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H. R. 6262. A bill for the relief of Kikuko 
Shioya; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 6263. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Grace Arnesch; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

By Mr. GOODWIN: 
H. R. 6264. A bill for the relief of Louis R. 

Chadbourne; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM (by request} : 
H. R. 6265. A bill for the relief of Marian 

Diane Delphine Sachs; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mrs. HARDEN: 
H. R. 6266. A bill to provide for the res

toration, maintenance, and care of the Sol
diers~ and Sailors' Circle of the Highland 
Lawn Cemetery, Terre Haute, Ind.; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. JAVITS: 
H. R. 6267. A bill for the relief of Robert C. 

Nash; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mrs. KEE: 

H. R. 6268. A bill for the relief of Emman
uel Maragoudakis; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KILDAY: 
H. R. 6269. A bill for the relief of Karl 

Beker; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 6270. A bill for the relief of Jane 

Loraine Hindman; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. KING of California: 
H. R. 6271. A bill for the relief of the Pa

cifi.c Music Supply Co.; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LATHAM: 
H. R. 6272. A bill for the relief of Stanislaw 

Monseu, Maria Monseu, and their minor chil
dren; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCORMACK: 
H. R. 6273. A bill to amend the act relating 

to the incorporation of Trinity College of 
Washington, D. C., in order to make the arch
bishop of the Roman Catholic Archdiocese 
of Washington an ex officio member and 
chairman of the board of trustees of such 
college; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. MANSFIELD: 
H. R. 6274. A bill to authorize the issuance 

of a patent in fee to Charles I. Chattin; to 
the Committee on Interior and Insular Af
fairs. 

By Mr. POWELL: 
H. R. 6275. A bill for the relief of Hector 

Ellsmore Chevannes; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGH D. SCOTT, JR. (by 
request}: 

H. R. 6276. A bill for the relief of Ignazio 
Maniscalco; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHELLEY: 
H. R. 6277. A bill for the relief of Anna E. 

Hollander; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

H. R. 6278. A bill for the relief of Samuele 
Rossi (also known as Renato Rossi}; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEED: 
H. R. 6279. A bill for the relief of Alan 

Keith Stanfield; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

H. R. 6280. A bill relating to the convey
ance of certain property in Shawnee, Okla., 
by quitclaim deed, to Alfred F. Hunter; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WIGGLESWORTH: 
H. R. 6281. A bill for the relief of North

east Airlines, Inc.; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. YORTY: 
H. R. 6282. A bill for the relief of Yajiu 

Yamada; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. WALTER: 

H. Con. Res.191. Concurrent resolution fa
voring the suspension of deportation o! cer
tain aliens; to the Committee 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: 

518. By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of 45 mem
bers of the First Baptist Church of Beaver 
Falls, Pa., protesting the appointment of an 
ambassador to the Vatican; to the Commit
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

519. By Mr. GOODWIN: Resolution of the 
Board of Aldermen, Somerville, Mass., me
morializing the President and the Congress to 
take cognizance of the act and to alleviate 
the plight of the overtaxed American citizen; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

520. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Town
send Clubs of Florida, Miami, Fla., relative 
to requesting passage of the bills, H. R. 2678 
and H. R. 2679, known as the Townsend plan; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

SENATE 
TUESOA Y, J ANDARY 29, 1952 

<Legislative day of Thursday, January 
10, 1952) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

Rev. F. Norman Van Brunt, associate 
minister, Foundry Church, Washington, 
D. C., offered the following prayer: 

Our Father God, from every direction 
ceaseless voices call to us until there is 
a confusion and contradiction of de
mands. But in all the clamor of the day 
let us hear the one voice that is con
sistent and clear, Thy voice, and we 
shall be satisfied. In the cross-currents 
of life catch us up in the very gale of 
glory that, as the winds of destiny blow 
over us, we shall know we have prepared 
ourselves for such time as this. Give us 
strength to bear the burden and battle 
of the day that we may be worthy to wear 
the crown of life. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. McFARLAND, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Monday, 
January 28, 1952, was dispensed with. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

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

COMMITTEE MEETINGS DURING SENATE 
SESSION 

On request of Mr. FuLBRIGHT, and by 
unanimous consent, the Subcommittee 
on Internal Security of the Judiciary 
Committee was authorized to meet dur
ing the sessions of the Senate today and 
for the remainder of the week. 

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that Senators be 
permitted to present petitions and me 4 

morials, introduce bills and joint resolu
tions, and submit routine matters for 

the RECORD, without debate and without 
speeches. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
je~tion, it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

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

REPORT ON HELIUM-PRODUCTION FUND 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, 
reporting, pursuant to law, on the receipts 
and expenditures of the helium-production 
fUnd; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

STOCKPILE REPORT 

A letter from the Chairman of the Muni
tions Board, Washington, D. C., transmitting, 
pursuant to law, a semiannual stockpile re
port of the Board for the period July-Decem
ber 1951 (with an accompanying report); to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 
AMENDMENT OF Son. CONSERVATION AND 

DOMESTIC .ALLOTMENT AND AGRICULTURAL 
.ADJUSTMENT ACTS 

A letter from the Secretary of Agriculture, 
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation 
to amend the Soll Conservation and Domestic 
Allotment Act, as amended, and the Agri
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938, as 
amended (with an accompanying paper); to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 
REPORT ON COOPERATION WITH MEXICO IN 

CONTROL AND ERADICATION OF FOOT-AND
MOUTH DISEASE 

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of 
Agriculture, transmitting, pursuant to law, 
a report on cooperation of the United States 
with Mexico in the control and eradication 
of·foot-and-mouth disease, for the month of 
November 1951 (with an accompanying re
port}; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 
AUDIT REPORT ON PANAMA RAILROAD COMPANY 

A letter from the Comptroller General of 
the United States, transmitting, pursuant to 
law, an audit report of the Panama Rail
road Company, for the fiscal year ended June 
30, 1951 (with an accompanying report}; to 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Execu
tive Departments. 
REPORT OF GENERAL SERVICES .ADMINlSTRATION 

A letter from the Administrator, General 
Services Administration, transmitting, pur
suant to law, his report for the year ended 
June 30, 1951 (with an accompanying re
port}; to the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Executive Departments. 
REPORT ON RESERVATION OJ' CERTAIN LANDS 

W;rrHIN INDIAN RE.SERVATIQNS 

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of the 
Interior, reporting, pursuant to law, that no 
reservations from all appropriations lands 
within Indian reservations valuable for 
power or reservoir sites or necessary for use 
in connection with irrigation projects, were 
made during tbe year 1951; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs. 
REPORT ON EXCHANGE OF RECREATIONAL LANDS 

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of 
the Interior, reporting, pursuant to law, thut 
during the year 1951, no exchanges were 
made of recreational lands for lands of equal 
value or equal. quantity; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Affairs. 
REPORT ON TORT CLAIMS PAID BY TREASURY 

DEPARTMENT 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of 
tort claims paid by the Treasury Department, 
for the fiscal year 1951 (with an accompany
ing report); to the Committee on t .he 
Judiciary. 



1952 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- SENATE 563 

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF ALmNs
WITHDRAWAL OF NAMES 

Three letters from the Attorney General, 
withdrawing the names of Albert or Wojciech 
or Wocjciech Fuchs, Angela Louisa Sebazco, 
and Fanny cassas, from reports relating to 
aliens whose deportation had been sus
pended, and transmitted to the Senate on 
April 2, June 1, 1951, and January 15, 1952, 
respectively; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 
REPORT ON TORT CLAIMS PAID BY FEDERAL 

SECURITY AGENCY 
A letter from the Acting Administrator, 

Federal Security Agency, transmitting, pur
suant to law, a report on tort claims paid 
by the Agency, for the period January 1 to 
December 31, 1951 (with an accompanying 
report); to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

R EPORTS ON DISPOSITION OF CERTAIN GOVERN-
MENT RECORDS 

A letter from the Administrator, General 
Services Administration, transmitting, pur
suant to law, reports on the disposal of cer:. 
tain Government records, for the calendar 
year 1951 (with accompanying reports); to 
the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service. 

DISPOSITION OF ExECUTIVE p APERS 
A letter from the Archivist of the United 

States, transmitting, pursuant to law, a list 
of papers and documents on the files of sev
eral departments and agencies of the Gov
ernment which are not needed in the con
duct of business and have no permanent 
value or historical interest, and requesting 
action looking to their disposition (with ac
companying papers); to the Joint Select 
Committee on the Disposition of Papers in 
the Executive Departments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. 
JOHNSTON of South Carolina and Mr. 
LANGER members of the committee on 
the p~rt of the Senate. 

P~TITIONS _\ND MEMORIALS 

Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate and ref erred as indicated: 

By the VICE PRESIDENT: 
Resolutions adopted at the national con

vention, Blue Star Mothers of America, at 
Milwaukee, Wis., relating to universal mili
tary training, and so forth; to the Com
mittee on Armed Services. 

A letter in the nature of a petition from 
the Secretary of State of the State of Rhode 
Island, notifying the Senate an authenti
cated copy of an interstate civil defense com
pact entered into by that State had been 
submitted to the Senate on July 12, 1951; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

The memorial of Lyle C. Doble, of Boulder 
Creek, Calif., relating to voluntary retire
ment ; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

The petition of Stanley C. Barker, of De
troit, Mich., praying for the confirmation of 
the nomination of Harry A. MacDonald to the 
Chairman of the Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

A resolution adopted by the Townsend 
Clubs of Florida, at Miami, Fla., relating to 
old-age assistance, and so forth; to the Com
mittee on Finance. 

The petition of Nellie Quick, of Valrico, 
Fla., praying for the inclusion of widows of 
Spanish War veterans under the terms of 
House bill 4394, to provide certain increases 
in the monthly rates of compensation and 
pension payable to veterans and their de
pendents; to the Committee on Finance. 

A resolution adopted by the Queensboro 
Mothers' Club, Inc., at New York City, N. Y .• 
favoring the enactment of House bill 4544, 
to establish in the Bureau of Customs the 
United States Customs Port Patrol and the 

United States Customs Border Patrol in order 
to improve the enforcement of the anti
smuggling laws; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

A letter in the nature of a memorial from 
the Luther League of America, Philadelphia, 
Pa., signed by Leslie Conrad, Jr. , executive 
secretary, remonstrating against the appoint
ment of an ambassador to the Vatican; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Resolutions adopted by the Fancy Farm 
Baptist Church, of Fancy Farm, and the 
Eastwood Baptist Church, of Eastwood, both 
in the State of Kentucky, protesting against 
the appointment of an ambassador to the 
Vatican; to the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions. 

The memorial of Pearl Oaby, of the United 
States, remonstrating against the appoint
ment of an ambassador to the Vatican; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Resolutions adopted by the City Council of 
the City of Alameda, and the City Council of 
the City of Montebello, both in the State of 
California, favoring the enactment of Senate 
bill 940, to confirm and establish the titles 
of the States to lands beneath navigable 
waters within State boundaries and natural 
resources within such lands and waters and 
to provide for the use and control of said 
lands and resources; to the Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 

A letter in the nature of a petition from 
Federal Workers Union, Local 20, New York, 
N. Y., signed by Theodore R. Shipp, presi
dent, relating to the murder of Mr. and Mrs. 
Harry T. Moore (with an accompanying 
paper); to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REVISION OF IMMIGRATION AND NATION
ALITY LAWS-REPORT OF A COMMIIT
TEE 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, I 
report an original bill to revise the laws 
relating to immigration, naturalization, 
and nationality; and for other purposes, 
and I submit a report <No. 1137) thereon. 

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

The bill <S. 2550) to revise the laws 
relating to immigration, naturalization, 
and nationality; and for other purposes, 
reported by Mr. McCARRAN from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, was read 
twice by its title, and placed on the 
calendar. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

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

By Mr. FERGUSON: 
S. 2534. A bill for the relief of Catherine 

Nina Cole; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

By Mr. THYE: 
S . 2535. A bill for the relief of Vilhjalmur 

Thorlaksson Bjarnar; and 
S. 2536. A bill for the relief of Branimir 

V. Popovitch and Mila B. Popovitch; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BREWSTER: 
S. 2537. A bill for the relief of Stanley C. 

Lary; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina: 

S. 2538. A bill granting equipment allow
ances to postmasters at offices in which 
post-office fixtures and equipment are fur
nished by the postmaster; to the Commit· 
tee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado: 
S. 2539. A bill to amend section 315 of 

the Communications Act of 1934, with re-

spect to t he use of broadcasting facilities by 
candidates for public office; to the Commit
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KILGORE: 
S . 2540. A bi ll for the relief of Nahi Ya°us

sef; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. CLEMENTS: 

s. 2541. A bill for the relief of Roy Walker; 
to the committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCARRAN (by request): 
S. 2542. A bill to provide for a decrease in 

the rate of interest to be paid by the United 
States in the acquisition of lands under the 
power of eminent domain, title to which is 
taken in advance of final judgment; and 

s. 2543. A bill to amend section 3055 of 
title 18, United States Code, entitled Crimes 
and Criminal Procedure, with respect to the 
powers of law enforcement officers of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCARRAN: 
S. 2544. A bill to amend section 32 of the 

Trading With the Enemy Act to provide for 
judicial relief; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCARRAN (by request): 
S. 2545. A bill to amend section 1823 (a) 

of title 28, United States Code, to permit the 
advance or payment of expenses of travel 
and subsistence to · Federal officers or em
ployees by one agency and reimbursement 
by another agency; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCARRAN: _ 
S. 2546. A bill to provide attorneys liens 

in proceedings before the courts or other 
departments and agencies of the United 
States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCARRAN (by request): 
S. 2547. A bill to amend section 1923 (a) 

of title 28, United States Code, relating to 
docket fees; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. 

By Mr. McCARRAN: 
S. 2548. A bill to make it unlawful for a 

member of a Communist organization to hold 
an office or employment with any labor or
ganization, and to permit the discharge by 
employers of persons who are members of 
organizations designated as subversive by the 
Attorney General of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

(See the remarks of Mr. McCARRAN when 
he introduced the above bills, which appear 
under separate headings.) 

By Mr. McCARRAN: 
S. 2549. A bill to provide relief for the 

sheep-raising industry by making special 
quota immigration visas available to certain 
alien sheepherders; to the Committee on 
the Juqiciary; 

S. 2550. A bill to revise the laws relating 
to immigration, naturalization, and national
ity; and for other purposes; ordered to be 
placed on the calendar. 

(See the remarks of Mr. McCARRAN when 
he reported the above bill from the Commit
tee on the Judiciary, which appear under a 
separate heading.) 

By Mr. Mc CARRAN: 
S. 2551. A bill to reduce individual income 

tax payments, and for other purposes; to the 
.Committee on Finance. 

RATE OF INTEREST TO BE PAID IN 
ACQUISITION OF CERTAIN LANDS 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, by 
request of the Department of Justice, I 
introduce for appropriate reference a 
bill to provide for a decrease in the rate 
of interest to be paid by the United States 
in the acquisition of lands under the 
power of eminent domain, title to which 
is take:i in advance of final judgment. 
I .ask unanimous consent that the bill, 
together with a letter from the Depart
ment with respect to the bill, be printed 
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in the RECORD at this point as a part of 
my remarks. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be received and appropriately ref erred, 
and, without object ion, the bill and letter 
will be printed in the RECORD. 

The bill cs. 2542) to provide for a de
crease in the rate of interest to be paid 
by the United States in the acquisition 
of lands under the power of eminent do
Jllain, title to which is taken in advance 
of final judgment, introduced by Mr. 
McCARRAN (by request), was read twice 
by its title, ref erred to the _Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 

Be it en acted, etc., That, sect ion 10 of t h e 
act of March 1, 1929 (45 Stat. 1415, 1417; 
Title 16, sec. 16-1605, D. C. Code) and sec
tion 1 of the act of February 26, 1931 (46 
Stat. 1421; 40 U. S. C. 28a) are hereby 
amended to provide that the rate of interest 
to be paid thereunder shall be 4 percent 
per annum instead of 6 percent per annum. 

The letter presented by Mr. McCARRAN 
is as follows: 

JUNE 4, 1951, 
Hon. PAT McCARRAN, 

Chairman, Committee on the Judici ary, 
Uni ted States Sen ate, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: The Department of Jus

tice recommends the enactment of amenda .. 
tory legislation to reduce the rate of inter
est that must be paid by the Unitea States 
in condemnation cases where a declaration 
of taking is filed and the final award of just 
compensation exceeds the estimated-amount 
of compensation deposited in the regist ry of 
the court. 

Under the terms of the act of March l, 
1929 (45 Stat. 1415, 1417), an act to pro
vide for the acquisition of land in the Dis
trict of Columbia for the use of the United 
States, declarations of taking in condemna
tion proceedings vesting title immediately 
1n the United States were authorized. By 
the act of February 26, 1931 (46 Stat. 1421) 
this authority was extended to all condemna
tion suits by the Government. Whenever 
the United States files a declaration of tak
ing in a condemnation suit there is de
posited in the registry of the court a sum 
of money which is estimated to be just com
pensation for the property taken. Subse
quently, it may be judicially determined that 
the value of the property is greater than the 
sum estimated by the Government, and on 
this di1Ierence which is known as a deficien
cy judgment, interest must be paid at the 
rate of 6 percent per annum from the 
ti.me of the taking. It 1s the view of this 
Department that this rate of interest 1s ex
cessive and should be reduced to 4 percent 
per annum. 

The enactment of this legislation would 
not only save large sums of money paid out 
annually as interest, but would discourage 
the prolonging of condemnation proceedings 
by condemnees. In several recent decisions 
by the Court of Claims in eminent domain 
cases, the rate of interest up to the ti.me 
of judgment has been 4 percent. This has 
been done without statutory direction, and 
has been allowed as a measure of the addi
tional amount needed to make just com
pensation. After judgment, the rate of in
terest as provided by sections 1346 and 2411 
of title 28, United States Code, is 4 per
cent per annum from the date of the 
judgment up to, but not exceeding 30 days 
after the approval of any appropriation act 
providing for payment of the judgment. This 
rate applies to all interest payments on 
Judgments against the United States au-

thorized by these two sections, except over
payments of internal revenue taxes. 

The proposed change would make for 
great er uniformity in the interest payments 
made by the United States. Also, it is quit e 
obvious that the present 6 percent rate 
applicable to condemnation cases where dec
larations of taking are used is higher than 
the . prevailing interest ra~. It is much 
higher than rates on Government bonds and 
even higher than first mortgage interest 
r ates. 

The foregoing recommendation may beef
fect uated by the enact ment of the proposed 
bill which is attached for your considera
t ion. 

The director of the Bureau of the Budget 
has advised that there is no objection to the 
submission of this recommendat ion. 

Yours sincerely, 
PEYTON FORD, 

Deputy Attorney General. 

AMENDMENT OF CODE RELATING TO 
POWERS OF LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFI
CERS OF BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, by 
request of the Interior Department, I 
introduce for appropriate reference, a 
bill to amend section 3055 of title 18, 
United States Code, entitled "Crimes and 
Criminal Procedure," with respect to the 
powers of law enforcement omcers of 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs. I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill, together 
with a letter from the Department, and 
a memorandum be printed in the RECORD. 

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

The bill <S. 2543) to amend section 
3055 of title 18, United States Code, en
titled "Crimes and Criminal Procedure," 
with · respect to the powers of law en
forcement omcers of the Bureau of In
dian Affairs, introduced by Mr. McCARRAN 
(by request), was read twice by its title, 
ref erred to the Committee on the Ju
diciary, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the analysis of 
chapter 203 of title 18, United States Code, 
immediately preceding section 3041 of such 
title, is amended by striking out item 3055 
of such analysis and inserting in lieu 
thereof "3Q55. Powers of special law en
forcement officers of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs." 

SEc. 2. Section 3055 of title 18, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

"SEC. 3055. Powers of special law enforce
ment officers of the Bureau of Indian Af
fairs. 

"Special law enforcement officers of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, and their deputies, 
may carry firearms and may make searches 
and seizures permitted by law for the viola
tion of any Federal law or regulation spe
cifically applicable to Indians or their re
stricted or trust property. Such officers and 
their deputies may make arrests without 
warrant for any violation of such laws or 
reglilations that has been committed in their 
presence, or for any felony cognizable under 
such laws if they have reasonable grounds 
to believe that the person to be arrested 
has committed or is committing such felony, 
may execute all warrants of arrest and other 
lawful precepts issued under the authority 
of the United States, and may command all 
necessary assistance in the execution of their 
duties." 

The letter and memorandum presented 
by Mr. MCCARRAN are as follows: 

UNITED STATE'S 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

Washi ngton, D. C., December 28, 1951. 
Hon. ALBEN W. BARKLEY, 

President of the Senate, 
Wash ington , D. C. 

MY DEAR MB. PREsmENT: There is trans
mitted herewith a draft of a proposed bill 
"To amend section 3055 of title 18, United 
States Code, entitled Crimes and Criminal 
Procedure, with respect to the powers of law 
enforcement officers of the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs." 

I request that this proposed bill be re
ferred to the appropriate committee for 
consideration, and I recommend that it be 
enacted. 

Numerous laws pertaining to Indians en
acted by Congress have imposed duties upon 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Com
missioner of Indian Affairs necessitating the 
employment of special officers and deputy 
special officers to enforce these various laws 
and to maintain law and order among In
dians on Indian reservations. 

For many years Congress recognized the 
need to vest in these law enforcement of
ficers special powers to enable them to per
form their work efficiently. The act of 
March 1, 1907 (34 Stat. 1017; 25 U. S. C., 
sec. 248) and section 1 of the act of August 
24, 1912 (37 Stat. 519; 25 U. S. C., sec. _250), 
conferred this necessary power in connection 
with the suppression of Indian liquor traffic. 
Among other things, these officers were 
granted the same authority in performing 
their duties that sherUfs in the States have 
1n executing State laws. This authority 
usually includes the right to carry firearms, 
to make searches and seizures without a 
warrant where permitted by law, and to 
arrest without a warrant if a felony has been 
committed 1n their presence, or if a felony 
has been committed and reasonable grolinds 
exist to believe that the person to be ar
rested has committed the felony. 

When the present title 18 of thS' United 
States Code was revised and codified by the 
act of June 25, 1948 (62 Stat. 683), as 
amended, section 1 of the act of August 24, 
1912 was repealed and section 3055 of title 18 
of the United States Code was enacted in its 
stead. This section does not authorize 
special officers to carry arms, or to make ar
rests except on a warrant or other lawful 
precept. Other Federal law enforcement of
ficials have such authority in the perform
ance of their duties. For example, section 
3053 of title 18 empowers United States 
Marshals and deputies to carry firearms and 
to make arrests without warrant for any 
otfenses committed in their presence or for 
any felony cognizable under the laws of the 
United States if they have reasonable 
grounds to believe that the person to be 
arrested has committed or is committing 
such felony. 

Many of those who violate the laws ap
plicable to Indians, including Indians, carry 
weapons. Lack of specific authority on the 
part of the special officers to carry firearms 
places them at a distinct disadvantage. Al
though the work is dangerous, the lack of 
sutncient personnel requires that the special 
officers work alone most of the ti.me. Of 
necessity, they work largely in isolated areas 
at long distances from communities. They 
should therefore be authorized to protect 
themselves by carrying firearms. 

The authority to make immediate arrests 
1s essential to the apprehension of criminals 
and the maintenance of law and order among 
Indians on Indian reservations. Because the 
special officers lack adequate authority, 
particularly since the enactment of section 
3055, title 18, United States Code, and the 
repeal of section 1 of the act of August 24, 
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1912, the officers are seriously hindered in 
the performance of their duties. When a 
special officer leaves the scene of _the crime 
to obtain a warrant, frequently at a distant 
place, future arrest becomes increasingly 
difficult to effect. The knowledge of this 
limitation of the arresting powers of the 
special officers tends to encourage offenders 
and to discredit the law enforcement officers 
in the local communities. 

The Bureau of t;he Budget h as advised me 
that there is no obje<!tion to the presentation 
of this proposed bill to the Congress. 

Sincerely yours, 
DALEE. DOTY, 

Assistan t Secretary of the Interior. 

MEMORANDUM BY SENATOR McCARRAN 

I want the record to show that I am not 
wholly in sympathy with this bill. 

I t hink that the powers which were taken 
from the Bureau of Indian Affairs by the 
enact ment of title 18, United States Code, 
into law ought to be restored. However, the 
draft of the proposed amendment to tit le 18 
as submitted by the Department of the Inte
rior goes beyond that objective. · 

Prior to the enactment of title 18 into law, 
the chief special officer for the suppression 
of liquor traffic among Indians and the duly 
authorized officers working under his super
vision had, as the letter of transmittal points 
out, the same authority in performing their 
duties as sheriffs in the States. have in exe
cuting State laws. While I have been un
able to find any cases construing this par
ticular grant of authority, such a grant usu
ally includes the right to carry firearms, to 
make searches and seizures without a war
rant where permitted by law, and to make 
arrests without a warrant if a felony has 
been committed in their presence, or if a 
felony has been committed and reasonable 
grounds exist to believe that the person to 
be arrested has committed the felony. 

These powers just listed are granted spe
cifically by the proposed bill. However, the 
proposed legislation grants these powers to 
an enlarged group of officers within the Bu
reau and it makes these powers available to 
this enlarged group in a number of instances 
not covered by the earlier grant of authority. 
More specifically, these powers were origi
nally granted to the chief special officer for 
the suppression of liquor traffic and the duly 
authorized officers working untj.er his super
vision. The proposed bill grants these pow
ers to all special law-enforcement officers of 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs . Further, the 
earlier grant of these powers to the chief 
special officer for the suppression of liquor 
traffic and those working with him carried 
an implication that the exercise of these 
powers was restricted to their use in matters 
relating to the suppression of liquor traffic 
among Indians. The proposed bill permits 
the exercise of these powers in instances of 
searches and seizures permitted by law by 
the special enforcement officers for the viola
tion of any Federal law or regulation appli
cable to Indians or their restricted or trust 
property: It should also be pointed out that 
these officers are permitted by the proposed 
bill to make arrests without a warrant for 
any violation of Federal laws or regulations 
relating to Indians committed in their pres
ence. No authority was granted in the ear
lier section cited as justification for the 
enactment of this legislation to make arrests 
without a warrant for the violation of a 
Federal regulation. 

The reasons for these extensions of the 
earlier statute are not readily apparent; nor 
is the letter of transmittal informative on 
this point. The extensions may prove as 
necessary as the restoration of the original 
authority seems to be, but it is my feeling 
that an explanation and justification of 
these extensions should be m ade by the 
Bureau. 

AMENDMENT OF TRADING WITH THE 
ENEMY ACT RELATING TO JUDICIAL 
RELIEF 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I 
introduce for appropriate reference a 
bill to amend section 32 of the Trading 
With the Enemy Act to provide for 
judicial relief. I ask unanimous con
sent that the bill, together with a memo
randum relating thereto be printed in 
the RECORD at this point as a part of 
my remarks. 

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

The bill <S. 2544) to amend section 
32 of the Trading With the Enemy Act 
to provide for judicial relief, introduced 
by Mr. McCARRAN, was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 32 of the 
Trading With the Enemy Act, as amended, 
is further. amended by adding after subsec
tion (g) thereof the following new sub
section: 

"(h) Any person eligible for a return under 
this section who has timely filed a notice 
of claim for return or who may hereafter 
file a notice of cl:l.im within 2 years from 
the date of seizure by or vesting in the Alien 
Property Custodian, may institute a suit in 
equity to recover such money or other prop
erty in the manner provided by subsection 
9 (a) hereof and with like effect: Provided, 
That sa d suit may be filed within 1 year 
from the date of enactment of this subsec
tion, anything in section 33 hereof to the 
contrary notwithstanding, but in comput
ing such 1 year there shall be excluded any 
period during which there was pending a 
claim for return: Provided further, That the 
court in which suit is filed shall advance the 
cause for hearing and determination with 
all possible dispatch." 

The memorandum is as follows: 
MEMORANDUM RE AMENDMENT TO 50 UNITED 

STATES CODE, SECTION 32 
During the war, property of Americans in 

Germany was vested by the United States 
for protective purposes. Section 32 was 
enacted in order to facilitate returns of such 
property, their own property, roughly speak
ing, to Americans caught behind enemy lines 
and persecutees. But no provision was made 
for judicial review. 

The amendment is designed to insure a 
judicial remedy to such claimants. It 
springs from the creeping pace at which re
turns to eligible claimants are being made, 
from the arbitrary manner in which some 
American claimants are being denied returns, 
and from the fact that the section 33 limita
tions provision has been read to deny exist
ing judicial review to those Americans who 
relied on the administrative remedy to secure 
a return. In consequence, many Americans 
are being stripped of their property contrary 
to the intention of Con9ress and without a 
d ay in court. 

The proposed amendment is modeled after 
section 9 ( c) of the Trading With the Enemy 
Act. The proviso for advancement of the 
cause on the dockets of the district courts is 
copied in haec verba from 22 United States 
Code, .section 403 (formerly sec. 240) which 
provides for the restoration of certain prop
erty seized by the Government. In many 
cases claimant s have been waiting 5 years or 
more for restoration and in numerous in
st an ces the seized property is all that will 
shield the claimant from destitution. It is 

well known that district court calendars are 
crowded and that an early return of property 
can be insured only by awarding such cases 
a priority on the court calendars. 

A few case histories will outline the prob
lem. 

1. Carl G. Pass, a native-born citizen, re
turned to the United States in August 1946 
and filed his claim with the Alien Property 
Custodian on September 23, 1946. At first 
he could not obtain a return because the 
custodian construed section 32 to deny re
turns to so-called "dual nationals," i. e., 
Americans who, Germany could claim, were 
also German nationals by reason of m arriage. 
or parentage. This indefensible interpreta
tion was set aside by Public Law 859, Eighty
first Congress, second session. Thereafter 
the Claims Branch of the Office of Alien 
Property advised that Pass could not obtain 
a return for the reason that he had violated 
Nazi exchange laws in an effort to conceal 
his American assets from the Nazis so as to 
escape Nazi coercion to transfer the assets 
to Germany. 

Meanwhile, Pass instituted suit under sec
tion 9 (a) of the act. The suit was di!?,
missed under section 33 as coming too late. 

· Section 9 permits a citizen to seek either ad
ministrative or judicial relief or both. It 
contains no warning that administrative re
lief is a mantrap, that claimants should avoid 
it in favor of the judicial remedy. Originally 
section 33 provided that the period for bring
ing suit should be tolled by the filing of an 
administrative claim. Senate Report No. 
1839 (79th Cong. 2d sess.) which accom
panied section 33 said (p. 3) that "fairness 
requires" that the period during which a 
claim was pending before the administrator 
be subtracted from the time for filing suit. 
When section 33 was amended in 1948, the 
tolling clause was inadvertently omitted with 
respect to some claimants, but retained with 
respect to others. The legislative history 
shows that this discriminatory omission was 
never intended. The consequence is that 
Pass, a resident American who owns the 
vested property, will be deprived of his life 
work, contrary to the intention of Congress, 
unless the inadvertence respecting tolling 
in section 33 is corrected so that he may ask 
judicial protection of his rights. 

2. Clare Raffioer Droesse, an aged American 
citizen now resident in Germany, illustrates 
another deficiency of the present law. Pub
lic Law 859 imposed a ceiling of $5,000,000 
on the amount of property which may be 
administratively returned thereunder to 
American citizens. This affords an absurd 
if not unconstitutional spectacle: only those 
Americans who got in line first may get their 
property back. Being far down the list of 
claimants Mrs. Droesse is unlikely to obtain 
her property administratively. 

The courts have held that an American 
resident in Germany, still "enemy" territory 
for purposes of the act, is an "enemy" who 
is ineligible to sue for recovery of his prop
erty. Since the government has seized all 
of Mrs. Droesse's American assets, she is un
able to return to the United States with the 
object of filing suit. Public Law 859 permits 
administrative returns to Americans resident 
in Germany. It is the purpose of the amend
ment to insure a return to such Americans by 
opening the door to judicial relief. 

3. The amendment goes beyond relief to 
American citizens in that section 32 includes 
refugees and persecutees. It is almost 6 
years since Congress provided relief in sect ion 
32 for those unfortunate victims. In the in
terim the mountain of these claims has not 
been appreciably reduced. If the Congress 
wishes these claimants to enjoy their proper
ty during their lifetime, it must open the 
court · room doors and order that their ca~es 
be advanced for hearing. 
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AMENDMENT OF CODE RELATING TO 
PAYMENT TO CERTAIN FEDERAL EM
PLOYEES OF TRAVEL AND SUBSIST
ENCE EXPENSF.s 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, by 
request of the Department of Justice, I 
introduce for appropriate reference a 
bill to amend section 1823 (a) of title 28, 
United States Code, to permit the ad
vince or payment of expenses of travel 
and subsistence to Federal officers or em .. 
ployees by one agency and reimburse
ment by another agency. I ask unani
mous consent that the bill, together with 
a letter from the Department be printed 
fn the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be received and appropriately ref erred, 
and, without objection, the bill and let
ter will be printed in the RECORD. 

The bill <S. 2545) to amend section 
1823 <a) of title 28, United States Code, 
to permit the advance or payment of ex
penses of travel and subsistence to Fed
eral officers or employees by one agency 
and reimbursement by another agency, 
introduced by Mr. McCARRAN <by re
quest) was read twice by its title, 1·e
f erred' to the Committee on the Judi
ciary, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1823 (a) 
of title 28, United States Code, be amended 
by the addition of a ser;.tence reading as 
follows: 

"In any case which does not involve its 
activity, any department or agency may ad
vance or pay the travel expenses and per diem 
allowance of its officer or employee in at
tending court as a witness and later obtain 
reimbursement from the department or 
a gency properly chargeable with' such wit
ness' travel expen~es." 

The letter presented by Mr. McCARRAN 
is as follows: 

JANUARY 24, 1952. 
Hon. PAT McCARRAN, 

Chairmqn, Committee on the Judi
ci ary, United States Senate, Wash
ington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: The Department Of 
Justice recommends the amendment of sec
tion 1823 (a) o::.- title 28, United States Code, 
to permit the advance or payment of ex
penses of travel and subsistence to Federal 
officer:- or employees by one agency and re
imbursement by another agency. 

It is often necessary to use personnel of 
the various agencies and departments of 
Government as witnesses in litigation which, 
although not affecting the operations or ac
tivities of their respective offices, affects the 
interests of the United States. For example, 
in the trial of a considerable number of 
cases brought under the Federal Tort Claims 
Act it is essential that the Department of 
Justice obtain the attendance and testimony 
of persons in the Department of Defense. 
Many of these witnesses are unable to finance 
trips to places distant from their duty sta
tions, and in the absence of advances by 
their agencies, they are unable to appear for 
the Government. 

In a recent decision, dated May 18, 1951 
(B-97772), the Comptroller General ruled 
that agency advances of travel expenses and 
allowances to personnel attending court as 
Government witnesses in cases not affecting 
the activities of the agency are improper. 
Despite the ruling, however, the Comptroller 
General has recognized the difficulty of the 
situation confronting the Department of 
Justice and has suggested that "the mat
ter • • • be submitted to the Congress 
for its sanction." 

Accordingly, there is attached e. draft pro
posal to amend section 1823 (a) so as spe-

cifically to authorize the advances of such 
funds and the subsequent reimbursement of 
the advancing agencies. 

The Director of the Bureau of the Budget 
has advised that there is no objection to the 
submission of this recommendation. 

Sincerely, 
------, 
Attorney General. 

ATTORNEYS LIENS IN CERTAIN CASES 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I in
troduce for appropriate reference a bill 
to provide for attorneys liens in proceed
ings before the courts or other depart
ments and agencies of the United States. 
In my opinion, such a statute is greatly 
needed; and I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be printed in the RECORD at 
this point as a part of my remarks. 

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

The bill <S. 2546) to provide for at
torneys liens in proceedings before the 
courts or other departments and agen
cies of the United States, introduced by 
Mr. McCARRAN, was read twice by its 
title, referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary, and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That from the com
mencement of an action, or other proceeding, 
in any court or before any department, agent, 
or agency of the United States, or the service 
of an answer containing counterclaim, an 
attorney whose appearance has been en
tered for a party shall have a lien upon his 
client's cause of action, claim, or counter
claim, which shall attach to any verdict, re
port, determinat ion, decision, judgment, or 
final order in his client's favor, and the pro
ceeds thereof in whatever hands they may 
come. Such lien shall not be affected by any 
settlement between the parties before or 
after judgment, final order, or determina
tion. The court, department, agent, or 
agency entering such final order shall, upon 
petition of the client or the attorney, deter
mine and enforce such lien. 

SEC. 2. No statute forbidding or limiting 
the assignment of a claim against the United 
States shall be deemed to apply to the lien 
established as aforesaid. 

AMENDMENT OF CODE RELATING TO 
DOCKET FEES 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, at 
the request of the Department of Jus
tice, I introduce for appropriate ref er
ence a bill to amend section 1923 <a) of 
title 28, United States Code, relating to 
docket fees. I ask unanimous consent 
that the bill, together with a letter from 
the Department and a memorandum 
prepared by the staff of the Judiciary 
Committee, be printed in the RECORD. 

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

The bill <S. 2547) to amend section 
1923 (a) of title 28, United States Code, 
relating to docket fees, introduced by 
Mr. McCARRAN, by request, was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the first item 
listed in section 1923 {a) of title 28, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

"$20 on trial or final hearing (including a 
default judgment whether entered by the 
court or by the clerk) in civil, criminal, or 
admiralty cases, except that in cases of admi
ralty and maritime jurisdiction where the 
libellant recovers less than $50 the proctor's 
docket fee shall be $10." 

The letter and memorandum presented 
by Mr. McCARRAN are as follows: 

JANUARY 22, 1952. 
Hon. PAT McCARRAN, 

Chairman, Committee on the Judiciary, 
United States Senate, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: The Department of Jus

tice recommends the amendment of section 
1923 of title 28, United States Code, so as t o 
clarify the intent of the section to authorize 
the taxation of attorney's and proctor's 
docket fees as costs upon the entry of default 
judgments. 

Section 1923 of title 28 provides in perti
nent part: 

"(a) Attorney's and proctor's docket fees 
in courts of the United States may be taxed 
as costs as follows: 

"$20 on trial or final hearing in civil, crimi
nal, or admiralty cases." 

Time and again the question has been 
raised as to whether entry of a default judg
ment constitutes a "final bearing" within 
the contemplation of the language above 
quoted. It has consistently been the view 
of the Department of Justice that such an 
entry is a final hearing, and, therefore, that 
an attorney's docket fee of $20 is taxable as 
costs in any case where a default judgment 
bas been entered. 

Section 1923 of title 28, United States Code, 
is a consolidation and revision of sections 
823 and 824 of the Revised Statutes (secs. 
571 and 572 of title 28, U. S. C. 1940 ed.), and 
section 6 of the act of May 28, 1896, 29 Statute 
179, as amended (28 U. S. C. 1940 ed., 578). 
The reviser's note to section 1923 indicates 
clearly that in consolidating and revising 
the predecessor sections it was intended to 
eliminate the earlier limitation of $10 in 
"cases at law when judgment is rendered 
without a jury" and to provide that in all 
cases which reach final hearing or trial
whether in law or in equity, and whether 
with or without a jury-a docket fee of $20 
would pertain. No other substantive changes 
were contemplated, and so the same defini
tion of "final hearing" which previously had 
applied in equity. and admiralty cases under 
section 572, would apply to civil and crim
inal cases under the revised section. It hav
ing been clearly established by judicial de
terminations that a docket fee is taxable 
where a final decree is entered on an order 
pro confesso in equity, the same rule should 
apply to the counterpart of such a judgment 
in law, a default judgment. 

A further question arises with respect to a 
default judgment when it has been entered 
by a clerk pursuant to rule 55 (b) (1) of the 
Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, the argu
ment sometimes . being made that even i.f a 
default judgment entered by a judge con
stitutes a final hearing, one entered by a 
clerk does not. 

Although the Department of Justice has 
been of the view that all default judgments 
are final hearings within the contemplation 
of section 1923, irrespective of whether they 
are entered by judges or by clerks, and al
though this view of the Department has been 
supported generally in the courts, it is con
sidered advisable to so clarify the section 
as to eliminate the possibility of any further 
controversy with respect to its scope. 

There is attached for your consideration a 
draft bill which would effectuate this recom
mendation. 

The Director of the Bureau of the Budget 
has advised that there is no objection to the 
submission of this recommendation. 

Sincerely, 
------, 
Attorney General. 
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MEMORANDUM FOR -STAFF INFORMATION RE 

ATTORNEY GENERAL'S PROPOSAL To AMEND 
SECTION 1923, TITLE 28, UNITED STATES CODE 
Costs are taxed as an ordinary incident of 

litigation (F. D. I. C. v. Billings County, N. D. 
(168 F . 2d 452, CCA-8, 1948)) under statu
tory authority. Costs as known today were 
unknown to the common law and, without 
the aid of statute, liability therefor rests 
only on the party incurring them (Vincennes 
Steel Corp. v. Miller (94 F. 2d 347 (CCA-5, 
1938)). Under common law costs were not 
recoverable against the opposing party and 
one requiring a service to be performed was 
required to pay the legal charges therefor 
(United States v. Ringgold (33 U. S. 150 
(1834)). 

Mr. Harry M. Hull, Clerk of the local dis
trict court, advises that the $20 docket fee 
was not taxed in his office in cases terminated 
by default judgments prior to the decision in 
United States v. Bowden (182 F. 2d 251 (CCA-
10, Apr. 28, 1950)). That case arose in the 
United States District Court for the District 
of Utah, being an action by the United 
States against Bowden for the balance due 
on a note. Judge Ritter entered a default 
judgment for plaintiff, and thereafter a 
motion was made to retax costs.1 The dis
trict court refused to t ax an attorney's 
docket fee (under 28 U. S. C. 1923 (a)) and 
plaintiff appealed. The circuit court of 
appeals concluded its decision in this man
ner: 

"4. While we entertain no doubt that the 
entry of the default judgment was a final 
hearing within the meaning of the statute, 
we conclude that the taxation of costs is a 
matter vested in the sound discretion of the 
trial court. 

"The cause will be remanded with in
structions to the trial court to vacate the 
order denying the motion to retax the costs 
and to determine in the exercise of its 
discretion whether an attorney's docket fee 
should be taxed as costs against the defend
ants below" (182 Ii'. 2d, p. 252). 

After this decision came to hfo attention, 
Mr. Hull advises, his office began taxing at
torneys' docket fees in default judgment 
cases. 

Although the Tenth Circuit did not cite 
the decision in the Bowden case, th0 United 
States District Court for the Western Dis
trict of South Carolina had previously held . 
flatly that a default judgment entered by 
the clerk is a final hearing within the mean
ing of 28 United States Code 1923 and allowed 
taxing of the attorney's docket fee of $20 in 
United States v. Herlong (13 Fed. Rules Serv. 
55 b. 14, Case 1; 9 F. R. D. 194 (1949)). 

On the other hand, the United States Dis
trict Court for the Northern District of Ohio 
held in 1951 that the United States (as plain
tiff) was not entitled to the $20 docket fee 
in a case settled by consent judgment in its 
favor (United States v. New York Cent. R. 
Co. (97 F. Supp. 727)). The court went 
further, however, by instructing the clerk 
to disallow the item of $20 charged as docket 
fees u nder section 1923 in any future case 
involving the entry of a default judgment 
(at p. 729). 

The annotations in United States Code 
Annotated substantiate the statement in the 
attached letter that it is well established by 
judicial determinations that a docket fee is 
t axable where a final decree is entered on an 
order pro confesso in equity proceedings. 

1 Mr. Hull explains that the attorney for 
the prevailing party submits an affidavit to 
the clerk of court stating a bill of costs. 
The clerk then taxes such costs as he deems 
just and authorized, and the opposing party 
then has 5 days to respond or to move for 
retaxing of the costs. The prevailing party 
has the same period of time to make such 
motion if he regards the clerk's action erro
n.eous. In either event such motion is con
sidered and determined by the court, subject 
to appeal. 

Since a clerk is authorized to enter a de
fault judgment under the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure, it would seem that no dis
tinction is necessary in this respect between 
the entry by the clerk and entry by the 
court. The decision in the Herlong case, 
supra, observed that the clerk's function in 
such a matter is not merely perfunctory, 
since he must examine the affidavits filed 
and satisfy himself that they meet the re
quirements of rule 55 (a) . The court said 
further that the clerk merely acts in place 
of the judge, in entering a default judg
ment, and the function is the same whether 
exercised by judge or clerk. 

In these circumstances it appears that 
clarification of the statute with reference 
to default judgments is desirable, and from 
a practicable standpoint it seems that in a 
default judgment case the judgment creditor 
is as much entitled to recovery of the docket 
fee as in the case which proceeds to final 
hearing. Therefore, acceptance of the At
torney General's proposal to amend the 
statute is recommended. 

EMPLOYMENT BY LABOR ORGANIZATIONS 
OF COMMUNISTS 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I 
introduce for appropriate reference a bill 
to make it unlawful for a member of a 
Communist organization to hold an office 
or employment with any labor organiza
tion, and to permit the discharge by em
ployers of persons who are members of 
organizations designated as subversive 
by the Attorney General of the United 
States. I ask unanimous consent that 
a statement by me relating to the bill be 
printed in the RECORD. 

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

The bill (S. 2548) to make it unlawful 
for a member of a Communist organiza
tion to hold an office or employment with 
any labor organization, and to permit the 
discharge by employers of persons who 
are members of organizations designated 
as subversive by the Attorney General of 
the United States, introduced by Mr. 
McCARRAN, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on ·the Judi
ciary. 

The statement presented by Mr. Mc
CARRAN is as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR MCCARRAN 
During the first session of this Congress, I 

introduced legislation, S. 1975, having as one 
of its purposes the protection of loyal labor 
unions against infiltration by Communists 
and members of communistic organizations . . 
I am sure my colleagues all recognize the 
importance of this problem, and that legis
lation must be enacted to combat the vigor
ous and subversive activities of Communists 
in the labor movement. 

Since the introduction of S. 1975, numer
ous conferences have been held with repre
sentatives of the American Federation of 
Labor and the CIO in an effort to reach 
some agreement on language which would 
accomplish our purpose without weakening 
the position of honest and loyal men in the 
labor field. 

Today I have sent to the desk a bill which 
· I might have chosen as an amendment to S. 

1975. This is a modified form of the recent 
bill and is not intended as a final answer to 
the problem. I expect to appoint a sub
committee to proceed at once so that full 
and complete hearings will be given. It is 
my desire that legislation giving legal pro
tection for both unions and employer from 
the cancerous growth of communism be en
acted by the Senate, 

This bill differs from S. 1975 in two re
spects: ( 1) Section 2 of the amendment will 
amend subsection 5 of the Internal Securi'ty 
Act of 1950 instead of section 4 of that act. 
The original bill and the amendment both 
make it unlawful for a Communist to hold 
office or employment in a labor union. (2) 
Section 3 of the original bill was found to be 
too indefinite in its provisions and the 
amendment specifies the instances in which 
a Communist may be discharged by an em
ployer. 

You will recall that S. 1975 was introduced 
following a recommendation of members of 
the Internal Security Subcommittee, of which 
I have the honor to be chairman, and this 
bill is being introduced today in order to 
carry out the wishes of this subcommittee. 

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTICLES, ETC., 
PRINTED IN THE APPENDIX 

On request, and by unanimous con
sent, addresses, editorials, articles, etc., 
were ordered to be printed in the Ap
pendix, as follows: 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: 
Address entitled "American Foreign Policy 

in the Far East," delivered by him at the In
stitute of Far Eastern Studies, Seton Hall 
University, South Orange, N. J. 

By Mr. TAFT: 
Article entitled "War by Executive Order," 

written by Senator WATKINS, and published 
in the December 1951 issue of the Western 
Political Quarterly. 

By Mr. SMATHERS: 
An article entitled, "A Formula for Clean 

Government," written by Senator MoN
RONEY, of Oklahoma, and published in the 
New York Times supplement. 

By Mr. WILEY: 
Statement prepared by him, address de

livered by him, and attached material rela
tive to investigation of the Office of Alien 
Property. 

By Mr. AIKEN: 
Address on the importance of the St. Law

rence seaway to Indiana and other Midwest 
States, delivered by Claude R. Wickard, Ad
ministrator of the Rural Electrification Ad
ministration at the Indiana State-wide meet .. 
ing in Indianapolis, Ind., J anuary 24, 1952. 

Address regarding the Canadian viewpoint 
on the development of the St. Lawrence sea
way, delivered by Rt. Hon. C. D. Howe, Minis
ter of the Canadian Government, Depart
ments of Trade and Commerce and Defence 
Production, at the annual dinner of the 
Washington Society of Engineers, Washing
ton, D. C., November 28, 1951. 

By Mr. BRIDGES: 
A column by Constantine Brown on the 

subject of the offshore procurement program. 

TREATIES OF FRIENDSHIP, COMMERCE, 
AND NAVIGATION WITH THE ITALIAN 
REPUBLIC AND THE KINGDOM OF DEN
MARK-REMOVAL OF INJUNCTION OF 
SECRECY 

The VICE PRESIDENT. As in execu
tive session, the Chair lays before the 
Senate Executive H, Eighty-second Con
gress, second session, an agreement sup
plementing the treaty of friendship, 
commerce, and navigation between the 
United States of America and the Italian 
Republic, signed at Washington on Sep
·tember 26, 1951, and Executive I, Eighty
second Congress, second session, a treaty 
of friendship, commerce, and navigation 
between the United States of America 
and the Kingdom of Denmark, together 
with a protocol relating thereto, signed 
at Copenhagen on October 1, 1951. The 
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Chair understands that the State De
partment has no objection to the re
moval of the injunction of secrecy from 
the treaties. Therefore, without objec
tion, the injunction of secrecy will be re
moved from the treaties, and the trea
ties together with the messages from the 
President will be referred to the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations, and the 
President's messages will be printed in 
the RECORD. The Chair hears no ob
jection. 

The President's messages are as 
follows-: 

To the Senate of the United States: 
With a view to receiving the advice 

and consent of the Senate to ratifica
tion I transmit herewith an agreement 
supplementing the treaty of friendship~ 
commerce, and navigation between the 
United States of America and the Italian 
Republic, signed at Washington on Sep
tember 26, 1951. 

I transmit also, for the information of 
the Senate, the report by the Secretary 
of State with respect to the agreement. 

HARRY S. TRUMAN. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 29, 1952. 

<Enclosures: < 1) Report of the Secre
tary of State; (2) agreement supple
menting the treaty of friendship, com
merce, and navigation between the 
United States and Italy, signed at Wash
ington, September 26, 195i.) . 

To the Senate of the United States: 
With a view to receiving the advice 

and consent of the Senate to ratifica
tion I transmit herewith a treaty of 
frie~dship, commerce, and navigation 
between the United States of America 
and the Kingdom of Denmark, together 
with a protocol relating thereto, signed 
at Copenhagen on October 1, 1951. 

I transmit also, for the information 
of the Senate, the minutes of interpre-

. tation, initialed on the same date the 
treaty and protocol were signed, and a 
report on the treaty and protocol made 
to me by the Secretary of State. 

HARRY S. TRUMAN. 
THE WHITE HOUSE, January 29, 1952. 

<Enclosures: (1) Report of the Secre
tary of State; (2) treaty of friendship, 
commerce, and navigation, with proto
col, signed at Copenhagen October 1, 
1951; (3) minutes of interpretation, ini
tialed at Copenhagen October 1, 1951.) 

REPEAL OF EMBARGO ON IMPORTATION 
OF CERT~ COMMODITIES 

The Senate resumed the considera
tion of the bill (S. 2104) to repeal sec
tion 104 of the Defense Production Act 
of 1950, as amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the motion of the 
senior Senator from Indiana· [Mr. CAPE
HART] to recommit Senate bill 2104. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey obtained 
the fioor. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield so that I may suggest 
the absence of a quorum? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield 
for that purpose. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

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

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Aiken 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Connally 
Cordon 
Dirksen 
Dworkshak 
Ferguson 
Fulbright 
George 
Gillette 
Green 

Hendrickson McMahon 
Hickenlooper Millikin 
Holland Moody 
I ves Murray 
Johnston, S. C. Neely 
Kem Smith, N. J. 
Lehman Sparkman 
Magnuson Thye 
Malone Tobey 
McClellan Underwood 
McFarland Wiley 
McKellar ' Williams 

Mr. McFARLAND. I announce that 
the Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ], the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. ELLENDER], the Senator from Okla
homa [Mr. MONRONEY], and the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. O'CoNoR] are ab
sent on official business. 

The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
KEFAUVER] is necessarily absent. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I announce that 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. BENNETT], 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICKER], 
the Senators from Kansas [Mr. CARLSON 
and Mr. ScHOEPPEL], the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. FLANDERS], the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. MARTIN], the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MORSE], and 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. SEATON] 
are absent on official business. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPE
HART] is necessarily absent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is 
not present. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I move that the 
Sergeant at Arms be directed to request 
the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Ser

geant at Arms will execute the order of 
the Senate. 

After a little delay, Mr. ANDERSON, Mr. 
BENTON, Mr. BUTLER of Maryland, Mr. 
BUTLER of Nebraska, Mr. BYRD, Mr. CAIN, 
Mr. CASE, Mr. CLEMENTS, Mr. DOUGLAS, 
Mr. DuFF, Mr. EASTLAND, Mr. ECTON, Mr. 
FREAR, Mr. HAYDEN, Mr. HENNINGS, Mr. 
HILL, Mr. HOEY, Mr. HUMPHREY, Mr. 
HUNT, Mr. JENNER, Mr. JOHNSON of Colo
rado, Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, Mr. KERR, 
Mr. KILGORE, Mr. KNOWLAND, Mr. LANGER, 
Mr. LoDGE, Mr. LONG, Mr. MAYBANK, Mr. 
McCARRAN, Mr. McCARTHY, Mr. MUNDT, 
Mr. NIXON, Mr. O'MAHONEY, Mr. PASTORE, 
Mr. ROBERTSON, Mr. RUSSELL, Mr. SAL
TONSTALL, Mr. SMATHERS, Mrs. SMITH of 
Maine, Mr. SMITH of North Carolina, Mr. 
STENNIS, Mr. TAFT, Mr. WATKINS, Mr. 
WELKER, and Mr. YOUNG entered the 
Chamber and ar...swered to their names. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. A quorum is 
present. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from New Jersey yield for a 
unanimous-consent request? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, since 
the majority leader is present, and also 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. FuL
BRIGHTl, I am wondering whether we 
might mt get a unanimous-consent 
agreement, or some indication as to 
when we may vote on the pending 
measure. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from New Jersey may yield for that pur
pase only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi
dent, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may yield to tb,e Senator from Wash
ington for that purpose. I told the ma
jority leader that if Senators desired to 
bring up the question of a unanimous
consent agreement, I would yield. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, we 
have been endeavoring to work out a 
unanimous-consent agreement whereby 
the pending bill could be disposed of to
morrow. Several telephone calls are now 
being made. Perhaps a little later on we 
may be able to do that, though we are 
unable to do it at the moment. 

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield to 
the Senator from New Hampshire, with 
the same understanding, namely, that I 
do not lose the privilege of the floor. 

