price, they would of ne-
cessity produce feed grains on the acres
taken out of wheat.

An article by Dr. J. T. Sanders in a
recent issue of the Quarterly Review, put
out by the National Federation of Grain
Cooperatives, shows that feed grains pro-
duced on surplus acres would give more
competition to the corn man than would
wheat on these same acres. About 80
percent of the corn produced is fed in
the locality where it is grown. The live-
stock fatt:ned on this feed are sold in-
the domestic market at prices that do
not have to compete with world prices
on livestock products.

Siill it is suggested that the wheat
farmer sell all of his production at these
lower world prices, ignoring the fact that
only a portion of the production moves
into world use. Even if the wheat pro-
ducer received 100 percent of parity on
a portion of his production, his blended
return would be considerably lower than
the 87 percent of parity guaranteed the
corn producer,

The referendum provided for in this
bill is criticized. It should be pointed
out that the results of the farmers vot-
ing down marketing quotas in the refer-
endum would be much more disruptive
to the feed grain producers than it
would be if the farmers would vote in
favor of the certificate plan for wheat.
Noncommercial producers of wheat do
not depend entirely upon wheat for their
living. Consequently the outcome of the
referendum either on marketing quotas
or the domestic parity plan would not be
of as great importance to them.

From the statement made, it appears
the corn producer would like to reserve
the feed market for himself. Yet, on the
other hand, he criticizes a program that
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would discourage indisecriminate increase
in wheat plantings. It is doubtful if the
average corn farmer would be interested
in establishing a base for food wheat
production on his farm, in view of the
fact that he has not chosen to do so un-
der the 90-percent support program.

Even though wheat prices under this
plan might be above world wheat prices
a part of the time, certainly the amount
of subsidy required to move the wheat
in export would be considerably less
than at present, thereby resulting in a
saving to the taxpayer. Just how much
exports will be increased over a period of
time is problematical. Work being done
presently under Public Law 480 as well
as other efforts to increase consumption
of wheat in foreign markets offers great
promise.

Imports of wheat and flour in the Far
East countries increased from a prewar
average of less than 54 million bushels
to nearly 290 million in the marketing
season of 1951-52. While this high de-
mand has not continued, annual import
requirements of this area could well
stabilize at around 150 million bushels.
With a competitive export program, we
can share in this expanded market.

The population in Asia alone is ex-
pected to increase by 215 million people
in the next 10 years—an increase the
size of the whole population of North
America. TUntil such countries as lie in
this area can raise their standard of liv-
ing they must, of necessity, subsist large-
ly on cereal diets. Wheat is needed to
supplement rice because it is less expen-
sive and more healthful for the people.

In looking ahead one can see the op-
portunities for expanding sales of our
wheat products in Asia. Similar oppor-
tunities are available in Europe, South
America, and Africa. Members of Con-
gress indicated confidence in our ability
to increase the sales of United States
farm products when they appropriated
‘$700 million last year under Public Law
480. By January 1, 1955, some $453 mil-
lion had been obligated under this act,
43 percent of which would be spent on
grains, mostly wheat and flour. This
program is proving that markets can be
expanded. All of the major farm organ-
izations have joined in requesting the
authority for export sales under Public
Law 480 be expanded from $700 million
to $1,500 million for the 3-year period.

We will never know how much more
wheat and flour can be exported from
the United States unless we give it an
honest try. Only experience will answer
that. As long as our domestic price-
support program prices our wheat out of
the market, we will never know what
could be done. There is no surplus of
wheat in the world today. There are lo-
cal surpluses due to poor distribution
and inadequate purchasing power. It is
apparent our domestic-price policy has
encouraged uneconomic production in
other countries.

It is almost impossible to effectively
control wheat production because
weather is the governing factor. In the
past 15 years, our growers in the United
States have been blessed with twins from
every acre. There is no assurance the
rains will continue to come. Two years
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of drought in our Great Plains wheat
area, and the surplus would be gone.

Under the rigid 90-percent support
program there was little incentive to
produce quality wheat. The certificate
plan would once again provide an incen-
tive for growing the best wheat possible,
because all wheat would be sold on the
open market. The farmer would be-
come a salesman once again, getting all
he could for his product at the current
price. The market would operate freely
with differentials for grade and quality
and not a multiplejprice system as indi-
cated in my colleague’s remarks.

The matter of distribution of certifi-
cates on an equal basis among producers
often comes up for criticism. We know
that a greater percentage of some classes
of wheat are used in domestic consump-
tion than others. Just what story is
told by available fizures depends upon
the figures used. My colleague’s figures
show that on an average for the years
1949-53, 77.4 percent of hard red spring
production is used domestically. How-
ever, if you take the average for the
years 1948-53, the figure is 60 percent
instead of 77.4.

On first consideration, this plan might
appear unfair to the producer of Hard
Red Spring wheat. However, it should
be remembered that under programs of
the past, the acreage reduction has been
shared by producers of that area as in
other areas. Also, under this plan if the
demand for Hard Red Spring is greater
than for other classes of wheat, this
would be reflected in prices paid produc-
ers of this more desirable wheat. The
producer of this wheat would receive
certificates the same value as producers
of less desirable classes of wheat; conse-
quently his return per bushel would be
considerably higher. In this way, he
would be rewarded for producing high-
quality milling wheat. This premium
would be to his advantage and should
offset this objection to the certificate
plan, frequently referred to as the do-
mestic-parity plan.

It should be pointed out that under
this plan for wheat the situation in the
export market would be no different
than it is at present. Foreign consum-
ers have for years received wheat prod-
ucts at a lower price through our sub-
sidy program. In some cases, the Ameri-
can housewife pays more for her wheat
products than the consumer of Ameri-
can wheat abroad. Without a lower
price, foreign housewives with their low-
er standards of living could never buy
wheat foods. In India, for example, the
average wage is $564 per year.

Some opponents of this plan have
called it a bread tax and warned that
bakers might oppose it. This possibility
has been discussed with some of the
bakers and they say they have taken
no official position regarding this plan.
However, it would be natural for them
to resist any program that would raise
the cost of flour to them.

In discussing this possibility with sev-
eral millers, I find they are having to
pay a considerable premium at the pres-
ent time in order to get the quality of
wheat they need in their milling busi-
ness. At times they are paying above
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parity for quality wheat. TUnder these
conditions, this plan would not raise
the cost of wheat for milling into flour.
In fact, it probably would have an in-
fluence in the opposite direction. This
plan would encourage the production
of quality wheat types desired by millers
and a free open market price with qual-
ity differentials again in the picture
would discourage the production of un-
desirable wheat. The resultant increase
in the supply of quality wheat would
enable a miller to buy at a lower price.

The administrative procedure in con-
nection with this plan would be very
similar to that which is currently carried
on in connection with wheat acreage al-
lotments, and would not require a great
deal of additional administrative activ-
ity on the part of the Government.

The gentleman from Indiana has said
that this plan would increase the cost
of bread and encourage the use of sub-
stitute foods. Wheat prices would have
to vary approximately 75 cents per
bushel to make a difference of one cent
in the price of a loaf of bread; conse-
quently, it is difficult to believe that
this plan would provide a real incentive
for research to develop ways of pro-
ducing food products that would use less
wheat, as inferred by my colleague.

I believe the certificate plan would en-
courage farmers to take marginal land
out of wheat production. The low re-
turn on wheat produced in excess of
the domestic food gquota would discour-
age production on excess acres, particu-
larly in areas where the wheat producer
has some chance to diversify. Conserva-
tion practices would compete with low
returns from poor lands if the grower
received a high enough return for his
share of the crop used domestically for
food. This should encourage conserva-
tion farming.

Many misleading statements have been
made on the cost of producing wheat.
Certainly, individual cases can be shown
where cost of production is way below
average. These individual cases should
not be used as a basis for lowering price
supports to a level where many growers
will go broke.

I know the 90-percent support pro-
gram is not the answer to the wheat sit-
uation. Neither will the flexible-support
program solve our wheat problem. The
wheat certificate provisions of H. R. 12
are a middle-of-the-road approach. It
combines the most desirable features of
these other two plans. The grower
would receive parity only on the wheat
which is used in the world’s biggest high-
priced market—the domestic food mar-
ket. The rest of the crop would move
into other uses on a flexible basis. The
plan would be fair to the wheat producer
even though it would reduce his percent-
age of parity returns compared to what
they have been under the 90-percent
program. It is unfair to suggest that all
of the wheat produced in the United
States with high-cost machinery, tractor
fuel, and labor should go at world prices
when less than 20 percent of the ecrop
has traditionally been sold to foreign
consumers with their lower income. I
realize it will take some time to make
the necessary adjustments but they will
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occur much faster with the domestic
parity plan. We need to recognize wheat
quality, take marginal land out of wheat
production, sell wheat for foreign cur-
renecy, and work with other countries to
expand the total world demand for
wheat. We are pleased that the gentle-
man from Indiana admits that as a part
of solving the problem, we also will have
to feed some of our surplus wheat. I
think we all can agree that the above
things should be done, The adoption of
the wheat certificate provisions of H. R.
12 would assist in doing this job.

It should be emphasized again that
under this plan, the certificate would not
increase the price of wheat foods. The
miller or processor would buy his wheat
in the open market at a lower price level
and the cost of the certificate to him
would result in his paying approximately
the same price for wheat that he has
been paying under previous programs.

In developing a program for wheat, we
have no choice except to start from where
we are, not from where we would like to
be. We cannot ignore the present situ-
ation in which tremendous amounts of
wheat are stored at Government ex-
pense. It is absolutely necessary that
we have a program that will permit
wheat to move into all its possible uses.
Most of the debate on what type of a
wheat program we should have has been
whether we should have a high-loan
program or a low-loan program. The
certificate plan provisions of this bill offer
a compromise and should have the sup-
port of both groups. It would provide
full parity for a portion of the produc-
tion and permit the flexible features to
apply to the surplus. The certificate
plan for wheat should be approved by
the House of Representatives as a long
step in the direction of providing a prac-
tical long-range program for wheat.