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

Mr. BRIDGES. This is a matter which 
could be settled before the Senator pro
ceeds with his speech. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I shall be 
very happy to yield, upon unanimous 
consent being given that I shall not 
thereby lose the privilege of the floor. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President-
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob

jection to the Senator from New Jer
sey yielding to the Senator from New 
Hampshire? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield to either the majority lead
er or the minority leader, provided I do 
not thereby lose the privilege of the floor. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the Senator may do so. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
understand that it is possible to enter 
into a unanimous-consent agreement to 
vote tomorrow, upon the following con
ditions, namely, that the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART] be 
temporarily withdrawn. I understand 
that the Senator from Arkansas is will
ing to accept the Bricker amendment 
and we would then be able to enter int~ 
a unanimous-consent agreement, as f al
lows, namely, to limit the debate, be
ginning tomorrow at 12 o'clock to 1 hour 
30 minutes to a side, on all m~tions and 
amendments, and 1 hour, 30 minutes to 
a side, on the b_ill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection? 

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, let me 
see whether my understanding is cor
rect. I have talked with the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART], and be is 
willing to withdraw temporarily his mo
tion to recommit. We might then reach 
a unanimous-consent agreement that, 
starting at 12 o'clock tomorrow, debate 
upon any amendment, or upon a motion 
to recommit, or upon the bill itself, 
shall be limited to 1 hour, 30 minutes to 
a side. 

Mr. McFARLAND. That is correct. 
Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield, 

with the same understanding. 
Mr. MILLIKIN. The understanding 

would be, would it not, that immediately 
after the Bricker amendment is disposed 
of, the Capehart motion would be re-
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stored automatically to its present posi
tion? 

Mr. BRIDGES. That is corr~ct. 
Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, is 

such an understanding necessary? I 
had anticipated discussing with the Sen
ator from Indiana [Mr. CAPEHART] one 
or two other amendments which I be- · 
lieve may be acceptable, before a vote is 
taken on a motion to recommit. The 
Senator from Indiana could make such a 
motion at any t ime he desired. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from New Jersey will yield, I was 
merely suggesting that taking up the 
Bricker amendment is entirely a matter 
of a temporary suspension, and that the 
Capehart motion would then resume its 
former position, after the Bricker 
amendment shall have been disposed of. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I can make the 
suggestion to the Senator from Arkan
sas in that manner, and can discuss with 
the Senator from Indiana when he re
turns any further suspension of his mo-
tion. · 

I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Presi
dent, that the Capehart motion to re
commit be temporarily withdrawn or set 
aside in order that we may dispose of the 
Bricker amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is that all? 
Mr. McFARLAND. That is all I want 

to ask at this time. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob

jection? 
Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, re

serving the right to object, how would 
the time be divided-1 hour, 30 minutes 
to a side? 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. The majority lead
er has not yet come to that. 

Mr. McFARLAND. I have not yet 
come to that. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, has 
the distinguished majority leader made 
a request to fix the time for a final vote 
on this bill? 

Mr. McFARLAND. Not as yet. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. Does the senator 

contemplate doing so? 
Mr. McFARLAND. I contemplate do

ing so, if and when we shall have dis
posed of the Bricker amendment; that 
is, I contemplate at that time proposing 
a unanimous-consent agreement to limit 
debate, beginning tomorrow, to 1 hour 
on all amendments and motions, and on 
the bill. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, 
does the majority leader expect to add 
to the unanimous-consent request a pro
vision that no amendment, not germane 
to the bill, may be proposed? 

Mr. McFARLAND. Yes; I shall do 
that when the unanimous-consent 
agreement is proposed. 

Mr . McCLELLAN. Did I correctly 
understand that after action on the 
Bricker amendment the motion to re
commit would then resume its place 
automatically? 

Mr. McFARLAND. I asked that the 
motion to recommit be temporarily laid 
aside, which would make it the pend
ing question following disposition of the 
Bricker amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator 
from Arizona asks unanimous consent 
tha t the motion by the Senator from 
Indiana be temporarily laid aside, that 

the Bricker amendment be regarded as 
the immediate pending question to be 
disposed of, and that thereupon the mo
tion of the Senator from Indiana shall 
automatically resume its legislative 
status. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

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

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from N·ew Jersey yield to the 
Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am glad 
to yield, upon the previous understand
ing. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. On behalf of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. BRICKER], I ask 
that his amendment be considered and 
acted-upon immediately. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amend
ment will automatically become the 
pending question. 

Mr. McFARLAND. We are trying to 
dispose of it now, Mr. President. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 
Senator from New Jersey yield fo1~ that 
purpose? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Pres
ident, I am glad to yield, provided I have 
unanimous consent that I do not there-
by lose the floor. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, it is so ordered; and, without· 
objection, the clerk will read for the in
formation of the Senate the pending 
Bricker amendment. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. At the end of 
the bill it is proposed to insert the fol
lowing new section : 

SEC. 2. The enact ment of this act shall not 
be const rued to determine or indicate t h e 
approval or disapproval by the Congress of 
the executive agreemen t known as the Gen
eral Agreement on Tariffs and Trade. 

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield 
to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. It is my understand
ing that the managers of the bill which 
is before the Senate are willing to ac
cept the Bricker amendment. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Mr. President, 
that is correct. I am willing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion, therefore, is on the Bricker amend
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Cape

hart motion to recommit now automati
cally resumes its former status. 

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield 
with the same understanding. 

Mr. MILLIKIN. I move that the vote 
by which the amendment of the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. BRICKER] was adopted 
be reconsidered. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I move to lay that 
motion on the table. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on the motion of the Senator from 
New Hampshire to lay on the table the 
motion of the Senator from Colorado. 

The motion to lay on the table was 
agreed to. 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that beginning 
at 12 o'clock tomorrow. debate on the 

pending bill be limited to 1 hour on 
any motion, amendment or appeal, or 
in the bill itself, the time to be divided 

· equally between the proponent of the 
amendment or the maker of the motion 
and the Senator from Arkansas, in the 
event that he is opposed to the amend
ment or the motion and in the event 
that he is in favor of it, the time to be 
controlled by the distinguished minority 
leader; the time on the bill to be con
trolled by the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. FULBRIGHT] and the minority leader 
or any Senator whom he may designate; 
with the further provisions that all 
amendments must be germane. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the unanimous consent re
quest? 

Mr. MILLIKIN. Mr. President, do I 
correctly understand that amendments 
may be offered during the course of the 
debate? 

Mr. McFARLAND. Yes, with a limi
tation of 30 minutes to a side. 

Mr. FULBRIGHT. Thirty minutes on 
the bill itself as well as on amendments? 

Mr. McFARLAND. On the bill itself 
and on any amendments. 

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

The unanimous-consent agreement, as 
subsequently reduced to writing, is as 
follows: 

Ordered, That on Wednesday, January 30, 
1952, beginning at the hour of 12 o'clock 
noon, debate upon any amendment or mo
tion (including appeals) that m ay be pend
ing or that m ay thereafter be proposed to 
the bill (S. 2104) tri repeal section 104 of 
the Defense Production Act of 1950, as 
amended, and upon t he question of the final 
passage of t he said bill, be limited to not 
exceeding 1 hour, to be equally divided and 
controlled, in the case of amendments, mo
tions, or appeals , by the mover of any such 
amendment or motion (including appeals) 
and Mr. Fur.BRIGHT: Provided, That in the 
event Mr. FuLBRIGHT is in favor of any such 
amendment, motion, or appeal, the time in 
opposition ther..!to shall be controlled by the 
minority leader or some Senator designated 
by him: Prov ided further, That no amend
ment or motion that is not germane to the 
subject matter of the said bill shall be re
ceived. 

Oriered fur ther, That upon the question of 
the final passage of the said bill, the debate 
shall be equally divided and controlled by 
Mr. FULBRIGHT an d the minority leader or 
some Senator designated by him. 

REPORT ON FAR EASTERN POLICY 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi
dent, as a member of the Far East Sub
committee of the Foreign Relations · 
Committee, I recently returned with the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. SPARKMAN], 
and Mr. John Foster Dulles, from a trip 
to Japan and other places in the far
eastern area. This is the second t ime 
I have been to that area, having made a 
visit there in 1949. 

While my remarks today will be di
rected primarily to the Far East, I want 
to invite the attention of my colleagues 
to the fact that in the past year or two 
I have twice been to Europe and have 
studied the situa tion in the Atlantic Pact 
nations. So, although I am focusing my 
remarks today on the Far East , I am 
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trying to relate the problems there to 
the whole foreign relations picture, for. 
of course, I realize the importance of 
the North Atlantic area. 

In the past 2 years we have come 
to the decision that the concept of col
lective security is the . basis of our for
eign policy, because the Communist 
threat is obviously world wide. 
Furthermore we are aware that the 
United States has the responsibility of 
leadership of the free world in building 
collective security both in Asia and in 
Europe. While I recognize the impor
tance of the Atlantic Pact area and the 
very important work which General 
Eisenhower is doing in bringing about 
participation by the western European 
nations in collective defense, I have the 
feeling, which I think is shared by many 
other persons, that the Middle East and 
the Far East present the two most im
mediate threats to world security. 

I have not been to the Middle East; 
the problems there are now being studied 
by the Middle East Subcommittee of the 
Foreign Relations Committee; but I have 
been to the Far East, and, therefore, I 
shall confine my remarks to the Far 
East in my address to the Senate today. 

YEARNING FOR FREEDOM AND INDEPENDENCE 

Mr. President, let me state, first of ·an, 
as the foundation of everything I shall 
say, that from my trip in 1949 and my 
trip in the past year, in which I visited 
Japan, the Philippines, Hong Kong, Ko
rea, and Formosa, which is all that is left 
of free China, I believe the basic cause of 
turmoil in this area is a deep-rooted 
yearning for freedom and independence. 
The people are seeking to be free of the 
old traditional colonialism and imperial
ism, and they resent exploitation by any 
outside powers, especially by the so
called white man. 

As Americans, we have a problem be
cause we are identified with our good 
friends France and Great Britain in their 
world-wide position, and, unfortunately. 
they have a certain reputation for im
perialism and colonialism among far 
eastern and many middle eastern peo
ples. 

Unfortunately, in Asia many people 
fail to realize the imperialistic implica
tions of Russian domination, and they 
are led astray by Russian propaganda 
which falsely promises freedom if the 
communistic system is followed. This 
has already resulted in Communist dom
ination on the mainland of China, and 
has thus been the direct cause of one of 
the greatest threats to the security of the 
free world. 

FREE AND INDEPENDENT CHIN A 

So, Mr. President, in considering the 
whole picture, I have come to the con
clusion that if we want a free and inde
pendent Asia, which might well mean 
the freedom of the world, we should 
think in terms of a free and independent 
China. 

I emphasize a free and independent 
China as a basis for peace in Asia. That 
was my conclusion 2 years ago, but it 
was not so clear in my mind as it is to
day. Two years ago I felt very strongly 
that we should not recognize Communist 
China, because we had evidence that it 
was simply a puppet government of Rus-

sia. At that time I also took the position 
that the Island of Formosa, which is 
all that is left of free China, was abso
lutely vital for our own security and that 
we should not permit it to fall into hos
tile hands. I am glad to say that both 
those ideas have proved to be correct 
and that our own policy today .is along 
the line of nonrecognition of Communist 
China and of protecting Formosa from 
any possible hostile invasion. 

From my studies and my trips to the 
Far East I am perfectly convinced that 
a Russian-controlled China, continuing 
indefinitely, will mean a Russian-con
trolled Asia. If China remains behind 
the iron curtain it will be very difficult 
for other countries in Asia which are 
outside the iron curtain to develop as 
free and independent nations. On the 
other hand, a free and independent 
China, together with a free and inde
pendent Japan, which is about to be 
brought about by the Japanese peace 
·treaty-and I may say parenthetically 
that I hope to address myself to the sub
ject of the Japanese peace treaty very 
shortly when it comes before the Senate 
for ratification-a free and independent 
China, together with a free and inde
pendent Japan and, I hope, a free and in
dependent India, might very well lead 
to sound democratic government for all 
of Asia. We cannot compromise. China 
must become free and independent and 
play a significant role in a free Asia. 
This must be an important key to our 
far-eastern policy. · 

COMMUNIST AGGRESSION IN KOREA 

Mr. President, the next point I wish 
to discuss-and it has to do immediately 
with our problems in Korea-is how to 
stop Chinese Communist aggression. I 
am absolutely convinced that Chinese 
Communist aggression is inspired by 
Moscow and directed by Moscow, that all 
orders are taken from Moscow. The 
leadership does not move without Mos
cow. Therefore we are faced with a con
tinuing threat in the far-eastern area 
which has been evidenced first by open 
aggression in Korea, and by threats of 
aggression elsewhere, in every case using 
alien peoples as puppets of the Russian 
policy. This is evidenced in Korea, first, 
by the use of the Noi:th Koreans, and 
now of the Communist Chinese. It is 
my firm conviction that wherever ag
gression appears, it can be stopped only 
by a courageous and determined policy, 
not only on our part, but also on the part 
of the western powers and of our United 
Nations associates. A weak policy has 
invited and will invite further aggres
sion. 

Let us consider, then, the problem of 
Korea. In my judgment, the interven
tion of the United Nations in 1950, when 
the aggression first occurred, was justi
fied. The North Koreans attacked, and 
the United Nations helped South Korea 
to resist. I did not approve of our tak
ing that action without endorsement by 
action of Congress, especially by the Sen
ate of the United States. I think there 
should have been a resolution of endorse
ment. Regardless of that, it would not 
have been possible for us to stay out of 
Korea without surrendering that whole 
area to the Communists, thereby endan-

gering Japan and our own island chain 
in the Far East. From the standpoint of 
our own self-defense, the United States 
was compelled to act; certainly from the 
standpoint of the United Nations, the 
United Nations had to act, because the 
aggression was clearly defiance of the 
authority of the United Nations, which 
could not be tolerated. 

Under the wise leadership and strategy 
of General MacArthur we were success
ful in pushing the North Koreans back 
to the Yalu River. But when the Chi
nese Communists entered the war, a new 
situation arose. The greatly reinforced 
enemy pushed our forces back, and at 
present the line of defense is at a place 
which we have partially determined as 
being slightly north of the thirty-eighth 
parallel. For 6 months precious time 
has been consumed in discussing pro
posals for a truce or armistice. 

My own observation, based on my trip 
and discussions with military people, is 
that if there could be an honorable 
armistice, which would save human lives, 
no e1Iort should be spared to achieve it. 
But every time we have approached 
agreement on an armistice, the Commu
nists have countered with another sug
gestion or an objection to the terms 
that have been proposed. The result is 
that an armistice has not been achieved 
after more than 6 months of discussion. 

Meantime, it is perfectly clear to any
one who visits Korea that the Commu
nists have increased their fire power by 
making available more artillery and 
ground forces. Worse than that, they 
have increased· their air power by con
structing airfields behind the Yalu, and 
even south of the Yalu, in North Korea, 
thus placing the position of the United 
Nations in jeopardy, in the event the 
truce talks collapse. 

I was interested to read an article 
published in the U. S. News and World 
Report of January 11, 1952, entitled, 
"How To Deal With Communists." This 
article is based on the views of our own 
military and naval authorities who have 
been engaged in the negotiations. Ac
cording to the editor's note, this article 
was submitted, before publication, to the 
Press Advisory Division of General 
Ridgway's headquarters. I shall quote 
from it as a build-up, I might say, for 
the argument I intend to make for the 
policy I advocate in Korea: 

Communist leaders, fundamentally, are 
convinced that the United States is afraid to 
risk major war and can be bluffed and forced 
to make sacrifices if treated roughly. • • • 
If the Communists are convinced that the 
West really will fight, then there will be no 
fight. • • • They seem to respect only 
power that can and will be used to back up 
a United States position. It must be power 
in being and in place, where it can be seen 
and believed unquestionably. 

The inevitable conclusion from that 
would be that we have been willing to be 
pushed around in the truce negotiations 
and that we are at a great military dis
advantage in our dealings with the Com
munists on the Peninsula of Korea. 

EXTREME SANCTIONS AGAINST AGGRESSION 

It is my considered judgment that we 
must now be prepared to apply extreme 
sanctions, and I shall shortly define 



195~ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - SENATE 571 

what I -mean by those words. We 
should not limit our retaliation only to 
action on the Korean Peninsula, where 
we are at a great military disadvantage. 
I suggest that extreme sanctions should 
very definitely be applied in the follow .. 
ing circumstances: 

(a) If, for a time that may be desig .. 
nated, the Communists continue to stall 
the truce talks ; or 

(b) if they agree to a truce but then 
do not abide by it. 

The sanctions should apply also if the 
Communists engage in aggression else
where in the Far East. I shall discuss 
that matter a little later. I am now 
speaking of Korea. If the Communists 
continue to stall or if they agree to a 
truce and then break it, we must not 
hesitate to take effective action by the 
application of extreme sanctions. 

What are extreme sanctions? When
ever I have used that expression, many 
people have asked me what I mean. I 
shall give examples, although they are 
not all-inclusive. Many things might 
be considered: · 

First, a blockade of the Chinese coast 
by the United Nations. That would 
mean cutting off China from all sea
ward intercourse v;ith other powers, if 
China continues to defy the United 
Nations. 

Second, air, sea, and materiel support 
for the Nationalist Army c;n Formosa, 
for the purpose of guerrilla attacks on 
the mainland of China. I am not advo
~a ting all-out war on the mainland, be
cl:l.use the Chinese Nationalists are not 
in a position to conduct such a war to
day. However, they could cause a great 
amount of trouble by making guerrilla 
raids on the mainland of China from 
Formosa. I may remind my colleagues 
that Formosa is at the moment the last 
bastion of the free Chinese, who are op
posing ·.;he Chinese Communist move
ment. 

Third, air and sea attacks should be 
. made on vulnerable Chinese ports and 
military supply lines, if that should be 
necessary. I hope it will not be neces
sary. I doubt that such bombing will 
be necessary if an effective blockade is 
applied; but if it is necessary, we should 
not hesitate to take these steps rather 
than continue to have our boys killed 
in Korea. 

The next step, in my opinion, is most 
important, and I wish to emphasize it. 
It is the withdrawal of recognition of 
Communist China by those countries 
which have recognized the Communist 
regime. I refer especially to our British 
friends, but there are also other free
world countries which have recognized 
Communist China. To me it seems per
fectly absurd that members of the 
United Nations, whose forces are en
gaged in fighting in Korea against 
Chinese Communist aggression, should 
sti11 continue to recognize the aggressor 
government. 

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I had 
overlooked saying, as I began my re
marks, that I hoped I might make my 
statement consecutively, and that ques
tions would then be asked. 

If the Senator from California has no 
objection, I should prefer to completa 
my entire statement. 

I shall continue to emphasize thi~ 
point because my own mind is not clear 
as to what argument our British friends 
can continue to make for the recognition 
of Communist China, especially in light 
of the way they have been abused by 
the Communists. The British them
selves have not been recognized by the 
Communists. Of course, if there were a 
discontinuance of recognition, there 
might be an interference with trade, but 
I cannot believe that trade is as impor
tant as the saving of human lives, which 
are now being lost in Korea, especially 
when 90 percent of the United Nations 
armed forces there consist of our own 
sons who have gone into that war. 

Despite the fact that I have been 
critical of the far-eastern policy of the 
administration, I am happy to say that 
I think we are moving in the direction 
I have been discussing. I cannot help 
but feel, from a reading of the news
papers and periodicals that there is a 
trend toward a firmer attitude in the 
event that aggressions continue or break 
out elsewhere. 

Let me quote from an article which 
appeared in Time magazine on January 
14, which to me was very illuminating. 
I have no idea whether it is authorita
tive, or whether it really expresses the 
policy of our Government. I hope 
either that it does express it, or that 
something along this line is being con
templated . . I have no way of knowing. 

The United States Government, for the 
first time since the Chinese Reds attacked 
14 months ago, has finally figured out what 
it is going to do about the Korean war. 
The new policy has been approved, tenta
tively and in principle, by the Joint Chiefs 
of Staff and the National Security Coun
cil, of which the President and the Secre
tary of State are members. The policy may 
be abandoned later. It may not survive 
the opposition of allied governments, with 
which it is now being discussed. But as of 
now, this is the plan: 

Whatever the Communists do, the United 
States will not be drawn into a resumption 
of the struggle on the Korean Peninsula, 
which is not a good place for the United 
States to fight. Therefore the United States 
will be able to reduce greatly its present 
forces in Korea. 

If the Reds sign a truce and then break 
1n with another offensive in Korea, the 
United States will not co~fine its resistance 
to Korea or even concentrate on Korea. In
stead, it will blockade the coast of China and 
attack Chinese coastal cities by air. 

That was one of the suggestions I 
made in my earlier remarks defining 
extreme sanctions. 

If the Reds do not sign a truce and do 
attempt to resume offensive war in Korea
either in the air, or on the ground, or 
both-the main United States reply will 
come not in Korea but by air-sea attack on 
the Chinese coastal cities. 

How to limit a war: This does not mean a 
threat of unlimited war with Red China. 
The limits of the present war are set by the 
enemy and are to his advantage. Under the 
new Washington plan, the United States 
would set the limits to its advantage. 

· Whether this is our present policy, I 
do not know. I have reason to believe 
that our authorities are discussing these 

points with our allies, and are thinking 
seriously of taking these drastic steps. 
,This is certainly an encouraging indica
tion that we are considering the employ
ment of more stringent measures. 

In this connection I call attention to 
an article published in the New York 
Herald Tribune of this morning, with 
regard to action reported yesterday in 
Paris. The New York Tribune, in an 
article dated Paris, January 28, by Mr. 
John G. Rogers, a correspondent of the 
Tribune, says: 

The western Big Three warned Russia and 
the Chinese Peking regime today, in effect, 
that any new Communist aggression in 
southeast Asia would be met by United Na
tions force. 

American delegate John Sherman Cooper 
led the way before the Political Committee 
of the General Assembly by asserting "at this 
time I must, c.n instructions from my Gov
ernment, state clearly" that any attempted 
Red grab in southeast Asia "would, in the 
opinion of my Government, be a matter of 
direct and grave concern which would require 
the most urgent and earnest consideration 
by the U. N." 

Then follow a few paragraphs quoting 
a similar British and the French posi
tion on the same subject. I ask unani
mous consent to have printed in the REC
ORD at this point in my remarks the re
mainder of this article. 

There being no objection, the re
mainder of the article was ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

British Minister of State Selwyn Lloyd 
followed with a declaration to the Russians 
and the Chinese Communists that, in case 
they had any aggressive Asian plans, they 
had better take into consideration that 
Great Britain stood squarely with the United 
States on the issue of opposing them. 

French delegate Francis Lacoste stressed 
that any intervention from outside to sup
port the rebel Vietminh forces the French 
are fighting in Indochina would constitute 
cause for immediate and effective action by 
the U. N. 

The American-British-French statements 
were prompted by a recent accusation mad.a 
by Soviet Foreign Minister Andrei Y. Vishin
sky, who charged that the United states was 
ferrying Chinese Nationalist troops to Burma 
and Thailand for aggression against Com
munist China. Western diplomats specu
lated that Mr. Vishinsky might have been 
trying to build up advance justification for 
Communist military intervention in south
east Asia. 

Today before the political committee, 
which is debating a Chinese Nationalist 
charge of Russian treaty breaking, Soviet 
Delegate Yakov A. Malik repeated the flavor 
of the Vishinsky charge and said the Western 
Powers are planning an aggression against 
Red China from southeast Asia. 

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

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I yield. 
Mr. KNOWLAND. I am mindful of 

what the Senator said previously, and I 
would not, except under the circum
stances I shall outline, interrupt him at 
this point, because I can realize his de
sire for continuity in his remarks. How
ever, I have a luncheon engagement to 
which I shall be called very shortly, and 
I am afraid that perhaps I shall miss 
the remainder of the Senator's remarks, 
though I will read them in the RECORD. 

On this particular point I thought it 
might be helpful, both to the Senate 
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and to the country, to raise now a point 
which I think needs to be discussed. If 
the Senator still feels, under the cir .. 
cumstances, that he would prefer to 
continue, I shall, of course, not pursue 
the matter. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am very 
glad to yield to the Senator if he must 
leave. I know that he is familiar with 
this entire subject. I should like to use 
his observations to support the entire ar
gument which I am making. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. First of all, let me 
say to the Senator from New Jersey that 
I think the time has come when this 
country must stop yielding to interna
tional blackmail on the part of the Soviet 
Union and its satellites, either in Asia 
or in Europe. 

I quite agree with the Senator from 
New Jersey that the United States can
not continue for a prolonged period of 
time to take 93 percent of the casualties, 
supply 90 percent of the United Nations 
forces in Korea, and ask men to fight 
and die, while , denying them the right 
to win. On that point I think there 
is no general disagreement between the 
Senator's position and mine. 

However, I am concerned by the state-· 
ment made yesterday by Mr. Cooper, the 
American representative in the United 
Nations, to the effect, as I understood 
it, that if the Communists either break 
the truce or move in southeast Asia, it 
will be considered a matter of grave con
cern to the Government of the United 
States, and will require us to take the 
matter up immediately with the United 
Nations. 

The reason I am concerned is this: 
When Chinese Communists crossed the 
Yalu in force in November and De
cember of 1950, despite the fact that 
it was a clear-cut case of overt aggres
sion, it took the United Nations more 
than 6 months to call it aggression. 
· In case the Communists move in 

southeast Asia or move against our 
forces now involved in Korea, if the mat
ter is merely to be taken up before the 
United Nations, the United Nations may 
still be debating the question after 
southeast Asia has fallen, or after For
mosa has been invaded, or after our 
troops have been jeopardized in Korea. 

I am wondering what assurances 
either the State Department, Mr. Cooper, 
or the Senator from New Jersey could 
give that taking up the matter before 
the United Nations would be effective 
action so far as stopping aggression is 
concerned. We cannot escape the real
ities· of the situation. Eighteen months 
after an overt aggression has taken place 
in Korea, out of 60 members of the 
United Nations, deducting 5 as repre
senting the Soviet Union and its satel
lites, leaving 55, up until today, as the 
Senator is speaking, only 17 of those na
tions have sent a single soldier, sailor, 
or airman to resist aggression in Korea. 
All 17 of them put together have con
tributed only approximately 35,000. The 
United States of America alone has con
tributed more than 350,000. The Re
public of China on Formosa alone of
fered 33,000 of its best troops 4 days 

after the aggression took place, but that 
offer was declined by the United Nations 
for fear that it might antagonize the 
Chinese Communists. 

What I want to know is, what assur
ances have we that if further aggression 
takes place we shall get more than a 
10-percent contribution from the other 
members of the United Nations? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I am glad 
to. have the Senator's question. I point 
out to him that before I conclude my re
marks I shall try to deal with the very 
situation which he suggests. I am per
fectly satisfied that we cannot wait upon 
the United Nations if adequate prepara
tions are not made in advance for prompt 
U. N. action. The extreme sanctions to 
which I have referred are not necessarily 
limited to action by the United Nations. 
I would first take the question up with 
the United Nations; but if the United 
Nations would not act, I should try to 
persuade Britain and France to go along 
with us. If they would not do so, we 
would have to explore the possibility of 
going it alone. As matters are now, we 
cannot continue to let the situation drift. 
It does not make sense. 

As I have suggested earlier, in case 
the truce talks should fail, or in case a 
truce should be agreed to and then vio
lated, or in case of aggression anywhere 
else, the extreme sanctions principle 
should be applied at once at least by 
the three major powers, as I understand 
is implied in the article from Time mag
azine from which I have read. We ought 
to put the heat on them to go along in 
such action, because it must be taken if 
we are to get results. While I have al
ways favored taking these matters up 
before the United Nations, which has a 
primary responsibility, we cannot. wait 
for the United Nations to act while our 
boys are being killed. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from New Jersey yield once 
more so that I may ask him a question 
on this point? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Certainly. 
Mr. KNOWLAND. I am inclined to 

agree with the Senator from New Jersey 
that with the facts as they were avail
able on the 25th day of June 1950, had 
the administration frankly taken Con
gress into its full confidence it very likely 
could have secured approval by congres
sional resolution. That may be a de
batable point, but I believe that anyone 
who examines the evidence presented at 
the time would be inclined to believe 
that that would have been so. I also 
agree with the Senator from New Jersey 
that the President and the State De
partment made a very serious error in 
not following the Constitution and bring
ing the matter to the attention of Con
gress. 

Does not the able Senator from New 
Jersey believe that even at this late date 
the President of the United States and 
the Secretary of State have certainly an 
equal obligation-and I believe under the 
Constitution a higher obligation-to con
sult with Congress on the effective steps 
which may have to be taken in southeast 
Asia, or wherever aggression may break 

out, as they have consulted with the 
United Nations? The United Nations is 
a parliamentary body, in a sense repre
senting the nations which have joined 
together under the Charter. 

However, I do not believe that the 
executive branch of the Government of 
the United States should be allowed to 
overlook the primary duty it owes to 
Congress. The Senate and the House are 
entitled to have the same free and full 
consultation and the same taking into 
confidence on the part of the executive 
branch as is being accorded to the United 
Nations, by having statements made on 
the floor of the United Nations by one of 
our able representatives in the organiza
tion. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. There can 
be no question about the correctness of 
the statement of the Senator from 
California. Earlier in my remarks I 
stated that when the Korean question 
arose I urged that it be referred to the 
Senate and to the House of Representa
tives for the purpose of confirming the 
action which had been taken by the ad
ministration. Before the brief interrup
tion I was discussing the Korean situa
tion and where we would find ourselves 
in the event that the truce talks should 
break down. 

POSSIBLE AGGRESSION IN SOUTHEAST ASIA 

I move now to southeast Asia where 
we know there is a large Communist 
build-up. The Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. SPARKMAN] and I had contem
plated going to Indochina, Malaya, Thai
land, and Indonesia, to observe the Com
munist threats and the general situation 
in those countries, but, unfortunately, 
we did not have the time to make the 
trip. However, from the information 
available, there can be no doubt at all 
that there is an enormous concentra
tion of Communist troops in that area 
ready to strike somewhere in that region. 

Mr. President, the argument I am 
presenting is that we should make our 
position perfectly clear, and get our 
allies to join us in serving notice, not 
only on Communist China, but on the 
Soviet Union, that aggression will result 
in the kind of sanctions I have been dis
cussing. I refer to extreme sanctions. 
This policy should be developed, as the 
Senator from California has pointed out, 
through full cooperation between the 
executive branch and other arms of the 
Government. 

Mr. President, there is one point I de
sire to make perfectly clear. I want the 
RECORD to ·show that I do not believe in 
putting American boys ashore on the 
mainland of Asia. I am not advocating 
any such thing. My recommendations 
are limited to naval and air forces. 

I do not know whether the Senator 
from Alabama CMr. SPARKMAN] was 
present on the occasion, but during my 
trip I had a very interesting experience. 
I had an interview with the President 
of South Korea, Dr. Syngman Rhee. 
He was disturbed by the possibility that 
a truce would divide Korea again. He 
said, "We do not expect your boys to be 
called on to give us a free Republic of 
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Korea. All we ask for is that you give 
us equipment and that you train our 
own people. We do not want you to 
sacrifice your own boys. It is much 
better for Asians to fight Asians, for 
South Koreans to fight the Communists 
of China. It is better to do that than 
to have Occidentals fighting against 
Asians." 

He also pointed out that they were 
eager to get into the fray and to be 
trained for that purpose. He implied 
that we had neglected the opportunity 
to train Asians in the numbers that 
should be trained. 

Another interesting part of our trip 
took us to Formosa. I talked to General 
Chiang Kai-shek, and much to my 
amazement he made exactly the same 
comment. He said, "It is much better 
for you to train our boys. We do not 
want your boys on the mainland. We 
want to have Asians trained who are 
opposed to communism. All we ask is 
your assistance in training them and in 
equipping them." 

Naturally I took the matter up with 
our own officials. I was told earlier that 
the policy would be agreed to by our 
military authorities, and that they were 
training the natives as rapidly as they 
could, but that they did not feel that 
they could train a sufficient number of 
them to hold the fort. That may be a 
military question. I am certain that 
such a policy would meet with the ap
proval of the people of the United States. 
American boys should not be sent to the 
mainland of China, and should be re
lieved of duty in Korea as soon as we 
feel that the situation permits such ac
tion. 

POSITIVE PROGRAMS FOR FREE CHINA 

Mr. President, earlier in my remarks 
I referred to a free and independent 
China as the key to a free and independ
ent Asia, and as the foundation for our 
far-eastern policy. Although we know 
that there is an underground movement 
in China, if we dawdle along there, and 
temporize on the policy for a free and 
independent China, we will be on com
pletely unsound ground in our far-east
ern policy. My suggestion is absolutely 
in line with our "'open door" policy with 
respect to China which we have main
tained for 50 years. It is in line with 
our territorial integrity policy toward 
China. Ye~. at the present time we are 
not willing to take a stand for a free and 
independent China. 

If we are to threaten the Communist 
Chinese Government with extreme sanc
tions, I want to be in a position to hold 
out hope to the people within China 
who are opposed to Communist control 
that there is a policy somewhere in the 
world looking toward their freedom. 

I cite Formosa as an example of the 
success of such a policy. I was there 2 
years ago, and I was there again last fall. 
We have there an example of what can 
be done in the Far East in helping peo
ple defend themselves. We have given 
economic aid to Formosa. We had a 
hand, J believe, in the appointment of a 
key civilian to the governorship. He is 

a man to whom I am proud to refer, be- · 
cause he is a gn1duate of my own uni
versity, Princeton. I refer to Mr. K. C. 
Wu. For 2 years Mr. K. C. Wu has been 
acting as civilian governor with the dis
tinct purpose of setting up a democratic 
administration based on participation of 
all the people-and that includes the 
Formosan people themselves-in govern
ing themselves. As a result, much of the 
prejudice toward the presence of the free 
Chinese in Formosa seems to have sub
sided, and the Chinese and Formosans 
there are working together in their 
determination to prevent the further 
spread of communism in Asia and to 
bring about a free and independent 
China. Formosa is an example of what 
may be done in any area which is under 
the control of free Chinese. 

As I said a moment ago, there are 
many anti-Communists on the mainland 
who need encouragement. If we keep 
presenting the idea that we favor a free 
and independent China, we shall bring 
them encouragement. However, I would 
go even further than that; I would let 
those people know that we are prepared 
to propose to them a program of tech
nical and economic aid, if they need it, 
as an alternative to what they are get
ting from the Communists. I would 
show the Chinese the help which China 
would receive from the free world if she 
were to free herself from Soviet domi
nation, if she stopped what I have called 
aggressive expansionism, if she stopped 
being the menace she is to the world 
today under the prodding of Moscow, 
and if she became a part of the free and 
independent Asia movement. We should 
emphasize our objective of building up a 
strong, free China as a full partner with 
the rest of the free world rather than 
as a colonial subject of an imperialistic 
power, which she is today. 

So, Mr. President, there are two prongs 
to my proposal for a free and independ
ent China. One is to stop aggression by 
the Chinese. We should tell them that 
they must stop their aggression and cease 
a policy which menaces the free world 
and harms China as well. We must 
make them understand the importance 
of that. The other part of my proposal 
is to get them to understand that we 
propose to help them if China becomes 
free and independent as part of a free 
and independent Asia movement. We 
should outline the position of China in 
the new, specific collective-security ar
ra:agements. 

Present!Y the Foreign Relations Com
mittee will report to the Senate, as the 
Chair knows, the Japanese peace treaty 
and the security treaties based on tt, 
which contemplate joint security ar
rangements between the United States 
and the Philippines, the United States 
and Japan, and the United States and 
Australia and New Zealand. Those ar
rangements are designed to protect all 
those areas from aggression, and if China 
becomes a free and independent nation, 
of course, she will be included. In other 
words, our so-called extension of the 
Monroe Doctrine principle to the Far 

East would include such an area as 
China. 

However, we cannot rest after merely 
making that statement; we must do more 
than that. We must publicize through
out Asia our program of economic aid 
and collective security. I would stop 
using the Voice of America in Asia, for I 
think it has caused some misunderstand
ing and some difficulty. I would help it 
to be turned into a Voice of Free Asia. I 
would make the key to our Far Eastern 
policy the growth of free and independ· 
ent nations in Asia, and I would con
tinue to propagandize that idea and to 
talk about it and tell what it means, and 
I would send that word to every corner 
of that continent. 

It is my considered judgment that a 
free and independent China on our side 
will cost vastly less than military pre
paredness against an aggressive Com
munist China. We must use the meth
ods I am proposing to stop aggression by 
Communist China and to make China a 
free and independent nation. 

So much for China for the moment. 
PROGRESS AND PROBLEMS IN JAPAN 

My next comment is on the progress 
and problems of Japan. I shall not de
velop those fully now, because presently 
there will come to the floor the Japanese 
peace treaty, and then we shall have oc
casion to discuss that treaty and the 
related problems. 

However, there has been considerable 
discussion, which I have not touched on 
thus far, as to whether the Japanese 
Government, after the peace treaty is 
ratified, will recognize Communist China 
or will recognize Nationalist China. 

There is no doubt in my mind as to 
what the Japanese want to do. Mr. 
Dulles, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
SPARKMAN], and I were able, when talk
ing with the Japanese leadership, to get 
from them the clear impression that 
they want to be aligned with the western 
free powers and want to remain that 
way. They want to recognize the Na
tionalist Chinese and to make appropri
ate arrangements with the Nationalist 
Chinese. They do not want to reco_gnize 
the Communist Chinese. The Japanese 
leaders took the position that they hoped 
that Japan would soon be admitted to 
the United Nations, and wished to coop
erate with the objectives of the United 
Nations; and as long as the Communist 
Chinese were in the other camp and were 
defying the United Nations, they had no 
interest in dealing with them. 

There was another question which 
troubled the Japanese, namely, the ques
tion of their trade, because in some 
places it was felt that trade with Com
munist China was necessary for the eco
nomic survival of Japan. I have re
ceived communications which will be 
presented in connection with the Jap
anese Peace Treaty, and which I think 
will show that it will not be necessary 
for Japan to trade with Communist 
China, but, instead, with southeast Asia 
and eventually, of course, with the free 
and indepencient · China about which I 
have been talking. 
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At this stage in my remarks I think 

it would be wise to submit for inclusion 
in the RECORD the letter which Premier 
Yoshida sent to Mr. John Foster Dulles 
a few days ago. That letter has been 
the cause of considerable comment both 
here and in the Far East. I can say 
from my personal knowledge that we dis
cussed the letter extensively with Mr. 
Yoshida, who wrote it, and it was en
tirely voluntary on the part of the Jap
anese. In our discussions we tried to 
communicate to the Japanese what we 
meant by a free and independent Asia 
and what it would mean to Japan to be 
a part of that group, rather than to be a 
satellite behind the iron curtain of 
Russia. Therefore, Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have the Yoshida 
letter printed at this point in the RECORD. 
It states the intention of the Yoshida 
Government to enter into a bilateral 
treaty with the Nationalist Chinese on 
Formosa, insofar as the Nationalist Chi
nese control any area in China, after the 
ratification of the Japanese Peace Treaty 
with us. 

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

(Following is the text of a letter from 
Shigeru Yoshida, Prime Minister of Japan, 
to John Foster Dulles which was made public 
by the Prime Minister last night (January 16, 
Tokyo time) : ) 

THE GAIMUSHO, 
December 24, 1951. 

His Excellency JOHN FOSTER DULLES, 
The Department of State, 

Washington, D . C. 
DEAR AMBASSADOR DULLES: While the Jap

anese Peace Treaty and the U. S.-Japan 
Security Treaty were being debated in the 
House of Representatives and the House of 
Councillors of the Diet, a number of ques
tions were put and statements made relative 
to Japan's future policy toward China. Some 
of the statements, separated from their con
text and background, gave rise to misappre
hensions which I should like to clear up. 

The Japanese Government desires ulti
mately to have a full measure of political 
peace and commercial intercourse with China 
which is Japan's close neighbor. 

At the present time it is, we hope, possible 
to develop that kind of relationship with the 
National Government of the Republic of 
China, which has the seat, voice, and vote 
of China in the United Nations, which exer
cises actual governmental authority over cer
tain territory, and which maintains diplo
matic relations with most of the members 
of the United Nations. To that end my gov
ernment on November 17, 1951, established 
a. ;Japanese Government Overseas Agency in 
Formosa, with the consent of the National 
Government of China. This is the highest 
form of relationship with other countries 
which is now permitted to Japan, pending 
the coming into force of the multilateral 
treaty of peace. The Japanese Government 
Overseas Agency in Formosa is important in 
its personnel, reflecting the importance 
which my government attaches to relations 
with the National Government of the Re
public of China. My government is prepared 
as soon as legally possible to conclude with 
the National Government of China, if that 
government so desires, a. treaty which Will 
reestablish normal relations between the two 
governments in conformity with the prin
ciples set out in the multilateral treaty of 
peace. The terms of such bilateral treaty 
shall, in respect of the Republic of China, 

be applicable to all territories which are now, 
or which may hereafter be, under the con
trol of the National Government of the Re
public of China. We will promptly explore 
this subject with the National Government 
of China. 

As regards the Chinese Communist re
gime, that regime stands actually condemned 
by the United Nations of being an aggressor, 
and, in consequence, the United Nations has 
recommended certain measures against that 
regime, in which Japan is now concurring 
and expects to continue to concur when the 
multilateral treaty of peace comes into force 
pursuant to the provisions of article 5 (a) 
(111), whereby Japan has undertaken "to give 
the United Nations every assistance in any 
action it takes in accordance with the Char
ter and to refrain from giving assistance to 
any state against which the United Nations 
may take preventive or enforcement action." 
Furthermore, the Sino-Soviet Treaty of 
Friendship, Alliance, and Mutual Assistance, 
concluded in Moscow in 1950, is virtually a 
military alliance aimed against Japan. In 
fact there are many reasons to believe that 
the Communist regime in China is backing 
the Japan Communist Party in its program 
of seeking violently to overthrow the con
stitutional system and the present Govern
ment of Japan. In view of these considera
tions, I can assure you that the Japanese 
Government has no intention to conclude a. 
bilateral treaty with the Communist regime 
of China. 

Yours sincerely, 
SHIGERU YOSHIDA. 

NEED FOR FREE WORLD COOPERATION 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi
dent, the big problem of obtaining the 
full cooperation of our allies in an ef
fective far-eastern policy is a matter 
about which I am very much troubled 
and about which I think we should really 
talk very frankly among ourselves and 
with our allies. The Senator from Cali
fornia [Mr. KNOWLAND] has raised the 
question of whether, if we try to deal 
with the United Nations in developing 
a policy, the United Nations can act fast 
enough on taking adequate preparatory 
steps to assure united resistance to ag
gression. Of course, if we can get the 
United Nations to take such action 
quickly, all well and good. However, I 
am not willing to wait for the U. N. 
if prompt countermeasures are not 
promptly agreed upon to meet another 
aggression. 

So I wish to review for a moment the 
position of Great Britain, which, after 
all, has been our friend down through 
the years, and whose support we need to 
help us in developing these policies. 

I wish to begin by reading a statement 
which Mr. Anthony Eden made on Janu
ary 11 at Columbia University. That 
statement gave me great hope because 
of the words he used, although until I 
know what the British are actually going 
to do about this matter, I am still 
troubled. On the eleventh of January, 
Mr. Eden made this statement at Co
lumbia University: 

These positions-

Meaning Korea, Indochina, and Ma
laya-
must be held. It should be understood that 
the intervention by Chinese Communists in 
Southeast Asia-even if they were called vol
unteers--would create a. situation no less 

menacing than that which the United Na
tions met and faced in Korea. In such an 
event the United Nations, I trust, would be 
equally solid to resist it. • • • We have 
reasons to expect that so long as our own 
purpose is made clear, and so long as we 
are plainly capable of punishing an aggres
sion, there will be no major war. 

I do not know exactly what Mr. Eden 
means by that statement, but it looks 
as if his face was set toward firm action 
in cooperation with us in case of any ad
ditional aggression, such as in Indochina 
or Malaya. 

Would Britain withdraw her recogni
tion of Communist China under the 
hypothesis of a Communist aggression in 
Indochina or Malaya? Will Britain join 
with us in the extreme sanctions which 
I have recommended, and which I have 
tried to defu?.e? Those are questions 
which I think can be answered only by 
our British friends, and I hope they will 
answer them presently. 

On January 16, when addressing the 
Congress, Mr. Churchill made the follow
ing statement in connection with thjs 
point: 

Our two countries-

He was referring to Great Britain and 
the United States-
are agreed that if the truce we seek is reached 
only to be broken, our response will be 
prompt, resolute, and effective. 

There again, Mr. President, I am en
couraged; I think the British are think
ing in our direction on these matters. 
However, I still raise a question as to 
what they mean. I am troubled, be
cause I read in the New York Herald 
Tribune only a few days later, January 
21, a column by Mr. David Lawrence, 
which was entitled "Foreign Office Stand 
Called Stab in Back for Churchill." I 
shall not read all of it, but I shall ask 
that, after I have read two or three para
graphs of it, the entire column by Mr. 
David Lawrence be inserted in the REC
ORD as a part of my remarks at that 
point. I shall only read several especially 
pertinent paragraphs in Mr. Lawrence's 
statement. Shortly after his opening 
paragraphs, he says: 

The British Prime Minister told Congress 
last week: "Our two countries are agreed that 
if the truce we seek is reached only to be 
broken, our response will be prompt, resolute, 
and effective." 

That is the quotation I read a moment 
ago. Mr. Lawrence then continues: 

Here was a warning that the Communists 
could not possibly misunderstand. They 
had been counting on the division between 
Britain and America over Korean policy. 

Further on, Mr. Lawrence says: 
Now, at the moment when the warning 

words of Churchill were calculated to show 
the Communists that Britain and America 
stood together, the British Foreign Office 
pulls the rug from under the feet of both 
Governments. It also weakens the hand of 
the U. N. negotiators who are trying t o work 
out an armistice that calls for the return 
of prisoners and also carries the assurance 
that the fiow of blood-largely American
will cease. 
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Then later: 
Thus the London correspondent of the 

New York Herald Tribune described the con
ference of the Foreign Office spokesman with 
the press as follows: 

"It was exp~ained here-

That was in London-
that Mr. Churchill's statement was not in
tended as a blanket approval for any action 
which the United States might like to adopt 
in retaliation for a Communist violation of a 
Korean truce. Britain, it was explained, has 
not finally agreed to any specific action, and 
adheres to the principle of prior consultation 
and agreement before any new action is 
taken." 

I continue the quotation: 
"At the same time, Mr. Churchill's state

ment was said to have been intended as a 
warning to Communist China that Britain 
will not necessarily withhold approval of any 
forceful action proposed by the United States, 
such as direct air attack on China proper, in 
the event that a truce is violated." 

That is still a quotation regarding the 
Foreign Office spokesman's statement to 
the press, as reported in the Tribune. 

Mr. Lawrence continues: 
This is the kind of double talk which not 

only confuses Americans but encourages the 
Communist negotiators to believe that they 
can break a truce and there will be a pro
longed palaver about it such as has been 
going on for months in the K orean negotia
tions. It also misleads. For the implication 
there is that if a truce is brokell, the United 
States alone would plan to take action and 
the British in their own time would give it 
lukewarm consideration. 

I call attention to that, Mr. President, 
because I am trying to bring out here 
the vital necessity of our having a com
plete and clear understanding with our 
partners in this matter of what we are 
going to do, and we cannot have double 
talk at a critical time like this. 

. Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that the entire column by Mr. David 
Lawrence, published in the New York 
Herald Tribune, January 21, 1952, be in
serted at this point in the R:EcoRD. 

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

FOREIGN OFFICE STAND CALLED STAB IN 
BACK FOR CHURCHILL 
(By David Lawrence) 

WASHINGTON, January 20.-Just" as Ameri
cans were beginning to feel a sense of relief 
that Great Britain and the United States 
were working together in their policies to
ward Korea and Red China, the British For-. 
eign Office has throw1-a monkey wrench into 
the machinery. 

This comes at a time when almost every
body here was feeling enthusiastic about the 
success of Prime Minister Churchill's mission 
and about the splendid impression he made. 

For the British Foreign Office has not only 
disheartened many Americans, but it has also 
stabbed the Prime Minister in the back and 
cast doubt on his ability to make good on 
the pledges he so firmly gave to the Ameri
can Government. 

The British Prime Minister told Congress 
last week: "Our two countries are agreed 
that if the truce we seek is reached only to 
be broken our response will be prompt, reso
lute, and effective." 

WARNING TO REDS 
Here was a warning that the Communists 

could not possibly misunderstand. They had 

been counting on the division between :drit
ain and America over Korean policy. They 
have been successful in the past in driving a 
wedge between the two countries based on 
the unwise recognition of the Communist 
regime in China by Britain in the first place. 
Now, at the moment when the warning words 
of Churchill were calculated to show the 
Communists that Brita in and America stood 
together, the British Foreign Office pulls the 
rug from under the feet of both Govern
ments. It also weakens the hand of the 
U. N. negotiators who are trying to work out 
an armistice that calls for the return of 
prisoners and also carries the assurance that 
the flow of blood-largely American-will 
cease. 

If the Communists had agents in the Brit~ 
ish Foreign Office, they could not have done 
more than was accomplished in diluting the 
strength of the Churchill pledge. It revives 
in Congress impressions that the British are 
tricky-which impressions Mr. Churchill has 
done so much to dispel. It was certainly 
giving aid and comfort to the enemy at a 
crucial moment. 

LONDON'S VIEW EXPLAINED 
Various dispatches reflected the Foreign 

Office viewpoint. Thus, the London corre
spondent of the New York Herald Tribune 
described the conference of the Foreign Office 
spokesman with the press as follows: 

"It was explained here that Mr. Churchill's 
statement was not intended as a blanket ap
proval for any action which the United States 
might like to adopt in retaliation for a Com
munist violation of a Korean truce. Britain, 
it was explained, has not finally agreed to 
any specific action, and adheres to the princi
ple of prior consultation and agreement be
fore any new action is taken. 

"At the same time, Mr. Churchill's state
ment was said to have been intended as a 
warning to Communist China that Britain 
will not necessarily withhold approval of any 
forceful action proposed by the United States, 
such as direct air attack on China proper, in 
the event that a truce is violated." 

This is the kind of double talk which not 
only confuses Americans but encourages the 
Communist negotiators to believe that they 
can break a truce and there will be a pro
longed palaver about it such as has been 
going on for months in the Korean negotia
tions. It also misleads. For the implication 
there is that if a truce is broken, the United 
States alone would plan to take action and 
the British in their own time would give it 
lukewarm consideration. The truth is that 
all the representatives of the twelve nations 
which have troops in Korea meet regularly 
in Washington and when a decision is made 
it is the agreement of all U. N. nations and 
not America alone. 

MORE MEETINGS HELD 
There were such meetings last week to ex

plore a future course of action in Korea if 
the truce were not honored and it is to be 
presumed the British Prime Minister knew 
the nature of those agreements. Certainly 
this is top-secret stuff on the military side 
and it ill becomes the British Foreign Office 
to tell the enemy that no agreement has been 
reached or that the pledge given by the 
British Prime Minister doesn't really mean 
what it says and is subject to future debate 
and revision. This isn't the first time the 
Foreign Office has disclosed prematurely Al
lied intentions on military operations in 
Korea. 

Some Americans will doubtless infer now 
that the British Foreign Office has in it men 
in sympathy with the attitude of the "left 
wing" of the British Labor Party which has 
always wanted the Allies to quit Korea and 
make a peace at f!,_ny price. Or it could mean 
that under pressure of British Labor politics. 
anticipating a partisan political attack on 
the Prime Minister when he gets home, the 

Foreign Office is trying to throw the. partisans 
off the track and tell them that nothing 
really has been agreed to and that they will 
still have a chance to argue about it. 

The net effect is to reassure the Communist 
negotiators in Korea that the solidarity of the 
Allies is merely a paper proposition and that 
actually it doesn't mean very much more. 

Maybe the Prime Minister will look into 
all this when he gets home. Meanwhile the 
blood of American and British and other 
troops in Korea will continue to be shed as 
the disunited nations lumber along with an 
enemy ready to take advantage of such divi
sion and dissension instead of impressing 
them by policies of firmness and unity. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Pres
ident, there was another thing which 
gave me great concern in following the 
press, since the publication of the so
called Yoshida letter which I placed in 
the RECORD earlier in my remarks. The 
matter is so well stated by the Alsop 
brothers, Messrs. Joseph and Stewart, in 
the Washington Post, Janua.ry 27, which 
was last Sunday, that I shall ask unani
mous consent to insert this column in 
the RECORD, after I have read a few very 
pertinent paragraphs. 

I can say that the Senator from Ala
bama [Mr. SPARKMAN], who is here this 
afternoon, and I were present when 
these Yoshida conversations were held. 
We knew before we went to Japan that 
Mr. Dulles had consulted fully with the 
British Foreign Minister before we went 
there at all. We knew, and Mr. Dulles of 
course knew, that all of this discussion 
was thoroughly known in Great Britain. 
The implications to which the Alsop 
brothers call attention is that there was 
some underhanded dealing by Mr. Dulles, 
that there was something unfair, and I 
want to get my protest in the RECORD 
against that thought ever having been 
disseminated by the British newspapers. 
As I say, I shall read certai~ paragraphs 
from the Alsop column, and then ask 
unanimous consent that the entire ar
ticle be printed as a part of my remarks. 
I quote the Alsops: 

It is being charged publicly in the British 
press and privately in British official circles 
that Japanese Prime Minister Yoshida has 
been forced to recognize the Chinese Nation
alists by the Americans, and specifically py 
State Department Consultant John Foster 
Dulles. 

I may say to my distinguished col
league the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
SPARKMAN] that further on in this 
column of the Alsops, the distinguished 
Senator from Alabama and the Senator 
from New Jersey are mentioned as co
sponsors of this entire business, though 
we are mentioned but briefly. We were 
there, and we knew what went on. We 
share part of the guilt, if Mr. Dulles bears 
any, certainly. 

Quoting the Alsops: 
It is being further charged that this pres

sure has been brought to bear despite a 
prior American promise that the Japanese 
would be left free to choose between the 
Nationalists and the Chinese Communists. 

Then, later on the Alsop column: 
The fact is-

Say the Alsops-
that before Dulles left for Britain last June 
to try to negotiate a Japanese treaty with 
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the British, the Japanese Government had 
already made up its mind. 

And later on: 
This fact was perfectly well known to the 

British Foreign Oftice. 

And then, near the end of the article-
and this is very significant, for I think 
we ought to lay all our cards on the 
table-appears this: 

The basic reason for the continuing Anglo
American tension over Asiatic policy is not 
any love on the part of the British Govern
ment for the Chinese Communists. Rather 
it is the fear that the Japanese, excluded 
from China, will enter into disastrous com
mercial competition with the British in 
India and southeast Asia. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that the entire Alsop article be 
printed in my remarks at this point. 

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

THE Row OVER CHIANG 

(By Joseph and Stewart Alsop) 
The row which has been kicked up in 

Britain over Japanese recognition of Chiang 
Kai-she!: is a peculiar parable of interna
tional misunderstanding. It is being charged 
publicly in the British press and privately 
in British ofticial circles that Japanese Prime 
Minister Yoshida has been forced to recog
nize the Chinese Nationalists by the Ameri
cans, and specifically by State Department 
Consultant John Foster Dulles. 

It is being further charged that this pres
sure has been bronght to bear despite a 
prior American promise that the . Japanese 
would be left free to choose between the 
Nationalists and the Chinese Communists. 
By implication, Dulles is thus being accused 
of having acted ·in bad faith. In fact, this 
is simply untrue. And because the tensest 
area of disagreement between Britain and 
this country is still, despite the Churchill 
visit, in the Far East, the true story is worth 
telling. 

The fact is that before Dulles left for 
Britain last June to try to negotiate a Jap
anese treaty with the British, the Japanese 
Government had already made up its mind. 
Premier Y Jshida had already signified that 
Japan would extend at least limited recog
nition to Chiang Kai-shek in Formosa. This 
fact wa.s perfectly well known to the British 
Foreign Oftice, of course including then Brit
ish Foreign Minister Herbert Morrison. 

Morrison was nevertheless still determined 
1f possible, to prevent Japanese recognitio~ 
of the Chinese Nationalists. When Dulles 
saw him in June, therefore, Morrison pro
posed that Japanese foreign relations become 
the responsibility of a commission in a Pa
cific pact which was to include Australia 
and New Zealand as well as Japan. By this 
device, the Japanese Government's hands 
were to be tied, a.s far as recognizing Chiang 
was concerned. 

Dulles unhesitatingly rejected this pro
posal. He said that there was no reason 
why the Pacific Commonwealth countries 
should assume the responsibilities of the 
United States, which had, after all, played 
by far the greatest part in winning the Pa
cific war. And he said also that the Jap
anese had every right to choose to recognize 
the Chinese Nationalists, if they wished to 
do so. 

Dulles left London without an agreement, 
and then Morrison in effect gave in. He 
accepted the Japanese pact. He persuaded 
the British Cabinet to agree to it on the 
basis that the Japanese would be free to 

choose between the two Chinese govern
ments. But he omitted to point out the es-
11entlal fact that the Japanese had In effect 
already chosen. 

Thereafter, Dulles made a further effort 
to reach a clear understanding with the 
British. He sent State Department Far 
Eastern Expert Livingston Merchant to Lon
don in order to try for a common front on 
limited Japanese recognition of the Formo
sa regime. Merchant's negotiations with 
the Foreign Office ofticials came to nothing. 
Thereafter, last December, Dulles went to 
Japan and tried to reach agreement on the 
issue with Sir Esler Denning, chief British 
representative in Japan and a principal ar
chitect of British policy in Asia. 

These efforts also came to nothing. 
Meanwhile, Senators John Sparkman and H. 
Alexander Smith, who had accompanied Dul
les, were taking a strong line with Premier 
Yoshida. They told him that, in order to 
get the Japanese pact through Congress, 
there would have to be some assurance that 
the Japanese Government would recognize 
the Nationalists. 

Accordingly, after Dulles had already left 
Japan, Yoshida wrote him a letter, promis
ing that the Japanese would extend limited 
recognition to Chiang Kai-shek's govern
ment as the effective government of Formosa. 
This letter arrived during the Churchill 
visit, and it was shown to British Foreign 
Minister Anthony Eden. By bad timing, the 
letter was published in Japan, on Yoshida's 
initiative, on the day Eden arrived back in 
London. 

This gave rise to a roar of displeasure in 
London, and to the implied charge that Eden 
had been tricked and that Dulles had acted 
in bad faith. The point is, of course, that 
the Japanese choice had actually been made 
before Dulles went to London in the sum
mer. 

The basic reason for the continuing Anglo
American tension over Asiatic policy is not 
any love on the part of the British govern
ment for the Chinese Communists. Rather 
it is the fear that the Japanese, excluded 
from China, will enter into disastrous com
mercial competition with the British in In
dia and Southeast Asia. In view of the des
perate British economic situation, this fear 
is not altogether unreasonable. But the 
above parable of misunderstanding is enough 
to suggest that it ls impossible to reach any 
sensible Anglo-American agreement on Asi
atic policy on the basis of beady-eyed sus
picion. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Pres
ident, we, of cow·se, unavoidably studied 
the entire question of the economic sit
uation of Japan and her trade relation
ships. Our discussions indicated that 
the Japanese felt that the southeastern 
Asiatic area was the best for them as an 
area in which to develop their trade· but 
of course, in that area there was coinpe~ 
tition. The traditional British trade 
there and the whole question of the ster
ling area were involved. So we were 
faced with a sharp difference of opinion 
which we tried to consider as fairly as w~ 
could. There was the British view of 
Japan as an undesirable trade rival of 
the British in southeast Asia, as against 
our view of Japan as a full partner and as 
a free-world defense bulwark with the 
opportunity to develop her trade in com
petition with other free countries in Asia. 

As I have previously stated, we also are 
embarrassed by the hesitancy of our 
good friends, the British, to withdraw 
recognition of Communist China, or even 

to consider that they withdraw that rec
ognition in the case of a future outbreak 
and further aggression. And, of course, 
the whole problem of trade through 
Hong Kong is involved, because that is a 
very important trade center for the Brit
ish. We are all sympathetic with the 
importance of trade to the British and 
their difficult economic position. 

Their economic position is certainly 
very serious, and they are threatened 
with all sorts of dire things in case their 
trade is disturbed. Yet I cannot feel 
that I am doing my duty unless I say 
right here on the floor of the Senate that 
the lives of American and British boys in 
Korea and the jeopardy to our whole 
security position in the Far East is more 
important than the continuance of 
British trade. 

The next question I raise involves an
other one of our good friends, France. 
The French are very much disturbed, as 
they should be, over the Indochina situ
ation. They naturally want assistance 
from us to help in case there is an attack. 
We are already giving them substantial 
assistance in the form of arms aircraft 
and equipment. But I was gr~atly con: 
cerned by the implications of an article 
in the New York Herald Tribune of Jan
uary 12, 1952, entitled "The West De
fense Chiefs Confer on Indochina." 

I now read the article: 
Paris dispatches said France, weary of the 

cost of the Indochina fighting in men and 
money, has reopened with the United States 
the entire question of recognizing Red China 
and admitting it to the United Nations as an 
alternative to stepped-up United States mili
tary aid. 

French diplomats were represented by in
formed sources as suggesting some form of a 
package deal with China as a means of 
restoring peace both in Korea and Red China. 

While the United States is flatly opposed 
to any such approach these quarters said 
France may be forced to act on its own un
less further United States military commit
ments are forthcoming. 

Here, again, we have a situation where 
there is obviously a wide difference of 
opinion between the United States and 
one of our most important allies. Here 
we have what amounts almost to a Mu
nich proposal of appeasement as a threat 
to us if we do not send certain specified 
aid to that area. 

The fundamental question is not sim
ply one of stepped-up military aid that is 
needed in Indochina; it is the develop
ment of an agreement on a far-eastern 
policy that all suppo\'t. It must be suf
ficiently flexible and broad to apply to 
any spot where an aggression may occur 
and to offer positive hope for the devel
opment of free nations in Asia. If we 
can agree on a policy of :firmness and on 
a policy based on the development of 
free and independent nations in Asia 
we shall be moving toward both the re
sistance of the aggression which is now 
threatened and also toward the building 
up of those nations who are struggling 
for their freedom. 

So, Mr. President, in dealing with the 
need for more cooperation from our al
lies, I come to these general conclusions: 
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First, that the United Nations, and 

especially the United States, Britain, and 
France, must prepare to take effective; 
courageous counter measures to stop the 
present defianct of the U. N. in Korea 
and to prevent .communist aggression in 
the future in Indochina or elsewhere, 
along the lines I have been suggesting. 

Secondly, and this is more important, 
the United States must use every pos
sible means of persuasion to obtain the 
cooperation of our allies in a courageous 
and farsighted far-eastern policy. We 
are certainly not today satisfied with the 
degree of cooperation we are receiving, 
and I submit that we shall have to take 
determined steps to get full cooperation 
if we are to move ahead effectively or 
even approach a solution of the far-east
ern situation. 

OVER-ALL CONCLUSIONS 

Mr. President, having reviewed the 
major problems in the Far East and 
having presented this program for firm 
action, I want to close my remarks with 
some over-all conclusions. They are a 
summing up, really, of what I have been 
saying. 

First. While, of course, the problem 
of collective security in Western Europe 
is of critical importance, the immediate 
threatening crises are in the Middle ·East 
and the Far East. 

Second. Basically .the restlessness 
among the people of both the Middle 
and Far East is due to the yearning for 
freedom and independence and the deep
seated resistance to any form of impe
rialism or colonialism. 

Third. A free and independent China 
is absolutely essential to achieve peace 
in the Far East, and this should there
fore be the foundation of our far-east
ern policy in keeping with our traditions 
of the "open door" and the territorial 
integrity of China. 

Fourth. Chinese Communist aggres
sion in Korea can be stopped, and Chi
nese Communist aggression in other 
areas of Asia can be pre'l.1ented only by 
a close uniting of all the United Nations 
forces on a courageous, determined pol
icy to apply extreme sanctions, in the 
event of any further outbreaks or con
tinued Communist stalling in Korean 
truce talks. 

Fifth. The long-range objective of a 
free and independent China cannot be 
secured by sanctions against aggression 
alone. I have been speaking very largely 
of military sanctions. A free ~md in
dependent China cannot be brought 
about by force alone. It requires the 
prompt development of a constructive, 
positive program to indicate clearly that 
a free China would be a full partner in 
the iree world. 

Sixth. With a free and independent 
China the full potentialities of the new 
independent sovereign Japan would be 
realized and Japan would 1become an ad
ditional keystone in the arch of free 
Asia. 

Seventh. This program cannot be suc
cessfully realized without better coop
eration from our allies. 

Eighth. The best way to prevent 
world war III is to make sure that the 
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Communists know that the desire for 
world peace will not keep the United 
States and the United Nations from tak
ing drastic steps to stop aggression. 

Ninth. The importance of collective 
security against future aggression in 
Asia requires further development of 
mutual security pacts throughout the 
Pacific, and especially in southeast Asia. 
This may well lead ultimately to an 
over-all Pacific pact similar in general 
terms to the Rio Pact and it might be 
characterized as a multilateral Monroe 
Doctrine. 

Mr. President, in this address I have 
endeavored to contribute to the pending 
conferences and discussions with regard 
to the development of a constructive pol
icy in the Far East. No announced pol
icy will be effective witho•1t implement
ing action. We shall need the full co
operation of our Armed Forces and the 
Armed Forces of the United Nations to 
establish peace. Let me emphasize the 
words "to establish peace." But the ulti
mate long-range permanence of peace 
will depend not on arms but on the will
ingness of people from all parts of the 
world to give themselves to the cause 
of human freedom. The peoples of Asia 
must know that a free and independent 
China, which means a free and inde
pendent Asia, is the determined policy of 
the Western World. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from New Jersey yield? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I shall be 
very happy to yield to my distinguished 
colleague from Alabama. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I take it the dis
tinguished Senator has finished with his 
direct remarks? 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Yes. I 
was going to yield the floor unless there 
were some questions. 

Mr. SPAHKMAN. Mr. President, I 
wish to ask the able Senator from New 
Jersey some questions, and I hope to 
lay a predicate for some of my ques
tions by making a brief statement com
mending the Senator from New Jersey 
very highly for the very fine presentation 
he has made. It was my pleasure to 
accompany him on the trip to the Far 
East and to be with him in most of the 
conferences to which he has ref erred. 
I think, too, that he has well fortified 
his own statement by the various in
sertions in the RECORD which he has 
made. I do not say, Mr. President, that 
I agree completely with all the conclu
sions he has reached, but I am in sub
stantial agreement with what the able 
Senator from New Jersey has said 
throughout bis presentr,tion. 

There is one thing about which I de
sire to ask a question because I think 
perhaps some false hopes and some mis
understandings might be created. 

The Senator frc.m New Jersey referred 
to the possibility of some of the Na
tionalist Chinese moving back to the 
mainland, and stated that he did not 
favor at any time the use of any Amer
ican troops on the mainland of China. 
Somehow or other I am a little dis
turbed at the statement, without some 
qualification, that aid may be given to 

the Nationalist Chinese, and that they 
may be able to go back to the mainland. 

I am convinced that the only way we 
could have saved the China situation, 
during the turbulent days of the last 
war and following that war, would have 
been to send in Americans to supervise 
the help we were giving the General
issimo, to supervise it on the economic 
level, and supervise the use of it in the 
field of operations. 

I was particularly impressed by the 
report General Wedemeyer made to the 
Committees on F·oreign Relations and 
Armed Services, sitting jointly last 
spring during the so-called MacArthur 
hearings. If- the Senator remembers, 
General Wedemeyer sai<l something to 
the effect that the only way by which we 
could have saved the situation would 
have been by supervising the use of the 
help we were giving. He said, "By that 
I mean that we would have had to do 
exactly what we did Inter in Greece, 
that is, put our men into the field of 
operations even down to the battalion 
level." I remember he used that ex
pression. He said, by the way, "I was 
not willing to recommend that." 

I certainly believe that if the time
ever comes when this country is sup
porting the Generalissimo and his Na
tionalist forces in any kind of a mili
tary undertaking, and are again giving 
them supplies to the extent to which we 
were during the Second World War, in 
order to avoid the same thing happen
ing which occurred then we would in
sist on some close follow-up similar to 
the plan that was used in Greece; and I 

· think it would be acceptable to the Na
tionalist Chinese. 

I wonder if the Senator from New 
Jersey agrees that that might be neces
sary. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Pres
ident, the distinguished Senator's state
ment brings out the importance of our 
working together. What he said is en
tirely in line with my thinking. I did 
not mean to imply that we would not 
use our people for military missions of 
the type to which the Senator refers. 
What I was emphasizing was that we did 
not need to send our boys into China 
in divisions, as the main source of ground 
troops. Certainly, if we were working 
with the Chinese for a free and inde
pendent China, we would be glad, as 
the Senator has said, to do what we did 
in Greece. No one complained that we 
sent our forces into Greece in divisions. 
We did not do that. We would do the 
same in China that we did in Greece. 

I merely desire to highlight the fact 
that there is nothing in what I have 
said that would advocate sending Amer
ican soldiers to the mainland of China, 
to be put into war, as they have been 
brought into the Korean situation. I 
emphasized that by saying I did not be
lieve that Syngman Rhee favored par
ticipation by our military except to train 
and advise the native troops. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I thought the Sen
ator meant that, and he will recall that 
I stated that my only reason for bringing 
out this point was to make it clear that 
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it was only detached support we were 
giving. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I thank 
the Senator for making a very important 
statement, which strengthens my obser
vations. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. With reference to 
the so-called Yoshida letter, I was glad 
the Senator from New Jersey discussed 
that as he did. I certainly agree with 
his statement that we did nothing to 
force out any letter, any statement, or 
any plan. I know that the Senator from 
New Jersey never hesitated, nor did I, 
to say what our own personal views 
were, and I am sure the Senator will 
recall that in open press conferences 
we were asked a question as to that 
matter from time to time, and we made 
it very clear that it was not our business 
to tell Japan what to do, that that was 
something they could decide for them
selves when they obtained their sover
eignty. It was only when the question 
was asked about the effect of it in the 
Senate of the United States in connec
tion with the ratification of the treaty 
that we stated our own personal views. 

The Senator will recall that even in 
regard to that I said I was not willing 
to say that the Senate would decline to 
ratify the treaty; but I did know that 
if it appeared that sovereign Japan was 
going to establish close relationship with 
Communistic China, it would make our 
task here much more difficult. 

Certainly there was nothing we did 
that compelled the Japanese to do any
thing, although we were frank in stat
ing our own personal wishes in the mat
ter. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Again I 
thank the Senator for confirming my 
own recollection of the conversations, 
and what we said in regard to that mat
ter on the occasions to which he refers. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. There was another 
point I was glad the Senator brought 
out. He feels very keenly, as I do, and 
as both of us have said before, that 
there is a great need for cooperation be
tween the British and the United States. 
My own feeling is that, regardless of 
how irritated we may sometimes feel 
at some of the things done in Britain, 
Great Britain stands as our No. 1 ally. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I agree 
with the Senator fully. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I believe there is 
no area in the world where the need for 
cooperation is more apparent than in 
the Far East. I regretted exceedingly 
to see the reports coming from--

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

Mr. SPARKMAN. The Senator from 
New Jersey has the floor. But let me 
finish my statement. I have regretted 
seeing the statements coming from the 
British Foreign Office, and -the apparent 
misunderstanding on the part of the 
British people, that there had been any 
"double-crossing" of the people in these 
talks. I know, as does the Senator from 
New Jersey, and as he has stated, that 
Mr. Dulles kept the British representa
tives in Tokyo advised of every single 
turn there, and they knew exactly what 
we were doing all the time. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. If I may 
add a word, I understood that the British 

representative in Tokyo sent to London 
a report practically verbatim, of every
thing that was said, so that there could 
be no suggestion that anything was con
cealed. I have talked with Mr. Dulles 
about this, and he has assured me that 
he had no indication that London did 
not know all that was being done. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Furthermore, we 
were informed that London instructed 
the British representatives not to dis
cuss the matter further, but to refer it 
to Washington for discussion when Mr. 
Churchill was here. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. That was 
what I was about to add, that they had 
cut off discussion with Tokyo, and re
ferred the matter back to Washington. 
So there was no conceaJment at all; 
everything was discussed. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I had the pleasure 
of visiting Hong Kong on the trip, and 
while there I had the privilege of talk· 
ing with the governor of the colony, 
and also with the colonial secretary, 
and with other British officials. I sym
pathize with the British in many of their 
problems in Hong Kong and all through 
that area, and certainly no one has a 
kindlier feeling toward the British than 
I have. But I hope I am not subject to 
condemnation for being too strong in my 
feeling when I say that I was driven to 
the inevitable conclusion that the Brit
ish were pitting, we might say, the peace 
of the world against trade in southern 
Asia, and particularly the maintenance 
of the trade of the Hong Kong Crown 
Colony. 

So I feel that while at all times we 
should exercise the greatest of care to 
work out a cooperative program with 
the British, yet we should be firm and 
try to get some kind of realism, or recog
nition Oil their part as to some of the real 
problems which exist in the whole Asian 
area, the upsurge on the part of those 
people for independence and freedom, 
new nationalism, and all those things, as 
the Senator from New Jersey so well 
brought out in his presentation. 

Personally, I believe-and I hope I am 
not overly optimistic-that we have 
made considerable headway in that part 
of the world, in showing to those people, 
first, that the United States is not inter
ested i:r: any kind of imperialism-politi
cal, military, or economic; second, that 
we are trying to work with friendly na
tions, the free nations of the world, in 
building a peaceful world. I believe that 
if we can work out some kind of better 
understanding among ourselves, the 
British, the French, and some of the 
other great powers, the situation will not 
be at all hopeless. I believe that we can 
continue to line up the free nations of 
the world in a demonstration that cer
tainly Russia and her Communist ag
gression will not be able to break 
through. 

I wonder if the distinguished Senator 
from New Jersey agrees with me in that 
general statement. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. I not 
only agree with the distinguished Sena
tor from Alabama, but I wish to thank 
him for adding his important support in 
what we tried jointly to do in our trip 
to the Far East. He has very ably as
sisted in interpreting what I have tried 

to express today. I thank the Senator 
from Alabama. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I thank the Sena
tor from New Jersey. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Presi
dent, I yield the floor. 

PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMEND
MENT TO CHANGE SYSTEM OF NOM
INATING PRESIDENTIAL CANDIDATES 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, in 
the second session of the Eightieth Con
gress, in 1948, I introduced House Joint 
Resolution 436, and in the first session 
of the Eighty-first Congress, in 1949, I 
introduced House Joint Resolution 74, 
proposing an amendment to the Consti
tution of the United States providing for 
the nomination and election of the Pres
ident and Vice President. In view of 
general interest in the subject of nom
inating candidates for President by the 
respective parties, I introduced yester
day Senate Joint Resolution 125 propos
ing to change the present system of 
nominating presidential candidates. At 
a subsequent date I shall introduce again 
a measure proposing to change the pres
ent system of the electoral college deal
ing w:th the procedure of electing a 
President and Vice President of the 
United States. 

This, of course, is not a new subject. 
In 1913 President W"Oodrow Wilson, in 
addressing the Sixty-third Congress, had 
this to say about the procedure of nom
inating Presidents: 

I turn to a subject which I hope can be 
handled promptly and without serious con
troversy of any kind. I mean the method 
of selecting nominees for the Presidency 
of the United States. I feel confident that 
I do not misinterpret the wishes or the ex
pectations of the country when I urge the 
prompt enactment of legislation which will 
provide for. primary elections throughout 
the country at which the voters of the sev
eral parties may choose their nominees for 
the Presidency without the intervention of 
nominating conventions. I venture the sug
gestion that this legislation should provide 
for the retention of party conventions, but 
only for the purpose of declaring and accept
ing the verdict of the primaries and formu
lating the platforms of the parties; and I 
suggest that these conventions should con
sist not of delegates chosen for this single 
purpose, but of the nominees for Congress, 
the nominees for vacant seats in the Senate 
of the United States, the Senators whose 
terms hav.e not yet closed, the national com
mittees, and the candidates for the Presi
dency themselves, in order that platforms 
may be framed by those responsible to the 
people for carrying them into effect. 

It is my information that the present 
President of the United States, at a press 
conference last week, recommended the 
enactment of legislation changing the 
present system of nominating candidates 
for President, and providing for a direct 
presidential primary. 

If democracy is a sound principle of 
government, and I am sure that we all 
are wholel1e1rtedly in accord with that 
premise, and if our Government is to be 
one of, by, and for, the people, then the 
time is long overdue for the office of the 
President of the United States to be 
occupied by a man both selected ::~d 
elected by the American people. 
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The office of President of the United 

Sta:es is the most powerful and influen
tial within the power of people to give. 
On the President's decisions depend the 
economic welfare and national security 
of all the United States and much of the 
free world. With the American people 
so vitally concerned and so dependent 
upon t!1e wisdom and ability of a Presi
dent, it would seem to be sound and 
prudent democracy to allow them a 
direct voice in his selection and election. 
The present convention system has in 
past years too often given us party can
didates who are not the choice of the 
vast majority of the party members. 
Political bosses, party bigwigs, and or
ganized interests have too frequeI\tly 
forced the nomination of not only an 
unqualified but an unwanted candidate. 

A politician of Nation-V!ide renown 
recently asserted in a book which he 
authored that the delegates to a na
tional political convention have little to 
say about the actual nomination of the 
President and Vice President. This man 
whose experience should qualify him to 
speak on this subject said that fewer 
than 100 men usually dictate a party's 
choice as its candidate to the highest 
office of our land. It may be that those 
100 men follow the wishes of the ma
jority of the voters in their party. On 
the other hand it may be that they do 
not. For example, when th·J Republican 
National Convention met in Chicago on 
June 8, 1920, the Ohio machine's master
mind, Harry Dougherty, confidently pre
dicted that Warren G. Harding would be 
chosen by the convention as its Presi
dential nominee. However, on the initial 
ballot, Harding received only 65% votes 
and thereafter on the next few ballots · 
lost ground. But in the early hours of 
June 12, 1920, a group of politicians met 
in George Harvey's room at the Black
stone Hotel and there a handful of men 
selected the Republican Party's nominee 
and the man who later became the Presi
dent of the United States. This is but 
one of many instanczs in C'Ur history 
where our nominating system has pro
duced a party candidate who was not the 
choice of the people. All parties have 
been equally guilty. None of them have 
given to the people an opportunity to 
·select as their nominee the m;:tn that 
they actually feel is most qualified to 
serve the country as President. 

In order to remedy the present situa
tion I have introduced Senate Joint Reso
lution 125, proposing to amend the Con
stitution of the United States so as to 
provide a new system for nominating the 
President and Vice President. The pro
posed amendment abolishes nominations 
in conventions and provides instead for a 
general primary within eD.ch party to 
select the party's nominees for Presi
dent and Vice President. It provides that 
each party shall have in each State a 
nominating vote equal to the total num
ber of Senators and 3.epresentatives 
serving in the United States Congress. 
Each party candidate would be entitled 
to receive nominating votes based upon 
the proportion of his popular vote as 
compared to the total party vote. For 
example, the State of Florida has 8 
electoral votes. Let us call them nom-

inating votes. If in a Democratic pri
mary Mr. A received 300,000 votes as 
a Democratic nominee for President 
and Mr. B received only 100,000 votes, 
then Mr. A would get 6 nominating votes 
and Mr. B would get 2. These would 
be added to the various nominating votes 
in the other States to determine even
tually the nominee of the Democratic 
Party. 

In order to maintain equal geographic 
as well as popular representation it is 
necessary to preserve the electoral sys
tem although the method of computa
tion is altered in order to bring the elec-
toral system up to date. . 

I hope the Congress can give to Sen
ate Joint Resolution 125 prompt and 
serious consideration. 

REPEAL OF EMBARGO ON IMPORTATION 
OF 0ERTAIN COMMOpITIES 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill <S. 2104) to repeal section 104 
of the Defense Production Act of 1950, 
as amended. 

Mr. DffiKSEN. Mr. President, it was 
my understanding that perhaps we 
would vote today on Senate bill 2104, 
the bill relating to import controls. 
However, I understand that the vote will 
not be taken until tomorrow. It is en
tirely possible that I shal~ be absent 
from the session of the Senate tomor
row. Therefore, I wish to make certain 
observations and place myself on rec
ord. I thought it might be well briefly 
to summarize what :he controversy is, 
and how it came before the Senate. 

When the Defense Production Act was 
before the Hu1.;se of Representatives, 
Representative ANDRESEN of Minnesota 
offered the amendment whioh became 
known as section 104, and which, in a 
general v1ay, req:1ired, under certain 
circumstances, the imposition of import 
controls until June 3", 1952. It is not 
necessary to read that section nf the 
law, but it has for its purpose the im
position of such import controls on fats 
and oils, peanuts, rice, and certain other 
items, if it is indicated that domestic 
production will be impaired, or if our 
support programs will be burdened and 
addit ional expense fall on the Treasury, 
or if in any way the marketing and 
storare program will be disturbed. 

The argument, as I remember it, hav
ing served as a member of the subcom
mittee which took most of the testimony, 
is mainly first, that, section 22 of the 
Agricultural Adjustr •ent Act already 
confers authority in case there is some 
menace to product ion and to the do
mestic price level. It is authority which 
has been conferred upon the President, 
under which he acts after a finding has 
been made by the Secretary of Agricul
ture. 

The other general argument is that 
section 104 disturbs our trade relations 
with other countries, and may be con
ceivably, an impairment of our obliga
tions under the so-called General Agree
ment on Tariffs and Tr&.de. 

The argument on the other side, in 
behalf of retention of section 104 is that 
it would disastrously affect the dairy in
dustry, notably that segment of it which 

is engaged in the manufacture of cheese 
and cheese products. 

In that connection, Mr. President, I 
believe t~.e memorandum which was fur
nished by the Secretary of Agriculture 
to the subcommittee is about as reveal
ing as anything I know of on this whole 
subject. It requires no laboring argu
ment on my part to enable anyone to 
see the light. Among other things in 
this memorandum, which was .mbmitted 
and published in the report of the hear
ings, the Secretary of Agriculture indi
cates that in September 1951, 378,092 
pounds of cheese were ;mrchased under 
the price-support program. Moreover, 
while there has been some emphasis on 
the fact that there it a wide variety of 
cheeses, and ttat section 104 does not 
discriminate between one variety and 
another, he states that cheese is com
petitive. The Secretary of Agriculture 
makes that statement himself. 

Mr. President, the cheese bought un
der the price-support program is Ched
dar cheese, and is competitive with every 
other variety of cheese. What occurred 
to me in connection with the proposal to 
repeal section 104 is the question of why 
we should dip into the Federal Treasury, 
take out money belonging to the tax
payers, and go into the market whenever 
the price of Cheddar cheese goes down to 
36 cents and buy goodness knows how 
much of the cheese-in this case 378,000 
pounds, but it could have been a million 
pounds, as a matter of f act--and in the 
next breath permit any other kind of 
cheese all of which is competitive, to 
come into the country. 

If we pursue that course we will aggra
vate the supply problem. It is conceiv
able and altogether likely that as t ime 
goes on it would be necessary to use even 
larger amounts of public ~unds with 
which to buy competitive cheese prod
ucts, in order to support the price level 
for our domestic manufacturers. 

The second point that appeals to me 
in the memorandum of the Secretary of 
Agriculture is that virtually all dairy 
products are competitive. Anything 
that is made out of a dairy product is 
essentially competitive in nature. 

In that connection I was rather in
trigued to note that the Department of 
Agriculture, through its appropriate 
agencies, now holds 35,000,000 pounds of · 
dried milk. Whether it is milk that con
tains fats or is nonfat dried milk does 
not in my judgment, make a particle 
of difference. Dried milk may be an end 
dairy product, but in proportion as it 
remains as an overhang on the domest ic 
market it will have some effect on the 
price of cheese, on the price of butter, 
and on "the price of every other product 
whicl: is manufactured from milk. 

It is necessary, so it is said, under the 
price-support program to take t he sur
plus supplies from the market from time 
to time in an orderly fashion, in order to 
make sure that there is not a further de
pression of the price level. Under the 
circumstances, Mr. President, with such 
a tremendous supply of dried milk on 
hand, with the Secretary of Agriculture 
now committed and actually having ef
fectuated the purchase of cheese in the 
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open market, in order to support the 
price level on Cheddar cheese, I can see 
no good reason whatever for the repeal 
of section 104. 

Furthermore, Mr. President, if I read 
the language of the section correctly, 
it will be in efiect only until June 30, 
1952. Before that time the Committee 
on Banking and Currency will be giving 
further consideration to the Defense 
Production Act. It means that the 
whole act will be opened for coinsidera
tion and amendment, if that is the desire 
of the members of the committee and 
the Members of the Senate. 

Therefore, speaking for myself I want 
to do what I think is consistent. Cer
tainly I do not want in any manner to 
disrupt foreign trade which thi.s country 
has with other countries. On the other 
hand it would look to me as a bit on the 
stupid side to authorize· a program under 
our Department of Agriculture, at the 
expense of the American taxpayer, which 
takes surplus supplies from the market, 
and in the next breath repeal an inter
diction in the law which seeks to amelio
rate that condition in part and prevent 
competitive supplies from coming into 
this country from foreign nations. 

If I were present in the Senate to- · 
morrow I would certainly vote in favor 
of the Capehart motion to recommit the 
bill to committee. If. that motion shall 
not prevail I ~m sure there will be an 
opportunity afiorded for a yea and nay 
vote on the passage of the bill, in which 
event, if present, I would vote against 
the repeal of section 104. 

DEATH OF FORMER SENATOR SHORT· 
RIDGE, OF CALIFORNIA 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, a 
sh'Jrt time ago Samuel Morgan Short
ridge, of California, died in California. 
He was an attorney and a former United 
States Senator from my State. He was 
born on the 3d of AuguGt 1861 at Mount 
Pleasant, Henry County, Iowa, and died 
on January 15, 1952, at his home in 
Atherton, Calif. 

In 1874 the Shortridge family moved 
· to the far West and settled in Salem, 
Oreg. In Oregon, Samuel had his first 
real chance to go to school, but the 
family only remained in the State a year 
and ultimately located in San Jose, Calif. 
Samuel was considered uld enough to aid 
the family finances and secured employ
ment in th3 mines. First he operated 
the old overshot wheel at the Cold Spring 
Gravel Mine, in Nevada County, and 
later he worked at the forge. Always 
determined to do whatever came to hand 
in the best possible way, he became even
tually a fine blacksmith. As the boy 
had other ambitions than being a 
mechanic, however skilled, he moved to 
San Jose and lived with his brother in 

' order to attend the public schools of 
the city. Shortridge graduated from 
high school in 1879, and after doing some 
post-graduate work he received a first
grade State certificate, whi.~h entitled 
him to teach in the public schools of 
the State. This was accomplished be
fore he was 18 years of age. 

Samuel Shortridge's first position was 
at Rutherford, Napa County, where he 

taught for several years, but he resigned 
to take the position of principal of the 
St. Helana public schools. During this 
time he spent much spare time studying 
law. In 1883 he gave up his position as 
principal in order to devote his entire 
time to study of law at Hastings Law 
College, San Francisco. In 1884 he was 
admitted to the Supreme Court of Cali
fornia and began the practice of law in 
San Francisco. 

Mr. Shortridge gained a Stat~-wide 
reputation as an orator of prominence, 
as a thinker and fearless exponent of 
sound social and political science. With 
his natural gift of oratory, which has 
been described as "not emotional em
broidery of language, but plain, forceful 
speaking that clears the cobwebs from 
men's minds and makes them see the 
straight course of action that should be 
pursued," he turned to politics. He 
campaigned throughout the State of 
California, speaking in behalf of num
berless candidates of the Republican 
Party, of which he had been a working 
member since he attained a majority. 

In the Harrison campaign of 1888 
Shortridge was a presidential elector 
from the Fourth District; in 1900 presi
dential elector at large for William Mc
Kinley; and presidential elector at large 
for President Taft in 1908. At one time 
he was seriously considered for the gov
ernship of California. 

In 1920 by a large majority Short
ridge was elected to ' the United States 
Senate where he served the people of 
California from March 4, 1921, to March 
3, 1933; but was an unsuccessful candi
date for reelection. 

The Senator held membership in the 
Bohemian, Pacific-Union, Union League, 
Commonwealth, Press, and Olympic 
Clubs; the Metropolitan Club of Wash
ington, D. C., and the Masonic, Elk, and 
Red Man orders. 

Senator Shortridge married Laura 
Gashweiler of San Francisco on August 
3, 1899, and they had two sonS---Sam
uel M. Shortridge, Jr., and John G. 
Shortridge. 

During his service in the Sixty-seventh 
to Seventy-second Congresses, Senator 
Shortridge served as Chairman of the 
Senate Committee on Privileges and 
Elections, and served on the following 
other Senate committees: Banking and 
Currency, Education and Labor. Finance, 
Irrigation and Reclamation, Judiciary, 
Military Afiairs, Naval Afiairs, and Pub
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

Dr. Robert J. Burdette, editor of the 
California edition of American Biogra
phy and Genealogy, has said of Senator 
Shortridge: 

It is now apparent to all that the country 
must no longer look solely to the Ea.stern 
States for her leaders in social and political 
matters. The generation that follows the 
pioneer has always been fruitful of strong, 
splendid citizenship, and it is this genera
tion that is now the ruling power in the 
West and is producing the men that are in
fluencing the thought and action of the 
country at large as well as their own sec
tions. Among these men is Samuel M. 
Shortridge, of California, one of the best
known attorneys on San Francisco. As a 
lawyer he is recognized as one of the clearest 
thinkers and most level-headed members of 

the bar of the State and his success has 
been merited by years of hard work and 
close application. To the country in gen
eral he is perhaps better known as a speaker 
of force and power and as a loyal fighter in 
the ranks of the party he believes stands 
for the truest political faith. 

Mr. President, I merely wish to say, on 
behalf of the State of California, that 
we noted with great regret the passing 
of Samuel M. Shortridge, late a United 
States Senator from the State of Cali
fornia. 

TRIBUTE TO SENATOR MALONE, OF 
NEVADA 

Mr. WELKER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed at 
this point in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a 
special dispatch to the Los Angeles Ex
aminer, dated January 24, 1952, written 
by George Rothwell Brown, the eminent 
political writer, dealing with the record 
and career of the junior Senator from 
Nevada, GEORGE w. MALONE, and espe
cially his service in the United States 
Senate. 

Mr. President, I think it is fitting for 
me to pay tribute to my neighbor and 
colleague from the great State of Ne
vada, Senator MALONE, while he is doing 
for his country such fine work-work 
which the people of Nevada, of Idaho, 
and of the Northwest generally appreci
ate and admire. As you know, Mr. Presi
dent, Senator MALONE is the only active 
practicing engineer ever elected to the 
Senate; and his practical, fundamental, 
grass-roots approach to various prob
lems is wholesome and good, indeed. 
His thinking, Mr. President is, in my 

·opinion, the thinking of most Americans. 
As I have said, the people of Idaho 
cherish the representation given to Ne
vada and the country as a whole by Sen
ator MALONE and, by like token, by the 
distinguished senior Senator from Ne· 
vada, Senator PAT McCARRAN. We of 
Idaho find much . to admire in each of 
them. 

Senator MALONE'S fundamental knowl
edge of foreign trade and monetary mat
ters, including the gold standard, is 
profounj and is based on sound govern
ment and good economic philosophy. It. 
was my pleasure to be at the conference 
of the Western States Republican lead
ers, which was held last October in 
Seattle, Wash. Senator MALONE had 
occasion to address that convention. I 
am sure his remarks at that time will 
be remembered by all Americans who 
heard them as being fundamentally 
sound. I know that members of the 
Republican Party will seek the knowl
edge of Senator MALONE a:ad will incor
porate that knowledge in the Republican 
national platform. 

I wish Mr. President, we had more 
Senators of the alJility, knowledge, and 
integrity of Senator MALONE. He has 
often been at my side. I hope I can 
a~ways be at bk side. Once again may 
I thank the people of Nevada for giving 
us Senator MALONE. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that the article by George Roth
well Brown be printed at this point in 
the RECORD. 
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There being no objection, the article 

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

[From the Los Angeles Examiner of 
January 24, 1952) 
POLITICAL PARADE 

(By George Rothwell Brown) 
LAs VEGAS, NEV., January 23.-The Senate 

seat held by GEORGE w. MALONE, of Nevada, 
is typical of those in the western group of 
States of great importance to Republican 
control of that body in this year's elections. 

The party's national organization is plan
ning to give him all the aid he may need 
to be reelected, in what promises to be a 
tough but successful fight. 

The Senator belongs to the majority wing 
of Republicans in the Senate which has 
made party policy, in Senate spe~ches and 
votes and which will be influential in the 
resol~tions committee which will write the 
1952 Republican platform at Chicago next 
summer. 

He has already made his own influence 
felt in the formulation of western regional 
policy, adopted at Seattle in October, and 
amended and approved at San Francisco last 
week. 

The important features of that policy, con
stituting what may be called a 17-point bill 
of rights for the West are largely the work 
of Senator MALONE, especially the foreign 
trade resolution, on which subject the 
Nevadan has been one of the leading spe
cialists in the Senate, and the sound money 
plank. 

The Seattle-San Francisco resolutions, in 
the adoption of which MALONE played a big 
part, and the added impetus given to the 
subject of a return to the gold standard 
by Harold Stassen, in his recent s.peech in 
San Francisco before the Republican Na
tional Committee, have increased the prob
ability of a determined fight being made at 
the Chicago national convention for a 
straight-out plank demanding an American 
currency convertible into gold as the only 
adequate method for ending today's ruinous 
New Deal inflation. Nevada republicanism 
backs the "honest little dollar!' 
· MALONE'S prospects of reelection have im
proved considerably since this correspondent 
was last in Nevada, although there are some 
uncertain factors, and it has not yet been 
in'licated who his Democratic opponent 
will be. 

The only name prominently mentioned 
thus far in connection with the Democratic 
nomination ls that of Alan Bible, of Carson 
City, assistant attorney general of Nevada, 
'but no actual decision has been made and 
won't be until Senator PAT McCARRAN, Dem
e>eratic boss of the State and its greatest 
single political power, gives the nod to the 
man he wants. Bible is a protege of Mc
CA'lRAN. 

There have been some differences between 
McCARRAN ancl MALONE over the distribu
tion of electric power in the State. An un
certain factor i::; the attitude toward MALONE, 
nr'.; as yet d:'..Fclosed, of Republican Gov. 
Charles H. Russell, who was elected for a 
4-year term in 1950. 

Although there are some rivalries between 
various Reimblican grol;ps in Nevada for 
control of -the party, they are not serious and 
will not be carrie~ into the campaign. 

MALONE'S popularity bas increased with 
his growing stature as one of the best de
baters on the Republican side of the Senate, 
and he will be renominated as the party's 
cant:idate to succeed himself, without oppo-

. sition, according to all present indications. 
Here in Nevada, as in the rest of the west

ern group of States, there is observable a 
c:?cided slant toward conservative anti-New 
Dei>.l thinking in the Republican Party, and 
a strong opinion that the party must break 
away t.h:.s year, if it is to have a chance to 

elect a Republican President and Congress. 
from the fatal imitation of State socialism 
which produced nothing but Republican dis
aster from 1940 to 1948. 

MALONE'S record with labor ought to be 
helpful to him in Nevada, wh~re labor is 
intrastate rather than interstate as in most 
parts of the country. 

The Senator may need some help from 
the national organization, and he will get it, 
as his distinction in the Senate is fully ap
preciated and his reelection reg~ded by ~he 
top leadership as vitally essential to main
tain the Republican solidarity of the west
ern regional States in the next Senate. 

PHILLEO NASH 

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, be
fore proceeding with the statement I in
tend to make I should like to join whole
heartedly in endorsing the remarks just 
made by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
WELKER] about the junior Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. MALONE]. 

Now, Mr. President, what I am about 
to say today is principally for the ear of 
President Harry Truman. 

All of us have read with a great deal of 
interest the statements made by General 
Lowe after General Lowe returned from 
Kore~ and found that while he was there, 
wisely advising the President, his dis
patches were held up and never reached 
the President. 

I have here today material which I am 
sure has never been called to the Presi
dent's attention. If it had been, I do not 
think he would have on his staff the per
son described in this loyalty report. 

Mr. President, I intend to read into the 
RECORD today some of the proceedings 
before the Loyalty Board of the White 
House and the Loyalty Review Board. I 
may say for the benefit of the Loyalty 
Review Board that they need not in
vestigate their staff to find out how I got 
this material, because on December 8, 
1950, there was sent to the White House 
the entire file on the matter I am about 
to discuss, except for four of the FBI 
reports, which were sent to Mrs. Lilli.an 
D. Pratt, at that time, in the executive 
office of the President. I mention this 
so as to save the Loyalty Review Board 
the difficulty of trying to investigate 
their own agency in an effort to find out 
where this material came from. 

Mr. President, there is on the Presi
dent's staff, at a salary of $17,500 a year~ 
a Philleo Nash, listed as adviser to the 
President. The White House Loyalty 
Board cleared Mr. Nash some time .ago. 
Thereafter, the FBI conducted a com
plete and thorough investigation. Ten 
separate reports were made by the FBI. 
All those reports were sent to the White 
House Loyalty Board and to the Loyalty 
Review Board. 

The White House Loyalty Board 
cleared Mr. Nash. Subsequently the Loy
alty Review Board picked up the case on 
post audit and asked that a new hearing 
be held. Shortly thereafter Mr. Dawson 
asked that the complete files be sent to 
the White House. All of them were sent 
to the White House, and never have been 
returned to the Loyalty Review Board. 

As to the matter developed by the FBI, 
there are nine principal pcints: 

No. 1, that Philleo Nash, the President's 
adviser, had been in close contact with 
the Communist underground in Wash
ington. 

No. 2, that he has been a close friend 
and a close associate of one of the con
victed Canadian Communists. 

No. 3-we shall skip that one; some 
of these, Mr. President, I think, should 
not go into the RECORD. 

No. 4-also omitted. 
No. 5, that he has financially contrib

uted to the support of the Canadian 
Tribune, the official organ of the Com
munist Party in Canada. 

No. 6, that during the early forties 
parts of the Communist spy ring in Can
ada were using his home in Toronto as 
a point of rendezvous, and some of them 
were living there. 

Nos. 7 and 8-I believe we had better 
skip also. 

No. 9, that Philleo Nash in the early 
forties was attending Communist meet
ings aiid had officially joined the Com
munist Party. 

That in essence, Mr. President, is the 
picture of the President's adviser, one 
of his administrative assistants, w.ho is 
receiving $17,500 a year. 

I assume that this information has 
never been brought to the President's 
attention. I would suggest to him that 
he call upon Mr. Dawson to bring the 
file of Mr. Nash into his office immedi
ately, and that he promptly read it and 
then get rid of Mr. Philleo Nash. 

PROFITS OF PRIVATE BUSINESS CORPO
RATIONS IN THE UNITED STATES 

Mr. Kl\OWLAND. Mr. President, 
sometime ago-on March 17, 1947-1 
placed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a. 
table showing the percentage of profits 
earned by private business corporations 
in the United States on sales, total as
sets, and risk capital, from 1931 to 1946. 
That was an interesting computation and 
it appeared in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, 
volume 93, part 2, page 2110, of the 
Eightieth Congress. 

At this time I wish to ask that the 
table be reprinted in the body of the 
RECORD at this point, as a part of my re
marks, together with some additional fig. 
ures covering the years 1944, 1945, 1946. 
1947, an1 1948, as prepared by the Bu
reau of Internal Revenue, because I 
think the people of the country and the 
Members of the Senate will be very much 
interested in these figures. I also ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
this connection a copy of a letter which 
I received from the United States Treas
ury Department enclosing these statis
tics. 

There being no objection, the letter 
and tables were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 

UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, October 30, 1951. 

Hon. WILLIAM F. KNOWLAND, 
United States Senate, 

Washington, D . C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: In response to your tele

phone conversation with Dr. T. C. Atkeson's 
office on October 22, 1951, there is enclosed 
a table showing data for 1944 through 1948 
which correspond with those appearing in the 
table inserted by you in the CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD ori March 17, 1947. These are the . 
latest statistics available with respect to 
corporations. 

Very truly yours, 
JUSTIN F . WINKLE, 

Assistant Commissioner. 
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TABLE I.-Percent of profit earned by private business corporations in the United States on saZes, totaZ assets, and risk capitaZ, 1931-46 

[Money figures in millions of dollars] 
-I 

Percent o! profit on-

Year 

5-year average, 1939--43---------------------------- 396, 786 184, 318 343, 454 140, 627 9, 163 5, 871 4. 97 2. 67 6. 52 4.17 
4.35 
4. 02 

10-year average, 1934-43--------------------------- 405, 426 151, 556 322, 829 139, 619 6, 935 6, 059 4. 58 2. 15 4. 97 
13-year average, l931-43--------------------------- 401, 226 137, 123 313, 313 138, 515 4, 894 5, 566 3. 57 1. 56 3. 53 1-----1------1-----l'-----1------1-----1-----1-----1-----1------
1946_ - --- - - ---- -- - - -- -------------- -- ------------ - ---- - -- - - -- - ---- - - - - - - - - ----- -- -- - - -
1943_ - -------------------------------------------- 366, 870 245, 886 389, 524 
1942_ - -------------------------------------------- 383, 534 213, 777 360, 018 
1941-. -------------------------------------------- 407, 053 186, 137 340, 452 
1940______________________________________________ 413, 716 145, 427 320, 478 
1939______________________________________________ 412, 759 130, 365 306, 801 
1938_ - -------------------------------------------- 411, 941 117, 596 300, 022 1937 ______________________________________________ 416, 902 13 , 907 303, 357 
1936______________________________________________ 415, 654 126, 269 303, 180 
1935_ - -------------------------------------------- 415, 205 112, 098 303, 150 
1934______________________________________________ 410, 626 99, 095 301, 307 
1933. - -------------------------------------------- 388, 564 82, 148 268, 206 
1932---------------------------------------------- 392, 021 79, 701 280, 083 
1931---------------------------------------------- 381,-088 105, 238 296, 497 

1 Estimate. 

N oTE~ -Figures were taken, without change or adjustment, from the annual volumes 
of Statistics of Income published by the Bureau of Internal Revenue, U. S. Govern· 
ment. 

"Sales (compiled receipts)" comprise (1) taxable income consisting of gross sales 
Oess returns and allo~a!lces), gross receipts. from opera~ions (where inventori~s are 
not an income-determlillilg factor), taxable mterest received, rents and royalties re
ceived net capital gain, net gain from sale of property other than capital assets, divi
dends 'received from stock of domestic corporations, and other receipts required to be 
included in gross income, and (2) partially and wholly tax-exempt interest received on 
Government obligations. They exclude nontaxable income other than wholly tax
exempt interest received on certain Government obligations. The net effect of the 
broadening of the concept of "sales" to include the above-listed items, some of which 
are "net" items, is to show the percent of profit on sales in the attached tables to be 
slightly higher than was actually realized. 

Net profit or loss comprises the amount remaining after all expenses of operation 
and all taxes have been deducted from "Sales (compiled receipts)." 

1 m: ~ 1 g: m -----·5;525- -------4~95- -------3~i~- 1 g: ~~ 
139, 629 11, 141 5, 512 5. 21 -3. 09 7. 98 
142, 590 9, 528 6, 556 5. 12 2. 80 6. 68 
138, 387 6, 947 6, 019 4. 78 2.17 5. 02 
136, 865 6, 019 5, 639 4. 62 1. 96 4. 40 
137, 437 3, 300 4, 834 2. 81 1.10 2. 40 
141, 633 6, 531 7, 281 4. 70 2. 15 4. 61 
133, 468 6, 473 7, 163 5.13 2.14 4. 85 
138, 931 4, 778 5, 896 4. 26 1. 58 3. 44 
141,585 2,456 4,788 2.48 .82 1.73 
127, 578 -1, 056 3, 091 -1.19 -. 39 -. 83 
133, 569 -3, 753 3, 854 -4. 76 -1. 35 -2. 84 
143, 363 -880 6, 092 -. 84 -. 30 --, ,, -. 61 

-------T86 
3. 95 
4.60 
4.35 
4.12 
3.52 
5.14 
5.37 
4.24 
3.38 
2. 42 
2.89 
4.25 

' , \ 
"Shareholders capital" (synonymous with net worth and risk capital) ~nsists of 

capital stock, common and preferred, surplus reserves, surplus and undivided profits 
less deficits. , 

"Dividends paid" comprise cash and all other types of dividends except corpor2'i,tion's 
own stock. ' 

The corporations covered in these tables include all active private business corpora· 
tioos in the United States filing balance sheets in connection with their Federal income· 
tax returns. Of a total net profit of $12,200,869,000 reported for 1943 by all corporation!f 
filing Federal income-tax returns for that year, those submitting balance sheets with 
their income-tax returns accounted for $12,181,000,000, or 99.84 percent. 

The statistics in these tables, in going back to the year 1931, cover all the years !or 
which complete data for each of the categories are available. Less complete records 
are available for a number of years prior to 1931. -

Percent of profit earned by private business corporations in the United States on saZes, totaZ assets, and risk capitaZ, 1944-48 

[Money figures in millions of dollars] 

Percent of profit on- Percent 
Share- l-----..,..--'--------I dividends Number of Sales (com· T holders' Profit (net Dividends paid on 

Year corpora- piled re- otal assets capital (net income paid Share- share-
tions ceipts) worth) after taxes) Sales Total assets holders' holders' 

1948_ - ----· ------------ ------ -- -------- -- - - - - -----
1947. - - ----. - -- -- - - - - -- - ---- -- -- - - - - - - - - - ------ ---
1946_ - - --- --- - - -- - -- --- ---- -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -- -- -
1945_ - -- -- - • - - - -- - - -- -- - - - - - - - - - - - -- -- -- - --- -- ----
1944_ - - ------ - - - - - - - - ---- -- -- ·- - - - - ---- -----------

536, 833 
496, 821 
440, 750 
374, 950 
363, 056 

405, 430 
361, 521 
283, 917 
252, 636 
258, 880 

525, 136 
494, 615 
454, 705 
441, 461 
418, 324 

197, 219 
180, 567 
164, 614 
154, 525 
150, 459 

22, 477 
20, 420 
16, 314 
10, 51 
11, 685 

Source: Stat istics of Income, prepared by Bureau of Internal R evenue. 

PERCENTAGES OF VOTERS WHO GO TO 
THE POLLS 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, I 
also ask to have printed in the body of 
the RECORD as a part of my remarks an 
editorial, under the heading "Americans 
lead world in avoiding elections," which 
appeared in the Saturday Evening Post 
of January 12, 1952. The editorial is a 
fairly short one, but its basic part is in
cluded in these paragraphs: 

The American public has a great way of 
studying and judging many things, from 
stocks to sports, on the basis of statistics. 
Nowhere else on earth are certain sections of 
the newspapers so filled with digits and 
tables, and pored over so intently by so 
many people. 

There is one important box score, however, 
which does not appear in the newspapers. 
It is the one that shows where American 
democracy stands in the international league 
in terms of people who actually go out and 
vote. Here are the percentages of eligible 
voters who went to the p-0lls in recent elec
tions: 

The table reads: 
Percent 

In Belgium, freed from wartime Nazi 
totalitarianism______________________ 90 

In the crucial Italian election which re
buffed communism__________________ 89 

In the British election which returned 
Churchill to power__________________ 82 

In France, after nearly 4 years of Nazi 
rule-------------------------------- 75 

In Japan, with its new "made-in
America" democracy_________________ 70 

In the United States, in the Truman
Dewey election of 1948_______________ 51 

Mr. President, I was so startled by 
those figures, it seemed to me that per
haps they were using a different basis 
upon which to arrive at their percentage 
of who the eligible voters were, so I re
quested the Library of Congress to con
dense the electoral laws in the several 
countries which had been mentioned in 
the ·saturday Evening Post editorial, so 
that that information might be avail
able. It has done so, and I ask that the 
memorandum be included in the RECORD 
at this point in my remarks. 

9,305 
8,285 
7,378 
6,009 
5, 957 

5. 54 
5.65 
5. 75 
4.16 
4. 51 

4. 28 
4.13 
3. 59 
2.38 
2. 79 

C:SPital capital 

11. 40 
11. 31 

9. 91 
6.81 
7. 77 

4. 72 
4. 59 
f.48 
3.89 
3.96 

There being no objection, the memo
randum was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: · 
ELECTORAL LAWS FOR NATIONAL ELECTIONS IN 

CERTAIN FOREIGN COUNTRIES 

BELGIUM 1 

Under the current law,2 all elections are 
held on the basis of universal suffrage (with 
a single vote), and the age stipulation has 
been reduced to 21 years. 

FRANCE 8 

The constitution of the French Republic• 
ART. 3. National sovereignty belongs to the 

French people. 
No section of the people or any individual 

may assume its exercise. 
The people shall exercise it in constitu

tional matters by the vote of their represent
atives or by the referendum. 

In all other matters they shall exercise it 
through their deputies in the National As-

1 Constitution of 1831, as amended in 1921 
and 1948. 

2 As of December 1950. 
8 As of 1950. 
•Adopted by the National Constituent As

sembly, September 28, 1946. 
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sembly, elected by universal, equal, direct. 
and sec~et suffrage. 

ART. 4. All French citizens and nationals 
of both sexes, who are of legal age and enjoy 
civil and political rights, may vote under 
conditions determined by the law. 

ART. 6. • • • However, the two cham
bers shall be elected on a territorial basis, 
the National Assembly by universal, direct 
suffrage, the Council of the Republic by the 
communal and departmental bodies by uni
versal, indirect suffrage. 