Immigration and Citizenship Act of 1955

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. TORBERT H. MACDONALD

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. MACDONALD, Mr. Speaker, I
have today introduced an immigration
and naturalization bill which would
completely revise and replace the Mec-
Carran-Walter Immigration Act, which
was passed over the President's veto in
1952. This immigration and naturaliza-
tion bill, entitled the “Immigration and
Citizenship Act of 1955,” is a codification
of all existing immigration, naturaliza-
tion, and citizenship laws, clarifying and
simplifying the present act, but above
all, remolding American immigration
and naturalization policy into its tradi-
tional directions of justice and equity.
Moreover, this proposed act would estab=-
lish an immigration and natum]izatio_n
policy that will give faithful and posi-
tive expression to the basic human
values to which American political insti-
tutions are dedicated.
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Before discussing the prineipal fea-
tures of my bill permit me to state that
the need for a complete reevaluation of
our immigration policy is made even
more clear by the unwarranted ousting
last week of Edward J. Corsi, the State
Department’s expediter of immigration.
The treatment afforded Mr. Corsi, who
has‘served as Commissioner of Immigra-
tion under President Hoover, and as New
York State Industrial Commissioner
under Governor Dewey, is as absurd and
offensive as the present immigration
policy itself. Last January Mr. Corsi
was urged by Secfetary of State Dulles
to come to Washington to accept the
task of speeding up the flow of refugees
into this country under the stringent
provisions of the McCarran-Walter Act.
At that time Mr. Dulles called him the
“best-qualified man in the United
States” on immigration matters. After
the highest praise from Mr. Dulles only
3 months ago he discharged this man
who was trying to interpret the re-
pressive immigration laws in the most
humane way possible, This seems to me
to be as unjust as the MecCarran-Walter
Act itself. We all know that Mr. Corsi
has long been on record as favoring a
much more liberal administration of the
emergency refugee program, and a com-
plete revision of the Immigration and
Nationality Act. Eoth these objectives
will be accomplished under the provi-
sions of the bill I introduced in the
House.

At this point, let me remind the
spokesmen of both major political parties
that they are on record as having assured
the American people of a revision of the
un-American MeCarran-Walter Act and
a new refugee law. I appeal to the lead-
ership of both parties to redeem the
pledges made by giving prompt consid-
eration to my bill. It seems to me that
the basie principle is whether or not we
are to have a sensible, humane immigra-
tion policy—and that is obviously the
concern of both political parties.

The bill I have introduced is a code of
permanent immigration and naturaliza-
tion law designed to enable the United
States to meet its continuing obligations
in the immigration field without periodic
emergency measures, and to meet Amer-
ican needs and requirements at the same
time. The proposed bill if enacted into
law eliminates the national-origins-
quota system with its built-in diserimi-
nations based on place of birth; elimi-
nates statutory discriminations and dis=-
tinctions between native-born and natu-
ralized American citizens; eliminates the
present insubstantial grounds for revo-
cation and denial of citizenship, and
eliminates fractions and arbitrary
grounds for denial of admission to the
United States.

Moreover, the proposed act would
make clear distinction in requirements
for entry between (a) aliens seeking per=
manent residence here, and (b) alien
visitors coming here for scholarly or sci-
entific purposes, for pleasure, or for busi=-
ness. In addition, this bill would elimi-
nate special immigration barriers against
Orientals and Negroes; establish an an=
nual immigration ceiling of approxi-
mately 250,000 a year, but permit immi-

4413

gration up to that limit. It would also
require all ordinary immigration from
the Western Hemisphere to be included
within the annual immigration limits.
Another very important feature of the
bill would establish a unified quota sys-
tem, based on national need, individual
aptitude, and the requirements of our
foreign policy, and last but not least the
hill would establish statutory review and
appeals procedures in all cases of depor-
tation and exclusion, and for denials of
visas.

I wish to point out and make very
clear that this bill would promote entry
of desirable immigrants on a basis re-
sponsive to national need and interna-
tional responsibility and at the same
time protect this country from infiltra-
tion by those who would destroy or im-
pair its political institutions. Let us not
forget that the present struggle with
Soviet communism is political and moral,
as well as military, and therefore if we
are to win this fight, we cannot allow
legislation to remain on the statute books
which enable others to accuse us of es-
tablishing our own “Redtape Curtain.”
Beyond any question or doubt, the
United States is the leading democratic
nation in the world. This fact imposes
a grave responsibility on us which we
are failing to live up to as long as the
McCarran-Walter Act is the law of our
land,

By adopting this bill you will eliminate
all racial and national bias, establish a
uniform right of review and appeal from
administrative decisions, and remove the
distinctions between native-born and
naturalized American citizens. The na-
tional origins quota system would be re-
placed by a new unified quota system.
Likewise, all immigration and naturali-
zation funections, now divided between
the Consular Service of the State De-
partment and the Immigration and
Naturalization Service of the Justice De-
partment would be consolidated in a
separate single agency to be known as
the Immigration and Naturalization
Commission.

We in the United States know that our
population stems from many races,
groups, and tongues. It is also clear be-
yond dispute that our country has de-
veloped and prospered because we have
made it a practice to offer a welcoming
hand to substantial numbers of immi-
grants who were seeking freedom and
equal opportunity. There is no question
that our moral and material advance-
ment has been due principally to the fact
that we have had a liberal and progres-
sive immigration policy. That liberal
immigration policy, which allowed my
ancestors to come to this country must
be renewed if this country is not to lose
an essential source of its great invigor-
ating strength. In my opinion, the pro-
posed legislation will achieve this pur-
pose and at the same time guard the
security, health, and welfare of the
United States. It is extremely impor-
tant that the Congress consider, with
open and sympathetic mind, these grave
problems of immigration and naturali-
zation. We must remember that any
injustice in our immigration and natu-
ralization law is a wedge which will
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weaken our political system and our long
astablished, constitutionally guaranteed,
joctrine that all men are created equal.

In conclusion I want to say that the
bill I have introduced is a comprehen=
sive revision of the present law designed
and intended to reflect the genuine
American tradition of equal justice and
impartiality under the law for both the
mlien and the citizen, and to provide a
friendly welcome for immigrants, with-
out discrimination or prejudice, but
within a fortified limitation as to total
numbers. The bill also provides full
security against the admission of crimi-
nal, subversive, and other undesirable
aliens and it provides for the deporta-
tion of those inadvertently admitted or
already present in this country. In my
opinion the two most important reforms
advocated are the abolition of the na-
tional origins quota system and consoli-
dation of the overlapping immigration
functions of the State Department and
the Department of Justice. I firmly be-
lieve that if this proposed legislation is
enacted into law it will represent an
essential return to our basic American
tradition and concepts of immigration
and will remove the inequities and dis-
crimination from our basie immigration
and naturalization laws which are pres-
ently a sore on our American way of life.

Housing for Everybody
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. GEORGE M. RHODES

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. RHODES of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, under leave to extend my re-
marks in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,
I include herewith my address before the
Armstrong Association of Philadelphia
in that city on January 13, 1955, on the
subject Housing for Everybody:

Dr. Butterweck, Mrs. Montgomery, Mrs.
Hill, members and friends of Armstrong As-
sociation of Philadelphia, coming from one
of your neighboring cities, I welcome the
opportunity to visit with you here. This
City of Brotherly Love is an appropriate
place to discuss your conference theme, Good
Housing for Everybody.

Some of us have been striving for this ob-
Jective for many years. For 10 years I served
as a member of the Reading Housing Au-
thority. Long before, I was one of those
who helped fight the battle against those
elements which see public housing and
every other social advance as a threat to our
way of life and our basic freedoms.

I am concerned, and I know you are, too,
about decent homes for the people of our
respective communities. But we are also
interested, as you propose in “good housing
for everybody,” in Reading, in Philadelphia,
in Pennsylvania and for all American citi-
zens wherever they may live, and whoever
they may be. To strive for decent homes for
all of our people is a way to strengthen our
way of life and our basic freedoms. It is
where homes are dark, damp, and dreary,
where there is poverty and injustice, that
the seeds of communism take root. The
fight agalnst communism and all brands of
totalitarian tyranny can be won by striking
at the root of these evils, Communism
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breeds on the lack of education and employ-
ment opportunities, on discrimination, and
in slum areas. Some of the most vocal op~
ponents against communism unconsciously
promote the Communist cause when they
seek to block public housing programs and
other social welfare measures.

Opponents of public housing often profess
an interest in other housing programs. Most
anything but what we should have. Their
interest is primarily in how much they can
exploit home building. They are looking at
the dollar sign rather than at the social
problem. I am sure you have some good
examples here of windfall housing profits
and discrimination that is both racial and
political.

You are fortunate in the city of Philadel-
phia to have a mayor who is sincerely inter-
ested in housing for everybody. I have a
high regard for your mrayor, Joseph Clark.
He 1s a great humanitarian, a practical ideal-
ist and a man of strong character and in-
tegrity. He is a true friend of public hous-
ing and a foe of discrimination, corruption
and injustice. As a Pennsylvania Democrat
I am proud of him. Having a good mayor
does not mean that your problem of good
housing for everybody will be readily solved.
Indeed there are powerful forces here and
throughout the Nation who have, from the
start, bitterly opposed the public housing
program which did so much to lift this Na-
tion from the distress it suffered in the early
1930's. I can remember in my own commun=-
ity, the shantytowns on the dumps on the
banks of the Schuykill River. I can also
remember the opponents of public housing
at that time who tried to block public hous-
ing. They saw the end of freedom and the
beginning of regimented slavery with the de-
velopment of public housing projects which
were proposed. But despite such opposition,
progress has been made throughout the Na-
tion, Over 8 million new homes have been
constructed in the United States since the
end of World War II. It is far from ade-
quate, but is a great step forward. All the
while the foes of public housing never quit
in their blind opposition. Today that oppo-
sition presents their own program which in
many respects is phony or which is designed
to benefit only the real estate and financlal
interests and speculators.