GREAT BRITAIN 

Representati on of the people-Parliamentary 
and local government franchise 

1. (1) Subject to the provisions of sub
section (2) of this section, the persons en
titled to vote as electors at a parliamentary 
election in any constituency shall be those 
resident there on the qualifying date who, 
on that date and on the date of the poll, 
are of full age and not subject to any legal 
incapacity to vote and either British subjects 
or citizens of the Republic of Ireland: Pro
vided, That a person shall not be entitled to 
vote as an elector in any constituency unless 
registered there in the register of parliamen
tary electors to be used at the election nor, 
at a general election, to vote as an elector in 
more than one constituency.0 

NORTHERN mELAND 

Representation of the people-Parliamentary 
and local government franchi se 

1. (2) A person shall not be entitled to 
vote as an elector at a parliamentary election 
in any constituency in Northern Ireland un
less he was resident in Northern Ireland dur
ing the whole of the period of 3 months ~nd
ing on the qualifying date for that election.6 

ITALY 7 

Constitution of the Italian Republic 8 

"AaT. 48. All citizens of both sexes having 
attained the age of majority have the right 
to suffrage. 

"The vote is personal and equal, free and 
secret. Exercise thereof is a civic duty. 

"No limitation on the right to vote may be 
established except for civil incapacity or as 
a connequence of an irrevocable penal sen
tence or in cases of moral turpitude as deter
mined by law. 

"ART. 56. The Chamber of Deputies is 
elected by universal and direct suffrage on 
the basis of one deputy for every 80,000 in
h abitants or for a fraction greater than 
40,000. 

"All voters who have attained 25 years of 
age on the day of the elections are eligible to 
become deputies. 

"ART. 58. Senators are elected by universal 
and direct ballot by voters over 25 years 
of age." 

By an Italian law of Janus.ry 20, 1948,9 for 
a period of 5 years stringent restrictions 
upon the right to vote were put upon Fas
cists, former Fascists, and those having held 
high, national, or provincial, civil, or high 
military office upon the Fascist regime, and 
the authors of Fascist propaganda books and 
school texts. Among those excluded from 
the restrictions were those employed in reli
gious, sanitary, or charitable services of 11 
Duce, and those who had held high office or 
been members of the legislature prior to 1925. 

o Representation ot the People Act, 1949. 
12 and 13 Geo. 6, 1949, ch. 68. (Law in force, 
1951.) 

a Representation of the People Act, 1949, 
12 and 13 Geo. 6, 1949, c. 68. (Law in force. 
1951.) 

1 As of 1950. 
s Approved by the Constituent Assembly on 

December 22, 1947, and effective January 1, 
1942. 

9 Standards for the election of the Chamber 
of Deputies (No. 6 of 1948, arts. 4-7, 9). 

JAPAN 

The -Japanese Constitution 10 provides: 
"The qualifications of members of both 
Houses and their electors shall be fixed by 
law. However, there shall be no discrimina
tion because of race, creed, sex, social status, 
family origin, education, property, or in
come." 

Under the law for the election of members 
to the House of Representatives (Law No. 43, 
December 17, 1945, as amended by Law No. 
43 of 1947), the qualifications for an elector 
are listed as over 20 years of age and 6 
months' residence in his locality. A person 

. is restricted from voting if he is declared 
quasi-incompetent or is serving a sentence 
of penal servitude or confinement. The same 
qualifications and restrictions with respect 
to the election of members to the House of 
Representatives also applies to the election 
of the House of Councillors. (See Law No. 11, 
February 28, 1947.) 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I move 
that the Senate proceed to the consid
eration of executive business. 

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will 
the Senator withhold the motion tem
porarily? 

Mr. LONG. I will withhold the mo
tion if the Senator from New Hamp
shir~ or some other Senator desires to 
speak. 

Mr. BRIDGES. I understood that the 
distinguished Senator from Washington 
wanted to speak when one name on the 
Executive Calendar was reached. 

· Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Washington wishes to be heard 
when the name of Jack Gorrie is called 
for consideration by the Senate; and the 
Senator from Washington obviously 
would have no objection to the Execu
tive Calendar's being called, except for 
one fact. The Senator from Washing
ton desires to speak for about 10 minutes 
before .the Senate goes into executive 
session, if he may get the floor. 

Mr. LONG. If the Senator so desires, 
I will withhold my motion. 

INVESTIGATION OF INTERNATIONAL 
BOXING CLUB 

Mr. CAIN. I appreciate the Senator's 
indulgence. 

Mr. President, on August 13, 1951, the 
junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. WELKER] 
and myself submitted for appropriate 
reference Senate Resolution 191. The 
resolution, which was ref erred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary, had as its 
purpose a study and investigation of the 
International Boxing Club, to determine 
whether that organization was a monop
oly which was preventing legitimate 
challengers from competing in the se·1-
era1 boxing classes for weight champion
ships. 

Both the Senator from Idaho and I 
were, and are, interested in seeing that 
every deserving boxing aspirant is. pro
vided with a reasonable opportunity to 
fight for the championship in his class. 
We are likewise, and have long been, in
terested in the career of a light-heavy
weight boxer, Harry Matthews, who was 

10 Constitution of Japan, November 3, 1946. 

I 

born in Idaho, and who has lived for 
years in Seattle, Wash. Harry Mat
thews possesses an unusual record. He 
has participated in almost a hundred 
professional bouts. Of these Harry Mat-: 
thews has won almost 60 bouts by knock
outs. Six of his bouts have ended in 
draws. In only 3 bouts has Harry Mat
thews been defeated. He has not suf
fered a defeat in more than 60 consecu
tive bouts. I know of no other Ameri
can prizefighter who is presently fighting 
who has a record of boxing achievement 
to compare with that possessed by Harry 
Matthews. 

Harry Matthews has been recognized 
for several years as being an outstanding 
challenger for the light-heavyweight 
title. Prior to the time when Senate 
Resolution 191 was offered in the Senate, 
the International Boxing Club had evi
denced no interest of any kind in signing 
Harry Matthews for a title bout. Scores 
of interested persons in the State of 
Washington and throughout the Nation 
were constantly insisting that Harry 
Matthews ought to be given his earned 
right to fight for the championship. 
Most of those persons, including myself, 
became convinced that the International 
Boxing Club was pursuing restrictive 
procedures which would continue to pre
vent Harry Matthews and other legiti
mate challengers from fighting for title 
recognitlon. The attorney general of 
the State of Washington wrote officially 
to the Attorney General of the United 
States to ask for an investigation of the 
monopolistic practices of the Interna
tional Boxing Club. My colleague, the 
senior Senator from Washington [Mr. 
MAGNUSON] offered a Senate resolution to 
pursue the same course of inquiry. 

To make a long story as short as pos
sible I feel constrained to reflect briefly 
on the Harry Matthews question as it 
appears to be today. The Senator from 
Idaho joins me in this statement because 
of our desire to keep faith with our 
Senate colleagues, whom we had asked 
to take an interest in Harry Matthews. 

In recent weeks, the International 
Boxinrr Club has offered to match 
the challenger Harry Matthews with 
the light-heavyweight champion, Joey 
Maxim. The first offer carried 15 per
cent of the gate for the challenger. This 
is the usual percentage offered in title 
bouts. This offer was turned down by 
Mr. Jack Hurley, the extremely able and 
astute manager of Harry Matthews. The 
International Boxing Club then made a 
second offer and raised the challenger's 
end of the purse to 20 percent. This 
offer has been outstanding for several 
weeks. Had the first offer or the second 
offer been promptly accepted, the Inter
national Boxing Club intended to have 
the championship match on Washing
toTl.'s Birthday. 

Under date of January 23, the Sen
ator from Washington received a tele
gram from Mr. Jack Kearns, the man
ager of the light-heavyweight champion. 
In this wire Mr. Kearns stated that the 
champion was willing to meet the chal
lenger and ·hoped that a fight between 

. Joey Maxim and Harry Matthews could 
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be arranged in the near future. Any 
follower of sports will be interested in 
all of what Jack Kearns said in his 
telegram. 

As a result of the Kearns telegram and 
because the Senator from Idaho and I 
had talked to the Senate about Harry 
Matthews some months ago, we thought 

· it proper to encourage Mr. Jack Hurley 
to accept the title opportunity. The 
means by which this encouragement .was 
given was a telegram from the junior 
Senator from Washington to Mr. Royal 
Brougham, the noted sports editor of 
the Seattle Post-Intelligencer and a 
close friend and supporter of Harry Mat
thews and his manager, Mr. Hurley. 

In order to keep the Judiciary Com
mittee, which has before it Senate Res
olution 191, completely informed, I think 
it proper to read the telegram which I 
wrote to Mr. Brougham and a copy of 
my letter to Mr. Jack Kearns which was 
written in response to his revealing tele
gram to me. 

The telegram was dated January 23, 
1952, addressed to Mr. Royal Brougham, 
sports editor, Seattle Post-Intelligencer, 
Seattle, Wash., and reads as follows: 

Mr. ROYAL BROUGHAM, 
Sports Editor, 

JANUARY 23, 1952. 

Seattle Post-Intelli gencer, 
Seattle, Wash.: 

The Jack Kearns telegram which I re
ceived this morning is being sent across the 
Nation for release in all daily papers to
morrow morning. As a personal favor, I 
want you to make the Kearns telegram avail
able to Jack Hurley. I want you also to ad
vise Hurley and Harry Matthews of what 
Senator WELKER and I think about the 
Kearns offer. Last August WELKER and I 
and others urged the Senate to investigate 
the International Boxing Club as being a 
monopoly and for refusing legitimate chal
lengers an opportunity to fight for the light
heavyweight crown. We were serious in be
lieving that Kid Matthews was being dis
criminated against. We sought to establish 
this contention as being fact. Our inten
tion became effective and the International 
Boxing Club through Al Weill, its match
maker, offered recently to have Matthews 
fight the champion on Washington's Birth
day. The IBC offered 20 percent or a higher 
figure than challengers usually get. This 
offer was turned down by Jack Hurley but 
I have never read his stated reasons for re
jection. Jack Kearns has now stated that 
the champion is begging the challenger to 
enter the ring with him. If such an offer 
has ever been made by a champion before, 
WELKER and I are not aware of it. In a word, 
WELKER and I sought a title fight and op
portunity for Harry Matthews. 

I want to state, Mr. President, as be
ing simply a fact, that my colleague, the 
senior Senator from Washington [Mr. 
MAGNUSON], was as interested and help
ful in endeavoring to bring that result 
about as were my colleague from Idaho 
and myself. 

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

Mr. CAIN. I gladly yield to my col
league. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I 
was much interested in what my col
league had to say, and it is quite apropos 
at this time. It so happens that the two 

gentlemen about whom the Senator has 
been speaking are both friends of mine 
of long standing, and they are coming to 
the city of Washington today. I men
tioned that to my distinguished friend 
from Idaho [Mr. WELKER], and I am 
hoping because of our joint interest in · 
this matter, that they will stay over- _ 
they are here on some other business
and I may invite them to lunch tomor
row and we can show not only other Sen
ators a man we think is one of the finest 
fighters in the world but one who might 
answer some of the questions privately 
or publicly raised by my colleague from 
Washington. 

Mr. CAIN. I am grateful for the Sen
ator's comments. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. If the Senator will 
yield further, I should like at this time 
to suggest that if those men do stay over, 
the three of us will have lunch with them 
and talk with them tomorrow. 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, although 
personal business is seldom transacted 
on the floor of the Senate, if I can join 
with my colleague from Washington 
and my colleague from Idaho · in having 
lunch tomorrow with Mr. Hurley and 
Kid Matthews, we might take whatever 
step may be necessary actually to get 
the challenger into the ring with the 
champion, for the three of us have al
ways felt strongly that once that bout 
actually takes place the new light
hea vyweight champion of the world 
will be Kid Matthews, of Seattle, Wash. 

Mr. Presidrmt, I wish to conclude the 
reading of the telegram: 

Unless he agrees to terms, WELKER and I 
must withdraw our resolution which has 
already served one of its major purposes and 
advise the Sel)ate publicly that the !BC has 
offered a title bout which Jack Hurley has 
turned down. If Hurley wants Matthews to 
fight Walcott or anyone else rather than the 
light-heavyweight champion, I think that 
Hurley ought to publicly say so. We ought 
to bear in mind that opportunity is some
thing a challenger doesn't get every day. If 
Matthews does not take advantage of his 
present chance to become the titleholder, 
there may be nothing that WELKER and I 
can do to help him in the future. We are 
devoted to Harry Matthews and convinced 
of his ability but there is no way to long 
support a challenger who overlooks any 
chance to become the champion. The 
Kearns wire follows: "Respecting your ear
nest interest in assuring a championship 
opportunity to boxer Harry Matthews, I have 
agreed in behalf of world's champion Joey 
Maxim to provide for such a title opportuni
ty and I respectfully submit to you that the 
champion is prepared to defend his crown 
at the earliest moment. It is rare in boxing 
for the champion to appear in the role of a 
virtual challenger, and I go back to the 
days of the incomparable Jack Dempsey 
whom I had the delightful pleasure to 
manage. Please feel free to accept this mes
sage as authorization for public announce
ment that Champion Maxim is ready at once 
to defend his title against Matthews and I 
shall be grateful for your kind intercession 
to make this match possible and be assured 
of my appreciation for your interest. 

"Cordially yours, 
"JACK KEARNS." 

Mr. President, I merely signed my tele
gram "Very sincerely, HARRY P. CAIN, 
United States Senator." 

Mr. President, in response to that tele
gram, and under date of January 26, 
1952, I wrote Mr. Jack Kearns as follows: 

JANUARY 26, 1952. 
Mr. JACK KEARNS, 

Man ager of Joey Maxim, L i ght-Heavy
wei ght Champion of the Wor ld, 
B oston, Mass. 

MY DEAR MR. KEARNS: I h ave done all I 
can think to do, as the attached telegram 
indicates, to encourage Jack Hurley to do 
that business with you which will get your 
champion and Hurley's challenger into the 
same ring at the same time. 

The Maxim-Matthews question ls both un
usual and confusing to me. I have never 
known a champion to beg for trouble against 
an outstanding challenger and I have never 
known of Senators in the past who pled the 
case of a particular fighter on the floor of the 
Senate. For several reasons I can only hope 
that the fight comes off. One relatively un
important reason is that such a fight would 
permit me to remove myself from a business 
about which I obviously know nothing. 

The attached wire was released to the press 
of the Nation and was used in whole or in 
part in many communities. When conven
ie::ice permits, I hope to read the telegram to 
the Senate so that my colleagues will know 
that Senator WELKER and I are endeavoring 
to support and recognize fair play. We were 
serious in endeavoring to get Matthews a 
title opportunity. We are as anxious now to 
see that he takes advantage of it. 

I did appreciate and welcome your wire and 
hope that good fortune will soon permit me 
to meet you personally. I have known and 
liked you by reputation for many years. 

Most cordially, 
HARRY P. CAIN. 

Mr. President, these several docu
ments, which include the Kearns tele
gram, cover every bit of information 
which is available to the Senator from 
Idaho and to me. 

Mr. CAIN subsequently said: Mr. 
President, in connection with the re
marks made earlier by myself and my 
colleague, the senior Senator from 
Washington, about Harry Matthews and 
Joey Maxim, it had been my intention 
to ask permission to have printed in the 
body of the RECORD an interesting and 
provocative art:cle on those matters, 
which appeared in the Times-Herald this 
morning, · and was written by Dick 
O'Brien, who is acknowledged to be a 
thoughtful student of sports. Because 
the substance of this article may pro
vide the Senate Committee on the Judi
ciary with additional information to con
sider, I now ask that it become a part of 
my remarks previously offered. 

There beinr: no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

SPORTS SLANTS 
(By Dick O'Brien) 

Senators HARRY CAIN and HERMAN WELKER, 
who withdrew their support of Harry 
Matthews last week in the latter's continu
ing squabble with the International Boxing 
Club, may find in the end that their action 
was premature. 

Matthews may soon be knocking at their 
doors again, pleading for their help in break
ing down the barriers in his announced aim 
of seeking a crack at the heavyweight cham
pionship. 

Harry Mat t hews has as much right at this 
time to a heavyweight t itle sh ot as Rocky 
Marciano or anybody else, b·ecause there are 
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precedents galore in boxing wherein light 
heavyweights have deserted the 175-pound 
ranks to go after bigger game. 

Of course, as we pointed out previously, 
we can understand the Senators not wanting 
to go along with Matthews further after they 
had set up an opportunity for him to fight 
Joe Maximum, the light-heavyweight ruler, 
which was the thing they originally planned 
to accomplish. It was a matter of principle 
with them. 

Along with their decision to withdraw their 
support from Matthews, however, their an
nouncement that they plan to drop their 
resolution calling for an investigation of the 
International Boxing Club as a giant sports 
monopoly, was accepted by the boxing public 
wit h a great deal of regret. 

To say that the International Boxing Club 
is no longer a monopoly, merely because it 
offered Harry Matthews a chance to box for 
the light-heavyweight crown, is a premise 
that won't hold wat er. In fact it's a fallacy. 

The circumstances which surround the 
Matthews-me case today, now that Mat
thews has announced his intentions of 
seeking the heavyweight title, are no differ
ent than they were last April, when Harry 
was hot for a crack at the light-heavyweight 
title, just aft er beating Bob Murphy in the 
Garden. The set-up is the same. You are 
either "in" or "out" with the IBC crowd 
and Matthews is defin itely not "in." From 
where we sit it wm be a cold day in July 
when Al Weill opens the door to the clever 
and hard-hitting west coast operator. 

The time element being a most important 
factor in boxing, the time for the !BC to 
have matched Matthews with Maxim for the 
light-heavyweight crown was last summer 
or in the early fall, instead of waiting al
most a year to start negotiations for the 
match. Meanwhile, the IBO exploited 
Maxim to the hilt, giving him lucrative en
gagements, including one with former heavy
weight champion, Ezzard Charles, in which 
he made a very poor showing. 

Matthews has outgrown the light-heavy
weight division in stature. In support of 
this position we offer the recent Cleveland 
show promoted by Ed Bang, which drew 
nearly $100,000, with Matthews pitted against 
Danny Nardico, a pretty fair heavyweight, 
not f ar from a challenging position in the 
heavyweight ranks himself. 

It was off that fight, that Jack Hurley, 
Matthew's pilot, decided to go after Wal
cott and why not? What could he gain 
fighting the deflated Maxim? 

Now turning to precedents for such a de
cision, we single out Bob Fitzsimmons, Bat
tling Levinsky, Georges Carpentier, Gene 
Tunney, Tommy Loughran, Harry Greb, 
Mickey Walker, and Gus Lesnevich as ex
amples of men who deserted the middle
weight and light-heavyweight ranks from 
time to time to defy the heavyweight rulers. 

The latest and best example in this 
premise, of course, was Billy Conn, who de
serted the light heavyweights at the height 
of his career and came within an eyelas h 
of beating Joe Louis in their first outing. 
Conn, and the others aforementioned, had 
the support of the leading promoters of the 
day. Not so with Matthews. He st ill stands 
alon e while the favorite sons are called upon 
in t he same old heavyweight merry-go-round. 

If it were left to Joe Walcott himself to 
decide, Matthews probably would be his next 
opponent, or at least Joe so stated in a re
cent news dispat ch. 

Bu t Bob Christenberry and his associates 
on th{! New York State Athletic Commis
sion soon took care of that by announcing 
that l;nless Joe signed to defend his title 
against either Charles or Marciano, it would 
strip him of the title. This also was a break 
for the International Boxing Club. 

So today we find the situation ~n boxing 
quite different than it was only a few months 
ago. The International Boxing Club has 
covered its tracks well, escaping a possible 
investigation in Congress and at the same 
time watching with glee while the athletic 
commission in its own State usurps its 
powers by acting as a matchmaking instru
ment. 

Oh, well. You can't win them all, but we 
would like to see Harry Matthews win one 
argument on the political front even while 
piling up victory after victory in the boxing 
ring. 

BIRTHDAY ANNIVERSARY TO SENATOR 
GEORGE AND SENATOR McKELLAR 

Mr. WELKER. Mr. President, inf or
mation has come to me that today is the 
birthday anniversary of our distin
guished colleague, Senator WALTER F. 
GEORGE, of Georgia. I know I speak 
for every Member of the Senate in wish
ing him a happy birthday and many 
happy returns of the day. One of the 
high honors which I have received is 
that of being associated with that great 
American and distinguished leader from 
the State of Georgia. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, 
while I . do not hav.e authority to speak 
for my colleagues on this side of the 
aisle, I am sure the Senator from Idaho 
has expressed the sentiments of every 
Member of the United States Senate, 
regardless of the side of the aisle on 
which he sits. I, too, wish to extend my 
hearty congratulations to the distin
guished senior Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. President, as 
a Member of the Senate on the Republi
can side of the aisle, representing a far 
Western State, I too wish to join in pay
ing tribute to the distinguished senior 
Senator from Georgia, who for so long 
has rendered outstanding service to his 
Nation as chairman of the very impor
tant and powerful Senate Finance Com
mittee. He is generally recognized on 
both sides of the aisle as being one of 
the ablest attorneys in this body, and 
one of the leading tax experts of the 
Nation. 

I believe Republicans as well as Demo
crats have recognized that throughout 
his long career the distinguished senior 
Senator from Georgia, who represents a 
great and important State of the Union, 
has ·onstantly placed his Nation above 
his party whenever he felt that his 
Nation was in trouble and needed the 
viewpoint of an American citizen re
gardless of partisan affiliation. I know 
that Senators on this side of the aisle 
will join with his many friends on the 
other side in hoping that the senior Sen
ator from Georgia will have many mor.e 
years to devote to the service of his 
country. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I 
have been informed that another very 
distinguished American, a Member of 
this body, the distinguished senior Sena~ 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. MCKELLAR], is 
also celebrating his birthday today. It 
is a coincidence ths.t in point of service 
these two distinguished Senators are 
among the oldest Members of the Senate. 

I know that I express the sentiments 
of all his colleagues in extending to him, 
as we have to the Senator from Georgia, 
heartiest congratulations, and the hope 
that he may enjoy many more years of 
service. 

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

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 
Mr. WELKER. I should like to Jom 

with the senior Senator from Washing
ton in paying tribute to the distinguished 
senior Senator from Tennessee. I am 
certain that I speak for the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. BRIDGES], the mi
nority leader, and all other Senators on 
this side of the aisle when I say I join 
wholeheartedly in the tribute paid to 
this great statesman and great Amer
ican. 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, I wish to 
join most sincerely and heartily in the 
sentiments which have been expressed 
by my colleague, the senior Senator from 
Washington [Mr. MAGNUSON]' and by the 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. WELKER] and 
the Senator from California [Mr. 
KNOWLAND], on this the birthday anni
versary of the senior Senator from Geor
gia [Mr. GEORGE] and the senior S~nator 
from Tennessee [Mr. MCKELLAR]. 

It is needless for me to say that I re
gard both these men as outstanding Sen
ators, which is a very high compliment in 
itself, but it must be added that they are 
and have been always men of convic
tion, who vote constantly· for what they 
think is right. This is an even greater 
compliment. It is a rare American priv
ilege to have the opportunity, on an 
occasion like this, publicly to exprei:;;s 
one's affection and admiration for dis
tinguished Americans. 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, I 
should like to take a moment to associ
ate myself with the very fine sentiments 
which have been expressed about the 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GEORGE] and the senior Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. McKELLARL Last fall, 
while I was traveling throughout my 
State, I told the various people I could 
get to listen to me what a great privilege 
it was to be able to sit in the same body 
with men of the caliber of the Senator 
from Georgia, and in each of those in
stances the audiences who were listening 
would break out into spontaneous ap
plause, because they recognized, as we 
all do, the great contributions which the 
distinguished Senator from Georgia has 
made toward the welfare of our coun
try-and of course the same can be said 
of the distinguished Senator from Ten
nessee. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, if 
there are no other Senators who have 
any business to propose, I move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration · of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business.· 
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EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 
JOHNSTON of South Carolina in the 
chair) laid before the Senate messages 
from the President of the United States 
submitting sundry nominations, which 
were ref erred to the appropriate com· 
mittees. 

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

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A COMMITTEE 

The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

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

John M. Allison, of Nebraska, a Foreign 
Service officer of class 1, to be an Assistant 
Secretary of State, vice Dean Rusk, resigned; 
and 

Eric A. Johnston, of Washington, to be 
Chairman of the International Development 
Advisory Board. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
are no further reports of committees, 
the clerk will proceed to state the nomi
nations on the Executive Calendar. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Charles A. Coolidge to be As-
sistant Secretary of Defense. · 

I The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Edwin V. Huggins to be Assistant 
Secretary of the Air Force. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

NATIONAL SECURITY RESOURCES BOARD 
JACK GORRIE 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Jack Gorrie to be Chairman of 
the National Security Resources Board. 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, before ac
tion is taken on this nomination, I 
should like to make a brief statement. 

The junior Senator from Washington 
was the only Senator who did not vote 
among the seven or eight members of 
the Committee on Armed Services who 
were present last Friday when a vote was 
taken on the nomination of Mr. Jack 
Gorrie to be the Chairman of the Na
tional Security Resources Board. At this 
time I wish to offer a brief explanation 
to indicate my attitude toward the nom
ination of Mr. Gorrie, and his fitness Jor 
the office in question. 

After the vote had been taken I wrote 
and offered to the press the following 
brief statement: 

It was not possible for me to vote to con
firm Mr. Jack Gorrie as Chairman of the Na
tional Security Resources Board because by 
law that appointment automatically carries 
with it membership on the National Security 
Council. 

I spent 2 days in examining Mr. Gorrie's 
fitness for the NSRB and NSC assignments. 
In my opinion, Mr. Gorrie is deserving of his 
appointment as Chairman of the NSRB. He 
is competent, conscientious, and informed in 
his duties and responsibilities on that Board. 

J am likewise of the considered opinion that 
Mr. Gorrie does not possess the breadth of 
knowledge, experience, or travel which ought 
to be required of members of our Nation's 
highest policy council. In. having no desire 
to injure Mr. Gorrie, but because of the high 
standard which must be maintained in the 
National Security Council, I refrained from 
voting. 

The Armed Services Committee believes 
that the National Security Act of 1947, which 
established the National Security Resources 
Board and the National Security Council, 
should be thoroughly reexamined. Every 
member of the committee i convinced that 
improvements can be recommended and 
made. The chairman, Senator RussELL, has 
appointed a subcommittee to promptly and 
closely examine the question. I am privileged 
to be a member of that subcommittee. The 
members will seek only a greater degree of 
security for our precious Nation. In my view, 
the hearing on the nomination of Mr. Gorrie 
will lead to organizational and personnel 
changes which will increase the security 
posture of the United States. 

Mr. President, for a moment I wish to 
draw to the attention of citizens gen
erally and of Members of the Senate the 
activities and the mission of the National 
Security Council. That Council was 
created by the National Security Act of 
1947. On it there sit but six members, 
namely, the President of the United 
States, the Vice President, the Secretary 
of State, the Secretary of Defense, the 
Ch!1irman of the National Security Re
sources Board, and the Director of the 
Mutual Security Agency. The mission 
imposed upon this Board is as follows: 

The duties of the National Security Coun
cil are to assess and appraise the objectives, 
commitments, and risks of the United States 
in relation to our actual and potential mili
tary power, in the interest of national secu
rity, for the purpose of making recommenda
tions to the President. 

Mr. President, as I have stated, Mr. 
Jack Gorrie is an exceedingly well-in
formed and conscientious younger Amer
ican, within the range of activities with 
which he is familiar. But Mr. Jack Gor
rie, who is to become one of six men in 
whose hands is likely to lie the destiny 
and the future of the United States, has 
never. been outside continental United 
States. The Senator from Washington 
firmly believes that no man is so inher
ently intelligent that he can adequately 
concern himself with policy questions . 
involving the integration and coordina
tion of our foreign and domestic commit
ments if he has never been abroad. I 
know that Mr. Gorrie will travel widely 
at his first opportunity. Now that he is 
about to be confirmed for this vitally im
portant post, for which I hold him to be 
miscast, I wish him well, in all sincerity. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, I 
wish to make a few brief remarks con
cerning the nomination of Mr. Jack Gor
rie to be Chairman of the National Se
curity Resources Board. I am not so 
familiar as is my colleague from Wash
ington with the administration and 
workings of the Board and of the se .. 
curity Council. As a matter of fact, I 
have had very little to do directly with 
the National Security Resources Board 
since I have been a Member of the United 
States Senate. However, I do know Mr. 

Gorrie. I have known him for many 
years. I know him to be a very indus
trious, energetic, and quite capable and 
intelligent young man. 

So far as his ability to perform the job 
as Chairman of the National Security 
Resources Board is concerned, I suspect 
that the best proof of that pudding is the 
fact that he has been the acting chair
man of that very important Board. I 
agree with my colleague that it is an im
portant Board. He has been the acting 
chairman for several months. 

Because I have had very little personal 
contact with Mr. Gorrie or the Board 
since he has been Acting Chairman, I 
made it a point, after I learned that his 
name was to be sent to the Senate, to 
inquire of those who had dealings with 
the Board, and who were familiar with 
the administration and workings of the 
Board, regarding the services of Mr. 
Gorrie as Acting Chairman. Without 
exception I learned from those of whom 
I asked regarding Mr; Gorrie's ability 
and administration of this very impor
tant post, from Cabinet members on 
down, not only that he was doing a good 
job, but that he was very highly recom
mended. 

At this time I wish to add my recom
mendation of his nomination, not only 
because I have known him personally, 
but because apparently those who have 
dealt with him during the many months 
he has been Acting Chairman of the 
Board have found his services to be of a 
very high order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of Jack 
Gorrie to be Chairman of the National 
Security Resources Board? Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

The clerk will state the next nomina
tion on the Executive Calendar. 

EDWARD T. DICKINSON 

The legislative clerk read the nomi
nation of Edward T. Dickinson to be 
Vice Chairman of the National Security 
.Resources Board. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed; 
and, without objection, the President 
will be immediately notified of all nom
inations confirmed this day. 

PROTOCOL TO THE NORTH ATLANTIC 
TREATY ON THE ACCESSION OF 
GREECE AND TURKEY 

The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the proto
col (Executive E, 82d Cong., 2d sess.) a 
protocol to the North Atlantic Treaty 
on the accession of Greece and Turkey, 
opened for signature at London on Oc
tober 17, 1951, and signed on behalf of 
the United States of America and the 
other parties to the North Atlantic 
Treaty, which was read the second time, 
as follows: 
PROTOCOL TO THE NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY ON 

THE ACCESSION OF GREECE AND TuRKEY 

The Parties to the North Atlantic Treaty, 
signed at Washington on 4th April, 1949, 

Being satisfied that the security of the 
North Atlantic area will be enhanced by the 
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accession of the Kingdom of Greece and the 
Republic of Turkey to that Treaty. 

Agree as follows:-
ARTICLE I 

Upon the entry into force of this Protocol, 
the Government of the United States of 
America shall, on behalf of all the Parties, 
communicate to the Government of the 
Kingdom of Greece and the Government of 
the Republic of Turkey an invitation to ac
cede to the North Atlantic Treaty, as it may 
be modified by Art icle II of the present Pro
tocol. Thereafter the Kingdom of Greece 
and the Republic of Turkey shall each be
come a Party on the date when it deposits its 
instrument of accession with the Government 
of the United States of Areerica in accord
ance with Article 10 of the Treaty. 

ARTICLE Il 

If the Republic of Turkey becomes a party 
to the North Atlantic Treaty, Article 6 of the 
Treaty shall, as from the date of the deposit 
by the Government of the Republic of Tur
key of its instrument of accession with the 
Government of the United States of America, 
be modified to read as follows:-

"For the purpose of Article 5, an armed at
tack on one or more of the Parties is deemed 
to include an armed attack-

"(i) on the territory of any of the Parties 
in Europe or North America, on the Algerian 
Departments of France, on the territory of 
Turkey or on the islands under the jurisdic
tion of any of the Parties in the North Atlan
tic area north of the Tropic of Cancer; 

"(ii) on the forces, vessels or aircraft of 
any of the Parties, when in or over these ter
ritories of any other area in Europe in which 
occupation forces o.f any of the Parties were 
stationed on the date when the Treaty en
tered into force or the Mediterranean Sea or 
the North Atlantic area north of the Tropic 
of Cancer." 

ARTICLE m 

The present Protocol shall enter into force 
when each of the Parties to the North Atlan
tic Treaty has notified the Government of the 
United States of America of its acceptance 
thereof. The Government of the Unit ed 
States of America shall inform all the Parties 
to the North Atlantic Treaty of the date of 
the receipt of .each such notification and of 
the date of the entry into force of the pres
ent Protocol. 

ARTICLE IV 

The present Protocol, of which t he English 
and French texts are equally authent ic, shall 
be deposited in the Archives of the Govern
ment of the Unit ed States of America. Duly 
cert ified copies thereof shall be transmitt ed 
by that Government to the Governments of 
all the Part ies to the North Atlantic Treaty. 

In witness whereof, the undersigned pleni
potent iaries have signed the present Proto
col. 
~pened for signature at London the 17th 

day of October, 1951. 
For the Kingdom of Belgium: 

A. DE STAERCKE, 

17 octobre 1951. 
For Canada: 

L. D. WILGRESS, 
17th October, 1951. 

For the Kingdom of Denmark: 
STEENSEN-LETH, 

22nd October, 1951. 
For France: 

HERVE ALPHAND, 

22nd October, 1951. 
For Iceland: 

GUNNLAUGER PETtrasSON, 

17th October, 1951. 
For I t aly: 

A. ROSSI-LONGm, 

22nd October, 1951. 
For the Grand Duchy of Luxembourg : 

A. C LASEN, 
22nd October, 1951. 

For the Kingdom of the Netherlands: 
A. W. L. TJARDA VAN STARKENBORGH• 

STACHOUWER, 
17th October, 1951. 

For the Kingdom of Norway: 
DAG BRYN, 

17th October, 1951. 
For Portugal: 

R. ENNES ULRICH, 
17th October, 1951. 

For the United Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Northern Ireland: 

F. R. HOYER MILLAR, 
17th October, 1951. 

For the United States of America: 
CHARLES M. SPOFFORD, 

17th October, 1951. 
I certify that the foregoing is a true copy 

of the Protocol to the North Atlantic Treaty 
on the Accession of Greece and Turkey which 
was opened for signature at London on Oc
tober 17, 1951, in the English and French 
languages, the signed original of which is 
deposited in the archives of the Government 
of the United States of America. 

In testimony whereof, I, Dean Acheson, 
Secretary of State of the United States of 
America, have hereunto caused the seal of 
the Department of State to be affixed and 
my name subscribed by the authentication 
omcer of the said Department, at the City 
of Washington, in the District of Columbia, 
this t wenty-fourth day of October, 1951. 

(SEAL] DEAN ACHESON 
Secr etary of State. 

By M. P. CHAUVIN 
Authentication Officer, Department of State. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, this 
treaty came before the Foreign Relations 
Committee, and I was requested by the 
distinguished chairman of the committee 
[Mr. CONNALLY] to report it. The com
mittee unanimously approvet: the treaty 
and recommended that the Senate ratify 
it. 

It will be recalled that under the North 
Atlantic compact, no new members can 
be admitted without the consent of all 
the parties signatory to that treaty. For 
reasons which are obvious, and because 
of the magnificent contribution which 
they have made in the near-eastern 
area toward the peace and security of the 
world, Greece and Turkey have been 
unanimously agreed upon, and this 
treaty is to express our consent that 
Greece and Turkey become parties to the 
North Atlantic Treaty. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, so 
far as I know, there is no objection to the 
treaty. However, there was no agree
ment between the minority and the ma
jority with respect to calling up the 
treaty. I understand that certain mem
bers of the minority would like to obtain 
certain informatio·n briefty at this mo
ment before the vote on the treaty. 
Therefore I shall not press for action at 
this moment. 

Mr. CAIN. Mr. President, the junior 
Senator from Washington recognizes the 
importance of affirmative action admit
ting Greece and Turkey to the North At
lantic Treaty Organization at the earliest 
moment. I deeply regret, however, that 
so few Members of the Senate are pres
ent. The Senator from Washington has 
a great concern over the future of the 
world in which we live, and the preserva
tion of freedom. I believe that a colossal 
blow is about to .be struck in the name of 
furthering the legitimate aims and ambi
tions of collective security. 

Entirely aside from that fact, we ought 
to pause for a moment and pay a war
ranted word of tribute for the contribu
tions to the war in Korea which are be
ing made at this moment by our friends 
in Greece and our friends in Turkey. 

I am reminded that Turkey was 
among the first nations to recognize 
that the fire of aggression must be 
stamped out in Korea, if at all possible, 
as rapidly as possible. Turkey has made 
a contribution to the war in Korea out 
of all proportion to her resources and 
population, as related to contributions 
being made to the Korean conftict by a 
great many other friendly nations which 
there is no present reason to name. The 
contribution being made in Korea by the 
Greeks is smaller but no less gJod and 
valiant. 

Because of what both Greece and 
Turkey are doing today in the name of 
freedom and because of what those -two 
countries intend to do in concert with 
and as equal partners of the other free 
nations in the North Atlantic area, this 
is a memorable moment in history and 
gives us reason to believe that, despite 
all the hazards which could be enumer
ated, we stand today, for our friends are 
now much closer to us, in a position of 
having a greater chance to live collec
tively in the future than is the case this 
afternoon. I hope that the protocol is 
ratified with enthusiasm. 

I again wish that all of my colleagues 
could be present to raise their individual 
voices in approval. They would be as 
thrilled as I am over a promising chap
ter of history which is being written at 
this moment. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President. I 
wish to say that I am highly gratified 
that the Senate is about to ratify the 
protocol admitting Turkey and Greece 
into the North Atlantic Treaty Organ
ization. As we all know, these countries 
occupy a highly strategic position in the 
Mediterranean. They have resisted ag
gression by a great power in that area. 
Turkey is a country of brave men and 
fine soldiers. Greece, with all her 
socialistic and communistic infiltration, 
finally, with our aid, resisted and drove 
out those elements. I am highly grati
fied. I believe that their entry into the 
North Atlantic Treaty Organizat ion will 
be of great value to the countries who 
are already members of it and will give 
strength and prestige and power to 
Greece and Turkey to continue their 
resistance through the years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
protocol is open to amendment. If there 
be no amendment to be proposed, the 
protocol will be reported to the Senate. 

The protocol was reported to the Sen
ate without amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The res
olution of ratification will be read. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Resolved (tw o-thirds of the Senators p res

en t concurr ing ther ein), That t he Senate 
ad vise and consent to the ratification of Ex
ecutive E, Eighty-second Congress, secon d 
session, a. protocol to the North At lantic 
Treaty on the accession of Greece and Tur
key, which was opened for signature at Lon 
don on October 17, 1951, and has been signed 
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o~ behalf of the United States of America 
and the other parties to the North Atlantic 
Trei:.ty. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution 
of ratifica~ion. [Putting the question.] 
Two-thirds of the Senators present con
curring therein, the resolution of rati
fication is agreed to, and the protocol 
is ratified. 

RECESS 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President, as 
in legislative session, I move that the 
Senate take a recess until 12 o'clock 
noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 3 
o'clock and 23 minutes p. m.) the Sen
ate took a recess until" tomorrow, 
Wednesday, January 30, 1952, at 12 
o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONf'. 

Executive nominations received by the 
Senate January 29 <IegiGlative day of 
January 10) , 1952: 

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 

Lincoln MacVeagh, of Connecticut, now 
Ambassador Extraordinary and Plenipoten
tiary to Portugal, to be Ambassador Extraor
dinary and Plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America to Spain, vice Stanton 
Griffis, resigned. 

IN THE AIR FORCE 

The following-named persons, who were 
appointed in the Regular Air Force under 
recess-appointment provisions during the 
last recess period of the Eighty-second Con
gress, for appointment in the Regular Air 
Force in the grades indicated, with dates 
of rank to be determined by the Department 
of the Air Force under the provisions of sec
tion 506, Public Law 381, Eightieth Congress 
(Officer Personnel Act of 1947); title II, Pub
lic Law 365, Eightieth Congress (Army-Navy
Public Health Service Medical Officer Pro
curement Act of 1947); and section 307 (b), 
Public Law 150, Eighty-second Congress (Air 
Force Organization Act of 1951), with a view 
to designation for the performance of duties 
as indicated: 

To be captains, USAF (medical) 
James H. Corey, Jr., A02239990. 
Robert A. Flaherty, A0976573. 

To be captain, USAF (dental) 
Bob K. Merrill, AOl 786767. 

To be first lieutenants, USAF (medical) 
Robert .F. Cavitt, A02239820. 
William V. Relyea, A02213168. 
Hal E. Snedden, 02051339. 
To be first lieutenant, USAF (dental) 

Philip F. M. Gilley, Jr., A01907518. 

The following-named distinguished officer 
candidates who were appointed in the Reg
ular Air Force under recess-appointment 
provisions during the last recess period of 
the Eighty-second Congress, for appointment 
in the Regular Air Force· in the grade indi
cated, with date of rank to be determined by 
the Department of the Air Force under the 
provisions of section 506, Public Law 381, 
Eightieth Congress (Officer Personnel Act of 
1947): 

To be second l ieutenants 
J ack L. Barnes, A01910823. 
Richard 0 . Barwin, A01910825. 
Charles D. Bosstick, A01910832. 
Edv:ard F. Call, A01910838. 
Curtis R. Hutchison, A01910891. 
Robert M. Landon, A01910904. 

Carl J. Lauderdale, Jr., A01910906. 
Ralph H. Myers, A01910923. 
William P. Olsen, A01910926. 
James V. Powell, A0191ull35. 
Henry R. Rieder, A01910938. 
Henry C. Wurthmann, Jr., A<?1910970. 
The ro'lowing-named distinguished avia

tion cadets who were appointed in the Reg
ular Air Force under recess-appointment 
provisions during the last recess period of 
the Eighty-second Congress, for appointment 
in the Regular Air Force in the grade indi
cated, with date of rank to be determined by 
the Department of the Air Force under the 
provisions of section 506, Public Law 381, 
Eightieth Congress (Officer Personnel Act of 
1947) : 

To be second lieutenants 
John H. Bennett Joe A. Logan 
Edward J. Buck, Francis C. Van Gorder 

01341397 Robert D. Peacock, 
David L. Gray 01341287 
George A. Gustafson Earl E. Yanecek 
Robert E. Henry 

The following-named person for appoint
ment in the Regular Air Force in the grade 
of colonel, with date of rank to be deter
mined by the Department of the Air Force 
under the provisions of Private Law 368, 
Eighty-second Congress: 

Joseph F. Carroll, A0948277. 

The following-named persons for appoint
ment in the Regul.ar Air Force, in the grades 
indicated, with dates of rank to be deter
mined by the Secretary of the Air Force un
der the provisions of section 506, Public Law 
381, Eightieth Congress (Officer Personnel 
Act of 1947); titla II, Public Law 365, Eigh
tieth Congress (Army-Navy-Public Health 
Service Medical Officer Procurement Act of 
1947); and section 307 (b), Public Law 150, 
Eighty-second Congress (Air Force Organiza
tion Act of 1951), with a view to designation 
for the performance of duties as indicated: 

To be captain, USAF (medical) 
Ja.nes L. Eavey, AOl 725822. 

To be captains, USAF (dental) 
John H. Bonbright, Jr., A02213522. 
Robert R. Hase, A01697684. 
Vernon C. Maggard, A01906926. 
To be first lieutenants, USAF (medical) 
Walter J. Berger, Jr., A01906214. 
Edward Bradford, A02212261. 
James S. Cheatham, A0977698. 
Jerald P. Hough, A01906319 . 
Bruce C. Newsom, A01906799. 
Fred E. Stull, Jr., A0975550. 
Robert P. Sturr, Jr., A01906717. 
Charles W. Upp, A02238724. 
Stanley C. White, A02214056. 

To be first lieutenants, USAF (dental) 
Alexander A. Calomeni. 
George F. Coons, A02087405. 
Sidney A. Hagen, A0726775. 
Daniel J. McAtee, A01055663. 
John P. Shelton, Jr., 0889670. 

The following-named persons for appoint
ment in the Regular Air Force, in the grades 
indicated, with dates of rank to be deter
mined by the Secretary of the Air Force 
under the provisions of section 506, Public 
Law 381, Eightieth Congress (Officer Person
nel Act of 1947); and section 307 (b), Public 
Law 150, Eighty-second Congress (Air Force 
Organization Act of 1951), with a view to 
designation for the performance of judge 
advocate duties: 

To be captain 
Walter I. Horlick, A0563344. 

To be first lieutenants 
Charles R . Burton, A0439217. 
William G. Catts, A0677980. 
Michael R. Donovan, A01647402. 
J ohn R. Frazier, A0411252 . 
William J. Kelly, A01852064. 

Thomas J. Krauska, A0691644. 
Albert T. Nice, A0373954. 
Charles F. O'Connor, A0664803. 
David D. Webber, A0717928. 
The following-named distinguished avia

tion cadets for appointment in the Regular 
Air Force i-n the grade indicated, with dates 
of rank to be determined by the Secretary 
of the Air Force under the provisions of sec
tion 506, Public Law 381, Eightieth Congress 
(Officer Personnel Act of 1947): 

To be second lieutenants 
Warren G. Berger 
Stuart L. Brown, Jr. 
William E. Brown, Jr. 
Jules B. Gerard 
Billie B. Hunt 
Benjamin F. Ingram, 

James E. LaRue, Jr. 
James F . Low 
Alfred M. Miller, Jr. 
Thomas L. Moore 
Roland W. Parks 
George Wray, Jr. 

Jr. 
Subject to physical qualification and sub

ject to designation as distinguished military 
graduate, the following-named distinguished 
military student of the senior division, Re
serve Officers' Training Corps, for appoint
ment in the Regular Air Force, in the grade 
of second lieutenant, with date of rank to 
be determined by the Secretary of the Air 
Force under the provisions of section 506, 
Public Law 381, Eightieth Congress (Officer 
Personnel Act of 1947) : 

Jere D. Guin 

POSTMASTERS 

The following-named persons to be post
masters; 

CALIFORNIA 

Michael J. O'Rourke, Jr., Beverly Hills, 
Calif., in place of M. J. O'R.ourke, retired. 

HAWAII 

Teruhisa Nishiyama, Haleiwa, Hawaii. 
Office established Dec.ember l, 1949. 

Katsue I. Nishiyama, Kunia, Hawaii, in 
place of Toshihiro Nakagawa, resigned. 

IDAHO 

James F. Hughes, Boise, Idaho, in place of 
H. L. Yost, retired. 

Wilburn J. Adams, Rockland, Idaho, in 
"place of A. L. Ralphs, resigned. 

KANSAS 

Claude 0. Leonard, Richland, Kans., in 
place of C. J. Montfoort, transferred. 

MAINE 

Conrad J. La.usier, Danforth, Maine, in 
place of J. G . Russell, retired. 

Alice I. M. Ewing, West Enfield, Maine, in 
place c- J. R. Blanch, resigned. 

MARYLAND 

Edward L. Best, White Hall., Md., in place 
of H. H. Wiley, resigned. 

MICHIGAN 

Harold F. Clark, Morenci, Mich., in place . 
of Martha Swaney, resigned. 

MINNESOTA 

Lester E. Sullivan, Madelia, Minn., in place 
of Henry Hillesheim, retired. 

MISSISSIPPI 

Alonzo A. Vance, Chunky, Miss., in place 
of Bessie Puckette, retired. 

Ira L. Moore, West Enterprise, Miss., in 
place of C. L. Wright, retired. 

MISSOURI 

Arthur M. Sames, Centralia, Mo., in place 
of W. S. Drace, retireJ.. 

NEBRASKA 

John P. Sherlock, Emerson, Nebr., in place 
of D. F. Sheehan, retired. 

Allen 0. Wasenius, Oxford, Nebr., in place 
of J. T. Haffey, transferred. 

NEW JERSEY 

Frances B . Engelsen, Barnegat Light, N. J., 
in place of Bertha Applegate, retired. 
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Ettore T. Minervino, Denville, N. J., in omo 
place of S. V. Dickerson, deceased. Gerald D. Keller, Oberlin, Ohio, in place of 

Joseph P. LaPorta, Williamstown, N. J., in ; M. A. Houghton, retired. 
place of L. A. Martinelli, deceased. 

NEW YORK 

Glenn O. Robinson, Adams N. Y., in place 
of J. W. Cain, retired. 

Harold C. Shannon, Alexandria Bay, N. Y., 
in place of F. F. Cornwall, retired. 

Louis C. Nielsen, Amagaru;ett, N. Y., in 
place of B. C. Hadel, retired. 

James W. Maloney, Aurora, N. Y., in place 
of J. L. Purcell, retired. 

Theodore J. Marden, Baldwinsville, N. Y., 
in place of W. H. O'Brien, Jr., removed. 

Marjorie A. Dibble, Bloomville, N. Y., in 
place of M. L. Cleveland, retired. 

Arthur L. Rennie, Cornwallville, N. Y. 
Office became Presidential, July 1, 1947. 

Rene J. Panuska, East Islip, N. Y., in place 
of A. B. Melton, resigned. 

Charles E. Statia, Granville, N. Y., in place 
of D. J. McHenry, retired. 

Carl N. Cooper, Greenport, N. Y., in place 
of G. A. Rackett, deceased. 

Charles F. Fitzgerald, Hague, N. Y., in place 
of S. B. Keenan, retired. 

Arnold D. Case, Hinsdale, N. Y., in place of 
D. B. Allen, retired. 

Paul A. Lane, Larchmont, N. Y., in place 
of F. L. Egger, retired. 

John H. Chase, Milford, N. Y., in place of 
W. C. McRorie, retired. 

Hewlett H. Davis, Miller Place, N. Y., in 
place of K. W. Davis, retired. 

Jack J. Powers, Montgomery, N. Y., in place 
of C. W. Schmitt, transferred. 

Leland. F. Griswold, North Chatham, N. Y. 
Office became Presidential July 1, 1947. 

Frank J. Daly, Norwich, N. Y., in place of 
H. N. Bulger, deceased. 

Victor Rowe, Ontario Center, N. Y., in place 
of M. C. Foley, retired. 

Walter G. Kluge, Orient, N. Y., in place of 
J. H. Douglass, retired. 

Henry E. Holley, Otisville, N. Y., in place 
of Benjamin Zimmerman, deceased. 

John A. McGarr, Oyster Bay, N. Y., in place 
of B. H. Powers, retired. 

Bernard F. O'Malley, Potsdam, N. Y., in 
place of R. E. Perrin, retired. 

James J. Sullivan, Quogue, N. Y., in place 
of E. H. Stevens, resigned. 

Jeannette L. Moran, Rexford, N. Y., in place 
of A. R. Knowlton, retired. 

Peter J. Clark, Richland, N. Y., in place of 
A. D. Widrig, resigned. 

Mary B. Bunnell, Scio, N. Y., in place of 
B. F. Palmer, retired. 

Howard C. Green, Sinclairville, N. Y., in 
place of Devillo Cobb, retired. 

Karl F. W. Mowitz, Tonawanda, N. Y., in 
place of W. F. Baltes, deceased. 

Catherine V. Paczkowski, Turin, N. Y., in 
place of D. B. Kentner, retired. 

Gerald w. Churchill, Walden, N. Y., in place 
of Fred Burns, retired. 

Irene E. Siebert, West Copake, N. Y., in 
place of A. E. Finkle, deceased. 

NORTH DAKOTA 

Oscar K. Sovig, Arnegard, N. Dak., in place 
of C. E. Fleck, retired. 

LeRoy A. Anderson, Binford, N. Dak., in 
place of J. A. Knapp, retired. 

Oscar G. Tang, Cooperstown, N. Dak., in 
place of T. A. Marquardt, retired. 

Mattie J. Clapper, Glenburn, N. Dak., in 
place of N. V. Simmons, transferred. 

Malvern E. Thorson, McGregor, N. Dak., in 
place of E. L. Stahl, retired. 

Walter Kessler, Martin, N. Dak., in place of 
V. C. Magnuson, resigned. 

Charles W. McNeill, Mott, N. Dak., in place 
of W. T. Wakefield, retired. 

Donald Smith, Souris, N. Dak., in place of 
A. M. Sletten, transferred. 

Elizabeth N. Fischer, Streeter, N. Dak., in 
place of Paul Kietzke, deceased. 

Herbert W. Booth, Towner, N. Dak., in 
place of C. J. Haman, removed. 

OREGON 

Arthur B. Scarseth, Camp White, Oreg. 
Office established June 16, 1949. 

Charles W. Garlick, Gladstone, Oreg., in 
place of G. M. Ely, retired. 

Vella A. Harlan, McNary, Oreg. Office 
established September 1, 1949. 

Russell F. Cooper, Sutherlin, Oreg:, in place 
of H. W. Chenoweth, resigned. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

John Albert Vail, Chester Springs, Pa., in 
place of K. H. Vail, deceased. 

Joseph J. Habeeb, Chinchilla, Pa., in place 
of J. F. Moran, declined. 

Richard Downing, Jr., Conneaut Lake Park, 
Pa., in place of H. W. McArthur, deceased. 

Mildred G. Spencer, East Springfield, Pa., 
in place of E. E. Taft, resigned. 

Clyde M. Buzard, Ellwood City, Pa., in place 
·of T. A. Wilson, retired. 

Martin H. Liggins, Florin, Pa., in place of 
J. B. Eschbach, resigned. 

Lawrence W. Nees, Geistown, Pa., in place 
of L. C. Nees, deceased. 

Beatrice M. Fitzstephens, Genesee, Pa., in 
place of D. M. Sullivan, retired. 

Dorina B. Torris, Green Ridge, Pa., in place 
of A. C. Musante, deceased. 

Vivian C. Geuther, Gwynedd Valley, Pa., in 
place of W. S. Cressman, retired. 

Natalie G. Landenberger, Holmes, Pa., in 
place of F. H. Filbert, removed. 

Thomas J. Cavanaugh, Nanty Glo, Pa., in 
place of M. A. Mash, retired. 

Marie G. Hastings, Penndel, Pa., in place 
of C. S. Doyle, retired. 

Frederick G. McGee, Roslyn, Pa., in place of 
J. A. Kelly, removed. -

Olga T. Graham, Russellton, Pa., in place of 
D. D. Salomon, resigned. 

Guy V. Kingree, Jr., Smoketown, Pa., in 
place of G. L. Brookmyer, resigned. 

Dean L. Musick, Youngstown, Pa., in place 
of G. V. Shawley, deceased. 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

Vernon A. Sjerven, Bristol, S. Dak., in 
place of J. E. Jiran, resigned. 

Walter V. Wiedenman, Madison, S. Dak., 
in place of J. H. Ryan, resigned. 

Bernard A. O'Reilly, Stephan, S. Dak., in 
place of K. H. Holtzman, declined. 

TENNESSEE 

Robert H. McCrary, Waverly, Tenn., in 
place of C. M. Haygood, retired. 

WASHINGTON 

William K. Wuesthoff, Davenport, •wash., 
in place of J. J. Peak, retired. 

Donald J. Auvil, Entiat, Wash., in place of 
Robert Kinzel, retired. 

Vincent B; White, Okanogan, Wash., in 
place of M. S. Brinkerhoff, retired. 

Troy T. Dean, Otis Orchards, Wash., in 
place of John Dean, retired. 

John P. McMonagle, Tacoma, Wash., in 
place of G. P. Fishburne, retired. 

WEST VIRGINIA 

James G. McAvoy, Fayetteville, W. Va., in 
place of A .. J. Duncan, retired. 

WISCONSIN 

William Schaller, Jr., Barronett, Wis., in 
place of M. B. Arnes, resigned. 

Donald E. Chape, Bayfield, Wis., in place 
of Marie Freeman, retired. 

John B. Hoffman, Brantwood, Wis., in 
place of Fred Martin, deceased. 

Joseph C. Dinegan, Briggsville, Wis., in 
place of C. H. Barlow, retired. 

Clayton B. Hesselink, Cedar Grove, Wis., in 
place of J. K. Hesselink, transferred. 

Joseph D. Robertson, De Soto, Wis., 1n 
place of C. K. Hammond, transferred. 

Jennie A. Lane, Fall River, Wis., in place 
of M. I. Dunn, resigned. 

Earl H. Coder, Franksville, Wis., in place of 
I. C. Kuchenbecker, resigned. 

Fred W. Thoms, Hawthorne, Wis., in place 
of D. A. Johnson, resigned. 

Arthur E. Carstens, Hilbert, Wis., in place 
of C. H. Eldridge, transferred. 

James R. Morgan, Ladysmith, Wis., in 
place of F. M. Doyle, retired. 

Leonard T. Goetz, Manawa, Wis., in place 
of John Lindow, retired. 

George F. Rasmussen, Neenah, Wis., in 
place of C. G. Schultz, deceased. 

Erwin J. Hendrikse, Oostburg, Wis., in 
place of Willard Dirkse, resigned. 

Edwin R. Barden, Platteville, Wis., in place 
of H. M. Harms, transferred. 

Herbert W. Johnson, Port Wing, Wis., in 
place of J. T. Helsing, retired. 

Jack J. Morgenthaler, Springbrook, Wis., 
in place of M. E. Odekirk, retired. 

Bertha C. S.chippers, Twin Lakes, Wis., in 
place of John Schippers, deceased. 

WYOMING 

Daniel Gerrard, Evanston, Wyo., in place 
of F. P. Nelson, resigned. 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate January 29 (legislative day of 
January 10), 1952: 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

Charles A. Coolidge, of Massachusetts, to 
be Assistant Secretary of Defense. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE Am FORCE 

Edwin V. Huggins, of New Jersey, to be 
Assistant Secretary of the Air Force. 

NATIONAL SECURITY RESOURCES BOARD 

Jack Gorrie, of Washington, to be Chair· 
man, National Security Resources Board. 

Edward T. Dickinson, of New York, to be 
Vice Chairman, National Security Resources 
Board. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TUESDAY, JANUARY 29, 1952 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp, 

D. D., offered the following prayer: 
Almighty God, who art able and willing 

to enrich and endow us abundantly with 
the needed blessings of knowledge and 
understanding, of insight and interpre
tation, we are again looking unto Thee 
for guidance. 

Grant that the Members of the Con
gress may have that confidence, favor, 
and infiuence with their constituents 
and all the citizens of our Republic 
which come from faithfully following 
Thy leading and from diligently dis
charging the duties of their high calling. 

May we daily seek to have a larger 
share in building a world order in which 
Thou shalt -be worshiped more worthily 
and struggling humanity shall be served 
more effectually. 

Inspire us with a fearless attitude and 
an open-minded welcome for every plan 
and proposal that may help to solve our 
difficult domestic and foreign problems. 

In Christ's name we bring our peti
tions. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday was read and appro-v-ed. 
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VESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Landers, its enrolling clerk, announced 
that the Senate had adopted the follow
ing resolution CS. Res. 266) : 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with 
profound sorrow the announcement of the 
death of Hon. WILLIAM T. BYRNE, late a 
Representative from the Stata of New York. 

Resolved, That a committee of two Sena
tors be appointed by the Vice President to 
join the committee appointed on the part 
of the House of Representatives to attend 
the funeral of the deceased Representative. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate 
these resolutions to the House of Represent
atives and transmit a copy thereof to the 
family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of re
spect to the memory of the deceased, the 
Senate do now take a recess until 12 o'clock 
noon tomorrow. 

The message also announced that, pur
suant to the above resolution, the Sena
tors from New York EMr. IVES and Mr. 
LEHMAN] were appointed members of 
said committee on the part of the 
Senate. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JENKINS]. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, on be
half of the Republican Members from 
Ohio, we thank the Speaker for his 
kindness in allowing us this time today. 

Mr. Speaker, the fact that practically 
every Member of the House is wearing 
a red carnation indicates that this is 
McKinley Day here again in the Con
gress. I am glad that I had a large part 
in establishing this custom here in Con
gress. We did this the first time about 
15 years ago and we have kept it up every 
year since. I am proud that practically 
every Member of the House is wearing a 
carnation. because it shows that there is 
no partisanship involved. Our purpose 
in the beginning was that this custom 
would not be in any way political. Ohio 
has McKinley Day observances all over 
the State today. There will be meetings 
of various kinds and most of them will 
not be polit~cal in any way. The red 
carnation, which was McKinley's favorite 
fiower, will be in evidence at all the 
meetings. 

Mr. Speaker, it is generally conceded 
that Ohio is the mother of Presidents. 

. This honor lies between Virginia and 
Ohio. We in Ohio claim eight Presi
dents, all of whom were a credit to the 
State and to the Nation. These Presi
dents are as follows: William Henry 
Harrison, General Grant, Rutherford B. 
Hay-3s, James A. Garfield, Benjamin 
Harrison, William McKinley, William 
Howard Taft, and Warren G. Harding. 
Only three of these eight Presidents 
served in the House of Representatives. 
These were William Henry Harrison, 
Rutherford B. Hayes, and William Mc
Kinley. The most outstanding work of 
General Harrison was his work as a sol
dier and as a Territorial Governor. The 
most outstanding work of President 
Hayes was his record as a major general 
in the Civil War. The most outstanding 
work of President McKinley was done in 
this Chamber in which we are assembled 
and as a Representative to Congress. 

His service in Congress was rendered in 
the days when the United States was 
striving to become one of the greatest , 
nations of the world. His great natural 
abilities, together with his high char• 
acter and his unquestioned patriotism, 
were recognized by all who knew him 
and established him as one of America's 
great statesmen. 

Because of his great work as a Mem
ber of Congress, he was elected Governor 
of Ohio without much trouble, and his 
promotion to the Presidency was accom
plished without much opposition in his 
party. 

So, Mr. Speaker, we are proud to take 
these few minutes to recount the accom
plishments of a truly great man who 
was great in spirit and great as a Member 
of Congress. 

Mr. McKinley was a man when he was 
yet a boy. At the early age of 18 he left 
his position as a school teacher and 
enlisted in the Union Army. There 
his ability attracted the attention of 

. Col. Rutherford B. Hayes. By -the time 
he was 21 years of age he was a major 
in Gen. Phil Sheridan's army. General 
Sheridan in his memoirs praises Major 
McKinley for his outstanding service 
when Sheridan's army was badly dis
organized at the Battle of Cedar Creek. 

Mr. Speaker, as I have already said, 
Mr. McKinley was a young man of pur
pose and good impulses. He was a 
valiant soldier. His work in Congress 
made him a great statesman. And the 

·people promoted him to the governor-
ship of Ohio and to the Presidency. And 
when he was yet only 58 years of age the 
merciless hand of a mad anarchist struck 
him down. This was a great tragedy 
and a great loss to the Nation. The peo
ple respected Mr. McKinley. Those who 
knew him intimately loved him. He had 
the warm affection of his neighbors; and 
when the news of his assassination was 
spread in his home city it was said that 
the children cried in the streets. 

Mr. Speaker, with the Chair's permis
sion, I should like to yield to the gentle
woman from Ohio [Mrs. BOLTON] at this 
time. 

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, this, the 
29th <lay of January, is the birthday of 
William McKinley, native son of Ohio, 
long a distinguished Member of this 
House, and finally President of the 
United States. 

Many gracious gestures have been 
made down the years by the leadership 
in this House. None has been more ap
preciated than the uniform courtesy
granted by the Speaker to the Ohio dele
gation through our distinguished dean, 
the Honorable ToM JENKINS, of Iron
ton-to say a few words about this great 
American. Thank you, TOM JENKINS, for 
giving me the privilege this year. 

One of my early memories is the ex
citement of the campaign that made Mr. 
McKinley President. I remember being 
on the stone porch of my grandfather 
Payne's house on old Euclid A venue, 
where elms met overhead, and listening 
to talk of "sound money," "sixteen to 
one," "full dinner pails." Then suddenly 
there was music and I flew down the 
lawn to the iron fence at the sidewalk 
and clung to the bars while the parade 
went by. · 

Grandfather was a gold Democrat 
who had seen brilliant service as Senator 
of the United States here in Washington, 
and was bitterly opposed to the free sil
ver program of the silver-tongued ora
tor who opposed Mr. McKinley. That 
same black iron fence, may I say, was 
the first such iron to go to the scrap drive 
from Cleveland at the beginning of 
World War II. Senator Payne's grand
children could not have done less. 

Ohio has given eight of her sons to the 
Presidency, probably none more beloved 
and certainly none more illustrious than 
William McKinley. Calm and self-con
tained, he possessed a quiet strength be
yond the average. 

Lest there be some amongst you who 
know little of this man from Ohio, let me 
give yon a bare outline-for many have 
been led to personal attainment by the 
example of his seemingly commonplace 
life. 

Born in the little town of Niles, in 
northeastern Ohio, living most of his life 
in Stark County so ably represented in 
this House by our distinguished colleague 
FRANK Bow, he was schooled in the near
by township of Poland until he entered 
Allegheny College in Meadville, Pa. 
Forced to leave college because of illness, 
he served as assistant postmaster until 
his enlistment as a private in the Union 
Army in 1861. 

Then, as now, our soldiers voted. Wil
liam McKinley cast his first ballot for 
President for Abraham Lincoln, while he 
was on the march. Mustered out in 1865 
with the rank of major, McKinley took 
himself to the Albany School of Law and 
was admitted to the bar in Warren in 
1867. He was prosecuting attorney of 
Stark County in 1869, and ran for Co~
gress for the first time in 1876, serving 
here in Washington until 1890. Twice 
Governor of Ohio he was elected to the 
Presidency first in 1896 and again in 
1900. His death at the hand of an 
anarchist in 1901 marked him our third 
assassinated President. 

Such is the bare outline. But let us 
look more closely for a moment, that we 
may know more of what it was that has 
made him revered and beloved by all 
Americans regardless of political faith. 
To this end let me quote from the words 
of Dr. Casper Wistar Hiatt, given on the 
occasion of the celebration of Mr. Mc
Kinley's birthday by the Tippecanoe Club 
of Cleveland, January 29, 1906: 

In the first instance he was elected in 
1896 with the country in the throes of :finan
cial and economic desperation. The Na
tional Treasury was running low, revenue 
had fallen behind expenses $140,000,000 in 3 
years. Whispers of anarchy were heard on 
every side and the fear of all good people 
swung between thoughts of revolution on one 
hand and dictatorship on the other. He 
called Congress in special session and bade 
them to put a stop in the leak, in the Na
tional Treasury. He demanded that the 
dollar of America should be of such a qual
ity that its ring would be acknowledged 
genuine in every market of the world. 

The second achievement which he wrought 
was the redemption of the flag and the res
toration of its honor throughout the world. 
The world had said that the militarism· of 
the United States had declined under the 
burden of its civilization. The explosion of 
the battleship Maine made everybody rest 
less and eager for conflict, but President 
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McKinley said we must wait until we dis
cover whether we have a right to go to war. 
We must wait until men perceive the jus
tice of our movements. We must wait until 
we are able to properly equip and train our 
forces for the front. And not until every 
step of diplomacy and equity had been taken, 
not until all was ready was the signal given. 
Then suddenly in the doorway of the White 
House there appeared the Civil War major, 
sword uplifted with the tricolor of our lib
erty streaming in the wind. The ensign of 
the Republic found a home in both the 
hemispheres, a flag on which the sun no 
longer sets. 

The third achievement of McKinley was the 
solidarity which he accomplished in the 
Western Hemisphere. He closed the chasm 
between the North and the South. He· in
stituted friendships and neighborly relation
ships with Mexico and the Republics of 
South America. He sowed the seed which 
ripened into present-day respect for United 
States leadership in the Western World. 

No doubt there were many who op
posed his methods and his views-great 
as these were-but there was no differ
ence of opinion about the man. 

Let me quote from a short editorial 
from the Cleveland Plain Dealer of Sep
tember 15, 1901: 

As a citizen aside from political matters 
and as a man there was no difference of 
opinion concerning William McKinley. His 
strictest political opponents-it would be a 
misuse of language to say his bitterest polit
ical foes, because he was not the man to in
spire bitterness in anyone an,d his opponents 
could hardly be designated foes-esteemed 
him as a citizen and were· among his warm
est personal friends. His kindliness of dis~ 
position, sincerity of manner and unfailing 
courtesy made it impossible to be on ill 
terms with him, however strong the dis
agreement on political grounds. 

From the humble position in life in which 
he started to the highest possible rank to 
which he attained and in which his life 
closed, he was ever the same modest unas
suming, plain American citizen, doing his 
duty to his country and his neighbors as he 
understood it and claiming no special credit 
for doing that duty. 

His private life was without reproach, his 
domestic life one that endeared him to the 
people who hold domestic virtues in strong 
regard. His religion was sincere but unos
tentatious and was expressed in bis dying 
words, "It is God's way. His will be done." 

The editorial continues: 
To sum it all up William McKinley was 

an honest, µtriotic, clean-lived, God-fearing 
plain American citizen. His example as 
such is an inspiration. Such as he made 
this country what it is. The hope of the 
country's future lies in the knowledge that 
the late President was a representative of 
the qualities and the virtues of American 
citizenship. 

But there was one further side of 
William McKinley that I bring to you 
lest I omit the greatest factor of all: his 
spiritual life-the anchor to which he 
held firm, one from which we today 
seem to have drifted far. We find him 
saying in Youngstown on September 6, 
1892: 

No man gets on so well in this world as 
he whose daily walk and conversation are 
clean and consistent, whose heart is pure 
and whose life is honorable. A religious 
spirit helps every man. It is at once a com
fort and an inspiration, and makes him 
stronger, wiser, and better in every relation 
of life. There is no substitute for it. It 
may be assailed by its enemies, as it has 

been, but they offer nothing in its place. 
It has stood the test of centuries and has 
never failed to help and bless mankind. .. 

In another place he said : t; 
The men who established this Govern

ment had faith in God and sublimely trusted 
Him. They besought counsel and advice in 
every step of their progress. And so it has 
been ever since; American history abounds 
in instances of this trait of piety, this sin
cere reliance on a higher power in all great 
trials of our national affairs. 

And at another time: 
No people can be bound to acknowledge 

and adore the invisible hand which conducts 
the affairs of man more than the people of 
the United States. Every step by which they 
have advanced to the character of an inde
pendent nation seems to have been distin
guished by some token of providential 
agency. 

It is noteworthy that Cardinal Gib
bons, speaking at Baltimore at the time 
of his death, said: 

He would have adorned any court in 
Christendom by his civil virtues. No court 
in ~urope or in the world was more con
spicuous for moral rectitude and purity or 
more free from the breath of scandal than 
the official home of President McKinley. 

And Rabbi Joseph Silverman, speak
ing at the time of his funeral in New 
York City, said: 

The supremely religious life made him 
an ideal President. of the Nation, on a plane 
with Washington and Lincoln. Speaking 
epigrammatically we might say that Wash
ington created the Union, Lincoln preserved 
the Union, and McKinley expanded the 
Union. He wisely brought harmony out of 
political chaos, shattered the financial 
heresies of his opponents, and conserved the 
stability of the Nation's credit. He always 
felt that he was doing God's work, that he 
was an bumble servant of the Lord in His 
vineyard on earth. 

Mr. Speaker, on this anniversary of 
the birth of Ohio's William McKinley, I 
would commend to you the strength, the 
gentleness, the integrity, and the wis
dom that characterized him. I urge 
upon you the example of his consecrated 
service to his country and to all man
kind. And may the Infinite find such 
service now, as always, acceptable in His 
sight. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
REEDJ. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
the Honorable William McKinley has 
always been one of my ideals. He was a 
man of character; he was a man of deep 
convictions. A little incident that oc
curred on this floor when he was a Mem
ber of Congress will illustrate his line 
of thinking so far as his public duty was 
concerned. 

When Maj. William McKinley was re
turned to Congress by a reduced major
ity a colleague in the opposition party 
chided him with these words: -"Your 
constituents do not seem to support 
you." 

Major McKinley's reply is worthy of 
remembering: "My fidelity to my con
stituents is not measured by the support 
they give me. I have convictions which 
I would not surrender if 10,000 majority 
had been entered against me." He exer
cised a great moral influence on the 

I ~ 
whole Nation. I have always believed 
that every man was some boy's ideal) 
Many times a man does not know it, but 1 

some boy in the neighborhood watches 
him; he likes the way he talks, the way 
he walks, and he says to himself, "When 
I grow up I am going to be like Mr. So 
and So." That is a great responsibility 
that rests on every person. When a 
man gets into public life that means a 
greater responsibility as the ideal of 
young Americans, because he is in evi
dence to the boys of the entire country. 
I think the character and the convic
tions of the Honorable William McKin
ley in public office nave exercised a great 
influence not only on his own generation 
but also on succeeding gePerations. If 
I had time I could prove that the in
fluence of men lives and inspires others 
not only for generations but for thou
sands of years. I think that McKinley's 
influence as a man of deep conviction 
and of great moral character will travel 
·down the ages. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
RANKIN]. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, as an ad
mirer from behind the Confederate lines, 
I desire to join in these tributes to Wil
liam McKinley, a great American. 

I have often said that the two Repub
lican Presidents for whom I have the 
highest regard were Rutherford B. Hayes 
and William McKinley, both of whom 
were from Ohio. Rutherford B. Hayes 
deserves the undying gratitude of the 
American people for the action he took 
in removing the Federal troops from the 
South and restoring peace to this Nation 
by putting an end to the dark days of 
''reconstruction.'' 

William McKinley was a great Ameri
can. His assassination was a horrible 
calamity the results of which are felt to 
this day. 

While I did not agree with Mr. McKin
ley on the tariff issue, and on many other 
issues, I always regarded him as a great 
American who put the welfare of. his 
country first. 

To give you an idea of how he stood 
personally with his colleagues here from 
the Southern States, I call attention to 
the fact that he is said to have joined 
the Masonic lodge at Winchester, Va. I 
am a Mason. I have been master of a 
lodge, and I have been deputy grand 
master of my State. I know there is one 
place where a man's character is scruti
nized, and when McKinley was made a 
Mason in Winchester, Va., I am told that 
every single officer in the lodge was a 
Confederate soldier. That is one of the 
greatest tributes that could have been 
paid him; and his daily life showed that 
he richly deserved it. 

I gladly join in these tributes to this 
great American. I wish we had more 
men like him today. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Bow], 
who represents Mr. McKinley's old dis
trict. 

Mr. BOW. Mr. Speaker, we are today 
paying tribute to an American who is 
considered by many historians as the 
outstanding graduate of this Chamber
William McKinley. 
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Perhaps, in accordance with the tn .. 

scrutable ways which are God's, there is 
today being molded in this same Cham
ber some other great American of to
morrow. 

If our imaginary leader of the future 
would assure his success, he could follow 
no better course than to emulate the 
actions of William McKinley in this 
House. 

What obligations would this impose? 
It would require, first of all, a para

mount sense of duty to his country. 
This, William McKinley possessed in 
abundance. 

It would entail the maintenance of a 
calm and analytic mind which would 
function well even in the heat of battle. 

It would mean that our friend must 
conduct himself at all times and in all 
places as a Christian gentleman who 
truly loves his fellow men, and is in turn 
loved and respected by them. 

Biographies, letters, speeches, and his 
own remarks on this very floor show 
these to be the characteristics which 
played a great part in the ultimate as
cension of McKinley to the Presidency. 

We are told that no one, not even his 
most dedicated opponents, ever doubted 
McKinley's honesty, sincerity, and pa
triotism-all thought highly of him. 

There is also evidence that McKinley 
possessed a quiet sense of humor which 
often stood him in good stead. 

This is best exemplified, I believe, by 
the colloquy which he carried on with 
the Democratic chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee during a session 
in the late 1880's when the tariff question 
was the great issue of the day. 

The conversation went something like 
this: 

The chairman, evidently somewhat 
disgruntled, said, "Mr. Speaker, we have 
been working for 6 months, and have yet 
to get a bill out onto the floor." 

Mr. McKinley quickly rose, and amidst 
great laughter, as reported by the 
RECORD, stated, "You brought out the 
tariff bill." 

"Yes," retorted the chairman, "and 
you were instrumental in butchering it 
mercilessly." 

Never, McKinley replied, had be been 
so delighted with the results of his ef
forts. Again the RECORD reports laughter 
by the Members. 

A few years later, it was McKinley, as 
chairman of the same committee, who 
brought through the House the highly 
protective McKinley Tariff Act on which 
rests much of his fame as a Member of 
this House. 

Largely because of the great prosper
ity which the country enjoyed follow
ing the passage of this act, McKinley 
was elected to two terms as Governor of 
Ohio. His efforts in that office met with 
widespread commendation, and, as is 
well known, won the Republican Presi
dential nomination in the summer of 
1896 and the election that fall. 

As President, McKinley continued to 
practice those attributes of kindness, 
consideration, and devotion to duty 
which had previously won him wide
spread respect. 

When the Spanish-American War 
broke out, William McKinley did much 
to heal the still sore relations between 
North and South by naming Joe Wheeler 
and Fitzhugh Lee, nephew of Robert E. 
Lee, as major generals in the Army of 
the United States. 

After the war was concluded and the 
question remained as to what disposition 
should be made of the Philippine Is
lands, McKinley was greatly troubled. 
He asked the Lord's guidance, and 
thereafter announced that we must at
tempt to educate, civilize, and Christian
ize the inhabitants of the islands, in or
der that they might ultimately enjoy 
that freedom which is theirs today. 

Wiliiam McKinley's death at the 
hands of the anarchist, Leon Czolgosz, 
in 1901, marked the close of a magnifi
cent chapter in the history of our Na
tion-a chapter in whi<;h many of the 
greatest scenes were laid in this very 
Chamber in which we meet today. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that any Member 
wishing to add his remarks to these trib
utes to Mr. McKinley be permitted to do 
so at this point in the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr: MASON asked and was given per
mission to address the House for 5 min
utes on Thursday, following any special 
orders heretofore granted. 

AMERICA'S RETREAT FROM VICTORY 

Mr. MASON. 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 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, on June 

14, 1951, the Senator from Wisconsin 
made a speech in the other body on the 
subject of Gen. George Marshall. The 
Senator in that speech cited chapter and 
verse of a well-nigh unbroken succession 
of acts by General Marshall that favored 
the cause of Soviet Russia. According 
to one of the best legal minds in the 
House today, Congressman CLARE HOFF
MAN, Republican, Michigan, that speech 
of the Senator from Wisconsin was the 
most completely and thoroughly docu
mented speech given in the other body 
during the last 20 years. 

In a book just published by Senator 
McCARTHY, entitled "America's Retreat 
From Victory," he summarizes that 
speech and comments upon it. Any 
doubting Thomas who reads that book 
carefully will become an out-and-out 
convert to McCarthyism. The facts 
stated and the documents cited are proof 
positive that the Senator from Wisconsin 
has been, and still is, absolutely right 
in his charge that in the administration 
there have been, and still are, many 
subversives in important positions. 

In reading the book, however, one 
should always keep in mind that prac
tically every act and every move of Gen
eral Marshall during the entire period 
covered by the book was done under or
ders from, or without the protest of, 
either Commander in Chief Franklin D. 
Roosevelt or President Truman. Gen
eral Marshall was a good soldier; he 
carried out the orders of his Commander 
in Chief. 

No figure opposing the administration 
has been attacked more bitterly than 
Senator McCARTHY. His enerr.ies have, 
cunningly as they thought, coined a spe
cial epithet-"McCarthyism." If this 
country is to be i;;aved from the Com
munists and Communist-sympathizers 
that have guided its policy-and under 
whose guidance it has been headed to· 
ward destruction-the term "McCarthy
ism" must come to stand for the acts 
of a courageous patriot who is willing 
to stand up in the face of bitter attacks 
and tell his story. We need more Mc
Carthys in Washington. 

ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY PROJECT 

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. THOMPSON] may extend 
his remarks at this point in the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. THOMPSON of Texas. Mr. 

Speaker, I am, today, introducing a bill 
which would provide for the joint study 
of the St. Lawrence seaway project by 
the Corps of Engineers and the Inter
state Commerce Commission. 

I believe that the results of this joint 
study will provide the Congress and the 
Nation with essential information which 
should be at hand when and if the meas
ure is ever reported out of committee. 

My people are vigorously opposed to 
the construction of the project. Our 
reasons have been frequently stated and 
will again be brought to the attention 
of the committee and the Congress. It 
is our belief that for an intelligent con
sideration of the St. Lawrence seaway 
and of its kindred ramifications there 
should be more information than is pres
ently available. 

I trust that my bill will receive early 
and favorable consideration in commit
tee and in the House. 

ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY 

Mr. ZABLOCKI. 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 
Wisconsin? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ZABLOCKI. Mr. Speaker, to 

anyone who has been, and is, concerned 
with the economic interests and the se
curity of our Nation, the President's 
message to Congress urging the enact
ment of legislation to carry out the 1941 
agreement with Canada for joint com
pletion of the St. Lawrence sea way and 

I 
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power -project contained very few facts 
which are not already known. This 
particular subject h as been examined 
and discussed thoroughly, and over a 
period of a good many years, by Members 
and committees of this body, by various 
r anking Government officials and agen
cies, and by the American public and 
press. The advantages of our participa
tion in the construction, management, 
and control of the St. Lawrence project 
h ave been pointed out time and time 
again, and were never refuted simply 
because they are not any figments of 
imagination but valid conclusions de
rived from a careful and impartial anal
ysis of concrete facts. For that reason, 
it is difficult to understand why Congress, 
having these facts before it, has so far 
refused to act on this legislation, thereby 
going along with what boils down to be 
the selfish dictates of eastern railroad 
interests and a few coastal port and 
shipping groups which oppose the sea
way. 

The President's message emphasizes 
and brings to fore the pressing need for 
speedy and favorable action on the sea
way legislation. It appears to me that 
Congress has beeri dilly-dallying with 
this matter too long, and that the time 
has come when we must decide whether 
the inten.sts of our entire Nation will be 
given preference over the interests of a 
few special groups. 

The Government and the people of 
Canada, who have been waiting patient
ly for years to have us make up our 
inind, have decided to proceed with the 
construction of the seaway on their own. 
As the President stated: 

The question before the Congress, there
fore, no longer is whether the St. Lawrence 
seaway should be built. The question be
fore the Congress now is whether the United 
States shall participate in its construction, 
and thus maintain joint operation and con
trol over this development which is so im
portant to our security and our economic 
progress. 

I know that it is not within my power 
to present to the Members of this body 
the valid and unrefutable arguments 
favoring our participation in this proj
ect in any more clear, or more eloquent, 
fashion than they have been presented 
on so many occasions in the past. I wish 
that I could do that, only because such 
an accomplishment on my part could 
serve to further this worthy and essen
tial cause. But even though I must 
acknowledge my shortcomings in this re
spect, I want to again add my voice to 
those that have been, and are, urging 
the approval of the St. Lawrence seaway 
legislation, mentioning at least a few 
reasons for my stand. 

First of all, the projected seaway is 
important to our national security. Var
ious military and civilian experts, as well 
as special commissions, have attested to 
that fact, backing their claims with 
facts which cannot be ignored. One of 
them concerns the availability of high- · 
grade iron ore, essential to our present 
defense preparations and to our civilian 
industrial production. The deposits of 
the Mesabi ore on which we have been 
depending are diminishing rapidly. 
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They can be supplemented by Labrador 
ore which, however, can only be brought 
economically to our great steel mills in 
the Midwest by water transportation. 
The railroads cannot convey that ore to 
our steel mills at anywhere near the 
low rates of water traffic. In addition, 
railroad routes are channeled in most 
part through New York City, which 
turns into a terrible bottleneck in times 
of peacetime tie-ups, and which, in the 
event of war, could become a real and 
dangerous menace. 

Secondly, the seaway will be of great 
significance to the commerce and indus
t ry of our Nation. Not only steel but 
agricultural and other products would 
move through it. The low rates which 
this water route could afford would serve 
to expand our commerce and industrial 
activity. 

There is one more point I would like 
to make. The seaway will be self-liqui
dating through the collection of tolls. 
Unless we participate in its construction, 
Canada will determine the levels of these 
tolls. And since it is evident that, 
whether or not we shall participate ·in 
the construction of the seaway, we will 
make greater use of it than will Can
ada, we will be paying the major portion 
of toll rates without having anything 
to say about their levels. 

These, and the many other reasons 
advanced in connection with this mat
ter, compel me to urge the Members of 
this body to give their prompt and fa
vorable consideration to the seaway leg
islation which is now pending before the 
appropriate congressional committees. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. BENNETT of Florida asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 10 minutes on Thursday on 
the subject of Presidential primaries, fol
lowing the legislative program and any 
speci:ll orders heretofore entered. 

RESIGNATION FROM COMMITTEE 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following resignation from a com
mittee: 

JANUARY 29, 1952. 

member of the standing Committee of the 
House of Representatives on Public Works. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 

GOVERNOR GENERAL VINCENT MASSEY 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and ex
tend my remarks. 
· The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Speaker, I know those in Washington 
who knew the Vincent Masseys will re
joice that he has been made Governor 
General of Canada. Instead of having a 
British Governor General they now have 
a Canadian Governor General. Vincent 
Massey was a very fine Minister to the 
United States and did much to increase 
neighborly good will between our coun
tries. I believe it will add greatly to the 
bond of friendship between the United 
States and Canada. There is every rea
son why Canada and the United States 
should be joined together more and more 
in ties of friendship, as good neighbors, 
and also as a matter of national security, 
for both Canada .and the United States. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts asked 
and was given permission to address the 
House for 5 minutes today, following any 
special orders heretofore entered. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 10 minutes today, following 
any special orders heretofore entered. 

Mr. DONDERO asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 15 
minutes_ today, following the special 
orders heretofore entered. 

Mr. ALLEN of California asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 10 minutes today, following 
the special orders heretofore entered. 

MANUFACTURE OF INFLAMMABLE 
Hon. SAM RAYBURN, CLOTHING 

Speaker of the House of Representatives, Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr. 
Washi ngton, D. C. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: I herewith submit my Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
resignation as a member of the committee dress the House for 1 minute and to re
on Merchant Marine and Fisheries of the vise and extend my remarks. 
House of Representatives. The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

Yours very truly, the request of the gentleman from New 
VERA BucHANAN, .. f..,, York? 
Member of Congress. '~:. 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL. Mr. 

the resignation is accepted. Speaker-, back home in Endicott, one of 
There was no objection. the triple cities, I was recently ap-

ELECTION TO STANDING COMMITTEE ON 
PUBLIC WORKS 

Mr. DOUGHTON. Mr. Speaker, I of
fer a privileged resolution (H. Res. 508), 
and ask for its immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: 

Resolved, That VERA BUCHANAN, of Penn
sylvania, be, and she is hereby, elected a 

proached by a friend and constituent 
who demanded that I bring a direct re
quest of his to the floor of the House of 
Representatives. He said, "I demand a 
prohibition of the manufacture of this 
ignitible clothing that is being sold and 
purveyed by unscrupulous manufactur
ers. I think it is time that the popula
tion of the U:pited States was made se
cure from these dishonest and unscrupu
lous manufacturers who put ignitible 
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chemicals upon these sweaters, so that 
just a lighted match or a cigarette 
touching the cloth or the material will 
cause them to go up in smoke within a 
minute after they have been ignited." 

For that reason I am introducing a 
bill today prohibiting the manufacture 
of the combustible sweater and the in
flammable material which goes to make 
up clothing of this kind, as a safeguard 
to the American people. 

The following is the text of the bill 
I am intFoducing today: 
A bill to prohibit the manufacture of com

bustible sweaters and other inflammable 
clothing 
Wherea.c; the public press has carried nu

merous stories of widespread evidence of 
severe accidents to citizens caused by wear
ing certain articles of inflammable clothing; 
and 

Whereas the manufacture of combustible 
sweaters is proving injurious to our people; 
and 

Whereas further distribution of such 
merchandise will jeopardize the health and 
well-being of many Americans: Therefore 

Be it enacted, etc.-
( 1) That the manufacture of clothing 

which is highly inflammable, combustible, 
and ignitible shall be completely prohibited. 

(2) Further distribution of such clothing 
shall be punishable by a fi.ne not to exceed 
$10,000. 

SOIL CONSERVATION IN . AMERICA IS 
ESSENTIAL IF WE PRESERVE OUR 
GREATEST NATIONAL ASSETS AND IF 
WE PREVENT THIS LAND OF OURS FROM 
BECOMING AN IMPOVERISHED DESERT 

Mr. GOI.DEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks and include a speech by J. 
Matt Hensley. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. GOLDEN. Mr. Speaker, in these 

times of international stress we are 
prone to overlook the supreme impor
tance of certain domestic problems. 

There are only a few basic resources 
of wealth, broadly speaking. These are 
the topsoil of our land and mineral 
deposits in the earth and the products 
grown and derived from these original 
sources when the work and labor and 
intelligence of man is applied to growing, 
recovering, and manufacturing the nec
essities of life that we obtain from the 
topsoil and the mineral deposits of the 
earth. 

The life and happiness, and the very 
existence of every citizen in the United 
Stat~s. those who dwell in the cities as 
well as those who live in small towns and 
on farms, depend absolutely upon these 
being conserved and being protected 
from waste and erosion, the rich topsoil 
of the lands which we collectively pos
sess here in the United States. 

Practically all of our food and most of 
our clothing and shelter are derived from 
the topsoil. If this is further depleted, 
wasted, and eroded away, it will not be 
long until poverty and famine begin to 
get a death grip upon America just as 

it has on many lands of the earth in the 
past. 

History is replete with many examples 
of rich nations, such as China, India, 
Egypt, and the Holy Land, that formerly 
had abundant production of food and 
the necessities of life, being wasted away 
and large parts of them becoming sands 
and deserts and rocky hills, through the 
everlasting process of erosion and of 
wasting away of the topsoil to such an 
extent that millions of people have 
starved to death, that great nations have 
been weakened and impoverished and 
their opportunities and happiness in life 
turned into a miserable existence for the 
lack of food and shelter, is an ever
present shadow that haunts -their people 
from the cradle to the grave. 

The earth and the fruits thereof were 
given to man to cultivate, nourish, and 
preserve. If this is not done scientifi
cally, under past methods of denuding 
the soil by stripping it of its timber and 
vegetation and by improper methods of 
farming, we have turned loose on o.rr 
land all of the destructive forces of 
nature. 

The earth can protect itself from ero
sion and the washing a way of the rich 
topsoil if its natural coverings are left 
intact. However, when it becomes neces
sary to remove the natural cloak of pro
tection which nature gives her topsoil in 
order that we may recover and use the 
timber and croos grown on the land, un
less we do this and at the same time pro
tect the soil by scientific soil-conserva
tion methods, we hasten and accelerate 
the process of erosion and wasting of the 
topsoil to such an extent that here in 
the United States we are already on the 
precipice of destruction, and unless we 
turn back the forces of nature that lash 
our land and wash the topsoil down the 
thousailds of rivers, creeks, and branches 
into the sea, we will soon have such a 
small amount of topsoil left that this 
country of ours cannot feed and nurture 
its people. 

Our citizens who live in our great cities 
depend altogether upon the products of 
our topsoil produced by the farmers and 
food growers of America; in fact, the 
city dwellers only receive the surplus 
after the farmers ;:i,nd their families have 
retained all the food they need for their 
own homes and tables. It is just as im
portant, or more so, to our people who 
live in the cities to promote and support 
scientific soil conservation all over the 
United States as it is to the farmers 
themselves. 

It is calculated by our best agricul
tural authorities that it takes approxi
mately 3 acres of good topsoil to support 
each individual throughout the life of 
that individual. In the comparatively 
short history of the United States, since 
the soil of this continent was first broken 
by man anc.~ its natural covering and 
protection taken from the land, we have 
had more than 100,000,000 acres of fine 
topsoil washed and eroded a way. There 
is left in the United States only a small 
margin of protection and cushion of top
soil over and above the absolutely neces-

sary amount for the sustenance of our 
people. 

The process of waste and erosion 's 
ever-present in the United States and 
much of our topsoil is lost and washed 
away every year; at the same time our 
population is increasing rapidly, and be
fore we reach and cross the danger line, 
all the people of America should wake up 
to the realization that our first concern 
should be directed toward conservation 
of the topsoil of the United States in 
every State and county and upon every 
farm in America. 

Fortunately, we have men who know 
how to do this, men who have acquired 
the knowledge and training of how to 
combat the forces of nature and to pre~ 
serve for us these invaluable assets that 
concern us all. 

Another fortunate thing is, under the 
present set-up of the soil conservation 
program in the United States, we have a 
system of home rule, where the citizens 
of each county select their own leaders 
and plan their own program, adopt their 
own rules and regulations and carry out 
the methods which they know to be es
sential to protect the top soil on the 
lands and farms of their own commu
nities. 

There are furnished under the soil con
servation program to these local officers 
and directors of the soil conservation 
program, men who are · scientifically 
trained in soil conservation. These 
trained experts, with vast knowledge 
from experience and training, give to the 
local soil conservation authorities the 
full benefit of their knowledge and lead
ership on the ground and this program 
has been in effect long enough in this 
country of ours to demonstrate its great 
value and effectiveness. 

There is nothing socialistic about it: 
it is a combination of free American men 
poolini; their strength and knowledge to 
conserve everywhere this essential wealth 
for the benefit of the present and future 

-generations of citizens of this great coun
try of ours. The trouble at present is 
the failure of the people generally, and 
the Members of Congress and our Fed
eral officials, to grasp the vital impor
tance of this question and to make suffi
cient appropriations to bear the con
servative and legitimate expense cf these 
highly trained and expert men who know 
how to teach our citizens the basic prin
ciples of soil conservation. While we 
give many billions of dollars to other na
tions, the appropriations of the Federal 
Government to the vital program of soil 
conservation has been but a drop in the 
bucket. 

To prevent the erosion and wasting 
away of billions of dollars worth of our 
topsoil every year, in the past, although 
we have been generous with everybody 
else, there was appropriated but a very 
small sum last year-$50,000,000-for 
this program, to be spread over the en
tire United States. Sometimes in the 
course of human events a little money 
can be spent to protect great values and 
to increase the wealth and prosperity of 
our people. We have countless examples 
of this. If a family owns a fine, large, 
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comfortable home, well furnished, and if 
the roof of that home gets full of holes, 
and the rains and storms, snow, and ice 
are allowed to invade that home, tre
mendous damage and destruction will 
take place; while, on the other hand, the 
timely expenditure of a little money and 
a little work to stop the leaks in the roof 
will save from waste and destruction the 
house and all its contents. Just such a 
situation confronts our people in the con
servation of our topsoil. We could well 
expend 10 times the amount that we have 
been expending on this vital program. 
We could take the money that is wasted 
and squandered in many nonessential 
governmental activities and apply it to 
this universal need, with great profit to 
all our people. · 

The creation of additional wealth . by 
the labor of our people upon rich and 
productive soil would soon increase the 
national income to such an extent that 
our Federal Government would derive in 
additional taxes and revenue more than 
enough to replace the . original initial 
outlay of money for soil conservation. 

Soil conservation is a national prob
lem. The States can, and do, help in 
this program, but soil conservation is 
needed ·and required across the face of 
all the land in every State in the Union, 
and our Federal Government is con
cerned and should be concerned. The 
problem which confronts the Members 
of Congress is to see to it that this soil
conservation program is expanded and 
sufficiently financed to meet the great · 
need that exists all around us through
out the United States, and to stop as 
quickly as possible the wasting and wash
ing away of hundreds of thousands of 

.fertile acres_, and to reverse this trend so 
as to build up and enrich the land in 
every State and county and on every 
farm in our Nation. 

Since coming to Congress I have voted 
for and assisted in passing reductions in 
the amount of money requested by the 
present administr'ation of over $75,000,-
000,000. I belong to what is ref erred to 
as the economy bloc in Congress. I am 
against waste and extravagance, but I 
do believe in spending money where a 
small expenditure will enrich and 
strengthen the country and pay many
fold on the investment. 

A very modest request will be placed 
before the Appropriations Committee of 
the Congress for soil conservati,on at 
the present session. Only $53,474,991 is 
being requested for soil conservation. 
This is not enough; it is only a very slight 
increase over last year. The needs in my 
home district require about twice the 
amount of money that we received for 
this '\iery vital program last year and I 
feel sure other congressional districts 
are in about the same shape. I think 
we could well afford to trim some appro
priations and increase the appropriation 
for soil conservation, and I shall en
dea var to sponsor and support such a 
program in the present session of . Con
gress. 

Soil conservation not only saves and 
holds in place topsoil, but it works hand 
in hand with the reforestation pTOgram 

. to conserve our natural resources in the 
forest and timberlands of our Nation, 
and at the same time soil conservation 
also makes a very notable contribution 

· to our efforts to check the devastating 
effects of :floods that frequently ravish 
our lands. -

There was delivered in my congres
sional district a speech by Mr. J. Matt 
Hensley, director of soil conservation, on 
September 15, 1951, at Somerset, Ky., 
which speech of Mr. Hensley is so full 
of vital information that I feel that the 
people of America should have an op
portunity to know what Mr. · Hensley 
said. This speech not only conveys to 
our people some of the basic facts on 
soil conservation, but it sets forth in clear 
and understandable terms the program 
of soil conservation and shows clearly 
that it is based upon home rule and is in 
complete accord with our American tra
ditions of free government by the people, 
and, under unanimous cc;msent of my 
colleagues in Congress, I incorporate this 
speech of Mr. Hensley in the CONGRES
SIONAL RECORD and make it a part of my 
remarks: 

Gentlemen, the things I'm going to say 
may be entirely out of place in this meeting. 
Some of you know some of the things I shall 
say. Some of you don't know some of the 
things I'm going to say and none of you know 
all of the things I'm going to say. 

It seems to me that we are moving to the 
time when all the agricultural agencies will 
be put under one management. 

Then the question arises in my mind, will 
the Soil Conservation Service or the Pro
duction and Marketing Administration be 
the predominating one and the other one 
subservient to it? 

Let me say I have nothing against the 
P&MA. I'm for it. In fact I was a member 
of the first AAA committee formed in our 
county and remained its chairman until I 
resigned. I have drawn compliance money 
every year since it was set up. I have drawn. 
money for hogs I raised. I have drawn money 
for hogs I didn't raise. I have drawn money 
for seeds I sowed in compliance, and I have 
sowed seeds and performed other practices 
for which I didn't draw money. 

And now this year I'm hoping to draw 
for the following: 5 acres balbo rye, turned 
under; 2 tons mascot lime spread; 500 pounds 
2-12-6 fertilizer spread; 500 pounds super
phosphate; 400 pounds crimson clover, 27 
pounds of certified ladino clover seeded; 307 
pounds fescue seed sowed; 1 bag barley; 
1 bag balbo rye; 477 linear feet of tile 
ditching; over 4,000 feet of open drain ditch
ing; and 200 pounds of broadlealf hairy peas 
sowed. 

This runs to more than $250. So you can 
see I'm for the Production and Marketing 
Administration. I wish they had more 
money with which to pay us for compliance. 
Secretary Brannan stated that the farmers' 
profits had recently decreased 12 percent 
while the businessman's profits had in
creased 35 percent, thereby making a differ
ence of 47 percent. So it looks to me like we 
need help. 

But when I think that the Soil Conserva
tion Service activities working through lo
cally owned and operated soil conservation 
districts might be curtailed, I'm forced to 
take a longer view than the present. I think 
of the time when I can no longer say this 
field or these acres are mine. I think of the 
time when, if a spot of ground some 5 by 7 
feet could talk, it could say, "I contain, I pos
sess the body of J. Matt Hensley." 

When I think of ·it in terms of times to 
come I become soil conservation district 
minded. 

Go with me if you will to Northern Africa 
and back on the table lands we will find the 
barren, hard, dry, and dusty soil; a great , 
man-made desert. 

Go on over to the land of Mesopotamia 
where Adam and Eve are supposed to have 
lived in the .Garden of Eden-where perhaps 
Noah lived and even the gourd vines could 
make a shade for a man to rest under. What 
do you find there? You will find there 
ancient cities standing on bare rocks above 
the top of the ground, while in many other 
places the soil is more than 30 feet deep. 

Go on around to the land where Moses 
sent his spies and they came back carrying. 
a cluster of grapes and reported, "This is a 
fine land; truly it is a land that fiows ·with 
milk and honey." But what do you find 
there today? You will find a sparse popula
tion of Arabs moving their fiocks from one 
place to another; grazing them on the scanty 
vegetation that is left. 

Go on around to Phoenicia, where the great 
cedars that went into the temple grew. They 
are not there anymore. 

And so it has gone and continues to go. 
Kingdoms have risen and fallen. What is 
the story back of this? What is the history 
of the people? What happened to these 
cradles of civilization? If you would know 
go and investigate the story of their produc
tive soils. Get the history of their different 
agricultures. 

Move on across the Aegean Sea into Greece. · 
Athens was once considered the seat of learn
ing. Not too long a_.io I heard a man who 
was just back from Greece say, "Those hills 
on which the Greeks used to pasture their 
sheep are now denuded of all forms of vege
tation. The people live in villages in the 
lower parts. They do not make a pretense of 
eating three square meals each day. The 
only real meal they get is at evening. Then 
they cook the meal on an open fire built from 
the twigs and sticks which they gather, and 
they eat that one meal more or less in com
mon in front of their shabby homes. Their 
standards of living are very low." 

Come back to our own land. 
When our forefathers began to settle Amer

ica, they found a land far richer in basic 
wealth than their wildest fancies or dreams 
even pictured. By basic wealth I mean ·the 
soil-dirt, and those things that go with it, 
such as vegetation, coal, oil. Instead of us 
conserving that basic wealth we have been 
busy trying to accumulate man-made wealth. 
· Yes, God did a wonderful job in giving 

America so much basic wealth and we have 
done and are continuin·g to do a wonderful 
job of destroying that gift. 

We have already lost 50,000,000 acres of our 
productive soil; another 50,000,000 acres are 
on the verge of being destroyed; and another 
100,000,000 acres have lost b-etween 25 and 
75 percent of its top soil, leaving us approxi
ma~ely 350,000,000 acres to feed 150,000,000 
people-to say nothing of the rest of the 
world. 

If you will divide 350,000,000 acres by 150,-
000,000 you will see that we have about two 
and one-third acres per person. It is esti
mated that it takes 2 acres for each human 
being. So you can see that we still have one
third of an acre to play on. 

But that margin is fast decreasing, for ero
sion takes place at an accelerated rate. Like
wise our population is increasing at an ac
celerated rate. Why, it is estimated that we 
lost the equivalent of 12,500 40-acre farms 
each year. Multiply 40 acres by 12,500 and. 
you get 500,000 acres. Now we can't stand 
that. We must wake up. I wonder if we as 
a Nation might not be compared to a m an 
floating down the Niagara in a boat toward 
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the falls. At first no one pays any attention 
to him. Then someone from the shore calls 
a warning, but placidly th9 man fioats on. 
Bomeone begins to holler, "Ahoy! The falls 
are below you." All of a sudden he realizes 

, his boat has been caught in the rushing cur
rent. He rows for dear life and calls for help, 
but to no avail. He is swept over the falls 
into eternity and this world knows him no 
more. 

Now what has become of this topsoil? 
Where is it going? 

You can certainly say, "Most of it at least 
is going where it is not wanted." It is filling 
reservoirs, lakes, harbors, and streambeds. 
And it is costing quite a lot to take care of 
it. You may be surprised to know that it is 
costing different agencies yearly two-thirds 
as much as it cost to build the entire Panama. 
Canal. You say, "Oh, let them pay it." But 
listen, it is estimated that each of us with a 
wife and one child is paying $20 yearly on 
this bill. We pay our part of taxes, higher 
prices on the articles we buy, and in different 
ways. 

Now of course when I talk of soil erosion 
and soil conservation I think of water. Oh, 
I-would like to hear some man preach a good 
sermon on water. When I think of water I 
see two pictures. First I see the thirsty, 
dusty, dry traveler on the desert who has lost 
his way. He begins to chase one mirage 
after another and before he loses all of his 
power to reason he cries, "Wat.er! Water! Oh, 
Lord, I would give all I possess for one glass 
of cool clear water." 

We are beginning to realize that our 
ground water is no longer constant. 

When I was a boy my father dug a well 
in our yard. That well seemed to be the 
choice well in our community for some 25 
years. Then it failed. They drilled deeper 
in the same well and had ample water for 
some 20 years more and that one failed. 
Then I had one dug and it lasted some 10 
years and began going dry. Two yea.rs ago I 
had anot her one drilled. Think of it. Four 
wells sunk in the same yard and each of them 
lasting for years and then failing. All in the 
same yard and that in the lifetime of one 
person. Perhaps others of you have had a 
like experience. No; our ground water is no 
longer constant. 

I Then I get another picture of water. I see 
the man when he realizes the fiood is rush
ing down upon his home, and I can hear him 
call to h1s neighbor, "To the hills! To the 
hills! The waters are out." 

I Some of us in this room very vividly re
member the fiash flood of June 1947. We 

, know partly what happened when the warers 
were from 10 to 15 feet fuller than any liv
ing resident had ever heard of. 

1 What has been happening in Kansas and 
Missouri recently in the way of fioods may 
happen to us at any time. Flood control is 
a big problem. President Truman is asking 
Congress for $400,000,000 with which to fight 
fioods. 
I Now what is the answer? What is the solu
tion to soil conservation and water control? 

To my mind the best answer, so far, is the 
technical aid of the Soll Conservation Serv
ice of the Department of Agriculture work
ing through locally owned and operated 
soil-conservation districts. 
1 The first soil-conservation district was 
formed in North Carolina in 1937. By 
December 31, 1949, each State in our Union 
had passed laws making it possible to organ
ize soil-conservation districts. 
, We supervisors of soil-conservation dis
tricts hold an increasingly important job be
' cause we represent the efforts of local people 

1 
to solve their soil- and water-conservation 
problems locally and under State law. 
I We stand as the only defense of the free
. enterprise system in soil and water conserva-

tion over against the yoke of controls. We 
represent the American way of doing things. 
Let us each one continue and increase our 
efforts for soil-coLservation districts. 

This movement is young, but it has won
derful possibilities and is working toward a 
goal that must be reached. Oh, we have 
only begun. We are making a little dent. 
You soil-conservation district supervisors 
are a very important part of that work. 
You have laid your hands to the plow. Are 
you willing to stick? 

After all this land we claim is not ours. 
"The earth is the Lord's and the fullne&s 
thereof." "Yea the cattle of a thousand 
hills." We are only stewards for a very :fleet
ing moment of time. I'm grateful to Him 
Who ~ade it possible and permitted me to 
be the steward of His acres, and when I re
lease my stewardship to the next steward, I 
hope he finds these acres in as good shape as 
they were when I first claimed them. 

WASTE AND EXTRAVAGANCE 

Mr. CANFIELD. 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 New 
Jersey? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CANFIELD. Mr. Speaker, there is 

a room in the Old House Office Building 
opposite the quarters of the Committee 
on the Armed Services that is being 
called the Chamber of Horrors. I did not 
name it; it was so named by probers 
of the Armed Services Committee. If 
you have time to go into that room you 
will find therein documented a story of 
military waste that will shock you. 

When I voted for unification I thought 
the first thing that would be unified in 
the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marine 
Corps was procurement, but apparently 
there is no such thing; for instance, you 
will find in this room overseas boots 
now being purchased by the Army at $24 
per pair. The same identical boots are 
now being purchased by the Marine 
Corps at $16 per pair. There also you 
will find scores and scores of items show
ing similar discrepancies. I asked one 
of the probers working on this job how 
much he thought might be saved by 
honestly unified procurement. He said: 
''Eight to ten billion dollars." 

Who says that President Truman's 
military budget cannot be reduced? 

Who says that we have a proper budg
et? Who says we have a proper watch
dog operation on these billions of ex
penditures? 

When President Truman was a Sen
ator and chairman of the Senate Com
mittee Investigating War Expenditures, 
he castigated the military for their 
wastefulness. History proves they have 
always been imprudent spenders. 

Now is the time to stop this business, 
to prevent scandal after scandal, and 
to protect a tax-weary and scandal
shocked American public. 

THE LATE HONORABLE WILLIAM T. 
BYRNE 

Mr. CEILER. 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 New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, unfortu

nately I was detained in Pittsburgh yes
terday when eulogies were expressed 
concerning the demise of our late la
mented colleague, William Byrne, of New 
York. It is with the deepest sense of 
shock and personal loss that I learned 
of the passing of our friend and col
league. He was a man to lean on, to 
trust and to love. His never failing 
kindness, his humanity, together with 
his sense of equity and fairness, now 
withdrawn from our midst, will im
poverish the Congress and the country. 
I personally will miss him sorely. 
I know the extent of the bereavement 
of his family, and I know that there are 
very, very many who share with them 
their grief. · 

Well might we say, as did the psalmist: 
Better is the fragrance of a good name 

than the perfume of precious oils. 

William Byrne does indeed leave be
hind him a good name. 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that Calendar 
Wednesday business of this week be dis
pensed with. 

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

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Under previous order 
of the House, the gentleman from Ar
kansas [Mr. MILLsJ is recognized for 30 
minutes. 

MANGANESE 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, the time 
has come when I no longer feel it ad
visable to refrain from speaking plainly 
and bluntly with respect to the matter 
of domestic manganese production. 

We are inviting a national disaster 
through a possible shortage of mangan
ese. Manganese is essential in the man
ufacture of steel. There is no substitute. 
Without manganese our steel mills would 
close. 

We now consume approximately 2,000,-
000 short tons of manganese ore or 
the equivalent a year. In 1951 our pro
duction was approximately 120,000 short 
tons or 6 percent of our consumption. 
Imports during the year, which were 
not sufficient to build up a reserve stock
pile, came mainly from India, Africa, 
and Brazil. 

The steel industry is operating on a 
hand-to-mouth basis in manganese. Our 
stockpiles· are limited. In 1949 it was 
estimated that we had little more than 
a year's supply of manganese ore in 
stockpile. The stockpile has been in
creased by dribbles, but due to increased 
consumption it is estimated that we still 
have little more than a year's supply
just enough to fill our lines leading to 
the steel mills. A year without imports 
or domestic production and we will 
scrape the bottom of the barrel. Should 
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an all-out war come before the condi
tion is corrected, we would face a des
perate situation. It could be fatal. 

Domestic mines cannot well be devel
oped and put into production after an 
emergency starts. It takes time to carry 
forward underground developments and 
build plants for concentrating the ores. 