The problem of homes for everybody na-
turally involves such questions as finances,
the selection of good sites for mew homes,
and the matter of how to take care of the
uprooted families when slum areas are
cleared Always associated with the hous-
ing problem in a big city is the question of
discrimination against Negroes and minority
groups. Bo your task to win good housing
for everybody is no easy one and you are to
be commended for your noble efforts. To
achieve the goal for which you strive it is
necessary to have good organization. With
aggressive leadership, inspired by humani-
tarian ideals and possessing vision and good
sense, you may effectively push your program
to a successful conclusion. ¥You will na-
turally find many good citizens who will
support your efforts, and other organiza-
tions who are equally concerned about the
housing problem.

The total supply of housing in our coun-
try has been increased, not as much as
some would desire, but certainly more than
the number which would have been built
if the Federal Government under Presidents
Roosevelt and Truman had not established
a vigorous Federal housing program. We
have made long strides therefore, toward the
goal established by the Congress that the
general welfare and security of the Nation
and the health and living standards of its
people require housing production and re-
lated community development sufficient to
remedy the serious housing shortage.

And, the Supreme Court by its decisions
in the covenant cases made possible a more
equitable distribution of the increased sup-
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ply of good housing which exists in this
Nation.

The opening of the 84th Congress last
week gives us an opportunity once again
to review the existing supply of tools in
the housing field to see if it may not be
possible to make this sharing of good hous-
ing more general, or as your conference
theme puts it, for everybody.

You who believe in good housing for every-
body are well represented in the House of
Representatives in the Congress. I speak
particularly of the five Democratic colleagues.
You never need worry. My good friend,
Congressman EARL CHUDOFF, claims that he
has more public housing in his district than
any other in Pennsylvania. He has fre-
quently boasted of the Raymond Rosen
Apartments and a few others of which he
rightfully feels very proud.

Those of you who have made a study of
the tools which are available now in hous-
ing must realize how complex this field of
housing is. We in Congress must keep in
mind the wide variety of programs which
have been written into the statute books.
Recently we heard of the successful ter-
mination of one of these efforts when the
Home Owners Loan Corporation was finally
liquidated.

Another organization, the FHA, has been
much in the news this past year. Those of
you who are interested in sium clearance
are aware of the existence of the Urban
Renewal Administration. Last year 400,000
homes were built in this country through
loans partially guaranteed by the Home Loan
Guaranty Division of the Veterans' Admin-
istration. One million homeowners se-
cured mortgages through the activities of
savings and loan associations which operate
under the auspices of the home loan bank.

I shall not take time to mention all of the
activities of the Federal Government in this
field because I am sure that you have here
in the State of Pennsylvania similar group
of agencies from the State Housing Board,
coming down through your local housing
coordinator and the activities of many eciti-
zens groups including Mrs. Montgomery's
Philadelphia Housing Association.

The 1850 census of housing showed the
Congress the size of the housing job lies
ahead and it became clear to everyone in the
housing field that it would require an in-
crease in total housing production if we were
to make a realistic impact on the problem,
Those associated with the conservative judg-
ments in the real estate industry had an-
nually predicted the volume of housing to
be constructed based exclusively on family
formation. As a result the predictions of
construction were wide off the actual number
produced and sold each year in the housing
market. The difference between the rate of
construction and the prediction was so great
that recently leading industry economists
have been forced into public admission that
the formation of additional families cannot
be the sole basis for judging requirements of
the market in this vital field.

If the real estate industry's approach had
been accurate it would have meant that those
who lived in the slums, those who were
doubled up, were condemned to such con-
tinued existence. But happily the market
does not respond alone to such narrow con-
siderations as family formation and produe-
tion in 1950 approximated 1,400,000 and has
averaged 1,100,000 since. This coming year
the industry predicts 1,200,000, the same as
1954, even though competent students urge
a higher level of construction not only to
house the expanding population and replace
the overaged bulldings in our national sup-
Ply but the level of adequate housing neces-
sary to achieve “the goal of a decent home
and a suitable living environment for every
American family,”" as established by the Dec-
laration of National Housing Policy by Public
Law 171 of the 81st Congress.
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I believe that to achieve this objective we
must set an annual goal of at least 2 million
new homes a year. Even the National Asso-
ciation of Home Builders set their goal re-
cently at 2 million homes a year for the next
decade. Their goal, unfortunately, was based
on rebuilding old as well as new homes.

The National Housing Conference, esti-
mating replacement of the existing supply of
substandard homes over a 20-year period,
set the goal of just a little over 2 million
homes a year—a figure advocated by the
CIO in 1952. The CIO urged a minimum
annual rate of production of (a) 850,000 for
family and population growth; (b) 750,000
for slum elimination; and (¢) 400,000 to
replace outworn homes in the existing mar-
ket.

The administration’s proposal of 35,000
homes annually is disgracefully inadequate,
and some of the administration leaders even
rebel at the inadequate program.

The diehard opponents to public housing
in the Congress have a philosophy which be-
comes apparent every time any important
social and economic issues come before the
Congress. They see red when any sort of
improvement is suggested in the fields of
housing, education, soclal security, and other
welfare measures.

SBince 1952 the organizations who repre-
sent conservative influence in the home-
bullding industry, particularly the Mortgage
Bankers Association of America, headed by
William A, Clarke, of Philadelphia, have
advocated emphasis on the old housing, that
is, rehabilitation of the old housing, rather
than construction of new housing,.

Mr. Clarke described his performance in an
appearance before the Banking and Currency
Committee of the Senate. In testifying on
“Middle Income Housing,” he said: “We
worked out an arrangement with the Rede-
velopment Authority of the city of Philadel-
phia in which they are condemning one block
in that area.” Later he said: “They will turn
that over to us and what they turn over to
us is a block of houses that were built about
the time of the Civil War. These are semi-
detached, still in good fundamental condi-
tion, but now in very bad shape otherwise.”

The New York Times reported: “The Quak=
ers have no permanent financial stake in
their housing project. But they have spent
some $60,000 which they plan to absorb as
the cost of pioneering.”

Even if this project was working out finan-
clally, and there is no public evidence to that
effect, after 5 years it is far from completed
and don't forget this was only a block. Dur-
ing this long period another project was
started and is well on its way to completion
in Bucks County.

Here great strides have been made in in-
creasing the total supply of housing while
making backward strides in the distribution.
In December 1850, 10 months after Mr.
Clarke revealed his plans which had been
several years under formulation, the United
States Steel Corp. announced construction of
a $400 million plant on the Delaware River.
Then other enterprising organizations an-
nounced similar developments. Then, in the
spring of 1951 Mr. William Levitt turned the
full resources of his organization to work to
secure passage of the Defense Housing Act.
In June he issued a booklet entitled “Defense
Housing” with a change in the old slogan
from “There ought to be a law” to “There
must be a law,” the defense housing law,
which he helped ballyhoo through the Con=-
gress to make it possible for him to build
Levittown. On July 28 he announced the
purchase of 2,000 acres of land for Bucks
County.

In the face of every effort Mr. Levitt and
his colleagues have succeeded in establishing
a new kind of segregated community as a
neighbor to this City of Brotherly Love.

Recently the Congress investigated the op-
-rations ' of the FHA. During the course of
this investigation it became clear that the
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success of Mr. Levitt’s operation was due to
the existence of a Government insured mort-
gage system known as the FHA. In a similar
project on Long Island, Mr. Levitt secured
FHA insurance for 4,028 houses, of approxi=-
mately $20 million. In the Bucks County
project he announced his intention to build
16,000 units.

After the houses were built and the bank
loan had been repald, and all debts had been
paid, Mr. Levitt's company retained over 85
million cash in the bank. This kind of wind-
fall profit would not have been possible
without the FHA,

In the normal course of the construction
business Mr. Levitt would have had no wind-
fall; he would have even had to make some
slight investment in the construction of
4,028 houses. If Mr. Levitt is such a sub-
stantial beneficiary of this Federal housing
program enacted by the Congress to secure
“good housing for everybody"” it seems to me
that the FHA should be so administered that
its benefits should flow to everybody.

When the FHA appeared before the Ap-
propriations Committee last year, Congress-
man YaTes soughtsto find out whether or not
the FHA was so administered. He asked,
“How many units of nonwhite housing has
FHA approved for mortgages this year?”

It is no wonder that there is increasing
request for the Government to refuse to use
its powers as insurer of mortgages for lend-
ers or bullders who refuse to make sales or to
rent to any group in our population. The
solution lies not alone in increasing the pro-
duction of housing. While I join with those
organizations who call for an increasing sup-
ply, I shall urge my colleagues in the Con-
gress to give the most careful attention to
proposals to secure a more equitable admin-
istration of the FHA, the Veterans'’ Adminis-
tration home loan guaranties and other
segments of the Federal housing program. It
may well be that the time has come in the
review of the administration of the National
Housing Act under which FHA operates, that
the Congress declare that “no FHA insurance
be granted where occupancy is denied to per-
sons because of race, creed, or national
origin.”

Here in the Philadelphia area, as well as in
many other communities throughout the
United States, can be found those examples
which prove the necessity of early action by
the Congress in this vital matter which may
determine whether our standing in the eyes
of the world will be based upon performance
as well as promise,

Your help and the help of all friends of
housing for everybody is needed if we can
hope for a forward looking program from this
Congress.

Your work is more than a great contribu-
tion to the Negro people. It is a service to
your entire city. It is a service to your en-
tire city, to the cause of human decency and
democracy, and to a better America and a
more peaceful world.

Are the Islands the Issue?
EXTENSION OF REMAREKS

HON. ALFRED D. SIEMINSKI

OF NEW JERSEY
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. SIEMINSKI. Mr, Speaker, is the
issue aggression, or is it Quemoy and
Matsu?

One used to read—and not too long
ago—about the penalties of aggression,
as well as the rewards of negotiation.

Have we changed?
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Tax Refund Bill Discussed
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. ROBERT L. F. SIKES

OF FLORIDA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. SIKES. Mr. Speaker, under unan-
imous consent, I insert in the Con-
GRESSIONAL RECORD an arficle which ap-
peared in the Panama City News, of
Panama City, Fla., Friday, March 18,
1955, which gives an analysis of a bill
introduced by me, H. R. 2879, to amend
section 6415 of the Internal Revenue
Code of 1954, so as to provide that fish-
ing-boat owners who have been required
to pay a transportation tax may now
obtain a refund since the courts have
held that the statute did not apply to
fishing boats in the first place.

The enactment of H. R. 2879, or of
some similar measure, appears desirable
because of the following facts and cir-
cumstances:

The statute (sec. 4261, I. R. C.), while
enacted and effective in 1941, was not
applied to fishing boats, at least in my
distriet, until about 1946, or Ilater.
The decision in Smith v. U, S. (110 F,
Supp. 892), in part, reads:

Bection 3469 was enacted by Congress and
became a law September 20, 1941. This sec-
tion imposed a tax for the transportation of
persons by rail, motor vehicle, water or air
within, and, under certaln conditions with-
out, the United States. The record in this
case is not clear as to when the Internal
Revenue Bureau attempted to apply the
section to charter party operations by fish-
ermen, but so far as this case is concerned,
the record shows that no tax was ever im-
posed on plaintiff until 1951 and the com-
plaint in this case alleges that in 1951 the
tax was Imposed at some places and not
others where charter boats operated. The
complaint alleges also that the tax imposed
at different places varled materially. From
the record in the case it may be safely stated
that no serious effort was made by the Bureau
of Internal Revenue to im and collect
the tax on charter parties prior to 1950,

The law imposed a tax on “transporta-
tion” and on nothing else. Obviously a
man riding a plane, train, or bus from
Miami to New York would be subject to
the tax because “transportation” is
clearly and unmistakably performed.
“Transportation” is the clearly desig-
nated article, here activity, on which the
tax was imposed or levied. The law
made no mention about any tax on ““fish-
ing,” the principal and primary activity
here involved.

About the year 1946, or subsequently,
it seems that someone in the Internal
Revenue Service, precisely whom ap-
pears to be unknown, concluded that
“fishing” was “transportation” and
therefore taxable. In a more or less ir-
regular manner, assessments were made
accordingly and when not paid as de-
manded warrants for distraint were
executed and liens were filed in the
public records of the boatowner’s
county, all of which resulted in financial
embarrassment to the taxpayers, ad-
versely affected their standing in the
community, socially, professionally and
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otherwise and finally led to a reduction
of his bank account or cash on hand in a
substantial sum since some assessments
were in excess of $1,000. This proce-
dure appears to have reached a climax
in 1951 after the fishing industry had
employed an attorney in 1950 who im-
mediately protested the tax, pointed out
that if the statute, as a matter of law,
imposed any tax, the rate of the tax on
a $5.60 fishing fare was, or should be,
only about 6 cents rather than the sum
of 60 cents as demanded by the Internal
Revenue Service at Panama City, Florida.

With the employment of counsel in
1950, the boatowners were informed and
advised that the law did not impose any
tax on fishing. A rather extensive in-
vestigation followed extending over an
area of several States from Louisiana to
Florida. This inguiry readily disclosed
the lack of uniformity in assessing and
collecting the tax on fishing boats. In
some areas no taxes were being imposed
while in other places, as in Panama City,
the tax rate was fixed by the Internal
Revenue agents at 60 cents for each
$5.60 fishing trip. It is not clear how, or
why, the tax agents presumed to fix the
tax rate at sixty cents in Panama City
unless it was because the boatowners
denied any tax liability and refused to
pay any tax.

In any evenf, when counsel was re-
tained by the boatowners the first order
of business was to establish a fishing fare
at Panama City at $5.60 per person
which sum did not include any tax.
With the determination of the $5.60 rate,
exclusive of any tax, the boatowners
then proceeded to determine their tax
liability, acting on the assumption that
the law did, in fact, impose a tax on fish-
ing. Their findings and conclusions,
after an analysis of their operating costs,
the approved method of ascertaining a
tax liability in such cases, was that the
tax varied on different occasions and on
different boats depending on a number
of facts such as boat value, size, type,
load capacity, season of year, winds,
tides, etc. The average tax, however,
was found to be approximately six cents
per person or one-tenth of the sum de-
manded, and in some instances collected,
by the Internal Revenue Service. A few
boatowners who employed counsel and
established the fishing fare at Panama
City in 1950 at $5.60 per person, exclusive
of any tax, paid the tax, under protest,
at the 6-cent rate, filed a claim for its
refund and in a few cases have received
a refund in full of all taxes paid, as well
as penalties and interest resulting from
late filing of returns or delayed payment
of the tax illegally assessed. This group
has been fairly and equitably treated
insofar as refunds will accomplish fair
and equitable treatment. There is an-
other group, however, who did not have
the benefit and advice of counsel, who,
when liens were filed against them, in
order to save their boats and other prop-
erty from seizure and forfeiture, paid the
tax, including penalties and interest as
demanded by the tax agents. It is this
group which my bill H. R. 2879 is de-
signed to help. They were directed, by
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the tax agents, in no uncertain terms, to
“collect” the tax. They were misin-
formed as to the law, that is, if we may
assume that the Court in Smith v. United
States (110 F. Supp. 892) has correctly
determined the law. In that case the
Court said:

Clearly an operation of this character is
not transportation upon which a tax may
be imposed under the provisions of section
3469.

Parenthetically, I may say that section
3469 of title 26, United States Code,isnow
section 4261. This group was told that
their fishing operation was subject to
the tax and that they must collect it.
They assumed they were correctly in-
formed by the tax agents and concluded
that the tax was included in their fish-
ing fare of $5.60 but their charge for a
fishing trip of $5.60 was the same iden-
tical sum as other boat owners who, on
the advice of counsel, were not collect-
ing any tax but payinz at the 6-cent
rate under protest, which sum has since
been refunded. The group without
counsel’s advice, who were misinformed
by the Internal Revenue Service, paid
the tax at the 60-cent rate and have
been denied a refund. This group will
not be unjustly enriched, if and when
a refund is made to them, since there
was a more or less fixed fee of $5.60,
exclusive of tax, on all boats. It is the
group that was compelled by the Rev-
enue Service to pay a 60-cent tax that
my bill is designed to help. To deny
a refund to them it seems would result
in diserimination prohibited by the fun-
damental law of the land.

The news article reads as follows:

Panama CiTy MaN ELECTED BY BOATMEN

Florida Boatmen’s Association, Inc., yes-
terday elected J. E. Brunson, of Destin,
president of the organization and at the
same time named S. Walter Anderson to the
post of vice president.

The officer election was held at a meeting
of the Boatmen's Association at Destin which
saw unanimous adoption of a tax-refund
bill introduced in Congress by Congressman
BoB SIKES.

The boatmen also adopted a three-point
legislative program which will ask the leg-
islature to (1) place fishing, a food-produc-
ing Industry, in the same class with farm-
ing for the purpose of taxation; (2) exclude
fish bait from the sales and use tax; and
(3) exclude the cost of construction, sale,
and repair of boats from the sales and use
taxes.

The Sikes bill will require the United
States Treasury to refund taxes which the
courts have held illegally collected from
some members of the Boatmen's Assocla-
tion, a tax that other members were not
required to pay. When Congress imposed
a tax on transportation the law was applied
to party fishing boats—but a Federal court
has since ruled that fishing boats are not
transportation within the meaning of the
law.

In fighting the illegally imposed tax, at-
torney for the association pointed out that
no collection effort was made for several
years after the law was adopted and even
then was not collected from all boatmen at
the same rate.

Total collections amount to approximately
$100,000, since 1941, the year the transpor-
tation tax law was passed, David W. Palmer,
association attorney, pointed out last night.

In introducing the refund bill, Congress-
man SIKEsS declared:
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“The law was enacted in 1941 but no
effort was made to apply it to fishing until
1950, according to a court decision. As the
law was not uniformly imposed in all areas
and in view of the fact that refunds have
been made in some cases but denied in oth-
ers, the bill is designed to provide equal and
uniform treatment taxwise to all citizens.”

The Boatmen's Association is represented
in Panama City by Attorney W. G. Cornett.

A Conservation Acreage Reserve

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. COYA KNUTSON

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mrs. KNUTSON. Mr. Speaker, I have
introduced a bill to transfer farmland
not needed for commercial produc-
tion each year into a “conservation acre-
age reserve” to store soil fertility until
time of need. Designed to apply to all
farmers, rent would be paid for such
acreage to maintain “take-home pay”
for the farm family while reducing the
cost of the support program.

This legislation would protect the pur-
chasing power of our rural families and
prevent shifting from one crop to over-
production in another. The plan, hori-
zontal in direction, would cover all farm-
ers with speeial incentive to use wisely
our soil resources. It would be made
consistent with approved watershed de-
velopment to improve fertility and to
keep our farms ready to meet any de-
mands imposed upon them in time of
need. National interest demands that
we, as a Nation, take care of our soil.
One generation from now, the demands
of our people must meet a sore test. We
will need a reserve production of food to
meet “head-on” the needs of a growing
population. Seven thousand babies are
born every day. When the growth cycle
of present day children completes itself,
will that generation have an adequate
supply of food? Tragic as answers to
this guestion can be, we have the power
to prepare now to prevent food hard-
ships. Farmers need adequate income
if they are to build soil and not only mine
their fertility. Under this bill, the farm-
er would be paid the landlord’s share.

The bill makes provision for farmers
to place acreage under this program if
another farmer does not wish to use his
quota. Where soil tests show fertility
on a farm severely depleted, provision
is made if the farmer wishes for this
whole farm to come under this program.
National policy dictates the necessity of
such a conservation program. The act
states, “It is the policy of Congress that
farmers shall be encouraged to make the
fullest and best economic use and con-
servation of the Nation’s soil and water
resources through coordinated water-
shed development.” I feel it extremely
necessary that we continually expand
our outlook to bring the maximum num-
ber of farm families under programs such
as this for our economic welfare and
for the benefit of our country.,
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. STEWART L. UDALL

OF ARIZONA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. UDALL. Mr. Speaker, world at-
tention is focused this week on the Na-
tions of Africa and Asia who are meeting
in Bandung to discuss their mutual prob-
lems. Of the free countries represented
there, India is potentially the strongest
ally of the democracies,

With good reason, we in this country
are exasperated at times by the state-
ments and actions of Prime Minister
Nehru and his associates. At other times
it is likely that we have misunderstood
his motives and objectives, so perhaps
it is well that we make a fresh attempt
now to understand India and its leaders.