An official of the United States Bu
reau of Mines has testified before a con
gressional committee to the effect that 
in case of war and our foreign supplies 
of manganese are cut off and we have 
no vigorous start on accelerated domes
tic production "we might as well ac
knowledge that the war is over." 

The United States has no vigorous 
start on domestic production. In 1944, 
131 domestic mines shipped 247,000 tons 
of manganese ore. By 1946 the number 
of mines shipping was reduced to 10. 
The production of 120,000 tons during 
1951 was the lowest for any year since 
1944. This was due to changes in speci
fications and cutbacks following the war. 

If only the mines shipping in 1944 had 
been kept in operation we would now 
have an additional 700,000 tons of man
ganese ore in stockpile. The 1944 pro
duction of 247,000 tons per year could 
easily have been doubled or tripled. But 
instead of continuing production fol
lowing the end of the war and passage 
of the Stockpile Act of 1946, most mines 
were forced to closed and little has been 
done to get them back .into production. 

Five years after the passage of the 
Stockpile Act we are producing less than 
before. It is a shameful exhibition of 
Government planning. 

I am informed that a few special con
tracts have been let that promise to 
increase domestic production, but the 
total over-all proposed production is 
alarmingly small. 

I ref er particularly to the release of 
the GSA on July 21, 1951, wherein they 
state that-

Two regulations under which the General 
Services Administration will carry out a 5-
year domestic manganese purchasing pro
gram to encourage the discovery, develop
ment, and production of manganese in the 
United States were issued today. 

Jess Larson, Administrator of General Serv
ices, said the Government will purchase man
ganese ore from miners at three depots being 
set up by GSA at Butte and Philipsburg, 
Mont., and Deming, N. Mex. 

I am informed that this new 5-year 
program, even if completed to the maxi
mum, will supply at the most only about 
2 percent of our annual consumption. 
The mining publications in the West 
report that this program is a :fiop. They 
are not getting the ores expected. 

The reasons are plain. At Butte and 
Philipsburg, Mont., they buy only carbon
ate ores. Most small mines in Montana 
ship only oxide ores. At Deming, N. 
Mex., they do not specify either oxide or 
carbonate. ores but offer only $6.10 per 
long ton for ores containing 15-percent 
manganese, with higher prices for high
er grades. Processing charges levied 
against ores further reduce the price. 
Few, if any, miners can mine and trans
port 15-percent manganese ores at $6.10 
per ton. 

The total over-all tonnage authorized 
to be bought at Deming, N. Mex., during 
the 5-year period is only 6,000,000 long
ton units; which means an estimated re
coverable tonnage of 90,000 long tons of 
ore concentrates containing 50-percent 
metallic manganese, or approximately 
18,000 tons per year. This is not suffi
cient tonnage to justify investment on 
the part of each operator to install indi
vidual upgrading plants to raise the man
ganese content of his ore. Miners re
member too well the experiences with the 
Government following World War II. 
Most producers had the markets with
drawn without warning, and were left 
holding the bag. Many lost their shirts 
and have never been paid even their 
cash expenditures. On account of un
favorable Government policies they are 
afraid to again stick their necks out. 

The situation is well summarized in a 
short statement published in the Septem
ber 1951 issue of New Mexico Miner and 
Prospector, of Albuquerque, N. Mex.: 
MANGANESE ASSOCIATION CHIEF CITES ESTI

MATES ON ANNUAL CONSUMPTION 

"The Government's new manganese pro
gram, as announced by the General Services 
Administration, to encourage the discovery, 
development, and production of manganese 
in the United States, through purchase of 
ores at Butte and Philipsburg, Mont., and 
Deming, N. Mex., will supply at the most only 
about 2 percent of our annual consumption," 
J. Carson Adkerson, president of the Ameri
can Manganese Producers Association, said 
recently. 

"We consume approximately 2,000,000 tons 
of manganese ore or equivalent per year. 
The new program as announced provides for 
a maximum of around 38,000 tons per year 
of similar grade ore. But even this may not 
be obtained. 

"Under the program few mines will be able 
to produce. The prices and specifications are 
so drawn as to rule out rather than include 
most manganese mines even within the areas. 
In Montana only carbonate ores will be ac
cepted. Oxide ores are out. 

"In New Mexico the price proposed for low
grade ores is too low to enable production 
without upgrading facilities and the over
all tonnage to be purchased is too small to 
enable each individual mine operator to in
stall such facilities. The schedule further 
provides that only the recoverable manganese 
content of the ores will be paid for. This 
will further eliminate most potential pro
ducers. 

"The word 'manganese' comes from a Greek 
word meaning mystification or delusion. To 
most manganese miners the new program and 
specifications will serve only to emphasize the 
meaning of the word. 

"There are 2,000 or more known idle man
ganese deposits in the United States, scat
tered through 27 States from Maine to Cali
fornia, for which there is no Government 
program to bring forth production." 

An editorial from the December 1951 
issue of New Mexico Miner, of Albu
querque, N. Mex., expresses the views of 
the miners in the vicinity of the New 
Mexico stockpile depot: 

The Deming depot is officially open and re
ceiving low-grade manganese ores under 
provisions of the highly controversial pro
gram announced in July by the General 
Services Administration and amended No
vember 29 by that agency. 

As of December 7 it was not definitely 
known whether the schedule of treatment 
charges to shippers' accounts, as announced 

in amended regulations of November 29, 
could or would be adhered to by GSA. 

The New Mexico Mining Association and 
the Arizona Small Mine Operators Associa
tion both violently opposed this supplemen
tal regulation on the grounds that it con
stituted breach of contract by the Govern
ment inasmuch as no mention was made in 
the July regulation of treatment charges to 
be assessed against the shipper. 

It was pointed out in various press re
leases that several operators had spent con
siderable money on development and prepa
ration of mines in anticipation of shipping 
to the depot on terms as originally an
nounced in July; and that some of these 
operators would not be able to ship under 
the new regulation and would doubtless 
have to close down their mines. Likewise, 
the question has arisen as to whether these 
mine owners might not be entitled to re
cover some or all of the expenses involved 
in getting their properties ready to produce. 

A visit with the principals in charge of 
the Deming depot revealed that they have a 
much better understanding of operators' 
problems than has been exhibited by the 
authors of the Federal manganese program. 
The Deming officials realize that very little 
ore containing less than 30-percent manga
nese will be received at the depot if shippers 
are going to be charged for beneficiation. 

It is highly probable that if the eco
nomics of the program are such that only 
ores running 30 percent manganese or better 
cau be shipped, the amount of manganese 
which the Government can expect to receive 
at Deming will be negligible. 

Operators are advised that initial lots of 
less than 200 tons can be shipped with a 
reasonable assurance that payment will be 
made on the basis of the original purchase 
regulation. · But there is no definite knowl
edge as to whether the treatment charges 
may be removed from subsequent shipments. 
Meetings are currently being held in Wash
ington to determine whether the treatment 
charge should · be reduced or eliminated. 

When one considers the vast amounts of 
money which the United States is spending 
on foreign economic aid, most of which ex
penditures return practically nothing to 
this country, it seems inconceivable that the 
administrators of a domestic purchase pro
gram involving a commodity as critical as 
manganese would suddenly abrogate the an
nounced terms of that program in an at
tempt to effect a saving at the expense of 
the producer. 

When are we going to get some common 
sense in our mineral planning? 

Why can't miners in the West be allowed 
sufficient profit incentives to permit them 
to carry on more extensive development and 
exploration? 

If there is that incentive to get some of 
our manganese mines, long idle, into pro
duction, we may bring in some new ore 
bodies that will appreciably enhance our 
supplies of that vital metal. 

It is hoped that the manganese mess will 
be straightened out, and fast. Industry 
needs the metal. 

Most domestic manganese deposits 
have been worked on small scale and by 
crude methods only. The areas have 
hardly been scratched. 

The widespread distribution and 
availability of manganese in the United 
States is evidenced by the record of 
shipments of a total of 2,767,237 tons of 
high-grade manganese ore from 26 
States, up to and including 1944. The 
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shipments from each State are shown in 
a table from the chapter on Manganese, 
United States Bureau of Mines Mineral 
Year Book, 1944. 

The following historical table presents a 
complete production record for the impor
tant producing States. As the Bureau of 
Mines has presented the data for the man-

ganese chapter in short tons (2,000 pounds) 
since 1942 and ln long tons before 1942, t;he 
following table is given in short tons to place 
all years on a comparable basis: 

Manganese ore (35 percent or more Mn) produced and shipped. in the United. State!, 1838-1944, by States, in short tons 

Year Ala
bama Arizona Ar~n- Cali

fornia 
Colo
rado Georgia Idaho Montana Nevada ~~~o Ten

nessee Utah y· · · Wash- Other 
irgmia ington States 1 Total 

-------1-------------------------------------------------
1838-79 _____________ --------- --------- 459 6, 160 --------- 22,344 --------- ---------- ------- --------- --------- ---------
1880 ________________ --------- ------ --- ------ - -- --------- ----- --- - 2,016 --------- ---------- --------- --------- --------- ---------
1881_ ________ __ __ ___ --------- --------- 112 --------- --------- l, 344 --------- ---------- --------- --------- --------- ---------
1882 ________________ --------- --------- 196 --------- --------- 1, 120 --------- ---------- --------- --------- --------- ---------
1883 ________________ --------- --------- 448 ------- -- --------- --------- --------- ---------- --------- --------- --------- ---------

i~================ ========= ========= d~ -----224- ========= ---2~800- ========= ========== -----224- ========= === =~== == ========= 
1886________________ 84 --------- 3, 714 112 --------- 6, 765 --------- ---------- 34 --------- 56 ---------
1887 ________________ --------- --------- 6, 329 --------- --------- 10, 107 --------- ---------- --------- --------- --------- ---------

i================= ========= ========= ~: ~ l, ~g --------- ~: ~ ========= ========== ------i7- ==== ===== ------34- ========= 
1890 ________________ --------- --.r------ 5, 980 432 --------- 839 --------- ---------- 112 --------- --------- ---------
1891 _ - -- ------------ --------- --------- 1, 848 790 --------- 4, 004 ------ --- ---------- ----- --- - --------- --------- ---------
1892 ________________ --------- --------- 7, 513 --- -- ---- --------- 925 --------- - --------- ------ -- - --------- --------- ---------
1893 ________________ --------- --------- 2, 262 448 811 --------- ---------- -------- --------- 540 ---------
1894 ________________ - -------- --- ~-- --- 2, Hi6 311 l , 430 --------- ---------- --------- --------- 1, CJ.33 ---------
1895 ________________ --------- --------- 3, 350 588 4, 319 --------- ---------- --------- --------- --------- ---------
1896 _________ _______ --------- --------- 3, 832 318 4, 575 --------- ---------- --------- --------- --------- ---------
1897 ________________ --------- --------- 3,629 542 3, 732 --------- ---------- --------- ------- -- 12 
1898________________ 25 --------- 2, 981 606 7, 492 --------- ---------- --------- --------- 427 ---------
1S99 ________________ --------- --------- 399 129 3, 460 --------- ------ ---- --------- --------- 21 ---------
1900 _______ · ________ _ --------- ---- -- --- 162 147 3,861 153 -------- - --------- 34 -------- -
1901________________ 19 ------- -- 102 683 4, 5fi3 --------- ---------- ··-------- -- ------- 448 2, 800 
1002 ________________ -------- - --------- 92 948 3, 920 --------- -- --- ----- --------- --------- --------- ---------
1903 ________________ --------- --------- --------- 1 560 --------- ------- --- -- ---- --- --------- --------- 541 
1904_ _______________ --------- - -------- --------- 67 --------- ----- ---- --------- ---------- --------- --------- --------- 36 
1905 ________________ --------- --------- -------- - 1 168 --------- ---------- --------- --------- 22 - --------
1906 ________________________ _. --------- 69 1 --------- ----- ---- --------- ---------- --------- --------- 34 896 
1907 ___________ _____ --------- --------- --------- 112 --------- --- ------ --- ------ ---------- --------- --------- 112 -- - ------
1908 ________________ --------- --------- --------- --------- ------ --- --------- --------- ---------- --------- --------- - --- - ---- ------- --
1909 ____________ ____ -- --- ---- --------- --------- --------- --------- --------- --------- ---------- --------- --------- --------- ---------
1910 _____________ ___ --------- --------- 560 --------- --------- --- ---- -- --------- ---------- --------- --------- --------- ------ ---
1911 ________________ -- ------- --------- --------- 2 -- ------- --------- --------- ---------- - -------- --------- --------- ---------
1912 __ __ ____________ --------- --------- --------- 21 --------- ------- -- --------- ---------- --------- --------- --------- ---------
1913 ____________ ____ --------- --------- --------- --------- --------- --------- --------- -- -- -- -- -- --------- --------- --------- ---- -----
1914 ________________ --------- --------- --------- 561 --------- --------- --------- ---------- --------- --------- ----- -- -- ---------
1915________________ 224 380 l, 443 2, 870 168 3, 548 --------- ---------- ----- ---- --- -- ---- 168 34 
1916________________ 30 3, 427 7, 076 6, 872 123 1, 761 7, 1 8 346 567 4RO 1, 436 
1917 ________________ 296 16, 578 11, 357 15, 900 67 4, 048 68, 442 3, 64 2, 915 2, 236 4, 698 
1918________________ 794 19, 725 8, 659 26, 955 5, 400 7, 4l 0 223, 924 22, 257 3, 501 4, 661 5, 712 
1919_ --------------- 45 592 2, 65 12, 644 12, 506 54 27, 992 7 368 
1920 ________________ 64 2,690 3,858 1,941 4,080 382 85,614 1,389 2,299 562 

mL============== ========= ~~ 2. ~~ -----286- -----~~- ========= ========= rn: ~~f ------20- ========= g~ 1923 _____________ ___ 27 274 4,220 398 2,551 1,682 24,546 200 239 
1924 •• -------------- 1, 391 47 1.1, ROS 952 5, 979 1, 224 39, 698 1, 467 868 510 
1925________________ 1, 051 329 3, 939 973 832 1, 47 85, 331 952 1, 779 394 56 
1926 __ -------------- 1, 004 3, 006 2, 744 440 3, 641 930 26, 451 1, 800 2, 202 1, 742 
1927_ _______________ 769 4,374 2,918 94 548 3, 563 29,687 1,520 2,453 558 30 
1928________________ 472 3, 928 4, 058 --------- --------- 5, 294 1, 506 29, 941 2, 942 6.2 
1929 ________________ --------- 2,974 4,825 637 -- -- ----- 2,824 1,485 47,406 3,325 586 99 
1930 ________________ ---- ---- - 408 3,669 181 ·· ------- - 21, 165 39,878 1,668 2,883 569 
1931_ __ ________ _____ --------- 45 4, 511 45 --------- 7, 270 28, 909 1, 201 78 
1932________________ 299 --------- 1, 463 --------- -------- - 224 17, 336 --------- --------- ------ -- - ---------
1933_____ ___________ 903 --------- 2, 117 --------- --------- 1, 753 10, 438 --------- ~ -------- 659 
1934 ________________ --------- --------- 6, 543 177 --------- 7, 035 12, 934 ---- ----- --------- 1, 219 
1935________________ 207 4, 266 343 ----- -- -- 7, 795 12, 122 --------- --------- 2, 120 
1936________________ 641 5, 104 --------- ------ - -- 4, 280 1 '431 --------- ---- ----- 3, 964 
1937________________ 324 4, 403 --------- --------- 772 29, 953 ------48-- 983 4, 004 
193 -------- ------- - 226 3, 345 --------- --------- 3, 425 13, 368 628 4, 626 
19311 _______ _________ 209 6,009 7 2,964 12,476 380 8,775 
1940________________ 272 413 6, 808 177 251 4, 001 21, 665 235 50 8, 308 
l!l4L_______________ 185 1, 012 5,015 4,096 190 4,976 34 54,565 2,937 4,426 
1942________________ 26 2,946 4,132 12,968 513 4,917 130,086 6,112 1,267 2,247 
1943 ___ ------------ --------- 5,779 5,319 23,229 707 2,4 9 36 13 ,115 10,451 469 2,605 
1944 __ _______ _______ 49 8,519 7,109 21,540 1,135 159, 9 21, 799 273 418 

1, 831 
36 

56 
31 
43 

970 
91 
30 

20, 160 ---------
4, 100 
3,690 
3,340 
5,998 

10, 058 
20, 994 
23,035 
22, 215 
19, 764 
16, 370 
14, 223 
18, 197 
6,80 ---------
4, 583 ---------
2, 013 
1, 921 
2, 260 
4,088 
6,341 ---------
6, 975 
8,827 ---------
4, 788 
3,4011 
2, 017 
3,420 ---------
4, 421 ---------
6, 751 ---------
5, 156 
6,881 ---------
1, 729 ---------
1, 9611 ---------
2, 750 ---·-----
1, 721 
4,534 ---------
1, 931 
1, 14 
4,947 101 

13, 843 
12, 239 

4, 399 ---------
2,826 

803 ---------
896 ---------

1, 105 ---5;600-l, 753 
3, 496 9, 087 
4, 247 3, 541 
3, 596 ---------
4, 269 
3, 417 
4, 315 
1, 686 

588 ---------
5,468 
1, 789 ---------
2, 746 ---------
1, 524 
2, 537 
2, 511 ------ff 
1,860 
2,482 
6,091 1, 588 

11, 246 10,660 
7,040 7, 731 

20, 172 5, 199 

--------- 49, 123 
336 6,452 
336 5, 482 
420 5,076 
448 6, 94 
448 11, 402 

56 21l,049 
16 33, 816 
16 38, 667 

193 32, 702 
1, 957 27, 101 

16 21,602 
307 2'5, 146 

--------- 15, 246 
--------- 8, f'A4 

112 7,065 
515 10, 693 
314 ll, 299 
438 12, 441 

----·---- 17. 872 
143 11, 127 

------ --- 13, 184 
31 13,434 

9 8,375 
28 3, 164 

--------- 3,523 
--------- 4, 612 
--------- 7, 751 

89ll 6,276 
--------- 6,881 
--------- 1, 729 
--------- 2, 529 
--------- 2, 752 

121 1,863 

---·-459- 4,534 
2, 951 

56 10, 705 
896 35, 250 
629 144, 873 

1, 266 342, 573 

------·-- 61, 552 
45 105, 750 

--------- 15, 155 
------38- 15, 013 

35, 280 
------58- 63, 2971 

110, 124 
62 51, 810, 

50, 110, 
11 52, 483 
47 67, 625' 

344 75, 080 
206 43, 951~ 

-----ioo- 19, 910, 
21,444 

--------- 29, 697 
--------- 29, 599 

199 35, 974 
2, 059 45,071 

183 28,360 
77 32,8~ 

245 44, 938 
2, 637 87, 795 
2, 658 190, 748 
1, 112 205, 173 
1,484 247. 616 

Total.________ 9, 636 78, 040 191, 354 148, 591 34, 010 211, 848 7, 554 1, 419, 924 77, 339 31, 185 59, 640 19, 426 413, 139 43, 518 22, CJ.33 2, 767, 237 

1 Massachusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, New Jersey, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Sooth Dakota, Vermont, West Virginia, and Wyoming. 

In 1944 the Metals Reserve Company 
announced a change in specifications. 
They were warned by the industry in 
advance that the new specifications 
would close most mines. The result was 
that of the 131 wartime mines developed 
by 1944, only 10 were in operation in 
1946. The same specifications, in efiect, 
continue today. 

I submit for the RECORD a copy of 
Analysis of Metals Reserve Company 
Manganese Ore Schedule dated Septem
ber 21, 1944: 

ANALYSIS OF METALS RESERVE CdMPANY 
MANGANESE ORE SCHEDULE 

(By J. Carson Adkerson, president, American 
Manganese Producers Association, Wash
ington, D. C., September 21, 1944) 
The new manganese ore specifications rec

ommended by War Production Board and an-

nounced by Metals Reserve Company to be
come effective January 1, 1945, will close a 
considerable number or domestic mines, 
many of which are just starting into pro
duction. 

It is simply another chapter in the his
tory of the Government war agencies failure 
to bring forth more American production o:r 
manganese after adequate warning from pro
ducers and the expenditure of many mil
lions of dollars by the agencies themselves. 

The war is not yet over. The cost to the 
Nation, in lives, ships, and dollars, through 
failure to develop our own manganese pro
duction is a story yet to be told. 

In the war-year 1918, without preparation 
and without Government aid, domestic pro
ducers shipped 305,000 tons or manganese 
<>re. In 1943, with processes known, and with 
so-called Government aid, the production 
was only 175,000 tons. 

The only redeeming feature in the pres
ent emergency is the grade or domestic ore. 

In 1941, the last year in which full records 
are available for release, ores from domestic 
mines averaged 50.6 percent manganese 
(United States Bureau of Mines Mineral 
Year Book 1941, manganese chapter, p. 13). 
This included ores containing 35 percent and 
more manganese. Even this raise in grade 
was brought about by private industry and 
not by the Government war agencies. 

Most small mines do not have beneficia
tion plants and ship crude ore running be
low 42 percent. The new specifications will 
rule them out. Not only them, but the speci
fications are so drawn to rule out many other 
ores containing more than 42 percent man
ganese. Certain Arkansas ores for instance 
will run more than 0.3 percent phosphorus. 
They will be out. On the other hand, cer
tain ores from New Mexico and Montana will 
contain practically no phosphorus but may 
contain more than 1 percent combined cop
per, lead, and zinc, or more than 15 percent 
combined silica and alumina. They, like-
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wise, will be out, regardless of the manga
nese content of the ore. 

If domestic ores are mixed or blended, as 
they most surely will be, before they are fed 
to a furnace, the average grade will likely 
be superior to foreign ores, just the same 
as the records show for the year 1941. But 
under the new specifications many of these 
ores will be denied a market. 

The Metals Reserve Company schedule 
carries a penalty on alumina added to the 
silica. Alumina penalty was not added to 
silica in specifications published by indus
try in peacetime. Alumina was not even 
mentioned in the Government-approved 
manga!}ese-ore specifications for the war
yer.r 1918. Why is it now included and added 
to silica? 

Even the original, stringent specifications 
of the Procurement Division of the Treasury 
Department in the purchase of manganese 
ores under the Strategic Minerals Act of 1939 
allowed 10 percent silica and 6 percent alu
mina in ores containing · a minimum of 48 
percent manganese (grade B). 

The 1 percent combined copper, lead, and 
zinc limit is a new and drastic penalty un
known in peacetime published specifications 
for ferro-grade manganese ore. 

In former years the ferromanganese in
dustry paid a premium of 5 cents per unit 
for iron content in ores containing 40 per
cent or more manganese (see United States 
Geological Survey Bulletin 427, p. 278). 
Now the Metals Reserve Company applies a 
penalty for iron above 6 percent and offers 
no premium for low silica or alumina 
content. 

It is obvious that these penalties, restric
tions, and discriminations are designed to 
rule out as many small domestic manganese 
ore producers as possible. 

For employment and national income, as 
well as national security, it is the duty of 
the Government in the reconversion and 
postwar periods to see that a market for 
domestic ores is maintained through blend
ing of these ores to meet any specifications 
desired. 

If any domestic ores now being shipped 
are claimed not suitable for blending, then 
beneficiation plants to concentrate such ores 
to the desired grade should be made possible 
and available to the producers of these par
ticular ores. 

On December 12, 1951, the GSA issued 
a release saying that the Industry Ad
visory Committee for Manganese to the 
DefensE> Materials Procurement Agency 
had just been called · in and invited to 
offer suggestions for plans for increas
ing manganP.se production, principally 
abro'.14. 

These are the same suggestions that 
have come from time to time since the 
passage of the Stockpile Act in 1946. We 
still have little increase in our stockpile 
and most domestic mines remain idle. 

I am particularly ir11pressed by the 
fact that, outside of Anaconda which 
converts most of its own ore to ferro
man.;anese, there is no representation of 
domestic miners on the committee. The 
committee i.::; composed largely of con
sumers of manganese ore in the United 
States who draw thair ore supplies from 
abroad. Some of these consumers are 
interested in foreign mines; have their 
plants located favorable to imported ores 
and are not interested in the develop
ment of inland deposits in the United 
States. Will someone tell us why there 
are no members of this committee repre
senting the owners of manganese ore· 
here in the United States? 

The big consumers of manganese ore 
seem more interested in getting low cost 
manganese produced by unskilled labor 
in so-called backward countries, than 
in helping.develop a domestic manganese 
mining industry to serve the Nation in 
time of peril. 

Congress, through legislation, has re
peatedly expressed its will and intent to 
develop and maintain a healthy nucleus 
of a domestic manganese mining indus
try ready to expand in case of emer
gency. The will of Congress has been 
frustrated by deliberate acts of suppres
sion and obstruction on the part of the 
administrative agencies of the Govern
ment. Congress must see that action 
to stimulate the development and pro
duction of domestic manganese ores is 
taken by these agencies or none of im
portance will occur. 

The mere fact that no representative 
of small miners is included on the Man
ganese Advisory Committee is stark evi
dence that the DMPA is working hand
in-hand with the big consumers to. carry 
out the expressed intent of the DMPA in 
continuing efforts for the development of 
manganese principally abroad. This is 
in spite of the expressed will of Congress 
and in spite of the threat to our national 
safety, and in spite of full knowledge 
that foreign sources of supply may be cut 
off by enemy submarines at any time · 
and without warning. 

DEFENSE MATERIALS 

PROCUREMENT AGENCY, 
Washington, D. C., December 12, 1951. 

Methods of stimulating t':J.e production of 
manganese to keep pace with rapidly ex
panding defense needs for the metal were 
discussed at the first meeting of the In
dustry Advisory Committee for Manganese 
to the Defense Materials Procurement 
Agency. 

Meeting in Washington at the invitation 
of Jess Larson, DMPA Administrator, the 
committee advised the Government on its 
program to increase manganese production, 
botJ.1 domestic and abroad. Tom Lyon, Di
rector of DMPA's Program Development Di
vision, is chairman of the committee which 
is comprised of representatives of importers 
and ferromanganese producers from all 
over the United States. 

Industry officials were advised of pro
jected requirements through the currently 
scheduled mobilization progr:::m and invited 
to offer suggestions for plans which will lead 
to expanding present mining facilities and 
opening of new sources of supply, principally 
abroad. 

Howard I. Young, Deputy Administrator 
of DMPA, told the meeting that it is essen
tial to keep the Nation's stockpile of man
ganese at a high level while seeing to it 
that every segment of industry is kept going 
at ca:;>acity. If this is to be accomplished, 
he said, every possible source of economically 
feasible manganese ore, both in this country 
and abroad, must be developed to its fulle .st 
extent. · 

The committee agreed that a major prob
lem facing the output of manganese ore in 
foreign countries is the transportation diffi
culties of getting the ore from mines in the 
interior to ports where it can be shipped 
to the United States. Suggestions were 
made to alleviate this situation. 

Other matters on the agenda concerned 
the relation between present price of ore and 
prices of ferro-alloys. The situation has 
been aggravated by the general downward 
trend of the manganese content of the 
ores received. On lower grade ores the unit 

cost of freight and manufacture are in
creased. 

Committee members attending the meet
ing were: P. G. Spillsbury, consulting en
gineer for the Anaconda Coppe: Mining Co.; 
Paul · S. Killian, vice president, and I. D. 
Sims of the Bethlehem Steel Co.; Robert H. 
Cromwell, vice president of the Electro Man
ganese Corp.; Andrew Leith, vice president, 
and Russell N. Ward of the E. J. Lavino & 
Co., Philadelphia; J. J. Grady, Pacific North
west Alloys, Inc., Spokane, Wash.; Fred S. 
Haggerson, Union Carbide & Carbon Corp., 
New York; and Robert M. Lloyd, vice presi
dent of the United Str.tes Steel Co. 

I have no quarrel with the adminis
trative agencies of Government when 
they say, as did DMPA on December 12, 
1951, through its Deputy Administrator 
"it is essential to keep the Nation's stock
pile of manganese at a high level while 
seeing to it that every segment of indus
try is kept going to capacity. If this is 
to be accomplished," he said, "every pos
sible source of economically feasible 
manganese ore, both in this country and 
abroad, must be developed to its fullest 
extent." 

I would like to know, however, what 
is meant by the phrase, "economically 
feasible" and what is actually being done 
to give those fine words translation into 
effective action. 

Sam Williston, a prominent mining 
man, a member of the mining committee 
of the San Francisco Chamber of Com
merce, and who lately occupied an execu
tive position with the DMPA here in 
Washington, and could see first-hand 
how things operated from the inside, 
has this to say, according to the Cali
fornia Mining Journal of January 1952: 

"Another failure of the Federal Go·. ern
ment," he said, "was in its strategic metal 
stockpiling program, whose administrators 
showed complete lack of understanding of 
basic features. 

"If Joseph Stalin had been sitting in Wash
ington for the 5 years from 1945 to 1950 
he could hardly have engineered a plan 
which would have robbed us of the raw ma
terials on which we must base any war ef
fort more effectively than the Washington 
planners were able to do," he added. 

Raw Materials in War and Peace, pre
pared and publishec:t in 1947 by the 
Department of Social Sciences, United 
States Military Academy, West Point, 
N. Y., is a textbook giving special refer
ence to manganese as well as a few other 
strategic minerals, and, I understand, is 
used by representatives in the adminis
trative agencies of the Government con
cerned with stockpiling and sources of 
supply. The explanation in preface of 
who prepared it contains the names of a 
number of men reported in high advisory 
positions in the executive agencies of the 
Government. The trend of the book 
emphasizes conservation and Govern
ment control of our natural resources; 
this is to say, limited domestic produc
tion and major reliance on foreign pro
duction. 

Page 43 contains the following: 
Nationalization of the production of cer

tain raw materials can be used to conserve 
supplies or to build up domestic production. 
The movement of capital can be controlled 
so as to channel it into the production of 
desired materials. The performance of Soviet 
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Russia testifies as to the possible effective
ness of such measures when used to improve 
,the state's raw-materials position. 

On February 9, 1942, Harold L. Ickes, 
Secretary of the Interior, issued a release 
announcing: 
[For release in morning papers of Monday, 

February 9, 1942] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR INFORMATION 

SERVICE 

BUREAU OF MINES 

,, A domestic manganese war program of 
sufficient scope to free American steel and 
alloy production from its present reliance on 
foreign sources with accompanying depenc;l
ence on ocean shipping or naval convoy, 
where necessary, has been developed by the 
United States Bureau of Mines, Secretary of 
the Interior Harold L. Ickes announced today. 

The program, designed to provide sufficient 
manganese to produce 87 million tons of steel 
annually, covers utilization of low-grade 
domestic manganese. It was made possible 
through the development of several processes 
which have been tested by the United States 
Bureau of Mines during years of study, in 
laboratories, and in pilot plants in the West, 
provided by Congress for that particular pur
pose. . 

Mangan ese has been classified as a first 
priority strategic mineral considered indis
pensable to the manufacture of s t eel with 
some 12 pounds usually required for each 
ton of steel. Manganese is an essential in
gredient of steel used for tools, armor plate, 
ships, and machinery. Over 90 percent of 
the manganese normally is imported, chiefly 
from southeast Asia, Brazilian, and Cuban 
ports, and there is a considerable supply of 
such imported manganese in the United 
States for immediate but not future needS. 

The Bureau of Mines reported that in 
order to secure rapid use of the program, it 
was prepared: 

First, to make available its knowledge, ex
perience, technical personnel, and processes 
to industry so that industry can benefit 
from the work the Bureau has done, arid to 
supervise operations if industry so requests. 

Second, only in the event industry is un
able to undertake the production rapidly, the 
Bureau of Mines is prepared to assume re
sponsibility for the necessary production it
self at the request of the War Production 
Board. 

The specific program provides for the es
tablishment of eight mills, three hydro
metallurgical plants including one electro
lytic unit, t..nd one matte smelting plant. The 
proposal is to establish t hese 12 plants in 10 
locations in 8 States. The States are Arizona, 
Arkansas, Minnescta, Montana, Nevada, New 
Mexico, South Dakota, and Utah. All these 
plants can be in operation at the end of 1 
year, and many at the end of 9 months. 
It is believed that even with an increase of 
imports from Cuba and Mexico a reduction 
of shipping from other foreign sources may 
result in a deficiency in manganese in 1943 
without additional processing of domestic 
ores. Supplies sufficient for the present year 
and part of 1943 are now on hand. 

The work of the engineers of the Bureau 
of Mines has continued for a number of 
years anrl has been intensive over a 2-year 
p ..:riod. Congress authorized anl financed 
this work in manganese by a $2,000,000 ap
propr iation made available to the Bureau 
thr ough the War Department. During the 
period of testing and experimentation an 
indust ry committee representing the larger 
m anganese and steel producers, which is at
tached to the National Academy of Science, 
was kept advised of the progress of the 
work. 

The engineers of the Bureau of Mines re
port that they do not hesitate to stake their 
professional reputations on the feasibilit y 
and w:orkability of the processes they have 

tested. They state that relatively little high 
priority material is needed for the construc
tion of new plants for production. 

Careful calculations indicate that a capital 
investment of less than $38,000,000 in mining 
operations and processing plants will be re
quired 1·0 produce the amount of manganese 
specified. At prices only slightly above the 
present price of $75 per ton for pure metallic 
manganese in uodulized concentrates at 
Butte~ Mont., the whole capital cost can be 
amortized in 3 years. After amortization, the 
price is expected to be 20 percent below the 
present price. A minimum of 526,000 tons of 
metal annually is provided for in the pro
gram with a maximum of approximately 
560,000 tons. This includes 12,000 tons of 
electrolytic manganese which is of special 
value in low carbon steels, for shells, and in 
certain types of stainless steels. Approxi
mately 11,500,000 tons of domestic ores can be 
processed annually. 

The program proposed by the Bureau of 
Mines is divided into two steps. Six custom 
mills and one hydrometallurgical plant can 
be established first, using the higher grade 
ores. After careful consideration of the 
larger resources available and the methods 
of treatment suitable to each ore, the follow
ing locations were proposed: Customs con
centrat ors at Deming, N. Mex.; Batesville, 
Ark.; Parker Dam, Ariz.; Philipburg, Mont.; 
Delt a, Utah; Garfield, Utah; and Las Vegas, 
Nev., where a leaching plant and electrolytic 
plant can be established. These plants 
could produce a minimum of 213,620 tons 
of manganese metal equivalent annually, 
and would require an invest ment of $14,-
100,000. 

The second step in the program includes 
plants at Artillery Peak, Ariz., on the Cuyuna 
Range, Minn., and at Chamberlain, S. Dak. 
These plants could produce a minimum of 
312,175 tons of manganese metal equivalent 
annually, and would require an investment 
of $24,000,000. 

Fifty different ore bodies could be used in 
the program, including propert ies in the 
Batesville-Cushman district in Arkansas, the 
Aquila, Parker Dam, and Wickenburg areas 
in Arizona, the Paymaster district in Cali
fornia, Granite County, West Butte and 
Wickes areas in Mc;mtana, Drum Mountain, 
Simpson Mountains, Kanab, Maryville and 
Tinctic districts of Utah, the Caliente, Ely, 
Pioche, Battle Mountain, Valmy areas of 
Nevada; Three Kids, Annex, and Las Vegas
Wash areas of Nevada, the Cleveland area of 
Idaho, the Cuyuna Range area of Minnesota, 
and the South Dakota area near Chamber
lain. 

Several of these ore beds could be ex
hausted, during the war period, but others 
could with the new processes, be used to 
supply the Nation's steel needs for many 
years. The largest deposit, although of very 
low-grade ore, is at Chamberlain, S. Dak. 

The program proposed by the Bureau of 
Mines included the advance purchase of ores 
during the period of const ruct ion of the 
mills and hydrometallurgical plants so that 
full operation could be obtained rapidly. 

Dr. R.R. Sayers, Director of the Bureau of 
Mines, stated that the research and experi
mentation work which made the Bureau con
fident that it could help support the Na
tion's war-steel program for many years was 
in charge of Dr. R. S. Dean, Chief, Metal
lurgical Division, and that in addition to the 
Bureau's experts, professors of several uni
versities had been -employed by the Bureau 
for the work. Most of the experimentation 
work was concentrated at the Boulder City, 
Rolla, and Salt Lake City laboratories. 

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

Mr. MILLS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Montana. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. I am delighted 
that the gentleman from Arkansas is 

· ~ 
speaking on manganese today. As the 
gentleman knows, I am very much in
terested in this particular question be
cause of the fact that we produce in this 
country about 10 percent of our needs, 
or something on that order. Of that 10 
percent, 90 percent is produced in the 
State of Montana. 

Mr. MILLS. By the Anaconda Copper 
Co. 

Mr. MANSFIELD. By the Anaconda 
Copper Co. in Butte and also by a lot 
of independent producers in the Philips
burg area. Now I would like to oall the 
attention of the gentleman to this fact. 
For about a year and a half the Montana 
delegation has been trying to get some 
assistance for these small manganese 
miners in the Philipsburg area. We 
have been getting the run-around from 
the Bureau of Mines and the Defense 
Minerals Administration. Is there any
thing we can do to get these people really 
interested in the extraction of this man
ganese so that it can be made available 
for our own security, and thereby cut 
down the need for importing so much 
from outside? 

Mr. MILLS. I will say to my friend 
from Montana that that is my purpose 
today. I am trying to outline a plan 
that I think will bring about an increase 
in the production of manganese domes
tically. 

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

Mr. MILLS. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. SCUDDER. The gentleman is 
making a very wonderful statement, on 
a matter on which I believe is long over
due. I believe the mines of this country 
should be developed and operated as 
fully as possible. May I call attention 
to the fact that besides manganese there 
are in the West great deposits of chrome 
ore, in Del Norte County !n my district 
are located chrome mines containing 
some of the best high grade chrome de
veloped anyWhere, which is vital to the 
defense effort. I believe those types of 
mines should be encouraged and that 
governmental aid should be developed 
in order to stockpile these metals proper
ly so that we will have our own supplies 
in this country. There should be made 
available stockpiling at Crescent City 
Harbor which is close to these mines 
and where ·this supply could be shipped 
by water to points of use. 

Mr. MILLS. Rather than "aid," I 
think the gentleman would pref er to see 
Government leadership. 

Mr. SCUDDER. That is correct. 
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MILLS. I yield to the gentleman 

from Montana. 
Mr. MANSFIELD. I want to associ

ate myself with what my colleague from 
California has just said. The gentleman 
from Arkansas is making a very time
worthy and significant speech on a very 
scarce and very necessary metal. 

I am glad the gentleman from Cali
fornia also brought in chrome, which is 
in somewhat the same category as man
ganese. 

What I want to ask the gentleman is 
this: Why is it the Bureau of Mines, the 
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General Services Administration, and 
the Defense Minerals Administration 
have seen fit to set up a rate schedule for 
the purchase of manganese which varies 
to such a great extent that new low
grade deposits in the Southwest are be
ing offered more for the manganese pro
duced there than in the Philipsburg area, 
outside of Butte, which to my knowledge 
is the greatest and most consistent man
ganese area in the entire country? Why 
do we have this differentiation? Why 
can we not get an established policy laid 
down by these Government agencies to 
help these mines? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly that is needed. 
I cannot answer why there is a differ
entiation in price. There is no differ
entiation in the price of other commod
ities so far as I know, and there should 
not be a differentiation in the price of 
manganese ore based on the same per
centage of metallic content. 

The gentleman has put his finger on 
one of the factors that I think is con
tributing now to the failure of this pro
gram throughout the country. 

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

Mr. MILLS. I yield to the gentleman 
from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. What the gentleman is 
saying is of very great interest to the 
members of the Maine delegation, be
cause Maine has in Aroostook County 
one of the most extensive deposits of 
low-grade manganese ore in the country, 
which we are seeking to have developed 
and which I hope will be developed. 

Mr. MILLS. The gentleman does 
have, according to information I have, a 
tremendous deposit of ore in Maine. 
That has been, I know, within the last 
few months seriously considered by those 
in the General Services Administration. 
Nothing has yet been done with respect 
to the stockpiling of those ores. I am 
hopeful something will be worked out in 
behalf of those ores through the de
velopment of beneficiation processes. 

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLS. I yield. 
Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. The 

State of Virginia during World War I 
was the fourth producing State in man
ganese and in World War II was the fifth 
producing area. The Government agen
cies are perfectly willing to buy from us. 
Now all we have to do is to ship into 
Deming, N. Mex., and sell it to them at 
one-fourth the cost of production, and 
the Government will buy all that we can 
ship out there. 

Mr. MILLS. I understand anyone who 
desires to ship 15 percent manganese ore 
from Virginia and North Carolina to 
Deming at a price of $6.10 a ton may do 
so. The only catch, so far as I can see 
as to it being a workable program, is that 
the freight from North Carolina to Dem
ing, N. Mex., or from Virginia to Deming, 
N. Mex., amounts, I understand, to better 
than $29 a ton, and the producer of the 
ore would have to absorb the freight. 

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. Can the 
gentleman tell us this: If th~ Govern
ment buys Virginia or North Carolina or 
Georgia manganese in Deming, N. Mex., 
and then ships it back to Pittsburgh or 
some other steel center in the East, who 

pays the freight on bringing it back 
there? 

Mr. MILLS. The Government would , 
have to pay the freight from Deming 
back to Pittsburgh. 

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. Does the 
gentleman know of any depot in the 
eastern area? 

Mr. MILLS. There is no depot any
where in the United States outside of 
Philipsburg, Butte, and Deming. 

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. I have a 
table which indicates that in New Mexico 
the total production since 1938 of man
ganese has been 31,000 tons, whereas in 
Virginia it has b3en 413,000 tons, Georgia 
211,000 tons, and in Arkansas and other 
States substantially high. Is there any 
reason why the gentleman can suggest 
why there should be a depot in New Mex
ico and none at all in the eastern area? 

Mr. MILLS. I think that the gentle
man means, and I am certainly in accord 
with his thought, that if it is advisable 
to have a depot at Deming, N. Mex., and 
at Philipsburg, and at Butte, and I cer
tainly think it is advisable, then it is 
likewise advisable that there be other 
depots conveniently located in manga
nese-ore areas in the East and other sec
tions of the United States, including Vir
ginia and North Carolina, and my own 
State of Arkansas. 

Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. I thank 
the gentleman. 

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

Mr. MILLS. I yield to the distin
guished gentleman from North Caro
lina who contributed so much in the 
preparation and passage of the original 
Stockpile Act of 1946. 

Mr. DURHAM. I think the point the 
gentleman has mentioned is very im
portant in this discussion. In my opin
ion it is highly important and probably 
should have been made earlier in this 
House. As the gentleman has already 
said, we have not gained anything in 
the stockpilin6 of manganese since 1946. 
It is tragic, in my estimation, that in 
America where we have plenty of man
ganese, there is not provided some do
mestic program for stockpiling tt~is 
manganese. As to the gentleman's sug~ 
gestion as to what to do under present 
conditions which exist today, I have 
come to this . conclusion after very 
much patie:i.1ce with the Department in 
initiating some kind of domestic pro
gram for these strategic and critical 
materials. This is not the only one that 
is involved. I do not know what we will 
be faced with on the commitments made 
a few days ago with England. I do not 
think anyone can say today what those 
cC'mmitments are, but it concerns me 
greatly as to where those commitments 
are coming from. I do not know where 
they are coming from, because the ore 
is not above ground in this country. If 
these commitn.•.ents are met we have got 
to initiate some domestic program to 
get these low-grade ores, which the gen
tleman is speaking of today. It should 
be done. The gentleman from Arkan
sas [Mr. MILLS] has introduced legisla
tion time after time, and it is time this 
Congress was taking some action, in 
my opinion, because in 1946, when the 
Congress laid down the policy of what 

should be done for the national security 
of this country, we took the recom
mendation of the National Security 
Board in regard to the stockpiling of 
these items in this country. We met 
them on many, many occasions, as the 
gentleman knows, and went far above 
them in the stockpiling of these items. 
But where conditions have brought 
about an uplifting of these sights, which 
have been placec1

. with the Congress, they 
could not be met, and now we have gone 
out and assumed another one. I am 
sure the gentleman will agree with me 
that the time is overdue for action by 
this Congress. 

Mr. MILLS. Long overdue. 
Permit me to ask the gentleman from 

North Carolina a question, if I may, 
since I have such high regard for the 
gentleman's view and know of the tre
mendous amount of information the 
gentleman has on tnis question of stock
piling of strategic and critical minerals. 
Is it not a fact that where workable 
plans have been devised for domestic 
production of some of these strategic 
and critical minerals that there has 
been a tremendous increase in the pro
duction of those minerals when it was 
not known theretofore that we had any 
reserves of them at all, and that in ad
dition to supplying the heavy demands 
of industry for those minerals at the 
present time we have been able to build 
up additional stockpiles? 

Mr. DURHAM. What did we do in 
regard to uranium? I think that is the 
most typical example of what can be 
done in America. When we come to 
the point of action we can always do 
it if we try, and we did it with this pro
gram. ·It was in the hands of Congress. 
What did we do? We told these people 
to go in and get this stuff out. What 
has happened? Today we are predom
inately ready for a long time to come. 

This manganese is just as important. 
The gentleman knows that we need ap
proximately 2,000,000 short tons of man
ganese ore or the equivalent a year-I 
believe that is the correct figure on con
sumption; and that is not being pro
duced, as far as I know today, by all 
the contracts that exist. If I am in
correct on this I want to be corrected 
by the Defense Metal Production people, 
by the Bureau of Mines, or by anybody 
else who knows-but today we are not 
producing enough manganese to meet 
that by any means; and we are not get
ting any in our stockpile. 

We know that the upping of produc
tion of steel from 90,000,000 to 120,000,-
000 tons will require the use of additional 
manganese. It takes 14 pounds of man
ganese for every ton of steel. As I say, 
that increased production is going to 
call for more manganese. If we do not 
do something about it immediately we 
are going to have to dig into our reserves, 
into the stockpile which as I have said 
and as the gentleman has said has not 
grown in any substantial way since 1946. 
That is foolishness. We should get down 
to business. Congress should work out 
some definite program and get it going 
immediately. 

Mr. MILLS. Permit me to ask the 
gentleman a further question and see if 
he is in accord with my thinking. At 

I 
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the present time we are trying to bring 
into the United States all of the man
ganese we can. 

Mr. DURHAM. And that is all right. 
Mr. MILLS. That is fine; I am in per

fect agreement with that program of 
bringing in every pound that is available 
anywhere in the world. At the present 
time the GSA and the DMP A are en
deavoring to enter into 5-year and 
longer-term contracts for the procure
ment of this high-grade manganese of 
40 percent metallic content or higher. 
· Mr. DURHAM. That is all right, too. 

Mr. MILLS. We want that done to 
the.maximum extent possible. But even 
if those two things are continued and 
the maximum is received by the United 
States from those two programs there 
will still be no appreciable increase in 
the stockpiling of manganese under the 
stockpiling program initiated in 1946. In 
order to have any material increase in 
the stockpile which we must build up 
and have on hand for that possible day 
in the future when we may be deprived 
of these imports of manganese, in order 
to do that, it is necessary that we go 
farther and that is to get the DMPA to 
announce immediately a program of pur
chasing low-grade ores that exist in such 
abundance in the United States, pur
chase them at the same price for every 
section of the United States; purchase 
all of these low-grade ores that can be 
purchased and which can be concen
trated or beneficiated under processes 
that are known in the Bureau of Mines. 
It is failure to have this latter program 
that is disturbing· me. It is this latter 
program that is not receiving the sup
port and cooperation of the agencies of 
the Government; rather, we see the gen
tleman's subcommittee and other com
mittees frustrated by tactics -Of obstruc
tion every time they attempt to work out 
a program that would accomplish this 
result. 

Mr. DURHAM. We have been con
tinually asking since 1946: What do you 
need? What do you desire? 

Congress has laid down a 5-year pro
gram. That is what we want for secu
rity. What have they done? They 
still have the 1-year program and that 
has been going on for a Lout 7 years 
now. 

Now, getting to the domestic program, 
when we adopted the Defense Produc
tion Act we gave them the money for 
processing plants. How many have they 
put up here? Can the gentleman answer 
that? 

Mr. MILLS. They have one plant that 
was put up in World War I1 out in 
Butte, Mont., operated by the Domestic 
Manganese & Development Co. A 
pilot plant was built in Nevada some 
time before World War II. Outside of 
that there have been no Government 
plants at all that now are available. 
During the period 1950 through 1951 
some contracts have been made with 
individuals that would result in some 
type of plants being constructed in order 
to carry out the contracts. But we 
have done nothing along the line of 
what th~ .Department of Interior, when 
Secretary Ickes was head o:: it in 1942, 
recommended should be done. He said 
then that the Bureau of Mines was in 

a position to stake its professional repu
tr..tion on processes being available for 
tbe concentration of this low-grade ore 
and went so far as to say that if the 
program of the Bureau of Mines was 
placed in e:ff ect in a short period of time 
we would free ourselves entirely of de
pendence on manganese from abroad 
and could produce the then desired 
amount of steel, 87,000,000 tons, without 
foreign ores other than from Cuba. 

Mr. DURHAM. Will not the gentle
man agree with me that if we will adopt 
a domestic program in line with the 
present program at the present time on 
long-term contracts in connection with 
helping and aiding in the construction 
of processing plants we will secw·e man
ganese in this country? 

Mr. MILLS. No. Just that alone will 
not do it. 

Mr. DURHAM. I do not mean en
tirely. 

Mr. MILLS. I will tell the gentleman 
why. Because some high-grade ore that 
contains as much as 48 or 50 percent 
metallic content cannot be produced and 
delivered to the stockpile and meet all 
requirements of existing specifications. 
In my own State, for instance, we have 
as much as three-tenths of 1 percent 
phosphorus in certain ores. That is 
immediately ruled out, and it would not 
make any difference how many contracts 
Government entered into with that oper
·ator because in my State as long as he 
cannot ship such ore containing three
tenths of 1 percent phosphorus he will 
not be able to sell any of that ore for 
stockpiling. We h~ve the same situa
tion with respect to silica and alumina 
ore in the States of New Mexico, Ari
zona, and others. Those specifications 
will have to be changed in order to ac
complish this job through the establish
ment of plants by individuals and 
through this contract method. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 
ROGERS of Colorado). The time of the 
gentleman from Arkansas has expired. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have 
the next special order. I ask unani
mous consent that the gentleman may 
proceed for five additional minutes, the 
5 minutes to be taken out of my special 
order. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. MILLS. I yield to the gentleman 

from Texas. 
Mr. PATMAN. I am very much in

terested in what the gentleman has said 
about manganese. I know that in the 
production of steel there is required 
about 14 pounds of manganese to pro
duce a tor. of steel. We need manga
nese, we must have it. We have proc
esses now to beneficiate this low-grade 
manganese which, as Secretary Ickes 
said, are good and they have been proven 
satisfactory and are highly successful. 
I am disappointed to learn that we do 
not have any domestic member on the 
committee having to do with the ac
quisition of manganese for the stockpile. 
Is that a correct statement? 

Mr. MILLS. I am referring, when I 
make that statement, to a release from 
DMPA dated December 12, 1951. At the 
conclusion of the announcement it is 
said: 

Committee members attending the meet
ing were: P. G. Spillsbury, consulting engi
neer for the Anaconda Copper Mining Co.; 
Paul S. Killian, vice president, and I. D. 
Sims, of the Bethlehem Steel Co.; Robert H. 
Cromwell, vice president of the Electro Man
ganese Corp.; Andrew Leith, vice president, 
and Russell N. Ward, of the E. J. Lavino & 
Co., Philadelphia; J. J. Grady, Pacific North
west Alloys, Inc., Spokane, Wash.; Fred S. 
Haggerson, Union Carbide & Carbon Corp., 
New York; and Robert M. Lloyd, vice presi
dent of the United States Steel Co. 

There is not included in that list an 
individual representing the so-called 
independent American manganese pro
ducers. Anaconda produces about 120,-
000 tons of manganese ore a year, but 
Anaconda produces that manganese 
largely as a byproduct, along with other 
min~rals, of other operations. They 
have continued to produce and to sell 
during all this period without regard to 
Government programs, specifications or 
anything else. You could not, in my 
opinion lay the entire blame on Mr. Lar
son and Mr. Young. I am not aiming 
my criticism at them. If I knew as lit
tle about a subject, as DMPA has indi
cated by its action so far that it does 
about manganese production in the 
United States, I could not expect to be 
informed on the best methods of obtain
ing American production by surrounding 
myself with a group of people who own 
foreign deposits of manganese, who have 
depended always on the importation of 
foreign manganese and who, I say, today 
are more interested in maintaining a 
profit margin in the production of ferro 
manganese by buying cheap ores from 
abroad than they are in developing any 
domestic program here. If DMP A will 
change this committee by calling to this 
committee such outstanding men in the 
United States as I know personally, who 
are capable of producing manganese, 
who will produce manganese under a 
workable program and ask what it is 
that must be done in order to bring 
about production, such action will solve 
much of the problem. We had started 
on the road to greater production do
mestically until these specifications were 
changed January 1, 1945. At least, 
DMPA can get back to that point. By 
calling in these domestic producers 
upon whom they are relying for produc
tion, they can get a better answer, in my 
opinion, than by continuing to call on 
those people who historically have never 
had any interest in domestic production 
but instead have done everything they 
could to def eat domestic production. 

Mr. PATMAN. I am very much in
terested in getting something done, and 
I join in any effort in that direction. 
There seems to be considerable senti
ment expressed here on the floor today, 
and I wish the gentleman would just 
outline exactly what he believes should 
be done in order to get results. 

Mr. MILLS. All right. 
Mr. PATMAN. We want domestic 

manganese developed, and we want a 
huge stockpile. 
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Mr; MILLS. That is right. The first 

thing that must be done in my opinion 
in connection with these contracts that 
are now being entered into is the resto
ration of specifications that were in ex
istence prior to January 1, 1945. 

Mr. PATMAN. Who does that? _ 
Mr. MILLS. That would be done by 

DMPA. The gentleman would be inter
ested in knowing that those earlier 
specifications were worked out by a 
former Texan with those under him in 
Metals Reserve Company, Mr. Jesse 
Jones. When that program of specifi
cations was placed into effect, the pro
duction of manganese materially mush
roomed within a 2-year period. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman frum Arkansas 
has again expired. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may have five additional minutes of my 
time. 