This effort may prove eminently
worthwhile. Former Ambassador Ches-
ter Bowles, just back from India, reports
spectacular progress in its economic pro-
gram. Too, he notes that the Indian
Communist Party was dealt staggering
blows in recent elections. These devel-
opments are favorable to the cause of
freedom, and, whether we like it or not,
India seems destined to be the keystone
nation for the democracies in the so-
called Asian arc. This is reason enough
why we should practice self-restraint
and renew our efforts to understand
Nehru and the people of Asia.

With these thoughts in mind, I present
herewith two recent articles which dis-
cuss different aspects of the Asian prob-
lem. The first is a challenging report
entitled “Memo on Our Policy in Asia'
by Chester Bowles which appeared in
the New York Times magazine on April
10. The second is a vivid piece on Nehru
which appeared in the April 8 issue of
Commonweal magazine and was writ=-
ten by Father Jerome D’'Souza, 8. J.,
who formerly represented India at the
United Nations. Few better attempts
have been made than Father D’'Souza’'s
to explain the Indian Prime Minister to
the American people,

Here is the first article:

Memo on Our PoLICY IN ASIA
(By Chester Bowles)

I returned from a recent trip to Asia pro=-
foundly impressed with the progress being
made in India and Burma, and in certain
respects, in Pakistan. The picture in In-
dia is particularly heartening. The Indian
economy is growing stronger and more pro-
ductive year by year, the Nehru govern=-
ment is as stable as any in Asia, the Com-
munist Party has suffered serious reverses,
and everywhere there is a sense of sober
confidence about the future.

But I also found much in south Asia that
was worrisome. No thoughtful person could
fail to be disturbed by the low state into
which our position has fallen, by the stead-
ily growing power and prestige of China,
and by the gap which exists between the
views commonly expressed in America and
those held by other non-Communist peoples.

1 do not want to overstate my pessimism,
much less to sound irresponsibly alarmist.
I write only after sober reflection on the
manifold, mixed impressions I have had in
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recent weeks, and after considering care-
fully the gqualifications which must always
be placed against such general judgments.

Reluctantly, I have concluded that our
position in Asia will continue to deteriorate
unless we modify sharply many of the con-
cepts that we now seem to hold most firmly.
Otherwise the day may not be far distant
when we shall find the balance of power in
Asia, and eventually the world, shifting in-
exorably against us.

I do not think it is too much to say that
the danger to American objectives and in-
terests is as great today In Asia as it was
in Europe in 1947. Moreover, many of the
fundamental advantages which we held then
in Europe are not now available to us in
Asia.

What follows is a 10-point memorandum
setting forth the basic factors in the present
crisis as I see them—and some suggestions
as to what I believe can and must be done
about our relations with non-Communist
Asia. The weakness of our position in re-
gard to Matsu, Quemoy, and Formosa, dan-
gerous as it is, simply reflects these broader
problems which must soon be faced.

1. The halting of communism in Asia is
essential to the stability not only of that
part of the world but also of the Middle
East and Europe. Once the free world starts
to crumble, it could go fast. In our present
situation Lenin's observation that “for world
communism the road to Paris lies through
Pekin and Calcutta” has a dreadful validity.

2. Communist China's prestige and influ-
ence are steadily increasing throughout Asia,
even among those who are ideologically op-
posed to communism. Aslans are lmpressed
by Red China’s growing economic and mili-
tary strength and by the fact that she is
achieving a strong sense of political unity,
ideological discipline, and patriotic morale.

3. We have dangerously minimized the in-
fluence of Red China because we have falled
to understand the nature of Peiping's appeal
to non-Communist Asians. From bitter ex-
perience we Americans have developed a
justified, but stereotyped picture of the Pei-
ping Government. We see a country allied
with the Soviet Union, and bitterly opposed
to our interests, a country whose doctrines
and practices, steeped in cruelty and dis-
honesty, we deeply dislike,

Most non-Communist Aslans are also
aware of these facets of the new China and
in varying degrees are repulsed by them.
But this impression is often obscured by
other aspects of modern China which have
a fundamental appeal in Asia. These peo-
ples see China as a nation which has par-
ticipated in the common struggle against
Western domination and which shares with
other Asian nations such basic problems as
poverty, illiteracy, and lack of industrial
development. Throughout Asia there is
widespread admiration for the vigor with
which Red China is attacking these prob-
lems.

Moreover, there is a steadily growing, antl-
white racial consciousness, particularly in
south Asia, which finds a powerful rallying
point in the Chinese slogan, *“Asia for the
Asians,” and which will be vigorously ex-
ploited at the forthcoming Asia-African con-
ference in Bandung, Indonesia. Thus a ma-
jority of non-Communist Asians have ar-
rived at a picture of Communist China
which, although still not fully crystallized,
is dangerously different from our own.

4, Communist China’s dynamic rate of de=-
velopment, her strong appeal to many Aslans,
and her bitter antagonism to the United
States make her at least as great a potential
threat to the stability of Asia as the Soviet
Union itself, China’s huge population in
a limited land area would produce important
geopolitical pressures regardless of commu-
nism. Her dwindling margin of potential
increase in food production makes it likely
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that within the next 10 years she may be
sorely tempted to expand into the rich and
relatively empty lands of Burma, Thailand,
Indochina, Malaya, and Sumatra.

5. American military power supported by
Formosa and South Korea plus an alliance
which includes only such Asian nations as
Thailand, Pakistan, and the Philippines, is
unlikely to contain Chinese ambitions dur-
ing the next 20 years. On the military maps
these five nations appear as a formidable
ring, but they include only 12 percent of
Asla’s people, and their power does not ap-
pear decisive.

The Chinese seem to have no idea of the
destructiveness of atomic power. Mao's suc=
cess has conditioned him to place his reli-
ance on ideology, propaganda, central or-
ganization, and mass armies. He is probably
correct in assuming that atomic slaughter
of Chinese civillans would turn the world
against us.

6. For the long haul, an effective counter-
balance to China can only be provided by
Asian nations strong enough and dedicated
enough to defend their independence. The
heart of such a counterbalance must eventu-
ally lie in India and Japan. Thus these two
nations are the primary key to the peace
and stability of Asia in the next generation.

As the French discovered in Indochina, the
decisive power lies not in bombs, but in peo-
ple. Between them India and Japan have
one-fifth of the world's population. They
also hold the strategic geographical positions
on the periphery of the great Asian land
mass. They have 75 percent of Asia’s total
industrial output, millions of skilled and
potentially skilled workers, and India has
vast natural resources. With her long re-
ligious and cultural heritage, India offers by
far the most significant counterforce to com-
munism in Asia. If she and Japan should
slip under Communist domination, the rest
of Asia would go, too.

7. India, like most other non-Communist
Asian countries, Is developing emotional tles
with China. This is happening in spite of
India's rapid economic progress, the lessen=
ing of the internal threat from communism,
and the confidence of her leaders that they
can meet the economic demands of their
people through democratic means. And it is
happening in spite of India’s opposition to
communism as an ideology.

At the same time India and America are
drifting steadily apart. Three weeks of inti-
mate discussions with Indian political, busi-
ness, and religious leaders have convinced
me that in a psychological and philosophical
sense the gap between our two countries is
already perilously great. Reports from Japan
indicate the same unhappy development
there. The Hatoyama Government was
elected on a platform which promised the
best from both worlds. If that government
eventually fails, the drift of Japanese for-
eign policy is not likely to be more favorable
to us.

8. The fact that the Soviet Union is now
willing to provide economie aid for non-Com-
munist Asian nations provides a further com=-
plicating element. Competent Soviet tech-
nicians are beginning to move into India, in
some cases, I was told, following the refusal
of the United EKingdom and the United
States to meet urgent Indian requests for
assistance.

Recently India turned to Russia for help
on a steel mill after unsuccessfully seeking
loan capital in the United States. Plans for
a large mill are now well advanced, with
Soviet capital assured. Within a few months,
I was told, 200 Indians will be receiving ad-
vanced training in industrial management
and technical planning in Moscow in con-
nection with this one project. Since we have
refused to offer the massive, long-term loans
which India requires to meet the bold indus-
trial goals of her Second Five Year Plan,



4418

India may feel forced by the heavy political
pressure for rapid progress to turn increas-
ingly to Moscow.

9. The ominous deterioration of America's
position in Asia stems from many compli-
cated factors among them the things we
say as well as the things we do. Here are
some of the major forces working against us:

(a) Many non-Communist Asians, tragi-
cally, have come to consider us a militaristic
people because most of the things they hear
about us are of a military nature. A recent
survey of the newspapers in the Indian state
of Hyderabad revealed that 82 percent of all
mentions of America in a single month in-
volved military subjects, many of which were
reports of belligerent-sounding speeches by
American military, governmental, and con=
gressional leaders.

Most south Asians place their principal
faith in the strength of people and ideas,
and tend to discredit the power of weapons,
They contrast the success of the militarily
weak government of free Burma in sup-
pressing a formidable Communist rebellion,
with the failure of massive French military
power in colonial Indochina backed by $3
billion of American military aid.

Aslans feel that their future will be largely
determined by their ability to create inner
political and social stability through eco-
nomic reform and development. Most of
them admit that communism is a military
danger, but they believe that a more imme-
diate danger lies in Communist subversion
feeding on lack of economic progress.

(b) Most Asians are convinced that we are
viclating, in our conduct of foreign affairs,
those principles on which our Nation was
based, and from which many new Aslan na-
tions borrowed freely in establishing their
own constitutions. Asians are particularly
critical of what they believe to be our con-
tinued compromise on the issue of colonial-
ism. Many of them charge us with tying our
Asian policies to Asian leaders whose eco-
nomie, social, and political views are part of
the discredited feudal past. Their Hindu
and Buddhist religious beliefs lead them to
believe that evil cannot be conquered by
evil, and that we have lost sight of this fact.

(c) The Indians in particular believe that
their judgment on Asian affairs has been
proved by experience to be at least as good
as our own. They cite these examples:

In September 1950 they warned us that
Red China would enter the EKorean war if
the United Nations Army crossed the 38th
parallel; in July 1953, after heavy casual-
ties, we settled for a truce at approximately
the point where they had urged a cease-fire
nearly 3 years earlier.

They prophesied that French military
power could not hold Indochina even with
unlimited American equipment. Their pro-
posal for an Indochina cease-fire in January
1954, was abruptly rejected on the grounds it
would ald the Communists. Three months
later came the fall of Dienbienphu and the
total collapse of the French armies.

They insisted that Chiang could not in-
vade China without involving American
forces in a major conflict.

Against this background most Indian lead-
ers are greatly irritated by what they believe
to be our failure to consult them or even to
treat their views with respect. They are also
annoyed by our assurance that the major ob-
jective of our Asian policy is to “save them
from communism.” They consider this ap-
proach to be patronizing and tactless, and
to ignore the success of their own vigorous
efforts to curb internal communism by cre-
ating the conditions under which a free so-
ciety can survive.

(d) These formidable obstacles to under-
standing are compounded by the fact that
most Aslans, particularly the south Asians,
are ignorant of the events which led up to
the cold war impasse. While we were being
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conditioned by the harsh realitles of the
Stalin-Hitler pact, by the repudiation of the
Yalta agreements, by the rejection of the
Baruch atomic plan, by the coup d'état in
Czechoslovakia, and by Soviet armament in
the face of our disarmament, most non-
Communist Asians were caught in the tur=
moil of their own independence struggle.
They were largely oblivious to world events.

(e) Most Asians resent our efforts to force
them to choose sides in the cold war. They
point out that for 150 years we held our-
selves aloof from the struggles of Europe
and entered World War II only when we
were attacked.

(f) Our energies and fears are concen-
trated on communism as the primary
menace. But many of the present south
Asian leaders, because of their own inde-
pendence struggle, which often involved long
jail sentences for them, are more deeply con-
cerned with white colonialistn than with
Communist imperialism.

10. And yet there is solid ground for hope.
Despite the tense attitude of South Asians,
their sharp criticism, their frank disillusion-
ment with our country, I am convinced that
a deep underlying bond of respect and po-
tential friendship continues to exist. With
skill and sensitivity there is still time in
which to build on that foundation.

On my recent trip I was struck by the
concern with which Indian and Burmese of-
ficials discussed American-Asian relations, by
the admiration which they continue to ex-
press for our democratic heritage, and by
the friendly response I received to a blunt
speech before the Council of World Affairs
in New Delhi on “What is Right With Amer-
ican Foreign Policy.” Although most of the
audience may have disagreed with my thesis,
they vigorously applauded my willingness to
speak out frankly.

This reservoir of goodwill, however, is not
bottomless. We will run grave risks unless
we can soon bring our views into closer
harmony, not only with those of most Asians
but with those of our Western allies. If
free Asia slips away, the support of the ma-
jority of Europeans will be difficult if not
impossible to hold. The rush for the Com-
munist bandwagon will be heavy.

If this long-range analysis of our position
in Asia is even partially valid the question
arises, “What can we do about it?” It is
impossible in limited space to suggest more
than the general direction which our policies
might take.

In my opinion, we should start by frankly
facing the fact that our ability to influence
future events in Asia 1s strictly limited.
India, Japan, and all of Asia may eventually
end up under Communist domination, even
though we do all the right things. They
may remain independent and a growing
source of democratic strength and stability,
even though we do all the wrong things,
Our role is at best marginal.

That margin, however, may be declsive
and we cannot afford to throw it away. What
we are now losing is our ability even to affect
the final result, plus an opportunity to cre-
ate a partnership with India, Japan, and the
SBouth Aslan nations—a partnership which
might conceivably determine the balance of
power for several generations. i

As I see it, we must continue to base our
Aslan policy on the assumption that the
Atlantic Pact is the foundation stone of our
national security. This means that we must
glve careful consideration to the views of our
Western allles on Asian problems., The situ-
ation is complicated by the fact that their
views are more radical than our own in deal-
ing with Communist China and more con-
servative than our own in dealing with
colonial problems. 1 :

Our present policy 1s correct In its insist-
ence that a line be drawn agalnst Commu-
nist aggression in Asia as in Europe and that
this line be defended at whatever cost. How-
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ever, 1t is essential for the line, wherever
drawn, to be morally as well as physically
defensible, and to have the clear support of
our European allies and at least the un-
spoken approval of the great majority of
non-Communist Asians.

If, as I believe, our present difficulties are
as much the result of our words as our
actions, we must find some effective means
of reducing our public emphasis on the mili-
tary aspects of foreign policy. For practical
purposes this means a moratorium on war-
like speeches and statements by military
leaders. American military power must at
any cost be kept at peak efficiency. But if
we are to convince the world that we are
genuine seekers after peace, our foreign
policy statements must be less militaristic
and less thundering.

Our diplomacy faces a particularly difficult
challenge. Its objectives would seem to be,
first, to achieve whatever degree of stability
and coexistence the Communist powers will
allow us; and second, to place on them the
onus for whatever cold war differences and
tensions continue to exist—and it would be
folly to assume that they will not continue.
The achievement of this double objective is
by no means impossible, It will, however,
require a quite different approach in our
speeches, public statements, and diplomatic
discussions,

In dealing with Asla and indeed with our
allies in Europe we must start, not with our
interpretations of the -world situation, cor-
rect though they may be, but whenever pos-
sible with the interpretation of those non-
Communist nations which may eventually
determine the balance of power. Any manu-
facturer who failed to adopt this basic tactie
in selling his products would not long re-
main solvent. Through diplomatic chan-
nels we should frequently discuss the tacties
of peaceful solution with such Asian leaders
as U Nu, Nehru, and Hatoyama, as well as
with Churchill, Eden, and Adenauer.

In order to bring ourselves into a closer
relationship with the non-Communist na-
tions of Asia, it is fmportant for us to develop
a tenable colonial policy which faces the
realities of the present world situation, and
yet which remains responsible and practical.
Africa requires a fresh, imaginative new look.
We must approach Africa as Africa and not
silmply as a projection of Britain, France,
Belgium, and Portugal. Our consideration
of Indochina as a projection of France,
rather than as an Asian question in its own
right, has already cost us dearly.

In our information work we should, I be-

lieve, place greater emphasis on a positive
affirmation of democratic faith and less em-
phasis on negative, fear-ridden anti-commu-
nism. Our information program should
respect the first rule of experienced adver-
tisers and start, not egotistically with what
we want to sell, but tactfully with what
others want to buy.
- We must work earnestly and patiently to
find a common ground with India and Japan,
‘While living up fully to our other commlit-
ments we must develop a priority approach
toward these two key nations; without them
a free, stable Asia is impossible.

Economic holding actions may be neces-
sary to keep some of the weaker countries
from falling apart, but a major share of our
aid should go to those nations which have
demonstrated growing strength in their own
right and which have the potential strength
to determine the future. Again, may I em-
phasize, that this means India and Japan,
and, to a growing extent, Pakistan. There is
pressing need for a comprehensive aid pro-
gram which will enable us to work as part-
ners with such nations in their own economic
development.

In the present deteriorating situation an
adequate loan-grant-technical assistance
program is at least as important as the
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equivalent effort devoted in Asia to military
defense. Those who thoughtlessly or in the
name of economy seek to block this effort
may carry a heavy responsibility when the
history of the present period is written.

It will be particularly tragic if we fail
to find a means of harnessing America’s in-
dustrial genius to the clamoring needs of
fast developing, modern India. If we allow
the Russians to beat us at our own game—
industrial development overseas—it will be
the ultimate folly. )

I am aware that these proposals which I
have made amount to a heavy shift in the
present emphasis of our Asian policies, I
am also aware of the contrary pressures
which clamor for the attention of our policy

makers.

The putting out of immediate fires in Asia
is indeed a necessary objective of American
foreign policy. But what we urgently re-
quire is a long-range policy geared to the
basic realities of present Asian power and
potential Asian power, which eventually will
write the history of our generation.

The Crop Insurance Program

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OoF

HON. COYA KNUTSON

OF MINNESOTA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mrs. ENUTSON. Mr. Speaker, crop
insurance has been stopped in 9 severely
hit drought counties in the high plains
area.

Colorado counties are Baca, Prowers,
and Kiowa.

New Mexico counties are Quay and
Curry.

Texas counties are Ochiltree, Deaf
Smith, Hansford, and Childress.

Seven more counties will probably lose
crop insurance in the near future.

Crop-insurance officials will not extend
withdrawal date unless they have addi-
tional funds to cover expected losses.

For those farmers using crop insur-
ance, it affords the best, most practical
way to handle the land during this ex-
treme drought emergency because it per-
mits the farmers to obtain adequate
financing from local sources to carry on
proper and good farming practices.

The crop-insurance program is a good
boost for the entire economy in the area
and an excellent program for leveling off
years of high production with low or no
production. The soundness of the pro-
gram should not be judged by losses
taken during extreme drought years.

The program has been withdrawn from
some of the historically best wheat-pro-
ducing counties in the Nation,

Immediate reinstatement is necessary
because many families cannot operate
or obtain financing to get their land
farmed this year.

Before the program can be reinstated,
crop-insurance officials want assurance
that losses, if taken, will not be charged
to capital stock of the Federal Crop In-
surance Corporation and have suggested
either special funds come from legisla-
tion—this is time-consuming—or that
the President authorize use of emergency
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funds and allot funds from the Presi-

dent’s emergency fund for such purposes.

The withdrawal of the crop-insurance
program had the effect of withdrawing
on a 24-hour notice since many farmers
had pledged this year's crop insurance
to plant winter wheat last fall.

Israel Made the Desert Bloom

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. HENRY S. REUSS

OF WISCONSIN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. REUSS. Mr. Speaker, as we com-
memorate next week the seventh anni-
versary of the founding of Israel, our
hearts go out to the millions of Jewish
people who have made the desert bloom
and established a sturdy democracy in
the Middle East.