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

There was no objection. 
. i Mr. MILLS. Permit me to answer the 

gentleman from Texas further. The 
second point, and that is the thing that 
has not yet been done or attempted in 
connection with this over-all program, 
the price for this ore from 15 percent 
up to 40 percent must be increased by 
the announcement of a Nation-wide 
price that will enable miners to produce 
ore, to further develop and to explore. 
That has to be done. Evidence of the 
fact that the $6.10 is too low is that 
DMPA is not receiving into the stock
pile at Deming anticipated amounts of 
this low-grade ore. I would not have 
the Government through any agency buy 
any of this low-grade ore for which there 
are not known processes of beneficiation 
and concentration, but there are such 
processes. It takes time to build those 
concentrating plants either by industry 
or by Government, and preferably by 
industry. But while that is being 
undertaken, we could immediately begin 
to stockpile manganese through the 
mining of low-grade ores by the small . 
miners, these little independent fellows 
who are the ones that are going to have 
to produce the bulk of the ore. That 
was the program outlined in a bill which 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. MARTIN] 
and I first introduced in 1949. The sig
nificant thing about it today is that the 
DMPA has found a~ Butte, Mont., in 
connection with the plant it operates 
there, that the prices set for th in these 
bills in payment for this manganese ore 
are not excessive. They have estab .. 
lished beyond any doubt that it actu
ally costs the Government $2.30 per unit 
to process and obtain the ore at Butte, 
Mont. All I am suggesting is that we 
start a program with a minimum price 
o·n the 15-percent ore of $15 a ton or 
more based on Bureau of Labor Index 
of Prices instead of $6.10 a ton and let 
the price go up as the metallic content 
of the ore goes up. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MILLS. I yield. 
Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. I want to com

' mend the gentleman on his able discus-

sion. We have struggled long and hard 
together to get something under way in 
the way of domestic production. The 
gentleman knows as I do that each time 
we came before the committee or advo
cated the adoption of his bill or mine, 
and they are identical bills, we were told 
that they already have those powers now 
and do not need the legislation. 

Mr. MILLS. They do have the powers 
but have not used them. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. I have come 
to believe that we now more than ever 
need that legislation to make it a man
datory program, because they -have 
demonstrated long ago that there is no 
real intent to carry out the provisions 
of this particular bill. 

Mr. MILLS. I fear the gentleman is 
eminently correct, that they have no 
present intention of carrying out any 
such program. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. Let me add 
one point with regard to the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. DURHAM]. He 
has struggled long ·and hard and is en
titled to tremendous credit in the House 
of Representatives for his work in regard 
to this stockpile legislation. I was 
struck by your colloquy a moment ago 
in regard to that particular legislation. 
I think it might be enlightening to the 
House to look behind the scenes and 
find out, if we can, why that bill, which
turned into Public Law 520 of the Sev
enty-ninth Congress in 1946, has been 
so inadequate in carrying out domestic
mine production. Here is a direct quo
tation from the President's statement in 
approving the bill S. 752, which was 
Public Law 520 of the Seventy-ninth 
Congress. It is a direct quotation from 
the President's statement when he 
signed that into law: · 

Furthermore, to insure that the necessary 
stockpiles are accumulated as rapidly as 
deemed advisable and with a minimum cost 
to the public, this act should not be used 
as· a device to give domestic interests an 
advantage over foreign producers of strate
gic materials greater than that provided by 
the tariff laws. 

There is the key to the whole situa
tion. I think we had the answer back 
there in 1946. That might explain to 
the House of Representatives why all 
our struggle was unproductive of re
sults. 

Mr. MILLS. My purpose in calling the 
attention of the Members to the situa
tion today, and I certainly appreciate 
the questions that have been asked and 
the statements that have been made 
here during this time, is to suggest that 
the appropriate committees of Congress 
immediately look into the situation fur
ther to determine whether or not in 
their opinion it is necessary for us to 
legislate on this question, even though 
existing authority now is on the statute 
books for such action being taken. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
time of the gentleman from Arkansas 
has expired. 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
may proceed for five additional minutes. 

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

l'here was no objection. 

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

Mr. MILLS. I yield. 
Mr. MANSFIELD. This is probably 

the most interesting speech on the min
ing industry that I have heard since I 
have been a Member of the House. I 
want to again compliment the gentle
man from Arkansas who is especially 
interested in this particular field, and 
who is certainly one of the best-informed 
Members of the House. It seems to me 
I heard the gentleman say, in referring 
to some of these Government agencies, 
perhaps we should not ·be too critical 
of them. I would like to disagree with 
the gentleman and say that we should 
be very critical of them because, as the 
gentleman from Iowa and the gentle
man from North Carolina both have 
pointed out, the Congress has laid down 
the policy and the Congress has appro
priated the funds, yet these people down
town have done nothing to augment the 
program which needs to be emphasized 
if the security of this country is to be 
maintained. I hope it will not be neces
sary for any more delegations to come 
back from Montana, at their own ex
pense, and at the invitation of the Bu
reau of Mines and the Defense Minerals 
Administration, and then get the run
around. I have had delegations com
ing back for a year and a half, and as 
yet nothing has been done to take care 
of the manganese situation in Montana, 
which is the biggest operation outside 
of Butte, and it is right next door to 
Butte. 

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

Mr. MILLS. I yield. 
Mr. DURHAM. In regard to the 

point about being critical of these peo
ple, of course, most of them are trying 
to do a good, honest job. 

Mr. MILLS. That is what I had in 
mind. 

Mr. DURHAM. I have the highest 
respect for Jess Larson. I think he is 
one of the finest men I have come across 
in the Government. Jess Larson is 
really trying to do something to get this 
stockpile program going. But here is 
where I want to be critical. The com
mittee that has had charge of critical 
materials since 1942 so far as the se
curity of this country is concerned, has 
been asked by us consistently, time after 
time, after time, What can we do? Do 
you need any legislation? Do you need 
any money? You will find it all in the 
RECORD. We have given them every
thing they want. Now the stockpile has 
not accumulated in the way we expected 
it to. We have done pretty well I would 
say, but not as good as we should have 
done. This question of getting manga
nese is not the only problem which is 
involved in this program. Of course, 
we are talking about manganese here 
today, but we have to think seriously 
about some of these other things, be
causP. most of us today are being faced 
with this situation of having to beg 
these people down here for steel. I do 
nrJt know whether some stand-by steel 
production should not be initiated in 
this country. That has never been 
done. What did we do in regard to 
rubber? We said to these people, "You 
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rare not going to sell these plants. Yoti some 1,800,000 tons of metallic manga- available, manganese with which to pro
are going to keep them in stand-by.'~ ."' nese in a 5-year period. Even though duce the steel. The gentleman, of 
.,Where are we today? We can roll on ';; Secretary Ickes said in 1942 that it would ::·course, is concerned about the iron ore; 
·rubber without any trouble. Who did , 'not take that long to obtain this produc- .,_ but the gentleman will admit, I think, 
that? Who solved that problem? That ·~::tion it probably will take that long to get that a great deal of progress has been 
was solved right up here on Capitol Hill .. enough of these mines into operation, made by the executive departments and 

1

because we said "No" to those people. ·and beneflciation plants actually con- . the Congress in that connection. My 

1
,we said, "You are not going to sell these f structed to get this comparative amount · whole thought is that it is equally im
plants. We are going to keep them in of high-grade ore. I think the figures portant to give the same kind of atten
stand-by." Therefore, the people today are far too conservative. I think we tion to this question of domestic man
do not have to worry about it. This would get a lot more high-grade ore than ganese ore production. 
manganese is just as important to steel that, but those people are willing to stake Mr. HARRISON of Virginia. Mr. 
production as rubber is to the rolling of their reputations as producers them- Speaker, I am particularly glad that my 
the wheels. selves upon this being the bare minimum distinguished colleague from Arkansas 

Mr. MILLS. Or the iron ore itself? figure of what we would have in the '[Mr. MILLS] has directed the attention 
Mr. DURHAM. Yes, or the iron ore United States then that we will not have of the House to the bureaucratic apathy 

itself. I want to compliment the geri- without this workable program. Agen- which has deprived the Nation of the 
tleman again for bringing the attention cies should plan in terms of a maximum full value of its manganese resources in 
of the Hous.e to this matter. program, not this minimum. a period of supply crisis. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. Speaker, it has been Think again in terms of the demands This disinclination to take a realistic 
the argument of some people in the Gov- that are being made for the production view of the value of undeveloped deposits 
ernment that it is not advisable to do of steel; think in terms again of the in the East is an old story to us in Vir
what has here been suggested as the demands upon us by the rest of the world ginia. Despite a record of appreciable 
Government would lose money on it. to supply materials which are necessary manganese production in the past, and 
Let we ask you whether or not it is con- to place road blocks to the spread of in the face of substantial expert testi
sidered that the Government has lost communism. We are thinking about do- mony that large quantities of workable 
money in dev.eloping the supply of ing this and that and something else to ore remain untouched in the ground 
uranium? Has the Government lost provide additional iron ore, and yet not Virginia manganese men have met only 
money in developing a supply of tung- one one-hundredth of 1 percent of the rebuffs. 
sten? Has the Government lost money time or ~ttention is being pai~ to this Although the manganese shortage is 
in developing crude rubber stand-by one . particular element ~hat is so es- recognized as most serious, with every 
plants, mentioned by the gentleman senti_al-abso~utely essential-to the pro- available ton of ore needed, the Defense 
from North Carolina [Mr. DURHAM]? d_!lction of this steel. . Materials Procurement Agency tells Vir
There is no question in my ~ind about The Germans themsel~es attributed ginia producers it will consent to buy 
the answer. It has been said that we the loss of World War I m part to the their ore-if they deliver it at Deming, 
could not get any manganese in the fact that they ran out of manganese and N. Mex. 
United States if we undertook this pro- could not find any substitute for it in the The absurdity of such an invitation is 
gram, when the Bureau of Mines, testi- manut:a?ture of steel. I fea! that we are clear, when it is realized that freight 
fying through its officials before com- no_t g1vmg enough attent10? to ~~se charges on such shipment would amount 
mittees of this Congress, has said that ~hings that sh.oul~ ~cupy high pnonty to several times the amount the Virginia 
it is estimated there is a reserve sufii- m our ?wn thinking m the Congress, as producer would receive for his ore at the 
cient to last the people of the United well as ID the departments. . Government depot in Deming. In addi
States 100 to 500 years. These same Mr. DUR~AM. Mr. Speaker, will the tion, he would be charged for processing 
persons argue about processes, but they gentleman yield? . his ore, and would find himself in debt 
completely overlook the statement made Mr. MILLS. I ~1eld to the gentleman to the Government on every ton de-
. by the Bureau of Mines in 1942, to the from North carolina. livered. 
effect that they will stake their reput~- Mr. DURHA~. On t~at P?int! when In a letter to me, Mr. Jess Larson, Ad-
tion upon these processes being avail- we were faced WI~h that s1tuat1on 11; 1941 ministrator of the DMPA, states that it 
able. . and 1942, what did the Congress do· ~e is not true his agency does not want Vir-

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The open~d up an ~xtra set of lock:S which ginia manganese. Why, he says, we have 
time of the gentleman from Arkansas permitt~d the iron ore to flow 1?to ~he even contracted for some ore at $1.50 a 
has again expired. steel mills. If they need anythmg like long-ton unit. That is $1.50 a unit for 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that, come to us an<:I ~ell us what ti:iey Virginia ore, whereas the established 
unanimous consent that the gentleman want. If the~ ne~d I~ m the prod~c~1on cost to the Government at Butte-Phil-
have five additional minutes. of st-A::el, we will give it: ~my op1ruon, ipsburg, Mont., is $2.30 per unit. 

The SPEAKER pro tempme. Is there we will come out of this thmg and have 1 should like to emphasize that e 
objection to the request of the gentle- a demand fo: s~el _for many years to have no quarrel with the price bei;g 
man from Texas? come. So this is still a local. program paid our western f i nds Th B tt _ 

There was no objection. ths.t w~ have at the present time. ~e Philipsburg figure a~;ear~ to h!ve ~e:n 
Mr. MILLS. It was said in one of the are go~n.g to have demands for steel m arrived at on the basis of actual costs in 

committees that this bill, which the gen- my opiruon at ar~und 120,000,000 tons a a plant established by the Government 
tleman from Iowa [Mr MARTIN] and I year for a long time to come. I heard We beli·eve h th t th v· . . · · · th th · ht f th fin t , owever, a e irgJn1a mtroduced, would cost a whole lot of e 0 er. rug one 0 e es state- producer is entitled to equity and we 
money. Well, it would cost a whole lot ments I eyer hea~d , made by a man con- think it fair to ask· "Wb $2 30 t 
of money if the bill did actually estab- necte<;l with Um~d States Steel along per unit at Butte-Phlli sbu: a~d $~0~0 lish a policy or a program for the de- that lme and I thmk they are pretty well ·t f v· . . P ?" g · 
velopment of domestic manganese that of the opinion that they are going to be per um .or irg~ia ore· . 
was successful, as it will. It would cost in this high-production era for a long " Anothei questw~ seems api:opos · 

t th t t· th to b time to come Who pays the freight when ore re-
a a ·Im~ e money necessary uy · . ceived at Butte-Philipsbui·g is shipped to 
and stockpile that manganese. I have Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, will the t 1 d t· t . th E t?" 
asked some producers of manganese to gentleman yield? s ee -pro. u~ IO~ cen_ er~ rn . e as · 
give me some idea of what would happen Mr. MILLS. I yield. The ex1stm_g m~q_mty is obvious. The 
domestically if we undertook this pro- Mr. DONDERO. The gentleman men- <?overnment is willing to pay_ an estab-
gram of buying these low-grade ores tioned vast increased production of steel; hshed co~t of $2.30 per . umt _for ore 
capable of concentration and if we put so did the gentleman from North Caro- accep~ed m Montana, which still must 
them over into the stockpile program lina. Where does the gentleman think be shipped to steel centers for . us~. On 
established in 1946 after beneficiation. the United States is going to get the ore the other hand, the Government is con
If we undertake a 5-year program, the to make that steel? tracting for Virginia ore at $1.50 and is 
very minimum that any one of them has Mr. MILLS. I am talking about where refusing to establish an ore-receiving 
suggested might be available-and they we are going to get manganese ore in the depot within reach of Virginia pro
stake their reputations on this-would be event oui· foreign sour.ces are no longer ducers. 
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~ At this point, Mr. Speaker, I should 
like to quote from a prophetic address 
delivered on November 10, 1930, by Mr. 
J. Carson Adkerson, president of the 
American Manganese Producers Asso
ciation. Mr. Adkerson said this: 

As far back as 1927, I publicly called at
tention to the fact that the treacherous 
hand of the Russian Bolshevik would delight 
in lulling us to sleep with the ease in which 
manganese is flowing to our shores, filling 
Red coffers with American gold and then, 
suddenly, close in on the source of supply, 
while the United States struggled to develop 
her own manganese resources after the days 
of opportunity have gone. 

Mr. Adkerson is from Woodstock, Va., 
in my congressional district. He is a 
practical mining engineer who has 
clambered many underground miles 
along manganese ore bodies in Virginia. 
With the closing out of manganese re
ceipts from Soviet Russia, we have seen 
his words come true. 

We are told that our steel industry 
needs every ton of manganese that can 
be found, at home and abroad. Virginia· 
manganese producers are ready to help 
meet the crisis, as they did during two 
world wars. They ask only equity in the 
price paid and ore depots within reach 
of their mines. 

MINERALS PRODUCTION LAGS 

Mr. D'EWART. Mr. Speaker, this 
discussion today of our stockpiling pro
gram and our effort to provide strategic 
and critical minerals for industry and 
the stockpile is, in my opinion, very 
much worth while. Our Subcommittee 
on Mines and Mining, under the able 
chairmanship of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. REGAN], has held a number 
of hearings in an effort to get pro
duction of these minerals started do
mesticaliy. We ·have had representa
tives of the various executive agen
cies before our committee and ques
tioned them at length as to why pur
chases have not been made, why con
tracts for the production of strategic and 
critical minerals have not been con
cluded, and as to why more encourage
ment has not been given our domestic 
producers of these items so necessary to 
our security. Frankly, our Mines and 
Mining Subcommittee has been very 
much disappointed as to the progress 
made. 

In hearings our subcommittee has held 
in various parts of the country, so that 
local miners would have an opportunity 
to express their views as to just how we 
could be of help, protests invariably have 
been presented that they were not re
ceiving cooperation from the Federal 
agencies, as was intended by Congress 
when it wrote the provisions of law de
signed to encourage domestic produc
tion. 

The Defense Production Act gives the 
President practically unlimited authority 
to stimulate exploration, development, 
and production of minerals by private 
mines owners. The President signed 
this act on September 8, 1950. It took 
the Executive Department 6 months to 
formulate plans so that even a limited 
domestic exploration program was an
nounced. Nearly a year passed before 
the issuance of a manganese program, 
and then it was only for the purchase of 

relatively small amounts of low-grade 
manganese at purchase depots to be es
tablished at Butte and Philipsburg in 
Montana and at Deming, N. Mex. An
other period of several months went by 
before these depots actually were in 
operation. 

Montana has the largest chromite de
posits in the United States. Chrome is 
a mineral necessary to the making of 
tough steel such as is required for war 
machines. It was a year before the ex
ecutive agencies were ready to issue the 
simple orders necessary for the purchase 
of a small amount of chrome at Grants 
Pass, Oreg. The Montana properties 
have not been put in production to this 
date. 

The situation is similar with respect 
to other ores that are in short supply 
and the production of which might be 
stimulated domestically. In short, we 
have done a lot of talking, have passed 
sufficient laws, provided the money and 
set up the agencies, but the net result in 
domestic production of strategic and 
critical metals and minerals has been 
most disappointing. 

The situation is just as discouraging 
with respect to exploration. I am ad
vised that up until the first of this year 
over 1,100 applications for exploration 
assistance had been received by the De
partment of the Interior. Of this num
ber, less than 200 have been approved. 

In the case of manganese, I have in
dicated that purchase depots were 
opened at Butte and Philipsburg, Mont., 
last November, and at Deming, N. Mex. 
I am advised that up to January 11 the 
depot at Deming had received 1,436 tons 
of manganese ore, 54 tons had been de
livered at Butte, and 202 tons at Philips
burg, In our committee hearings on this 
program we were informed that neither 
the quantity limitations nor the price 

· were satisfactory. Both are inadequate 
to justify the opening of the properties 
near Deming. DMPA representatives 
admitted that the price was determined 
without consulting with the producers in 
the area. In the case of the Butte and 
Philipsburg depots, the price and quan
tities and regulations for delivery were 
based on the needs of four or five of the 
largest operators in the two areas. 
Only manganese carbonate can be ac
cepted under present regulations. 
Manganese oxide ores that are found in 
both areas will not be accepted at the 
purchase depots. 

Only one · domestic-production con
tract for manganese has been concluded 
to date, that of the Three Kids Mine at 
Henderson, Nevada. 

The failure of the manganese program 
has made necessary the diversion of 
manganese from the stockpile to indus
try, so that instead of building our re
serves, we are depleting them. 

I have only touched on a situation 
that is most disappointing to those of us 
who serve mining States. It is doubly 
disappointing to those concerned. with 
our national security. Mr. Speaker, 
surely something can be done to speed 
up the production o.f these materials at 
home. 

Part of our difficulty tnay be found in 
the disposition· of high officials to rely 
almost exclusively, and certainly to a 

dangerous extent, upon foreign sources. 
A newspaper article quotes Mr. Jess Lar
son, Administrator of the Defense Mate
rials Procurement Agency, as having said 
that as the "temperature of the inter
national situation goes up" and as Amer
ica's material requirements increase, 
foreign sources of domestically scarce 
items "loom larger than ever in our 
thinking." 

We from the mining States of the 
Nation would like to call his attention 
to the opportunities for mineral explora
tion and development within our own 
country. 

We need better coordination of the 
various agencies concerned with deter
mining the strategic and critical ma
terial requirements of this country and 
those charged with domestic procure
ment. An all-out effort should be made 
to increase domestic production of min
erals found to be in short supply. If 
the mineral is really strategic and criti
cal, then regulations and prices should 
be so determined as to encourage the 
greatest possible domestic production. 
There are a lot of mines in this country 
that could produce vital materials if they 
had a slight price increase. Certainly 
this would be in the public interest. 

Mr. Speaker, our subcommittee on 
Mines and Mining has made an extensive 
study of this situation and has reported 
several times the slowness of action by 
the executive agencies. We have tried 
to encourage exploration of our resources 
and domestic production wherever pos
sible. If our discussion today helps to 
encourage action in this field, our able 
chairman the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. REGAN] and every member of the 
subcommittee will be very much grati
fied, and the country will be well served. 

HON. EDWARD W. BARRE'IT 

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

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

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

note the resignation of the Assistant 
Secretary of State, Edward W. Barrett, 
and the nomination by the President of 
Howland H. Sargeant to that position: 
It is with regret that I watch Mr. Barrett 
leave the Government service. I have 
known him personally during his term 
and have dealt with him officially many 
times. His energy and capacity for work 
is legendary in Washington. I know per
sonally that whenever I called him I 
usually found him at this office whether 
it was 8 in the morning or 8 at night. 
His position as head of our overseas in
formation program was a difficult one. 
There is probably no field in American 
government where the average news
paper man considers himself more at 
home than in the field of propaganda, so 
Mr. Barrett has had plenty of advice and 
critiques. On the other hand his. great
est successes were usually hidden under 
the necessary cloak of security regula
tions. I can only commend him for a 
job well done and wish him good luck on 
his new venture. 



606 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE January 29 

HON. HOWLAND H . SARGEANT 

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

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, the 

nomination of Howland H. Sargeant as 
Mr. Barrett's successor is a worthy one. 
For the past 2 years he has served as 
Mr. Barrett's deputy and during this 
service he was awarded a State Depart
ment commendation for superior service. 
In a previous position as chairman of the 
Technical Industrial Intelligence Com
mittee of the United States Joint Chiefs 
of Staff, he was awarded by the Army 
a certificate of appreciation. Mr. Sar
geant is a capable administrator and be
cause of this ability and his previous ex
perience in the Department of State I 
can sincerely welcome his nomination. 

CHARLES W. DA VIS 

Mr. SPR.1.NGER. Mr. Speaker, a few 
clays ago the President nominated 
Charles W. Davis, of Vandalia, Ill., to 
be general counsel for the Bureau of 
Internal Revenue. 

It is not often that I agree with either 
President Truman or his appointments. 
1-Iowever, I find this one to be j'ustified 
or. several counts. 

Future events have a peculiar way of 
casting their shadow. Charlie Davis' 
shadow was cast early in life when he 
was graduated as valedictorian of his 
class at Vandalia High School. He later 
came to the University of Illinois and 
in the undergraduate school made an 
outStanding record in scholarship. He 
continued this same course of industry 
while taking his legal training at the 
University of Illinois Law School and 
became one of the board of student edi
tors of the Illinois Bar Journal. 

During the time he was in law school, 
I was an associate member of the law 
firm of Busch & Harrington at Cham
paign, Ill. When I left that firm to be
come State's attorney of Champaign 
County, Charlie Davis took my place j.n 
that firm. This was an old and trusted 
firm engaged in the general practice of 
law in Champaign County, Ill. That 
firm's practice consisted in the prepara
tion and trial of lawsuits, including ap
peals, in the appellate and supreme 
courts of Illinois. It also had a substan
tial practice in the United States Federal 
courts. Charlie Davis fitted into this 
group and did an outstanding job as an 
associate member of that firm. During 
his practice in Champaign County, I, as 
State's attorney, had an opportunity to 
observe him many times in court. He 
created for himself a reputation for in
dustry, integrity, and ability, and I feel 
sure that if he had continued to practice 
in that county he would today have been 
one of the outstanding members of the 
bar of the State of Illinois. 

Instead he chose to transfer this early 
training and experience to the Federal 
Government and became an expert in tax 
legislation. All of these years since he 

left Champaign I have followed his career 
with considerable interest. I have noted 
the splendid work he has done since leav
ing Cham~aign County and that he has 
continued to apply himself with the same 
industry that he showed at the Cham
paign County bar. 

This man has all of the qualities nec
essary to make him an outstanding coun
sel for the Bureau of Internal Revenue. 
A~ least there is one thing we can be sure 
of-he will conduct his activities in this 
Bureau as honestly as it can be done
and that, as I see it, is the prime requisite 
for this department at this time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from New Mexico [Mr. DEMPSEY], 
is recognized for 15 minutes. 

PAYMENTS TO PRISONERS OF WAR 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Mr. Speaker, I have 
today reluctantly placed on the desk of 
the Clerk of this House Discharge Peti
tion No. 7 to bring out of the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
H. R. 3719, which I introduced on April 
13, 1951, 9 months ago. I say reluc
tantly because I have done everything 
else possible, including numerous ap
peals to the committee and the member
ship of this honorable body, to obtain 
consideration of this measure, which 
would require payment by Japan, Ger
many, and other former enemy nations 
under the terms of the Geneva Conven
tion to our own boys for compulsory 
labor and inhumane treatment when 
they were prisoners of war in the enemy 
prison camps. 

For 5 years these men have waited for 
us to take the necessary action to bring 
about payment of those just claims, 
waited in vain despite the fact that they 
and the surviving dependents of those 
who made the supreme sacrifice for us 
have, in a great many cases, suffered 
privation and have been in dire need of 
even the meager funds these payments 
would provide. 

On October 2 I made the last of sev
eral appeals on this fioor for action on 
this legislation. This resulted in hear
ings by the committee during the closing 
days of the first session of this Eighty
second Congress. I have called upon 
the chairman of the committee by letter 
on several occasions to afford this House 
the opportunity to do its duty by these 
former prisoners of war by reporting out 
this bill or one comparable in purpose. 
His reply each time has been that the 
legislation was receiving appropriate 
attention. 

The only appropriate attention it has 
received, so far as I am able to ascer
tain, has been from the State Depart
ment and the Treasury Department, 
both of which have reported to the com
mittee that it should not be enacted at 
this time. That has been going on for 
5 years, so I feel you cannot consider my 
action in placing the discharge petition 
before you for signature as being pre
cipitate. 

Thi.s long, needless delay, however, is 
not the only contribut ory. reason for my 

action. There is another imminent and 
far more dangerous threat to our abiUty, 
regardless of the willingness I am sure 
the great majority has, to see that these 
132,000 .former prisoners of war are 
treated justly by the nations which im
prisoned them, forced them to work, 
often tortured them barbarom:ly and 
starved them, and are obligated under 
the terms of the Geneva Convention to 
pay them. It is well to bear in mind, too, 
that we already hav -) paid the prisoners 
of war whom we held a total of $169,000,-
000 under the Geneva Convention terms. 
We did that years ago, but not 1 cent 
has been paid to our men or their de
pendents. 

Further delay on our part may shut 
the door tightly and permanently on any 
chance our fighting men have of receiv
ing what is justly theirs. It is because 
time is of the essence that I am making 
this final appeal to you today. 

Consider this, if you please. The Sen
ate Foreign Relations Committee has 
been holding hearings on the proposed 
World War II treaty with Japan for sev
eral days. It will ver:' shortly report to 
the Senate its determination regarding 
ratlfication of that treaty, probably one 
day this week. I have brought to the 
attention of that Senate committee, 
through some of its members, what I be
lieve to be the danger that ratification in 
its present form will return to Japanese 
nationals the money and property we 
have been holding ant: which is sufficient, 
according to our War Claims Commis
sion, to satisfy the rightful claims of 
these former prisoners of war held by 
Japan. 

I have asked the committee to con
sider carefully that eventuality and to 
give me the benefit of the committee's 
opinion whether my fears are justified. 
In event they are, I am asking the com
mittee to give consideration to such 
change in the treaty terms as will pre
vent this injustice to thousands of our 
own men and allow the former enemy 
nation to escape from its obligations. 

The membership of this House is not 
responsible for this dangerous emer
gency. The responsibility lies entirely at 
the door of the State Department. I do 
not make that charge without what I 
believe to be ample proof and full justi
fication. 

Why is the State Department seeking 
to hold up consideration of this legis
lation? The answer in blunt language 
is this: The State Department is merely 
conforming to its customary and con
stant policy of giving first consideration 
to foreign nations and their citizens re
gardless of the welfare of and cost to 
our own citizens. 

It has prevailed upon the House com
mittee to hold back this legislation which 
would see that justice is done to our 
men who suffered terrible torture and 
came home wrecked in mind and body 
because it is seeking ratification of a 
treaty that gives no direct assurance 
that Japan ever will pay .its just obliga
tions to those men. 

Let me quote to you from a letter writ
t en on September £11, 1951, by Mr. Jack 
K. McFall, Assistant Secretary of State, 
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to a Member of this House in reply to an 
inquiry made by that Member: 

! There is no provision in the peace treaty-

1 Writes the Assistant Secretary of 
State-
providing for compensation for claims on ac
count of death or physical suffering. 

Then he continues: 
However, article 16 of the treaty provides 

that as an expression of its desire to indemni
fy those members of the armed forces of the 
Allied Powers who suffered undue hardships 
while prisoners of war of Japan, Japan will 
transfer its assets and those of its nationals 
in countries which were neutral during the 
war, or which were at war with any of the 
Allied Powers, or, at its option, the equivalent 
of such a!:isets, to the international commit
tee of the Red Cross which shall liquidate 
such assets and distribute the resultant funds 
to appropriate national agencies, for the 
benefit of former prisoners of war and their 
families on such basis as it may determine 
to be equitable. 

The five long years our needy men and 
their dependents have already waited 
will drag out into another 5 or 10 years 
before any such plan could be carried 
out. In the meantime many of them are 
hungry. 

And, please note this carefully, the 
treaty would permit Japanese nationals 
to have their property held by us re
turned to them. The treaty proposes 
to transfer Japanese property in neutral 
or otht~r former enemy countries only. 
We do not know what the value may be. 
Those funds held by us are ample and 
under the plans of the war Claims Com
mission, which we have set up to handle 
such matters, would be used to pay 
Japan's obligations to our men who were 
Japan's prisoners. That can be done 
now by the War Claims Commission-not 
5 years or 10 years from now. But it 
cannot be done unless we pass the legis
lation now bottled up in committee at 
the State Department's insistence. 

Now, let us consider one more most 
significant statement in the letter of the 
Assistant Secretary of State: 

In view of the limited resources available 
to Japan, it was necessary, in agreement with 
our allies, to limit compensation to com
pensation payable in Japanese currency to 
allied nationals arising out of property losses 
or damage to property of allied nationals 
within Japan on December 7, 1941. 

Please get the full significance of that. 
It puts property losses and only a part 
of them above human lives, human suf
fering, human rights. What chance do 
you think our former fighting men, who 
were victims of barbarous and inhumane 
treatment, have being paid anything
even a small part of what is due them
under such treaty provisions as that? 

And the Assistant Secretary of State 
comments-just incidentally and casu
ally-in the same letter on the fact that 
the United States has furnished eco
nomic aid to Japan in the amount of 
nearly $2,000,000,000 since the end of 
World War II, up to the date of the 
letter. There has been more since. 
Still the State Department takes the 
position that the Congress should make 
no move to see that our own 132,000 
former prisoners of war and their de
pendents receive from former enemy 

alien funds held by us a comparatively 
trifling $82,000,000. 

Is not it ·about time-is not the time 
long since past--when we should live up 
to our full responsibility and stop this 
sort of thing? It may be, by some 
stretch of the imagination, what is called 
diplomacy, but to my mind it is outright 
and shameful disregard of the rights of 
our own 'patriotic men. If it is diplo
macy, then for the sake of our own 
people and our Nation let us supplant it 
with common sense and see that prompt 
action is taken to do the right, fair and 
honorable thing as far as our farmer 
prisoners of war and their dependents 
are concerned. 

As for me, I have done all that I can 
do to see that those boys who gave their 
Nation their blood, their sweat, their 
tears and, too frequently, their lives, re
ceive the money to which they are en
titled. It does not cost our taxpayers 
1 cent now, but it most certainly will if 
we heed the State Department's demand 
for. delay. 

Is this just another instance of wav
ing flags, martial music by marching 
bands, and gushing oratory when the 
boys are inducted and go out to fight for 
us, then find on their return that there 
is a sudden coldness-a decided chill in 
the air that once was supercharged and 
overheated with patriotism? I hope not. 

As I pleaded with you last October, 
let us lift this blight of negligence on 
our part from our collective conscience 
and bring out H. R. 3719 at once-and 
pass it. Your signature on the discharge 
petition will be a long step in the right 
direction and I most fervently urge you 
to sign it. 

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

Mr. DEMPSEY. I yield to the gentle
woman from Massachusetts. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Is 
it not true that a great deal of that 
money has gone to other countries for 
luxuries? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes; absolutely. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 

should be very glad to sign the gentle
man's petition. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I should be very 
happy if the gentlewoman would, be
cause in putting this petition on the desk 
today I am doing the last--the final
thing I can do. I have done everything 
possible for 9 months to bring this to 
the attention of the Congress and to 
bring it to the attention of the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. If sufficient Members sign it 
we will get this legislation on the ft.oo; 
and pass it. Everybody I have talked 
to naturally wants it passed. We want 
our boys to get at least what was paid 
individuals in otlier countries. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I yield to the gen
tleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. I will be 
glad to sign that petition also. I can
not conceive that any Member of this 
body would oppose it. I am somewhat 
surprised that the committee does not 
report it out. Where is the opposition 
coming from? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. The State Depart
ment asked to withhold action on the 
bill. That is why they have not re
ported it out. 

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

Mr. DEMPSEY. I yield to the gen· 
tleman from Michigan. 

Mr. DONDERO. While I have re
frained through the years from sign
ing petitions, if I were in the habit of 
doing it, I would sign the gentleman's 
petition, because I think he has a worthy 
cause. I am surprised that our Gov
ernment has done nothing to protect, 
def end, or even benefit our own people. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I will say to the gen
tleman from Michigan, for whom I have 
the highest respect--! have known him 
a long time and we have served together 
many years in this Congress-that we 
are the direct representatives of the 
people of this Nation, and I think it is 
our duty to see that our citizens get fair 
treatment. If there is a department of 
the Government that ignores the citi
zens of this country; if there is a de
partment that will not readily consent 
to a proposal that we pay returned sol
diers what is due them-many of these 
soldiers have been injured, many of 
them have passed on leaving depend
ents, whom even this little mite would 
help--then I think it is manifestly <YUr 
duty to see that they get this money. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, if the gentleman will .yield 
further, even if they call it relief to 
foreign countries, it would be better to 
have the relief go here than over there. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I will say to the dis
tinguished gentlewoman from Massa
chusetts that in this same letter from the 
State Department, which was written 
last September, they pointed out that 
since the war and up to last September 
they have found it necessary to help 
Japan economically to the extent of 
$2,000,000,000. There has been more 
since then. How much up to date, · I do 
not know, but I do know that the record 
shows, at least the statement of the As
sistant Secretary of State, that they paid 
$2,000,000,000 to rehabilitate Japan. I 
am not fighting with that. I am simply 
complaining because something has not 
been done for the boys of this country 
who went over and fought and won the 
battles. Many of them did not come 
back, and many who did come back will 
never be the same as when they went 
over there. I think it is a small thing 
for the Congress to provide what we can 
for them. 

We have ample Japanese funds and 
property impounded now, according to 
the War Claims Commission, to pay 
those former prisoners of Japan. It 
should be done by the War Claims Com
mission, which was set up for the pur
pose, and has a fine administrative rec
ord. Mrs. Georgia Lusk, one of the 
members of that Commission and a for
mer member of this honorable ·body, is 
a most efficient and capable woman from 
New Mexico. I know that in hands like 
hers the payment to these former prison
ers of war will be handled competently, 
fairly, and as economically as possible. 
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Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. JOHNSON. When the gentleman 
refers to Mrs. Lusk, is she not also on 
the commission to pay the Philippine 
claims? . 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Yes, the claims of 
those imprisoned after capture in the 
Philippines. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Were the people that 
the gentleman represents or talks for 
interned in the Philippines? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Some of them. 
Mr. JOHNSON. I have a brother and 

a sister that got caught in the Philip
pines. They did not get into a military 
prison; they lived in the jungles for over 

13 years, with their little baby, and they 
have been paid only what I consider a 
nominal amount. Now, have your peo
ple gotten anything to date? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Not 1 cent, not any 
soldier in the United States who bas 
been held a prisoner in the Philippines 
by the Japanese, or in Japan, or in 
Germany. They have received nothing. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I think the thesis of 
the gentleman's argument is correct, and 
we ought to take care of these people. 
Certainly the gentleman's State has been 
unusually hard-hit because of the popu
lation of New Mexico. A great number 
of boys saw service from that area. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. We supplied a great 
number of men, because they took our 
entire New Mexico National Guard be-

. fore the war broke out and sent it to 
the Philippines. I am talking not only 
for them, but for all the boys who were 
prisoners. 

Mr. JOHNSON. It should not apply 
to your people alone, but let us go across 
the board and take care of these people 
who took care of us in time of need. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. If we can get enough 
signatures we will bring the bill out and 
pass it on this :floor. Otherwise I feel 
it will not be enacted. Why the State 
Department takes it upon itself to inter
fere in legislation of this kind I just can
not understand, because eventually 
someone, some beneficiary of these boys, 
will be paid the money to which these 
former prisoners of war are now entitled. 
It will come from the Treasury of the 
United States at that time-out of the 
pockets of our taxpayers. That is where 
it is going to come from eventually un
less we do what we are supposed to do 
now and take it from the moneys and 
property of our former enemies---moneys 
and property we are now holding and 
are rightfully entitled to use for this 
purpose. 

Mr. DONDERO. May I ask if the 
State Department assigned any reason 
for opposition to the bill? 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I have not heard that 
they assigned any reason. They made 
a report and they asked that no action 
be taken. That is all I know about it. 
The Justice Department was asked for 
a report and they made a factual state
ment but took no position on the passage 
of the legislation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle-

man from Minnesota CMr. BLATNIK] is 
recognized for 15 minutes. 

ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY AND POWER 
PROJECT 

Mr. BLATNIK. Mr. Speaker, the St. 
Lawrence seaway and power project 
has become a national issue in this coun
try and in Canada for over 40 years, and 
for over 40 years the people of my State 
of Minnesota and the people of that en
tire Great Lakes midwest area have 
waited in vain for Congress to take the 
necessary legislative action to make the 
St. Lawrence project a reality. How
ever, the Congress has not acted due to 
the pressure and manipulation of vested 
interests who have stood in the way of 

... this project which is so essential to the 
national defense and the economic wel
fare of our country. 

But the time has come when we must 
face this issue squarely because it is no 
longer possible for Congress to evade its · 
duty to the American people. The rea
son I say this is because the seaway is 
going to be built whether Congress acts 
or not. As you know, the Canadian 
Parliament has just adopted legislation 
which permits the Dominion of Canada 
to build the seaway alone if the United 
States does not desire to be an active 
partner in its construction. This legis
lation has been approved; it is now a part 
of the public law of Canada, and I am 
told that Canada intends to start con
struction this coming spring. In other 
words, Mr. Speaker, Canada means busi
ness on the St. Lawrence seaway and un
less Congress acts during this session of 
Congress to approve the seaway resolu
tion-House Joint Resolution 337-this 
country will lose its last chance to be a 
partner in the construction and the man
agement of this great inland waterway 
and power project. 

Yesterday the President of the United 
States sent a message to the Congress 
in which he pointed out the urgency of 
approving St. Lawrence legislation. In 
this message, Mr. Truman said: 

The question before the Congress • • • 
no longer is whether the St. Lawrence sea
way shall be built. The question before the 
Congress now is whether the United States 
shall participate in its construction and 
thus maintain joint operation and control 
over this development which is so important 
to our security and our economic progress. 

It is, therefore, obvious, Mr. Speaker, 
that since the decision on whether or not 
we shall have this seaway has already 
been made, it is just a question of 
whether the United States shall play the 
dog in the manger by refusing to be
come a partner in · this joint undertak
ing or whether we shall accept our obli
gation to our own people and to our 
friendly ally to the north, Canada, by 
joining in the construction. 

If we do not take this last remaining 
opportunity to become a partner in the 
seaway, then Canada, and Canada alone, 
will have complete control over the proj
ect and it shall be utilized largely for 
the benefit of Cana·da. Canada will con
trol the question of tolls on American 
shipping; Canadian ships will have first 
priority on the use of the navigation part 
of the project; and Canada will own 
the seaway lock, stock, and barrel, free 

of all debt once the tolls have paid for its 
construction. · The United States on the . 
other hand will be helping pay for the 
project through shipping tolls on Ameri
can cargo and unless we act now this 
country can never hope to be a joint 
owner of the project nor have a voice in 
its management. 

The obvious advantages of the St. 
Lawrence project to the Midwest-Great 
Lakes area, and to the Nation, have been 
pointed out many times in congressional 
committees, on the :floor of the House 
and Senate, and in the public press from 
one end of the country to another. So I 
need not dwell to any great length on 
this subject. 

However, I do want to mention a few 
facts, not because they are new, but be
cause they should be repeated again and 
again. First, the navigation facilities 
to be provided by the project will mean 
cheaper transportation costs and an ex
pansion of commerce and trade for half 
the people of the United States. Using 
the seaway channel, grain can be shipped 
from the Midwest to the east coast at a 
savings of 5 to 10 cents per bushel: lum
ber can be shipped eastward at a savings 
of $5 per 1,000 board feet; dairy products 
can be moved to eastern consuming areas 
at a savings in shipping costs of $2 per 
ton. In fact, the average savings in 
transportation costs will be around $3 
to $3.50 per ton of cargo. 

These savings will benefit everyone. 
The farms and factories of the Midwest 
would be stimulated to new heights of 
production. The same would be true of 
producers in the East shipping to Mid
west markets, and to manufacturers who 
sell in the Great Lakes area. The busi
nessman would b~nefit, the consumer 
would benefit, and the farmer would 
benefit. The opening to the Great Lakes 
area to ocean shipping and world trade 
must inevitably mean an expansion of 
commerce and trade for the entire 
northern part of the United States. 

The power features of the project will 
be of an immediate and direct benefit to 
the entire Northeast area. It is no secret 
that. New York and New England are 
su:ff ering from an acute power famine 
which is hampering war production and 
industrial development. The St. Law
rence power project is the solution to 
the problem of this area. St. Lawrence 
power will be cheap power. At the bus 
bar it would cost 1.77 mills per kilowatt
hour, and it can be delivered to load 
centers within a 300-mile radius at about 
half the present price of electricity in 
this same area. 

As it has been pointed out by the Presi
dent, by the Defense Establishment, the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff, the Defense Mobi
lizer, and others responsible for defense 
and defense production, the St. Lawrence 
project is essential to the national secu
rity of both the United States and Can
ada. It is necessary to move Labrad0r 
iron ore to the steel-making centers of 
this country in times of heavy steel pro
duction when Mesabi ore is not available 
in sufficient quantities. Its navigation 
facilities are especially vital during times 
of emergency, and no one can deny that 
the additional electric power that the 
project will afford is in crying demand 
today. 
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These advantages of the project are ob

vious to all who have eyes and who want 
to see. Then why is it that no con
gressional action has been taken to ap
prove the project. It is not because. of 
lack of public support-one only has to 
consult with civic groups, farm, and la
bor groups, business associations, and 
one finds that a majority of the people 
look with favor on it. 

It is not because of the lack of sup
port from the executive branch of the 
Government that the project has not 
been approved-every President since 
Woodrow Wilson has endorsed the proj
ect. 

Instead, the bottleneck has been right 
here in Congress where for too long 
there has been a tendency to listen to 
the siren song of certain selfish vested 
interests-the eastern railroads, the coal 
interests, the private utility lobby, and 
some eastern and Gulf port cities who 
have opposed it on the grounds that it 
might affect their own interests. 

The Congress of the United States 
cannot afford to listen to these selfish 
interests any longer. The people want 
action-the people want the St. Law
rence project because they recognize in 
it a project of great merit which will pro
vide lasting benefits to the whole Nation. 

It is, therefore, my hope that Congress 
will meet the challenge of the House
that it will take this last opportunity to 
pass the St. Lawrence project, and thus 
authorize United States partnership in 
this single most important development 
remaining on the North American Conti
nent. Let it never be said by future gen
erations that the Congress failed to do its 
duty when it was called upon to do so. 
I again call upon the Congress to enact 
the St. Lawrence project into law while 
there is still an opportunity. Time is 
running out, and this is our last chance. 

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

Mr. BLATNIK. I yield. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. I noticed that the 

gentleman in his statement said vested 
interests had stopped the program for 
the building of the St. Lawrence Seaway. 
As members of that committee on pub
lic works, as the gentleman is and as I 
am, you voted for it and I voted against 
it. I wonder if the gentleman would put 
the vested interests in the RECORD that 
he is speaking about. 

Mr. BLATNIK. Yes; I surely will. 
That is one of the things that we hope 
to do to bring this important proposal 
before the House, and unfold it, and ex
pose it to th~ light of day, and have full 
argument for and against. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Is the gentleman 
ccmtending that vested interest prevailed 
upon members of your committee to stop 
this? 

Mr. BLATNIK. Oh, I apologize if I 
inadvertently cast any reflection on the 
motives of the members of the com
mittee. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I am sure that the 
gentleman did not mean to do that. 

Mr. BLATNIK. I did not, sir. 
Mr. DEMPSEY. That is what the 

gentleman did do, however, 
Mr. BLATNIK. I want to make clear 

that the witnesses who appeared in op-
XCVIII-39 

position represented or spoke in behalf 
of economic groups, primarily railroads, 
coal management, coal labor organiza
tions, private utilities, the Atlantic ports 
and the Gulf ports-these witnesses did 
express before the committee that they 
feared that the seaway would either 
hurt rail transportation, that it might 
cut down the consumption of coal as 
it is used in steam-generating plants in 
that area, and the Atlantic and Gulf 
Coast ports expressed deep concern that 
there might be a diversion of traffic that 
would hurt them. Those are the spe
cial interests to which I had reference. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. I agree with the gen
tleman that that was the testimony 
there, but do you think that is the testi
mony that caused the members to vote 
as they voted? 

Mr. BLATNIK. I did not go into the 
motives or try to justify or qualify the 
votes of the individual members. I am 
sure each member, whether he voted for 
or against it, voted out of deep convic
tions and honest reasons for voting as 
he did. 

Mr. DEMPSEY . . I thank the gentle
man very much. 

Mr. BLATNIK. Under no circum
stances, either directly or indirectly, in 
any way whatsoever do I want to cast 
any reflection upon the votes of any 
member. They are all honorable men, 
and fine and able men on the commit
tee. I am talking about these economic 
groups which have been consistently 
leading this :fight to oppose this project 
on grounds that it may hurt their busi
ness. 

Mr. DEMPSEY. Do you not think 
there was a little leading on both sides 
of the fence? 

Mr. BLATNIK. I will not answer 
that, but I will say that the witnesses 
from the Government who testified for 
the project from the standpoint of na
tional economic development to pro
mote sound resource use, which would 
contribute to a sound, long-term growth, 
and development of that area, and the 
witnesses from the defense establish
ment who spoke to us in the interests of 
defense and national security, top-level 
persons such as the Secretary of De
fense, the Secretary of the Army, the 
Secretary of State, and Defense Mobi
lizer Charles Wilson, and the Canadian
American Joint Board for Defense, all 
down the line without exception tbese 
men of high authority and grave respon
sibility have maintained that this proj
ect was vital and necessary to our de
fense and security. 

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

Mr. BLATNIK. I yield. 
Mr. DONDERO. Of course, in some 

way to answer our good friend from New 
Mexico, there is a difierence of opinion 
on all great projects. There was a dif
ference of opinion on the Panama Canal. 
There were those who were in opposition 
to it. That is the America idea of every
body expressing their opinion either for 
and a.gainst, and giving their reasons. 
That is why we have this great forum 
of debate here in the House of Repre
sentatives. But, out of it all, as the 
matter stands today, I believe that; a 
great majority of the American people 

want this thing done, and they should 
have it done for their own defense. 

Mr. BLATNIK. I thank my very good 
friend and colleague. I want to say for 
the record that the gentleman from 
Michigan has been one of the outstand
ing leaders in the House in the drive and 
the move to secure approval of this legis
lation during the 5 years that I have been 
here, and for years before that. 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLATNIK. I yield. 
Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. I can say 

from Wisconsin that most of us are for 
the seaway project. I was a bit con
cerned, as was the gentleman from New 
Mexico, about this vested interest charge 
because out my way the group that is 
most violently opposed to the construc
tion of the seaway consists of the railway 
brotherhoods. 

I am sure the gentleman would not 
charge them with being a part of the 
vested interests. 

Mr. BLATNIK. I appreciate the con
tribution of my friend from Wisconsin 
[Mr. SMITHJ, but I am sure he will agree 
with me that this great project would 
help not only the great State of Wiscon
sin as it would my State of Minnesota, 
and the State of Michigan, and· the en
tire Great Lakes area, by which we add 
a fourth coast line to this great country 
of ours. Here are these two great friend
ly countries, Canada and the United 
States, who have stood shoulder to 
shoulder on so many issues for so many 
years, now have this great opportunity 
to demonstrate to the nations of the 
world how we can work together, side by 
side, and promote resources held in com
mon for mutual benefit and security. 
After working together as friends and 
neighbors for so many years, ·I think it 
would be most unfortunate, perhaps I 
might say shameful, should we have a 
falling out now on tb.is great project that 
means so much to both of us. It is there- · 
fore my hope that the Congress will meet 
the challenge and that it will take this 
last opportunity to pass the St. Lawrence 
project. . 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, 'Yill the 
gentleman yield again? 

Mr. BLATNIK. I yield. 
Mr. DONDERO. I want to thank the 

gentleman for his allusion to me a mo
ment ago. May I say in return that no 
one on the Committee on Public Works 
has been more diligent, more industrious, 
or hardworking in promoting this proj
ect than the gentleman from Minnesota 
now addressing the House CMr: BLAT
NIK]. The gentleman lives in Minnesota, 
on the Mesabi Range, and is thoroughly 
familiar with the problem and knows the 
dwindling supplies in this country better 
than any man in this country. I say to 
you and to the House and to the country 
that you are entitled to great credit for 
the work you have done in behalf of this 
great unfinished project on the North 
American continent. 

Mr. BLATNIK. I thank the gentle
man from Michigan. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. DORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent to extend my remarks 
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in the RECORD and include an address 
made by Alfred E. Smith to the Ameri
can people, notwithstanding the fact 
that it is estimated to cost $252. Permit 
me to say that I hope every Member of 
this House will read this speech deliv
ered January 25, 1936, when he said at 
that time that the choice would have 
to be made then ·between Moscow and 
Washington, D. C., as the capital of this 
world. Talk about statesmanship. That 
was 16 years ago. Read the last para
graph of that speech. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Roc
ERS of Colorado). Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle
man from Idaho [Mr. Woon] is recog
nized for 10 minutes. 

SECURITY 

Mr. WOOD of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, 
the watchword of this Government for 
the past 20 years apparently has been 
"security"; security for the Nation, na
tional security, and individual security. 
Security from fear and want were two 
of the main pronouncements in the At
lantic Pact. They drew a great deal of 
attention at the time, almost as much 
as did President Wilson's 14 points dur
ing the latter part of the First World 
War, and were apparently just as soon 
forgotten. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that complete 
national or individual security is not 
possible in this world. The first breath 
that a new-born baby draws into its 
lungs carries with it a number of the 
bacterial flora of this world, and its life 
from that time until its death is a con
tinual battle between two forces, a battle 
between the destructiive forces which are 
inherently threatening life at every mo
ment of our existence in the external 
world, and the reparative forces present 
within our cells and the blood stream, 
which protect us against the onslaughts 
of at · least some of these destructive 
forces. In our country unless you look 
for it within the walls, grim and guarded 
as they are, of a modern penitentiary, if 
you want complete security from fear 
and want, you would not have a great 
deal of difficulty in acquiring it there; 
but outside of that! know of no security 
present in life. The constant history of 
life has been throughout all the era of 
history that if and when a nation ac
quired a certain degree of security either 
by war or by intrigue so that the con
quered nation's wealth was taken over, 
the inevitable result has been, to the 
extent that peace and security were en
joyed at the expense of the conquered 
nation, it has eventually destroyed the 
predatory nation. I do not need to 
quote examples of that if you are stu
dents of history; they are present on 
almost every page: Greece, Rome, Per
sia, Egypt, are examples of where with 
the advent of peace and security at the 
expense of someone else it has invaria
bly lent to the destruction of that race 
and civilization. 

The brand of security we are attempt
ing to attain and enjoy in the United 
States is very largely supposed to be at
tained at the expense of someone else's 
labor. No one can quarrel with the se
curity which you earn yourself; no one 
has a rie-ht to expect security at the ex
pense of the labor of others, and I think 
you will find that if you make a careful 
study of the Constitution-and this is, 
after all, although you might not know it 
unless you went back in history some 
time-this is a constitutional republic; it 
is our Westminster catechism, if you 
please; it is our only excuse for existence 
as a government. Nowhere within the 
pages of that Constitution will you find 
the word "charity" mentioned. The 
Constitution is a cash and carry docu
ment. Nowhere within its pages, not 
once, is charity mentioned. That was 
definitely left to the individual. Those 
bills can only be paid and the taxpayers' 
money expended through appropriations 
regularly made by Congress for which 
bills are submitted, passed on by the ap
propriate authority set up by Congress, 
and paid by the order and will of Con
gress through its requisite executive de
partment. So with all of this security 
for America which has not been earned 
by the individual enjoying it, if there is 
any such thing-and the security, God 
help us, which for the last 20 years we 
have been inexcusably stealing from our 
taxpayers' pockets and shipping to for
eign countries-I repeat there has never 
been the slightest authority within the 
Constitution for the expenditure of a 
single red penny of those sums. 

When the Pilgrim Fathers left Eng
land on that little Mayflower, which 
would not be much bigger than a tender 
in New York Harbor today, they were not 
looking for security. They came to find 
freedom, to worship God according to 
the dictates of their own conscience. 

When the Revolutionary heroes de
clared their independence from Great 
Britain and signed the Declaration of 
Independence, pledging their lives, their 
property, and their sacred honor to at
taining that freedom, they were not look
ing for security. Securit..y they could 
have had at any moment by simply pay
ing a few cents on every pound of tea. 
It would have been much more simple 
than fighting the Revolutionary War. 
They could have afforded the tax. But 
they were not fighting for security. 
They were seeking to attain freedom. 

When the early colonials went across 
the wilderness and the mountains into 
Kentucky and the Southern Plains they 
were not looking for security. They 
were men of high emprise. They took 
their lives in their hands. They wished 
for freedom and the opportunity to go 
out into the west and carve out an empire 
for themselves. They were not looking 
for security. 

When those intrepid Jesuit "black 
robes" left the peace and quietness of 
their monasteries around St. Louis and 
started across the Wes tern Plains and 
mountains, taking their lives in their 
hands, with the almost complete cer
tainty of meeting the stake or the scalp
ing knife, they were not looking for se
curity. They had a noble vision of win
ning the western Indians to Christ. 

The men and women of the great Mor
mon trek were not marching toward se
curity when they left their blood-stained 
tracks on the wind-swept plains and 
alkali deserts of the great West. They 
were content to risk all-even life it
self-for religious freedom. 

Mr. Speaker, the great basic rule of 
life seems to be, "Nothing venture, noth
ing have." The oak tree becomes strong 
by withstanding the wintry blasts. And 
men of derring-do would not have it 
otherwise. To what depths of degrada
tion have we sunk as a nation when 
stark, maudlin fear dictates our govern
mental policies rather than the faith in 
God and ourselves, upon which firm 
foundation the founding fathers built 
this wonderful Government we are now 
apparently trying to trade in for a cheap 
government of international poltroons. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle
woman from Massachusetts [Mrs. 
ROGERS] is recognized for 5 minutes. 