We recall the agony of the Jewish
people as they suffered under the lash
of the Nazi storm troopers throughout
Europe. We recall a brave people hud-
dled in the streets of the Warsaw ghetto
as political gangsters sought to decimate
the Jews.

Today the disease of anti-Semitism is
carried by a new totalitarian power—
world communism. Throughout Eastern
Europe, in Russia itself, and now in
China, the claims of the cynical Com-
munists to be the benefactors of man-
kind have been unmasked as the deceit-
ful Reds employ wholesale bigotry to

.whip disgruntled people in line.

History tells us that a healthy govern-
ment can profit from the talent and de-
votion to morality of the Jewish people.
A sick and decayed government—Nazi or
Communist—traditionally turns on the
Jews to cover up the failures and short-
comings of their boastful ambitions.

The American people can be proud of
their contribution to the growth of Israel
and for our part in relieving the pres-
sures of world anti-Semitism as Israel
welcomed Jewish refugees to its shores.

The best way I know of paying tribute
to Israel’s seventh birthday is to dedicate
ourselves to working vigorously against
all forms of racial and religious discrim-
ination in this country. We must be on
guard to see that anti-Semitism, which
has destroyed and weakened other na-
tions, does not gnaw at our foundations.

While we devote ourselves to keeping
our own house in order, we must not
overlook the perilous political and eco-
nomic condition Israel finds itself in
today.

The tension between Israel and the
Arab States continues. In shipping arms
to Israel’s neighbors to build a bastion
of military strength against communism,
we have contributed to the tension and
hostility lurking along Israel’s frontier.
We must return to our earlier policy of
making peace between Israel and the
Arab States our foremost aim in the
Middle East.

‘tion in home bullding.”
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Israel has passed through its infancy.
It can walk now, and we must see that
Israel is able to grow up with healthy
muscles.

Housing Credit

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

oF

HON. GEORGE M. RHODES |

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, April 13, 1955

Mr. RHODES of Pennsylvania, Mr.
Speaker, yesterday's newspapers carried
the story that the Veterans’ Administra-
tion is about to take steps to tighten
credit on housing mortgages. In my
opinion this action is unwarranted, un-
necessary, and undesirable, The prime
issues which are raised in this whole
matter are stated most briefly in an
editorial in the Washington Post and
Times Herald of March 30, 1955. The
text of the editorial is as follows:

Too MucH HousiNg CREDIT?

A group of leading life insurance execu-
tives has called on the administration to
tighten up on both Veterans’ Administration
and Federal Housing Administration mort-
gage loans. This is not the first warning
that 30-year, no-down-payment mortgages
may result in damage to the economy. Wil-
llam MecChesney Martin, Chairman of the

‘Federal Reserve Board, raised his voice some

weeks ago against poor quality credit ar-
rangements in this field. The life insur-
ance executives, obviously concerned because
of the heavy real estate investments which
their companies have, said the long-term
loans with no down payment or almost none
are “an open invitation to a boom-bust situa-
They also are costly
to borrowers.

Because it is dificult for most of us to
realize that what is good for the economy
one month may not be good the next, there
has been a natural reluctance to do any-
thing to check the housing boom. After all,
housing has been one of the major sustaining
forces of the postwar prosperity. Moreover,
the need for housing, especially low-cost
housing, still is substantial. But an all-
time record in housing construction was set
last year, and in January and February this
year housing starts were up 25 percent.

Now that the economy is operating at a
very high level a slight tug on the reins cught
not to have an adverse effect on construction
activity. But it might put the industry in
a stronger position over the long pull. The
insurance executives did not suggest a spe-
cific governmental program, but it was in=
dicated that some of them thought the addi-
tion of a 5-percent downpayment on both
veteran and FHA mortgages would have a
stabilizing effect. Such a mild check ought
‘to be serlously considered in the interest of
stability in the construction industry.

Though the Republican Party most of
all fears a depression in 1956, for what-
ever political repercussions it might
bring, they seemed prepared neverthe-
less to yield to the bankers’ pressure to
reduce housing construction below pres-
ent levels. The way the Washington
Post and Times Herald editorial put it,
there should be a slight tug on the reins
of mortgage credit.
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- Those who do not have solely the
bankers’ interest at heart sharply dis-
agree.

Mr. Speaker, under leave to extend my
remarks, I insert statements taking is-
sue with this whole pressure campaign
against the American people:

First is a letter to the editor of the
Washington Post and Times Herald
written by Leo Goodman, and dated
April 5, 1955. It answers the editorial
which I have previously mentioned. The
letter is as follows:

HousmNg CREDIT

Deeply disappointed in the editorial posi-
tion taken March 30 under the title “Too
Much Housing Credit?” This question of
credit goes to the heart of the availability
of housing for the American people. Mil-
lions of families need more adequate hous-
ing. Only those who oppose the develop-
ment of an adequate supply to meet the
demand are advocating curtailment of hous-
ing construction. The Washington Post and
Times Herald suggests "a slight tug on the
reins,” and then suggests that such “a mild
check ought to be seriously considered in
the interest of stability in the construction
industry.”

After careful study Senator Taft in 1945
advocated immediate expansion of the hous-
ing construction industry to 1,250,000 a year
for a minimum of 10 years. Later, during
the debate in the ESenate on the Taft-El-
lender-Wagner bill and the subsequently en-
acted Housing Act of 1949, he raised his esti-
mate to 1,500,000.

Competent students of housing have re-
cently revised their figure upward and sug-
gested the need of 2 million units a year for
at least 10 years. Witnesses before the Con-
gress, ranging from Walter Reuther to Prof.
William L. C. Wheaton of the University of
Pennsylvania, have urged 2 million units a
year. Recently Public Housing Commis-
sloner Slusser has pointed to the 8§ million
substandard homes in existence in the
United States today.

The National Association of Home Build-
ers in their monthly magazine Correlator,
for February 1964, advocated, old and new,
2 million homes a year for the next decade.

All these competent sources reject, as now
the building industry itself finally does, the
thesis that family formation is the sole
basis for calculating new housing construe-
tion. Economist Miles Colean, one who for-
merly used family formation primarily for
first predictions, has now shifted. In last
September’s Architectural Forum he said:
“Other influences are offsetting this bearish
(decline in the rate of family formation)
factor.” He listed:

1. Increased security in old age.

2. The increasing propensity to spend.

3. The upward shift in average income.

4. Continued growth in personal income.

5. The continued high birth rate.

Millions now condemned to living in the
slums would disagree that we need a mild
check on building. Only when 10-year aver-
age of construction for a sufficient period ex-
ceeds the 10-year average of family forma-
tion do we need to consider credit restric-
tion.

LEo GOODMAN.

WASHINGTON.,

Next is a press release issued by the
National Association of Real Estate
Boards, dated April 14, 1955. It is as
follows:

UNTITED STATES SHOULD SUSTAIN RATE oF HoME
PropucTioN, CONSIDER INCREASING IT,
NAREB TELLS SENATE
The United States should sustain the cur-

rent rate of home production and of pur-

chase and consider increasing it—not cut-
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ting - it down—Henry G. Waltemade, New
York, president of the National Assoclation
of Real Estate Boards, yesterday informed the
Senate Subcommittee on Housing.

This rate rests upon the healthy expan=-
slon taking place in the economy as a whole,
he wrote to Senator JoHN J. SPAREMAN, Dem-
ocrat, of Alabama, chairman of the sub-
committee, who had invited his views on
the question of “whether there is excessive
credit and overbullding in the industry.”

Mr. Waltemade warned that if the market
for homes “should be curtailed through re-
strictive action, its decline would reverber-
ate throughout our sensitively balanced
economy.

“Last year’s sustained healthy home mar-
ket is credited by economists with turning
general trends from decline in the early
part of the year to a productive upward
movement in the second half of the year. A
similar cause-and-effect relationship in the
other direction can follow any deliberately
planned restriction on home production and
home buying.

“The home market has none of the char-
acteristics of an erratic or inflationary surge,
or of a building boom running cut of gear
with general economic movements,” Mr.
Waltemade added, listing the following
points to demonstrate its stability:

“1. Today's home-mortage debt is sound
and manageable.

“2, Current production 1is emphasizing
home ownership in response to demand.

“3. Current home production is concen-
trating its output in the low and moderate
price ranges.

“4, Goal of the private home production
industry is to keep new production high and
thus permit removal of unfit housing.”

“Indications are,”” Mr. Waltemade said,
“that we should expect to stabilize at the
present rate of production while, in addition,
increasing our supply of low-cost and low-
rent adeguate housing by stepping up the
volume of rehabilitation and modernization
of that part of our housing inventory that
is susceptible to such treatment.”

“This latter method of adding to our sup-
ply of good housing can be soundly stimu-
lated by the new section 220 mortgage insur-
ance provided in the Housing Act of 1954," he
added.

Describing the soundness of today’s mort-
gage debt, Mr. Waltemade said, “There is no
parallel with the situation that prevailed 25
years ago. In 1954 mortgage debt repre-
sented only 37 percent of national income,”
he explained, “whereas it had equalled 62
percent of national income in 1830.

“Mortgage debt in the late twenties was
expanded in financing hotels, apartment
buildings, and office buildings. Today it is
accounted for principally by purchase by
families of homes of their own.”

Mr, Waltemade contrasted the short-term
loans accompanied by high interest rates and
frequent second and third mortgages in the
late twenties with the modern long-term
amortized first mortgage geared to a month-
ly payment which the home buyer is quali-
fied to meet.

“Whether home production may soundly
be increased is a question worthy of study,”
he said. *Our population is increasing at
the rate of 3 million per year. A larger pro-
portion of our adult population is now in a
married status compared to 1950. Last year
there was a record total of more than 4 mil-
lion births. Owing to a trend in marriages
and births that began in the 1940's, a new
high in housing demand is generally antici-
pated in the early 1960's. Our generally ris-
ing standards in housing and the ability to
pay for them, largely account for today's
housing demand.”

Next there follows a press release is=-
sued by the Congress of Industrial Or-
ganizations, dated April 24, 1955, which
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contains quotations from a letter by CIO
President Walter P. Reuther to Senator
JOHN J. SPARKMAN:

CIO PRESIDENT REUTHER TAKES SHARP ISSUE
WrirH CRITICS OF RESIDENTIAL HousiNg
BoomM—CALLS FOR A CONTINUED HiGH CoN-
STRUCTION RATE

CIO President Walter P. Reuther today
took sharp issue with critics of the present
residential housing construction boom and
called for a continued high construction rate,

In a letter to Senator JoHN J. SPARKMAN,
Democrat, of Alabama, responding to the
Senator's inquiry as to whether CIO viewed
present housing construction as excessive,
Mr. Reuther said:

“It Is our view that the well-organized
and widely disseminated propaganda which
depicts our present rate of residential con-
struction as excessive because it exceeds the
current rate of new-family formation either
is based on ignorance or reflects a deliberate
effort to deceive the American people.”

The CIO president sald that while present
residentlal construction was at an all-time
high “it still falls far short of meeting the
housing needs of the American people.”

He cited authoritative studies indicating.
the country needs an annual new home con-
struction of 2 million units for the next
10 years. The reasons, he said, were to pro-
vide housing for new families, to meet normal
replacement requirements, to rebuild units
lost because of slum clearance and other
public improvements, to accommodate fam-
ilies still overcrowded and to make it pos-
sible to vacate substandard dwellings which
are not suitable for rehabilitation.

Mr. Reuther sald the “rate of new-family
formation could be conceived of as a major
determinant of the need for new-home con-
struction only if there were no need to re-
place existing substandard structures, no
public or industrial programs, or acts of God,
which destroy thousands of existing struc-
tures each year that must be replaced, and
no preexisting shortages or overcrowding.”

“If those who charge that the present
bullding rate is excessive were forthright,
they would admit that they are not con-
cerned with housing needs at all but rather
with housing prices. Actually, they fear
that the value of existing properties will
fall if the present rate of new-home con-
struction is maintained. Their views are
based on the false assumption that the Na-
tion’s economic well-being is preserved by
scarcity, not by abundance,” he continued.

Mr. Reuther said that “the American peo-
ple fear a decline in economic activity, not
an expansion of it. Only a handful of short-
sighted individuals who cannot he persuad-
ed that a constantly expanding and pros-
pering America is possible fear rising pro-
duction and look upon a decline in various
segments of our economy as healthy.”

The CIO president observed that Amer-
ica’s concern “should be with a continuing
program to aid and encourage home con-
struction for sale and for rent and with the
overall economic growth which these pro-
grams can so substantially stimulate. Sub-
mission to the fears of the prophets of
scarcity will not avold economic disaster; it
will assure it."”

The final insertion is a release from
the New York State division of housing,
by Housing Commissioner Joseph P. Mc-
Murray, who was formerly chief of the
staff of the Senate Banking and Cur-
rency Committee. It is as follows:

New Yorr, March 17.—Recent predictions
of a lessening of the housing need were at-
tacked last night by State Housing Commis-
sioner Joseph P. McMurray as poor and short-
sighted statistical forecasting.

Examination of all the factors involved
point instead to a tremendous increase in
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need, he declared, in an address before the
Real Estate and Mortgage Forum of the Sav-
ings Bank Women of New York, held at the
Park Sheraton Hotel.

Commissioner McMurray cited as factors
contributing to the need the huge increase
to be expected in the early 1960's in the num-
ber of new families to be formed by the post-
World War II babies, the great backlog of un-
fulfilled need which increases each year, the
increased incomes of families which will con-
tinue, the formation of larger sized families,
earlier marriages among our population, un-
doubling, the additional units required as a
result of slum clearance and housing demo-
lition for roads and other purposes, and the
formation of households other than families.

Commissioner McMurray pointed out that
the Federal Reserve Board's annual report
published last week on consumers' buying
plans shows more people, 8.6 percent, expect
to buy homes this year than in any year since
1948. In 1950 it was 8.4 percent, in 1954 it
was 6.6 percent. If the volume of construc-
tion in 1955 conforms to the volume of these
previous years as compared to people’s plans,
1955 construction would be at an all-time
high of over 1,500,000 dwellings.

In New York State, Commissioner Mc-
Murray reported, the rate of construction is
lagging behind that of the Nation. In 1850,
when there was a national construction level
of almost 1,400,000, the rate of construction
in New York State was 124,000 units, or 8.85
percent of the national total. The year just
completed, 1954, saw a rate of 1,220,000 na-
tionally, while there were only 94,000 starts
in New York State, or 7.70 percent of the
national total.
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In terms of the need in New York State,
housing starts certainly should be in the
same proportion, or greater than that of
1950. Certainly, as a goal, we should not
count on less.

Aside from the FHA insured rental and
cooperative-type housing and a relatively few
projects financed by some of the large finan-
cial institutions, there has been practically
no other rental-type housing built in New
York State in the past 20 years.

Between 1950 and 1953, in New York City,
the amount of money loaned by savings
banks for mortgages of $50,000 and over (in
which class new apartment house mortgages
are found) declined by 29 percent on the
average. By way of contrast, during the
same general period, from 1949 to 1954, the
mortgage portfolio of New York City savings
banks increased by 87.5 percent from $4 bil-
lion to 7.6 billion.

The fact that New York City has so many
urban renewal problems offers even greater
opportunities for sound investment, he in-
dicated to the savings bank women.

Commissioner McMurray described his
philosophy of Government action to improve
the welfare of the people as based on a re-
liance upon reason, knowledge, and truth.
He indicated the many approaches he is mak-
ing toward evolving a program of coopera-
tion and coordination with the building in-
dustry, financial institutions, Federal and
municipal agencies so that the State division
of housing can better meet the needs of all
the people.

Much of his attention, he said, is being
devoted toward helping develop measures to
stimulate the production of a large supply
of good housing for the average wage earner

4421

and salarled person, the large group who are,
for the most part, still in the no-man's-land
of housing, ineligible for subsidized public
housing because of incomes a little too high,
yet earning too little to buy their own homes
or rent available FHA housing at current
high costs. He predicted the development of
a number of such aids within a short time.
Commissioner McMurray also pointed out
various ways in which deteriorating areas of
the city could be redeveloped through a com-
bined use of Federal urban renewal alds and
those avallable under the State’s slum clear-
ance program. He indicted the role savings
banks could play in this process and urged
their assumption of their full share of re=-
sponsibility in rebuilding the city.

Mr. Speaker, in view of the evidence
which points to a growing need for home
construction, we must all realize the at-
tempt to cut back the volume of con-
struction is obviously inspired by those
who profit most on scarcity and who fear
a housing program to meet the real needs
of the American people.

I am sure that the members of the
House Armed Services Committee will
want to study carefully the Ilong-
range implications of the announced in-
tention of the Veterans’ Administration
to bar GI home mortgages which require
no down payment or closing fees from
the veteran-purchaser. If this is done,
many veterans will be denied the oppor-
tunity to buy homes which they urgently
need for their growing families.

SENATE

TrURSDAY, ApRIL 14, 1955

Rev. Lawrence D. Folkemer, of the
Church of the Reformation, Washing-
ton, D. C., offered the following prayer:

Almighty God, grant us the knowledge
of Thy holy will and then the grace and
courage to accept it. Deliver us from
any pious and superficial praying of the
petition “Thy will be done” when we
have no thought of pursuing any but
our own selfish will. May Thy will be
done in us first and then through us in
the world.

Help us fo put our trust in Thee, O
God, and not in ourselves only, lest we
lose the ability to trust ourselves and
others, Teach us to look unto the hills,
daily, from whence cometh our help.

May we never become too big or too
important to pray, nor too proud to con-
fess our sins, either as individuals or as
a people. Convince us by Thy holy
spirit that prayer is power and repent-
ance is not weakness but moral strength.
Whatever may be done here today that
is good and true, uphold by Thy gracious
power; whatever may be shortsighted
and weak, bring to noneffect; through
Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen,

DESIGNATION OF ACTING PRESI-
DENT PRO TEMPORE

The legislative clerk read the follow-

ing letter:
UNITED STATES SENATE,
PRESIDENT PRO TEMPORE,
Washington, D. C., April 14, 1955.

To the Senate:

Being temporarily absent from the Sen-
ate, I appoint Hon. MiXE MANSFIELD, & Sen-

ator from the State of Montana, to perform

the duties of the Chair during my absence.
WALTER F. GEORGE,
President pro tempore.

Mr. MANSFIELD thereupon took the
chair as Acting President pro tempore.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. Jounson of Texas,
and by unanimous consent, the reading
of the Journal of the proceedings of
Wednesday, April 13, 1955, was dispensed
with.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT
A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was communi-
cated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of
his secretaries.

ORGANIZATION FOR TRADE COOP-
ERATION—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT (H. DOC. NO. 140)

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore laid before the Senate a message
from the President of the United States,
which was read, and, with the accom-
panying paper, referred to the Commit-
tee on Finance.

(For President’s message, see House
proceedings for today.)

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE SUB-
MITTED DURING ADJOURNMENT

Pursuant to the order of the Senate
of April 13, 1955,

Mr. HAYDEN, from the Committee on
Appropriations, on April 13, 1955, re-
ported favorably, with amendments, the
bill (H. R. 4903) making supplemental

appropriations for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1955, and for other purposes,
and submitted a report (No. 138)
thereon.

COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURING
SENATE SESSIONS

On request of Mr. McCLELLAN, and by
unanimous consent, the Senate Perma-
nent Subcommittee on Investigations of
the Committee on Government Opera-
tions was authorized to meet during the
sessions of the Senate today and tomor-
TOW.

On request of Mr. LanGer, and by
unanimous consent, the Subcommittee
on Refugees and Escapees of the Com=-
mittee on the Judiciary was authorized
to meet during the session of the Senate
today.

LIMITATION OF DEBATE DURING
MORNING HOUR

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that any
statements made during the morning
hour be limited to the usual 2 minutes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore laid before the Senate the following
letters, which were referred as indicated:
AMENDMENT OF AGRICULTURAL MARKETING ACT

OF 1946, RELATING TO ELIMINATION OF CER-

TAIN JLLEGAL PRACTICES

A letter from the Acting Secretary of Agri-
culture, transmitting a draft of proposed
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