THE NATIONAL CEMETERY IN HONOLULU, 
HAWAII 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, some weeks ago I introduced 
a bill-House Joint Resolution 338-
which would restore the crosses in the 
National Memorial Cemetery in Hono
lulu, Hawaii, that were removed recently 
by the Army. On tomorrow morning 
the House Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs will hold a hearing on 
that bill and on some others. I shall be 
very glad to cooperate with the Delegate 
from Hawaii [Mr. FARRINGTON] in the 
measure that comes out of that com
mittee. I know his interest in that cem
etery and I believe he is desirous of ha v
ing the crosses restored to those graves. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to read part of a 
letter which was written by the mother 
of a veteran of the Korean war who is 
now buried there. She states: 

When I visit his grave I hope to find the 
crosses in place. The parents of these boys 
certainly have the right to some considera
tion. The Army is plenty extravagant in 
some things but want to be so conservative 
in others. 

The Army has given expense as area
son. Expense is nothing: We know of 
the waste that has gone on during this 
war by the armed services. 

Mr. Speaker, I have had many letters 
from clergymen requesting that the 
crosses be replaced on the graves in Hon
olulu. They feel it is a mark of religion, 
a mark of sacrifice, and they believe as 
I and thousands of others do all · over 
this land that these veterans, of all peo
ple, deserve the crosses over their graves. 
For years it has been the military custom 
to put crosses on the graves of soldiers 
who have left us for a better land. I 
never had a greater response for any 
measure than the bill which calls for the 
replacing of these crosses. One letter, 
in part, says: 

The use of the white cross has always 
· been a custom of the service, from the very 

beginning, and will always remain so. To 
substitute something else for it would be 
like substituting communism for Christi• 
anity. 
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We all know that these boys gave their 

lives for freedom, even freedom of reli
gion, to worship God, a~d to fight com
munism. 

I woula like to read, Mr. Speaker, this 
letter that I received from Mr. James A. 
O'Brien, director, Territorial Council on 
Veterans A1Iairs, Territory of Hawaii: 

TERRITORY OF HAWAil, 
TERRITORIAL COUNCIL 

ON VETERANS' .AFFAmS, 
Honolulu, T. H., Januar y 25, 1952. 

We in Hawaii are deeply appreciative of 
the battl<l you are putting up for the restora
tion of crosses to the National Cemetery of 
the Pacific. I am taking the liberty of for
warding you additional ammunit ion in the 
form of resolutions, editorial extracts, and 
pict ures. 

The enlargements contained herein show 
the cemetery before the crosses were taken 
down. One of the pictures was taken on 
Memorial Day and shows all the crosses 
wreathed with leis-56,000 of them-from 
all the islands. Included are some contact 
shots showing the placing of the leis on the 
night before Memorial Day. 

All the veteran organizations in the Ter
ritory have passed resolutions urging the 
restoration of crosses. 

There is one point that the Army has not 
brought out in its defense of the action and 
that is the alternative of upright white 
crosses was never offered to the next of kin. 

Again, our deep appreciation for your mag
nificent battle and if there is anything fur
ther we can do please call upon us. 

Very truly yours, 
JAMES A. O'BRIEN, 

Di rector. 

Mr. Speaker, I have had numerous 
letters from families of these men who 
a.re buried here. These people say they 
cannot bear to go to the cemetery at 
the present time because it looks like 
a cow pasture with the fl.at markers. 

I have photographs here, Mr. Speaker, 
showing the crosses in the Punchbowl 
Cemetery in Honolulu. Those who have 
seen it tell me it is a wonderful sight; 
a most inspiring sight. 

Then there is one picture that shows 
the cemetery without those crosses, and 
it looks like a cow pasture. I wish that 
all Members would join with me before 
the committee in asking for the restora
tion of those crosses and other religious 
symbols. 

Mr. Speaker, I have numerous resolu
tions passed by various veterans' or
ganizations that I would like to have 
inserted as a part of my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentle
woman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
KEYSER, w. VA., January 26, 1952. 

DEAR REPRESENTATIVE EDITH NOURSE ROGERS: 
More power to your bill to have t he crosses 
restored to the graves in the National Ceme
tery in Honolulu. Certainly our boys who 
gave their all deserve some dist inct ion from 
other cemeteries. 

Our boy, who was killed in Korea May 30, 
1951, is buried there. I was grieved when I 
learned the crosses had been removed. 

When I visit his grave I hope to find the 
cro8ses in place. 

The parents of these boys certainly have 
the right to some consideration. 

The Army is plenty extravagant in some 
things but want to be so conservative in 
others. 

These boys are forgotten all too soon any
way, they never should have been in Korea. 

Respectfully. 

AUBURNDALE, MAss., January 25, 1952. 
Representative EDITH N. ROGERS, 

Washi ngton, D. C. 
DEAR MRs. ROGERS: I wish to go on record 

as protest ing strongly against the removal 
of markers on our dead soldiers' graves. Cer
tainly a marker is cheap in price when com
pared to a boy's life. 

Yours very truly, 
Mr. and Mrs. c. H. EAMES. 
(Clayton H. Eames.) 

HONOLULU, T. H. , Januar y 25, 1952. 
Hon. EDITH NOURSE ROGERS, 

Repu bli can Representative from Massa
chu setts, House Office Buildi ng, Wash
i ngton, D. C. 

DEAR MRS. ROGERS: The enclosed article and 
one in last night's paper (January 24) en
couraged me to add my personal protest to 
the sudden and ruthless removal of the white 
crosses in Honolulu's National Memorial 
Cemetery. 

From my home on Pacific Heights, near to 
that of JOSEPH FARRINGTON'S, I could look 
down at a distance and see these crosses, row 
upon row, in memory of the thousands of 
men who had sacrificed their lives for their 
country. With the sun shining on them it 
was an inspiring sight. 

Now it looks blank and dreary, the fl.at 
brown markers taking the places of the 
crosses, not to be seen unless one is right 
there walking through, and looking down 
or bending over to read the inscription. 

I would like to quote from a let ter I received 
at Christmastime from a man who lives in 
Philadelphia. ·He visited the islands in May 
1950, the main purpose to see the grave of 
his nephew, an officer, a doctor who put aside 
his private practice for the duration and was 
killed in the war. He left a wife and two 
small children. 

Quotation from his uncle's letter: 
"I was really shocked when you told me 

the crosses had been rem~ved from the graves 
of the soldiers in National Memorial Cem
etery. When I think of that never-to-be
forgotten scene on Memorial Day 1950, just 
at the close of the ceremonies after a hot 
breezeless morning a brisk breeze arose and 
all the 12,000 flags did likewise and fluttered 
and the crosses stood out prominently. I 
consider it almost sacrilege that these crosses 
should have been removed." (E. M. 
Pomeroy.) 

I would like also to enclose a card, a photo
graph of the cemetery as it was with the 
crosses. In the backgtound is the ancient 
crater of Diamond Head and Pacific Ocean 
on the right. In the foreground, at a slight 
elevation, is one of our unusual plants, the 
cup of gold in blossom. 

I am also a New Englander, born and 
raised in Boston, though for many years I 
have lived in Honolulu. 

May I offer my heartiest sympathy and best 
wishes for success in your effort to restore 
the crosses in the National Cemetery in the 
Punchbowl Crater in Honolulu. 

Very sincerely yours and aloha, 
GRACE D. NOBLE 
(Mrs. Byron E. Noble). 

[From the Honolulu Star-Bulletin of Jan
uary 16, 1952] 

THE FIGHT RENEWED FOR PUNCHBOWL'S CROSSES 
With quiet determination, several Con

gressmen are at work to get the white crosses 
restored in the National Cemetery of the 
Pacific in Punchbowl Crater. 

In the face of the Army's refusal to restore 
the crosses it removed last September, these 
Congressmen are preparing to push through 
a congressional mandate. The Army has its 
reaeons, but a lot of people don't agree 
:With it. 

The initial steps already have been taken. 
Three bills have been introduced and are in 
committee-two in the House and one in the 

Senate. Their authors are Representatives 
EDITH NOURSE ROGERS, of Massachusetts, and 
GEORGE H. FALLON, Of Maryland, and Senator 
HERBERT R. O'CoNoR, of Maryland. 

Representative JOHN E. RANKIN, of Missis
sippi, chairman of the House Veterans' com
mittee, has promised his support. 

Hawaii's people, dismayed when the order
ly rows of crosses were uprooted in a few 
hours by an Army "task force," have taken 
new hope from the firm expressions of deter
mination which have come from Washington 
as Congress picks up its business where it left 
off before the year-end holidays. 

For months now we have felt the vast emp
tiness of the cemetery with the crosses gone. 
The inadequate fiat headstones fall far short 
of the field of crosses in evoking the sym
bolism of sacrifice we as a people should 
never forget. 

It is a symbolism immortalized in the 
touching cadences of John McCrae's t ribute 
to the fallen in Flanders fields. It is a 
symbolism given new meaning each Memorial 
Day by Hawaii's outpouring of flowers woven 
into strands of remembrance. 
. We as Americans need those crosses not 

only to honor the memories of the fallen, but 
to keep fresh the memories of those who 
remain. 

By those symbols of sacrifice we are con
stantly reminded of our great obligation, our 
duty not only to defend our land against it s 
enemies, but to fashion in this world a t rue 
and lasting peace so that each new generation 
will not have t-0 make its sacrifice on war's 
altar. 

That is why Hawaii's heart goes out over 
the thousands of miles of land and water 
with its message of encouragement to the 
people's spokesmen in Congress who also 
realize this need of the sympathetic mind and 
the devoted heart. 

'I'EaRITORY OF lJAWAil, 
TERRITORIAL COUNCIL 

ON VETERANS AFFAIR:., 
Honolulu, T. H., January 25, 1952. 

Hon. EDITH NOURSE ROGERS, 
House Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR REPRESENTATIVE ROGERS: Under sep

arate cover we are sending you enlarged 
photographs of the National Cemet ery of 
the Pacific before the crosses were removed. 

These photographs were prepared and 
furnished by the local chapters of the Dis
abled American Veterans. The chapters are 
intensely interested in the restoration of 
the crosses. 

Very truly yours, 
JAMES A. O'BRIEN, Dir ector . 

[From the Honolulu star-Bulletin of 
September 29, 1951] 

THEY AWAIT THE VERDICT 
The mute white crosses have been taken 

from the graves of the National Memorial 
Cemetery of the Pacific-but protests may 
restore them. 

It took only 2 hours for the energet ic task 
force of the Army to remove from Punch
bowl more than 13,000 little wooden crosses. 
It will require more time to restore them-
1f they are to be restored. 

But there is time for this task of restora
tion-those who sleep beneath the green turf 
in the ancient crater have no need for haste. 
They will wait, in patience, for the verdict. 

All the hurry, all the ordered speed and 
discipline of their training, all the furious 
urgency of their attacks on the battle lines, 
all the sudden anguish of their mortal 
wounds before they fell, are of the past. 

For them the suns will rise and will set 
over that dedicated Hill of Sacrifice in long, 
unhurried procession. The gentle winds and 
the stars will keep them company, even if in 
a burst of organized effort as well timed and 
precise a.s the burst from a machinegun. the 
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13,000 white crosses came down in one un
expected afternoon. 

In Washington, D. c., Delegate FARRINGTON 
has appropriate!)' said that the wishes of the 
families of the men who lie in the Punchbowl 
graves should be consulted. 

That can be done, and should be done. It 
should have been done, and thoroughly, sym
pathet ically, before the order was given that 
tore the crosses from the ground. 

To do it rightly, the families should have 
a clear p icture of the alternatives-the graves 
with crosses and also with the flat stone 
marker, or the graves with only that. fiat, 
inconspicuous and unimpressive headstone. 

And the families should know-many of 
them know already-that in our military 
cemeteries abroad, the white crosses still 
stand. 

And these next of kin should feel that it 
is not a question of economy--0ur doing fit
ting honor to those who are buried in Punch
bowl. 

It is a question of giving to these heroes of 
our country the greatest possible evidence of 
respect and devotion we can give them. 

It is a question also of developing this 
National Memorial Cemetery as one of our 
Nation's most impressive, most distinctive 
burial places. 

It is a question of maintaining the physical 
facilities so that each Memorial Day the peo
ple of Hawaii can pay their distinctive tribute 
of leis and garlands, appropriately wreathed 
above the graves. 

Yes, those who lie asleep in Punchbowl can 
await the verdict. 

For them, all mortal haste is ended. They 
lie quietly in the ultimate discipline of death, 
relying upon a grateful country to do them 
justice. 

TERRITORY OF HAWA,II, 
TERRITORIAL COUNCIL ON 

VETERANS AFFAIRS, 
Honolulu, T. H. 

Many men from your State who made the 
supreme sacrifice during World War II have 
found their last resting place in the National 
Cemetery of the Pacific. Because of this we 
feel that you are close to us in our efforts to 
have permanent crosses decorate the graves 
of those who gave their lives so that others 
might live. 

As you know, until recently the 13,000 
graves were decorated with wooden crosses. 
The wooden crosses were installed by the 
Army as a temporary measure pending the 
complete installation of surface marble 
markers throughout the cemetery. Recently, 
_the installation was completed and the Army 
carried out its previously announced orders 
of removing and destroying the crosses. 

However, during the tenure of the crosses 
they bore in to the hearts of the people of 
Hawaii and to the many, many relatives of 
the men buried there who came from the 
mainland~ to visit the resting place of their 
son, husband or brother. 

The cemetery, now, without the row upon 
row of white crosses and Stars of David looks 
bare and forlorn. It was a distinct shock to 
the people who visited the cemetery after the 
crosses were destroyed. To them, the crosses 
have become an integral part of the ceme
tery. 

May we enlist your assistance in securing 
a permanent type cross, either of concrete 
or of some other lasting material, so that 
the cemetery may be restored to its former 
beauty and symbolism. 

This we know necessitates congressional 
action. The veterans organizations and the 
people of the Territory and we know the rela
tives of the mainland men buried here, 
would a ppreciate anything that you can do. 

We are enclosing an editorial from the 
Honolulu Star-Bulletin of September 29 that 
expresses some of the feeling of the people of 
the t erritory. 

Very truly yours, 
JAMES A. O'BRIEN, Director. 

JOINT RESOLUTION OF DISABLED AMERICAN 
VETERANS, OAHU CHAPTER No. 1 AND HONO
LULU CHAPTER No. 3 FOR THE RETENTION OF 
THE WHITE CROSSES THAT HONOR OUR 
WAR DEAD BURIED IN PUNCHBOWL NATIONAL 
CEMETERY, HONOLULU, T. H. 
Whereas the re .. 10val of the white crosses 

said to be an act of economy in keeping with 
the national policy not to maintain the 
white crosses under present Government ap
propriations; and 

Whereas the white crossr" · ·w e, since 
World War I, been the symbol of this coun
try 's fallen heroes who have given their lives 
in defense of their country in time of war; 
and 

Whereas the white crosses served as a 
proper and constant reminder to the living 
that our present blessings of the Govern
ment represent the dividends paid by the 
supreme sacrifice; and 

Whereas the entire Nation on May 30 pays 
proper tribute to the war dead holding me
morial services-part of which services is the 
decorating of each grave wit h flowers. This 
sight of flowers on white crosses is a scene 
of beauty and demands respect; and 

Whereas to remove the crosses would leave 
a field of grass, except for its hidden mark
ers, unable to deliver its rightful message, 
"The cost of freedom"; and 

Whereas Punchbowl National Cemetery 
has buried there soldiers, sailors, airmen, 
and marines from all the 48 States and the 
Territories-truly is representative of the 
Nation's youth and marks the final resting 
place of men and women from every race, 
creed, and color. No active economy on 
their memory shall ever be warranted as the 
price has been "paid in full": Therefore be it 

Resolved by this joint resolution of the 
Disabled American Veterans, Oahu Chapter 
No. 1 and Honolulu Chapter No .. 3, That the 
Congress of the United States of America be 
asked to consider our request for the neces
sary appropriation to properly maintain the 
traditional white crosses to serve as they 
have in the past "lest we forget." 

------, 
Commander, Oahu Chapter, No. 1, Dis

abled American Veterans. 
------, 

Commander, Honolulu Chapter, No . 3, 
Disabled American Veterans. 

At a regular meeting of Gaylord Dilling
ham Post, No. 4951, Veterans of Foreign Wars 
of the United States held in Honolulu, T. H ., 
on October 4, 1951, the following resolution 
was unanimously adopted: 

"Whereas the Army has recently removed 
the white wooden ci:oss · s which marked the 
graves at the National Memorial Cemetery, 
Puawaina Crater, in Hawaii, following the 
installation of fiat stone grave markers at 
such cemetery; and 

"Whereas the crosses represent the faith 
and the highest aspiration of mankind, and 
can never be wholly replaced as a memorial 
by any other form of grave marker; and 

"Whereas the families of those who lie at 
rest in the National Memorial Cemetery have 
been deeply grieved by the removal of the 
crosses from the graves of ·vheir loved ones: 
Therefore be it 

"Resolv ed by Gaylord Dillingham Post No. 
4951 , Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United 
States, That the Secretary of the Army is 
authorized and directed to install crosses to 
replace the white wooden ones which until 
recently marked the graves at the National 
Memorial Cemetery, ruawaina, T. H.; and 
be it further 

"Resolv ed, That the Congress of the United 
States of America enact proper legislation 
for the permanent installation of white 
crosses over the graves of our heroic dead 
at the National Memorial Cemetery, Pua
waina, T. H.; and be it further 

"Resolv ed, That a copy of this resolution 
be forwarded through channels to the De-

p artment of Hawaii, Veterans of Foreign 
Wars of the United States, to the President 
of the United States, President of the Sen
ate, and the Speaker of the House of Repre
sentatives, of the Congress of the United 
States of America, and to the national head
quarters of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of 
the United States, an l to Senators and Rep
resentatives of Congress in favor of the res
toration of the white crosses at the National 
Memorial Cemetery, Puawaina, T. H." 

M. M. YOUNG, 
Adjutan t, Gaylord D illingham 

· Post No. 4951. 

R ESOLUTION PASSED BY THE DEPARTMENT EX
ECUTIVE CO.VIMITTEE, AMERICAN LEGION, DE
PARTMENT OF HAWAII, IN REGULAR MEETING, 
OCTOBER 10, 1951 
Whereas the graves in the national ceme

tery of the Pacific, at Punchbowl, Territory 
of H awaii, were decorated with temporary 
wooden crosses; and 

Whereas the Army recently removed and 
destroyed the said crosses; and 

Whereas during the tenure of the crosses 
they bore into the hearts of the people of 
Hawaii and the Nation as a whole; and 

Whereas the wooden crosses were symbols 
of the devotion in which the people held 
those who gave their lives that freedom 
might live and who now sleep beneath the 
green turf in the ancient crater; and 

Whereas the cemetery without the row 
upon row of white crosses looks bare and 
forlorn; Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the American Legion, De
partment of Hawaii, forward copies of this 
resolution to the national commander of the 
American Legion, Hawaii's Delegate to Con
gress, the Honorable JOSEPH R. FARRINGTON, 
and the Department of the Army, Washing
ton, D. C. 

Approved by action of the department ex
ecutive committee, department of Hawaii, 
October 10, 1951. 

Copies forwarded to the national com
mander, Hawaii's Delegate to Congress, and to 
the Department of the Army, Washington, 
D. c., October 18, 1951. · 

C. E. MORRIS, 
Department Adjutant, American Legion, 

Department of Hawaii. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. MAHON asked and was given per
mission to address the House today for 
15 minutes, following any special orders 
heretofore entered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle
man from Wisconsin [Mr. SMITH] is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

OUR FOREIGN POLICY 

Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin. Mr. Speak
er, it seems just a few days ago when 
we listened to that great British states
man, Winston Churchill. I think many 
of us, after having heard him, expressed 
the feeling that somewhere, sometime, 
someplace, there might be a great Amer
ican statesman who would speak out for 
this country as Churchill hl:l.s spoken out 
for Britain. 

I think, Mr. Speaker, we have such a 
statesman in the person of Herbert 
Hoover, who on last Sunday afternoon 
again took to the air waves and spoke 
to the American people out of the depths 
of his heart, bringing to all of us his 
sincere convictions on this matter of our 
foreign policy. Our fumbling foreign 
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policy is bound to be the real issue in 
the 1952 campaign and the American 
people will heed the voice of Mr. Hoover. 

I was much surprised on yesterday to 
:find a headline in the New York Times 
which states, "Hoover asks withdrawal 
of Army from Europe." 

Mr. Speaker, nowhere in that great 
radio address by Mr. Hoover can I :find 
any language which would justify that 
headline. It seems to me that New York 
Times has deliberately and on purpose 
distorted the views of Mr. Hoover be
cause it does not agree with him. 

Here is what Mr. Hoover said: 
We should state that not only will we 

send no more ground troops, but that we ex
pect they wm rapidly relieve us of that 
burden except to protect our airfields out
side the NATO countries. 

By no stretch of the imagination can 
that language be construed as the Times 
has stated. It is an outright distortion. 
NATO has promised that there would be 
40 divisions in Western Europe by the 
end of 1952, and we know that if they 
are going to fulfill their obligation and 
their agreement with us they will re~ 
place our troops with Europeans. Why 
should the United States police Europe
from now on? 

Mr. Speaker, I want to read into the 
RECORD, at this point because it is ro 
important and should have a permanent 
place in the archives of this great body, 
the points that Mr. Hoover has made 
in his broadcast and which .he believes 
are so necessary for the preservation of 
our country. Here are some recommen
dations for an American foreign policy: 

In view of this past year's experience, and 
these rising pressures, the Congress should 
again reexamine our situation. 

I believe there are methods more effective 
to check the Communist menace in the long 
run and at the same time to lessen our 
domestic dangers. 

As a basis for test I May repeat the essen
tials of the proposals some of us made a year 
ago which were supported by many military 
and economic authorities: 

First. That the first national purpose of 
this Republic must be the defense of this 
fi::al Gibraltar of freedom-and that is the 
Western Hemisphere. 

Second. That the only way to save Europe 
from destruction is to avoid the third world 
war. The real and effective deterrent which 
we can, within our resources, contribute to 
that end is in cooperation with the British 
to expand our already strong air and navies 
up to a striking force. The Communists 
know that such striking force could destroy 
their military potential if they started an in
vasion and it could punish any such aggres
sion. And this applies to aggression against 
other non-Communist countries as well as 
Western Europe. 

In Korea, however correct the original 
decisions to use ground armies may have 
been, our experience during the past year has 
certainly demonstrated that we should have 
reliec.: upon air and sea forces to punish that 
aggression. We should have avoided most of 
the sacrifice or 20,000 American boys a:r>d 
the injury of 80,000 others. The long-run 
injury to the South Koreans would have been 
le::;s devastating. 

WOULDN'T SCATTER ARMIES 

Third. That the only way we can hold the 
initiative in this cold war is not to scatter 
our ground armies all around the 25,000 
miles of Communlst borders but to concen-

trate on such a highly mobile striking force 
by air and sea. 

Threa weeks ago General Wedemeyer, one 
of our greatest military strate::;ists stated we 
should not dissipate our ground armies over 
the world and should put our emphasis upon 
a striking force of air and sea power. 

Fourth. That we should furnish such 
munitions as we can afford to other nations 
who show a determined will to defend them
selves. 

Fifth. That to maintain the economic 
strength of the United States and to pre
vent its socialization does not permit our 
building up great ground armies in addi
tion to overwhelming air and sea forces and 
supply of munitions to other nations. If 
our economy should collapse, Stalin's victory 
over the world would be complete. We can
not take that risk. 

Sixth. That true friendship with Western 
European nations requires they be told cer
tain things in no uncertain terms. They 
should realize the limit of our economic aid 
is this deterrent air and sea power and muni
tions. That, protected by this shield, we 
expect them on the basis of their performance 
in previous wars, and now with the aid of 
munitions from us, to realize that ground 
armies are Europe's sole problem. We should 
state that we expect them to provide, ground 
protection for c~:r airfields within their 
boundaries. We should state that not only 
will we send no more ground troops, but 
that we expect they will rapidly relieve us 
of that burden except to protect our airfields 
outside the NATO countries. 

And they should be told that their de
lays leave our 250,000 American garrison in 
Europe in a most expose:! position. 

Seventh. Our relations to the United Na
tions Charter should be revised. It must not 
be allowed to dominate the internal sov
ereignty of our Government. Our courts 
have already made decisions that the Charter 
overrides our domestic laws. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of the United 
States will support the program sug
gested by Mr. Hoover. 

I submit, Mr. Speaker, that here is a 
program for America, and here is our 
greatest statesman speaking out not as 
a Republican or as a Democrat, but as a 
great American, one who loves these 
United States with intense fervor. He 
is deeply concerned about its welfare. 
Let all our citizens rally to his standard, 
for our security and the preservation of 
freedom. Our present foreign policies 
are leading to disaster. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle
man from Michigan [Mr. DONDERO] is 
recognized for 15 minutes. 

THE ST. LAWRENCE SEAWAY 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, when 
the Great Architect of the Universe 
created this earth, He placed in the cen
ter of the North American continent, 
six of the great fresh water seas of the 
world, the Great Lakes. Those lakes 
contain approximately one-half of the 
sweet or fresh water of the globe. They 
have but one outlet to the sea, and that 
is the St. Lawrence River. Not only is 
that river the sole outlet of these great 
lakes, it is also the international bound
ary line for part of its course between 
two great English speaking govern
ments, friendly governments, the United 
States and Canada. 

The Almighty, in His wise purpose, 
saw fit to leave an obstruction for part 
of its way in the rapids of the St. Law
rence River, to be removed by man if he 
intended to use that great waterway for 
his own purpose. This seaway will open 
up a vast territory composed of the Mid
dle Western States affecting fifty-five or 
sixty million of the inhabitants of our 
country. 

The question which has been proposed 
to the House today is not whether the 
St. Lawrence seaway will be built. It 
will be built. But whether we go in 
with Canada and pay half, or stay out 
and pay it all. So today America 
stands at the crossroads. It must make 
a momentous decision soon which will 
affe~~ this country in the years ahead, 
nobody knows how long. 

It was said on the floor today-and in 
the Senate yesterday-that this great 
seaway is of no interest to the Ameri
cans, and therefore let Canada build it 
alone. Canada . has already passed the 
needed legislation, created an agency, 
and authorized the work to be done. 
Now, why is this seaway of such great 
importance to us? The gentleman from 
Minnesota lMr. BLATNIK], who spoke so 
eloquently here today and who lives on 
the Mesabi Range in Minnesota, indi
cated one of the many great reasons why 
we should join Canada to complete this 
work. The whole economy of the United 
States is based on the steel industry. 
If you had been a member of the Com
mittee on Public Works like the gentle
man from Minnesota [Mr. BLATNIK] and 
myself, and listened to the testimony 
presented to us for 2% months last year, 
you would have come to the same con
clusion we did-tbat the iron-ore supply 
of this country is dwindling and vanish
ing at a rapid rate. The expanding steel 
industry demands more and more ore 
each succeeding year and· only a few 
years of grace remain before it is all gone. 
Those who oppose this project may well 
ask themselves, "Where will the United 
States obtain its iron ore to provide the 
steel which is so essential and badly 
needed for natienal defense and for our 
own economy?" 

The best information we obtained is 
that we have about a 10- or 15-year sup
ply left. If anyone says to you, "We have 
sufficient ore supply in this country," 
just ask him the question: "Why is it that 
every great steel company in our Nation 
is searching the world today to find new 
deposits of iron ore?" That is it. God 
in His wisdom has placed on this conti
nent, so we would not have to brir.g it 
across the ocean, a deposit of iron ore in 
Labrador and Quebec, which will replace 
the dwindling supply in our own land. 
Testimony presented to our committee 
was to the effect that development in the 
Labrador field has hardly scratched the 
surface, but the result thus far would 
yield somewhere betw€en four and five 
billion tons of rich iron ore. How can 
that ore reach the steel mills of this 
country? Just as we brought it down 
from the Mesabi Range in Minnesota for 
75 years-that is, by water transporta
tion. It has been moving down the 
Great Lakes at the rate of about a hun
dred million tons a year, most of it from 
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the Mesabi Range in the State of my 
distinguished and able friend the gentle
from Minnesota [Mr. BLATNIK]. The 
most feasible and the best way to bring 
Labrador ore to the steel industry of the 
United States where it is now located
that is, Ohio, western Pennsylvania, and 
around the Lakes-is for · that ore to 
move up the St. Lawrence River just as 
ore is coming down the Great Lakes to
day, namely, in great ships that carry 
as much as 20,000 tons. The same ships 
can be used; the same docks can be used; 
the same equipment can be used. We 
do not have to change any part of it. 
Yet here we are, debating whether or not 
this country should go in with Canada to 
complete this .sea way. 

As far as I have been able to learn, 
never in the history of man where a 
great government has once obtained con- · 
trol or joint control of a great waterway 
did that government ever relinquish con
trol to another. But that is precisely 
the situation in which we are today when 
we consider the St. Lawrence seaway, 
because Canada proposes to build it 
alone unless the United States is will
ing to go in as her partner. When we 
let Canada build it alone control will 
pass to ·her. Thank God, may I say, 
that we have Canada, a friendly nation, 
to the north of us. She can then stip
ulate the tolls and we will ray them and 
thereby pay the entire cost, or practi
cally all of it, on iron ore alone. We 
still have one chance to go in 50-50 
and each nation pay half. 

I am amazed sometimes to hear the 
ridiculous figures as to what it will cost 
the United States. There is only one 
thing wrong with the St. Lawrence sea
way. If it were located somewhere in 
the center of Europe it would have been 
built and completed long ago, because 
every time Congress votes for a foreign
aid bill of from eight to ten billion dol
lars we send a dozen or more St. Law
rence seaways. to Europe to b.e built over 
there. Whenever we ask that something 
be done for our own country to preserve 
our national security, to preserve our 
great steel industry which we must do 
because, I repeat, the whole economy of 
this country is tased upon the steel in
dustry, then we back away from it and 
find every reason on the face of the 
earth why it ought to be defeated and 
never adopted. 

Something was said here about its 
being frozen up 5 months of the year. 
We all know that navigation on the 
Great Lakes lasts about 8 months of the 
year; only 4 or 4 Y2 months is it ob
structed by ice; but for 75 years we have 
been able to bring down all the ore neces
sary to supply the demands of the steel 
industry. Why could it not be done the 
same way if we bring the ore up from 
Labrador by the same ships and over 
the same water? 

Let me tell you something that hap
pened at the beginning of the last war 
if we are to depend upon ore from 
abroad, from South America, or from 
Africa, or some other place across the 
water. It may not be generally known 
that out of a fleet of eight ships which 
were bringing ore to this country from 

,,... 

Chile, German submarines within weeks 
sank six in the Gulf of Mexico and near
by waters, and the Government withdrew 
the other two in order to keep them from 
being sunk. That is an indication of 
how vulnerable we would be in this coun
try if we depend upon having ore shipped 
from abroad or across the sea should we 
get into war with a foreign foe. That is 
what did happen; it could happen again. 

I read the President's message care
fully; I reread it this morning. It sets 
forth the facts of just what the picture 
is in relation to the St. Lawrence sea
way as it affects the United States. I 
hope our committee will report a bill this 
year and give this House a chance to 
express itself on what I think is the mas
ter project of the North American con
tinent. It is vital to our national se
curity and essential to our general wel
fare. 

And now as to its cost: The figure that 
was presented to us by the Corps of Army 
Engineers as to the American share of 
the cost was $564,000,000. We can im
mediately write off $200,000,000 of that 
for the power that will be developed in 
the rapids of the river. The State of 
New York through its representatives 
informed our committee, that they stand 
ready to purchase the hydroelectric 
power for that amount of money and 
reduce the cost . to the rest of the tax
payers of the Nation to about $364,000,-
000. Spread that over 6 years which it 
will take to build the sea way and we find 
it will take but $60,000,000 anually over 
that period to build the greatest project 
left unfinished on this continent. I be
lieve through the payment of tolls the 
entire cost can be liquidated. Why 
should it not be done? We still have 
the opportunity. But, in my judgment, 
6 months from now may be too late. 

May I say, incidentally, that I do not 
often agree with the President of the 
United States; however, he said to me 
not long ago that if Canada builds this 
alone she will get the money · from the 
United States of America. It will be 
American money that will build it. I 
have to agree with the President in that 
statement. I think he is correct. Why 
do we not join Canada in this undertak
ing, a friendly nation and a friendly 
neighbor which has cooperated with us 
and waited these many years for us to 
act? 

It has been my privilege to meet with 
Canadian officials on three different oc
casions during the last 15 years and they 
have never deviated from the position 
they have taken. They are willing and 
ready to cooperate with their American 
friends, to build what appears to me to 
be one of the last great projects on this 
continent, one that will be of great bene
fit to our people. 

I have said nothing about the economy 
or savings in commerce, the savings in 
transportation cost of agricultural prod
ucts, of industrial products and raw ma
terials that would certainly use the sea
way. It will create an expanding com
merce. 

I fear that those groups in our land 
who oppose it, the three groups men
tioned by the gentleman from Minnesota, 

the coal industry, the Atlantic and Gulf 
ports and the railroads, are mistaken in 
their position that it will hurt their busi
ness. I do not think so. With the ex
pansion of our economy everywhere in 
the land it will create more business and 
they will get more business. I think the 
same position was taken more than 50 
years a~·o when the Panama Canal was 
built, yet the Panama Canal has proven 
to be of much benefit to the railroads. 
Again I say we stand at the crossroads 
today. 

Ours is the decision to make and un
less we make that decision soon in the 
right way the United States will lose one 
of the greatest opportunities it ever had 
to help industrial expansion and benefit 
the people of the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle
man from California [Mr. ALLEN] is 
recognized for 10 minutes. 

<Mr. ALLEN of California asked and 
was given permission to revise and ex
tend his remarks and include extraneous 
matter.) 

WASTE PAPER AND WASTE 

Mr. ALLEN of California. Mr. Speak
er, the quantity of Government litera
ture, printed communications, and offers 
of more of the same which have reached 
the people of the district which I repre
sent has finally reached such a volume 
that it has caused a spontaneous protest. 
I presume that the experience in one con
gressional district is typical of the ex
perience in all others. 

Congress has been conscious of the 
waste which occurs when the facilities of 
Government are used too freely for 
spreading information, propaganda or 
personal views, usually through the me
dium of material printed by the Govern
ment Printing Office and mailed postage 
free. 

During the debates a few months ago 
on lr. R. 3709, the appropriations bill for 
the Department of Labor and the Fed
eral Security Agency, a typical amend
ment was adopted to prohibit the use of 
Government funds for unauthorized 
printing and propaganda. It was esti
mated by one speaker that the expendi
tures in the executive branch for pub
licity and propaganda amounted to 
somethin~ over $100,000,000 per year. 
During fiscal 1951 is was estimated ti- ~~ 
the cost of postage for the mail of the 
executive branch would have been ap
proximately $81,000,000, had regular 
rates been paid. The cost of the time 
which many Government employees 
must have spent in preparing material 
for use in such literature must have in
volved additional millions. 

A variety of agencies contribute to the 
great stream of printed material which 
leaves the Nation's capital. Possibly 
none of these agencies appreciates the 
volume of the total stream which reaches 
each congressional district and the ef
fect that this appalling total has on the 
taxpayers of the Nation. The letter 
which I will include in these remarks 
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may give them some indication of the 
result of their total efforts. 

The author of the letter, Kacy Ward, 
· is the editor of the Berkeley Daily Ga

zette, a newspaper in Berkeley, Calif. 
Kacy is a good newspaperman of long ex
perience, a trained observer, an accurate 
reporter, a thoughtful interpreter an~ a 
man not given to outbursts of hasty, ill
considered opinions. I recommend a 
consideration of his views to the men in 
Government who start the movement of 
printed material from Washington, D. C. 
The small deluge of correspondence 
which has reached me confirming Mr. 
ward's opinion indicates that his views 
are shared by many thinking citizens. 
During a time in which the strictest 
economy in Government is so essential to 
the welfare of the Nation, it would be 

,.well if those views were shared by many 
more people in Government. 

I commend for careful consideration 
the letter which Mr. Ward wrote in his 
column of the Berkeley Daily Gazette of 
January 10, 1952, which is as follows: 
Congressman JOHN J. ALLEN, 

House of Representatives, 
Washin gton, D. C. 

DEAR CONGRESSMAN ALLEN: I have received 
in the mall (postage free, of course) some 
lit erature from the United States Govern
ment Printing Office, Division of Public 
Documents, Washlngton 25, D. C. The ma
terial was addressed to me at my home and 
sent to me as an individual, not as a news
paper editor. 

Inasmuch as I am, as an individual, pay
ing income taxes, gasoline taxes, excise 
taxes, luxury taxes, and a number of other 
taxes, I feel that I have a right to object 
when I feel my money being thrown away. 
I don't mind paying my honest share for 
reasonable operations of the Government 
and for defense of this Nation. I do object 
to my tax money being used in fields in 
which I feel the Government-my Govern
ment-bas no business. 

As our Representative in Congress I feel 
it is your job to do your part to clean up the 
mess that surrounds you in Trumanville. 
If you can't do anything else, you can get 
up in the House and talk about it. If you 
do, I'm sure we'll hear about it. 

When I had the pleasure of visiting you in 
Washington some time ago, I noticed the 
huge stacks of Government literature piled 
in the tunnels that connect the Congress 
Office Building with the Capitol. Keeping 
an eye on the Government mail that comes 
into the news office, I have come to the con
clusion that nine-tenths of that portion 
that reaches me is utterly, -completely a 
waste of our (taxpayers) money. 

However, I can understand-to a certain 
extent-the interest of various tax-fed prop
aganda services in Trumanville in attempt
ing to reach and impress the various news 
outlets of the country. 

The literature I have received at home 
from our Government Printing Office does 
not fall in that category. 

I have before me the envelope and con
tents. The envelope is marked "official busi
ness-penalty for private use to avoid pay
ment of postage, $300." Inside is a pam
phlet offering me selected United States Gov
ernment publications, with a notation that 
apparently the sheet is issued biweekly by 
the Superintendent of Documents, Govern
ment Printing Office, Washington 25, D. C. 
Attached ls an order form, part of which is a 
return mail envelope slip, also from the Gov
ernment Printing Office, that permits me to 
receive whatever publications I wish sent me 
postage-free from that office. 

In addition there is a nice piece of ad
vertising, a slip offering me a 66-page bul
letin titled "Brief History of the American 
Labor Movement," prepared by the United 
States Department of Labor, Bureau of Labor 
Statistics. It says the bulletin, among other • 
things, will inform me of the development 
of the labor movement, present organization 
activities, and aims. It is offered at 25 cents 
a copy, with a 25-percent discount on orders 
of 100 or more. 

Well, Congressman ALLEN, I don't want a 
bulletin by the Department of Labor on the 
hist ory of the labor mo-vement. There is 
plenty of free material available to keep me 
informed on the present aims of labor and its 
bearing on and in the next election. I don't 
u :1derstand why the Government bas to pay 
for printing the booklet, taking the mail
man's and my time and money to adver
tise it by free postage. And the same goes 
for the bulletins offered among the "selected 
publications" our Government is ofiering, 
printed, I presume, with our money. We 
do:i 't see bow the Government can af!ord to 
put out a leafiet on Apples in Appealing Ways 
to sell for 10 cents, or why 1t should. Isn't it 
up to the apple growers and packers to offer 
that sort of thing? Do we have to pay for it 
out of taxes? Or for a 23-page booklet on 
Work Injuries in the United States During 
1949. Frankly, we doubt there is enough de
m and for that stuff to pay the time of the 
person stuffing the junk in the envelopes to 
mail it. Or a bulletin entitl€d "How Chil
dren Learn To Think." It says the "bulletin 
deals with how children leain to think. The 
examples given show how important it is to 
have a classroom environment in which good 
thinking is expected and encouraged." 

Honestly, Congressman ALLEN, what in 
heck is the Government doing anyway, in 
publishing that sort of stuff? Is there no 
limit to what we poor taxpayers must work 
and slave to provide at a cut rate through the 
very channels of government that is supposed 
to be taking care of our interests? The list 
could go on an<i on. For example, the ofier
ing of a List of 1,000 Large ManUfacturing 
Companies, Their Subsidiaries and Affiliates, 
1948. How many want that sort of thing, 
especially for the long-past year of 1948? 
Must we pay for having it printed? Is it 
that we have a lot of tax-eating employees in 
Washington and the more stufI they can turn 

-out the bigger the stafI and the more secure 
their job? 

There was a time when there was talk 
about "two chickens in every pot." I sug
gest we change that, as far as Washington is 
concerned, possibly to "two workers in every 
job." 

Of course, I am only speaking for myself. 
I haven't any "in." No one has given me a 
deep freezer, ever. My wife hasn't a mink 
coat. I have never tried to get a loan from 
the RFC to open a gambling joint. I have 
never held a political appointment. I don't 
owe anything to any ward boss, any politician 
or Government official. But there bas been a 
bit of revolt against taxation in the history 
of some good, solid American families, back 
at the time of the Boston Tea Party. 

I'm running this letter in my column. I 
know I'm only one voice in thousands
thousands you represent in Congress, where 
the percentage is cut so that we all have a 
voice in the House, through you. 

And I hope that at least one of my nine 
readers will clip and mail this to you to 
show I am not alone. And I don't think I 
am. 

Sincerely, 
"KACY" WARD 

Berkeley Daily Gazette, Berkeley, Calif. 

The []PEAKER pro tempore. Under 
previous order of the House, the gentle-

man from Texas [Mr. MAHON] is recog
nized for 15 minutes. 

. INVITATION TO MEMBERS OF CONGRESS 
TO ASSIST APPROPRIATIONS COMMIT
TEE IN FINDING WAYS TO PROMOTE 
EFFICIENCY AND ECONOMY IN DE
FENSE PROGRAM 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, the House 
Subcommittee on Military Appropria
tions is now conducting hearings on the 
$52,000,000,000 military budget sub
mitted by the President to Congress on 
January 21. Hearings have been in 
progress since January 10. 

On behalf of the subcommittee, I wish 
to invite all Members of the House who 
may have any suggestions as to how to 
achieve greater economy and efiiciency 
in the operation of the Military Estab .. 
lishment-Army, Navy, and Air Force
to appear before the subcommittee and 
submit ideas and suggestions and suita
ble amendments to the bill. 

This course of action will give the sub
committee an opportunity to weigh care
fully all suggestions and amendments 
proposed and interrogate witnesses from 
the Department of Defense when they 
appear on the specific questions in
volved. If suggestions and amendments 
are not proposed until after the bill is 
presented to the fioor for consideration 
and passage, there will not be ample 
opportunity for the committee to care
fully study and investigate the pros and 
cons of the proposals made and hear the 
necessary witnesses on the points raised. 

The invitation which I am making is 
.extended to committees and subcommit
tees as well as to individual Members. 
Particularly is the invitation extended 
to comm~ttees and subcommittees that 
have investigated or which are investi
~ting various aspects of the operations 
of the Department of Defense. It has 
been reported that about 30 committees, 
subcommittees, and task forces of one 
kind or another of the Congress have 
r.ecently investigated or are in the proc
ess of investigating some aspect of the 
operations of the Department of De
fense. These investigations will not be 
of maximum benefit to Congress unless 
the groups involved present specific rec
omme·ndations and proposed amend
ments to the Appropriations Committee. 
Investigations are of little value unless 
the lessons learned are translated into 
legislative and administrative action. 

The Government is confronted with 
a huge deficit. Taxes are high and a 
major effort to achieve economy and em
ciency in the Department of Defense, 
the -agency which spends the largest 
portion of the tax dollar, is mandatory. 
Greater t-conomy and efficiency in the 
operations of the Department o~ Defense 
must be achieved and all Members are 
now urged to cooperate with the Sub
committee on Military Appropriations 
in this important undertaking. 

Following the adjournment of Con
gress last October, I addressed to all 
Members of the House the following 
letter: 

0cTOBER 25, 1931. 
DEAR COLLEAGUE: As you know, the biggest 

thing in Government today is national de
fense. Since the 1st of January we have 
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appropriated for the Army, Navy, and Air 
Force the total sum of $83,995,718,422. 

As chairman of the House Subcommittee 
on Military Appropriations, I should like to 
call upon you to visit military installations 
which m ay be in your congressional district 
prior to the convening of the second session 
of the Eighty-second Congress. I don't want 
to be presumptuous in m aking this request 
and I realize t hat you m ay not have time 
to m ake a detailed st udy of the military 
programs and defense production in your 
district, but I believe you can in a brief pe
riod of time get some pretty good informa
tion as to whether or not the services are 
operating on a f airly common sense and 
economical basis in your area. I am hopeful 
that the military-construction program is 
moving along on a better basis thari during 
World War II inasmuch as we have insisted 
t p at compet it ive bids be resorted to wherever 
possible. I am informed that about 95.6 per
cent of military const ruction in this count ry 
is being handled on the competitive-bid 
basis. 

Members of the subcommitt ee and the 
committ ee staff will undertake to visit many 
installations in various areas of the country, 
but it is a physical impossibility for us to 
visit all military installations in the United 
States and abroad. 

If you do find it possible to visit military 
installations in your district, I trust you will 
provide the committee with a memoran dum 
in regard to significant findings and any sug
gestions which you think might prove help
ful. I hope to see to it that all reports are 
thoroughly screened by members of the com
mittee staff and presented to the subcom
mittee for consideration early next year. 

All of us, as I see it, must bend every effort 
toward greater economy and more efficiency 
in the operation of our military program. 
Best personal regards. 

Yours very cordially, 
G EORGE MAHON. Chairman, 

M i li tary Appropr iati ons Subcommittee. 

In paragraph one of the letter just 
quoted, I make reference to the appro
priation of $83 ,000,000,000 for the De
partment of Defense in 1951-calendar 
year 1951. The statement is a little mis
leading. The actual appropriations for 
the Department of Defense made by the 
Eighty-second Congress in 1951 totaled 
$67 ,209 ,53 7 '422. 

The sum of $16,795,181,000 was appro
priated for the Department in Decem
ber 1950, but the bill was not approved 
by the President and the funds did not 
become available to the Department un
til January 6, 1951, 3 days after the con
vening of the Eighty-second Congress. 
In other words, the $83,000,000,000 is the 
correct sum that became available to the 
Department in 1951, but Congress took 
action on a portion of the amount in late 
December 1950. In further clarification. 
let me say that in calendar year 1951, 
Congress appropriated for the current 
fiscal year, the fiscal year 1952, the sum 
of $60,829,864,422, and in supplemental 
appropriations for the fiscal year 1951. 
the sum of $6,379,673,000. 

Our appropriations for the current 
fiscal year, the year that ends June 30 
1952, for the Department of Def ens~ 
total about $60,000,000,000. According 
to present indications, one-half of this 
money will be spent for major procure
ment-such things as aircraft, ships, 
guided missiles, and other hard goods. 
One-half of the major procurement 

money will be spent for aircraft. For 
military personnel costs, 17 percent of 
the funds will be expended, and for op
eration and maintenance, 20 percent of 
the funds will be expended. Tnis picture 
is not greatly different from the appro
priations picture for the previous fiscal 
year, the year ending June 30, 1951. 

Indications are that if Congress ap
propriates approximately the sum re
quested by the President for the Depart 
ment of Defense for the fiscal year 1953 
the military personnel costs will rise t~ 
about 22 percent of the budget, the costs 
for operation and maintenance will rise 
to about 25 percent of the budget, and 
the major procurement costs will ap 
proximate 45 percent of the budget . 
Four percent of the currently proposed 
budget would be devoted to research and 
development. 

There is inevitably a wide disparity 
between appropriations for the Depart
ment of Defense and expenditures of 
the Department of Defense. The ex
penditures during the past fiscal year 
by the Department were approximately 
$20,000,000,000. The expenditures this 
year will approximate $40,000,000,000 
and the expenditures for next year, 
fiscal year 1953, will approximate $52,-
000,000,000. 

This disparity between appropriations 
for the Department of Defense and ex
penditures for the Department can be 
high-lighted in another way. On June 
30, 1950, the end of the fiscal year, the 
Department had on hand about $9,000,-
000,000 in unexpended funds. The cor
responding figure for June 30, 1951, was 
$38,000,000,000 and it is estimated that 
the corresponding figure for June 30, 
1952, will be $58,000,000 ,000 . . It is antici
pated that the estimated figure for June 
30, 1953, will be $58,000 ,000,000. These 
carry-over funds are necessary in order 
to enable the Department of Defense 
to make firm contracts with industry for 
long lead-time items such as aircraft, 
ships, tanks, guided missiles, electronic 
items, and other hard goods of complex 
design and structure. 

It is evident from what I have said 
that the fact that the military budget 
now before Congress is about $11,000,-
000,000 below the military budget for the 
current fiscal year does not mean that 
we are slowing down the military pro
gram. On the contrary, the military 
program is expanding with every pass
ing month and will continue to expand 
throughout the fiscal year 1953. 

The military budget before Congress 
is in no Eense of the word a full mobiliza
tion budget, but it does provide for a 
gradual build-up in our military 
strength. Department of Defense offi
cials have recommended this more 
gradual approach to military strength 
in view of the fact that they do not know 
if world war III will come, and if it 
comes, just when the enemy will strike. 
If it were definitely known that within 
1 year or 2 years we would be in the 
midst of a general war, no one would 
deny the necessity for providing funds 
for the Department of Defense far in 
excess of the amount requested in the 

President's budget. In other words, the 
proposed military budget now before 
Congress is predicated on the assump
tion that we will not be in an all-out 
war within the next 2 years. 

I sincerely hope that substantial re
ductions can be made in the present mili
tary budget without impairing the 
growth and development of our military 
might. If reductions are to be made, 
they must be made intelligently and the 
Committee oh Appropriations needs all 
possible information tending to point 
out how specific savings can be made 
without impairing our military strength 
or retarding our military preparedness. 
It is almost valueless for Members of 
Congress to suggest that the Defense 
budget should be cut by some amount, 
such as so many billions of dollars, un
less specific places where the reductions 
should be made are pointed out and un
less it is demonstrated that such reduc
tions can safely be effected and would 
not increase beyond the realm of pru
dence the calculated risks already taken. 
This admittedly is a difficult thing to do 
but it is the only sound approach to ~ 
difficult problem. 

This business of economy and effi
ciency and good government-this busi
ness of achieving the maximum in value 
for the military dollar is not solely the 
problem of the Appropriations Commit
tee and the Department of Defense. 
Each Member of Congress should make 
whatever contribution he can to the 
solution of this highly complicated and 
difficult problem, particularly in view of 
the fact that the major portion of the 
tax dollar is expended for national de
fense. 

APPOINTMENT OF COMMITTEE TO AT
TEND THE FUNERAL OF THE LATE 
HONORABLE WILLIAM T. BYRNE 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the pro
visions of House Resolution 506, Eighty. 
second Congress, the Chair appoints as 
members of the committee on the part 
of the House to attend the funeral of 
the late Honorable William T. Byrne: 
Mr. CELLER, Mr. BUCKLEY, Mr. REED of 
Illinois, Mr. KEOGH, Mr. O'TOOLE, Mr. 
BRYSON, Mr. LANE, Mr. TAYLOR, Mr. 
ROONEY, Mr. KEATING, Mr. MILLER of New 
York, Mr. OSTERTAG. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
extend remarks in the Appendix of the 
RECORD, or to revise and extend remarks 
was granted to: ' 

Mr. HARVEY Cat the request of Mr. 
ARENDS) and to include an editorial. 

Mr. BAKEWELL and to include an 
editorial from the St. Louis Globe
Democrat. 

Mr. POAGE. 
Mr. ROOSEVELT and to include extra

neous material. 
Mr. WIER. 
Mr. ASPINALL (at the request of Mr. 

WIER) and to include a quotation from 
one of his papers. 
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Mr. ZABLOCKI and to include extra

neous matter. 
Mr. YATES and to include extraneous 

matter. 
Mr. CLEMENTE and to include a speech 

by former Senator James M. Mead. 
Mr. BARTLETT and to include an edi

torial. 
Mr. KELLEY of Pennsylvania and to 

include excerpts from an address by 
Philip Murray, and in another instance 
to include an editorial from the Pitts
burgh Post-Gazette. 

Mr. PRICE and to include an editorial 
from this morning's Washington Post on 
the subject of mine safety legislation. 

Mr. RoDINo and to include a resolu
tion of the Disabled American Veterans. 

Mr. LANE in four instances and include 
extraneous matter. 

Mr. PATTERSON and include a letter. 
Mr. WITHROW and include a letter and 

a brief petition signed by 43 citizens of 
his district. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts and to 
include a letter from Hawaii and resolu
tions passed regarding replacement of 
white crosses in Punchbowl National 
Cemetery. 

Mr. HARRISON of Wyoming and to 
include extraneous matter. 

Mr. SCUDDER in three separate in
stances, in each to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. OSTERTAG and to include an edi
torial. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska and to in
clude an editorial on Gen. Douglas Mac
Arthur. 

Mr. AUCHINCLOSS (at the request of 
Mr. GOODWIN) and include an editorial. 

Mr. GOODWIN in three instances, in 
each to include an editorial. 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa and to include 
extraneous material. 

Mr. McDONOUGH and include a speech 
made in Los Angeles recently by Federal 
Judge Pearson M. Hall. 

Mr. VAN ZANDT in two separate in
stances. 

Mr. CANFIELD in two separate in
stances, in each to include editorials. 

Mr. LANE and to include a speech de
livered by Mr. Clifford Roberts, vice 
president of the United Shoe Machinery 
Corp. of Boston on the subject Research 
and Perspectives in the Tanning Indus
try, which is estimated by the Public 
Printer to cost $252. 

Mr. McCORMACK in two instances, in 
one to include copy of a letter sent by 
President Truman to Hon. James C. 
Quigley, and in the other an editorial. 

Mr. SHEEHAN <at the request of Mr. 
ARENDS) in two instances and to include 
editorials. 

Mr. MILLER of California and to in-
clude an editorial. · 

Mr. Bow and to include an address 
by Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts made at 
Niles, Ohio, on ex-President William Mc
Kinley. 

Mr. DELANEY and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. MANSFIELD in two instances in each 
to include extraneous material. 

Mr. NoRBLAD in two instances and in
clude extraneous material. 

Mr. BURNSIDE. 
Mr. COLMER an~ to include a speech. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab
sence was granted to Mr. PROUTY <at the 
request of Mr. COTTOM), on account of 
the serious illness of his father. 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. STANLEY, from the Committee 
on House Administration, reported that 
that committee did on this day present 
to the President, for his approval, bills 
of the House of the following titles: 

H. R. 870. An act for the relief of Anton 
Bernhard Blikstad; 

H. R. 961. An act for the relief of Zbigniew 
Jan Dunikowski, Karolina Dunikowski, 
Wanda Octavia Dunikowski, and Janina 
Grospera Dunikowski; 

H. R. 1131. An act for the relief of Edward 
C. Brunett; 

H. R. 1964. An act to confer jurisdiction 
upon the United States District Court for 
the Central Division of the Southern District 
of California to hear, determine, and render 
judgment upon the claim of Bernard R. 
Novak; 

H. R. 2072. An act for the relief of Jeremiah 
Coleman; 

H. R. 2505. An act for the relief of Carl 
Weitlanner; 

H. R. 2589. An act for the relief of Sor 
Matilde Sotelo Fernandez, Sor Virtudes Gar
cia Garcia, and Sor Amalia Gonzalez Gon
zalez; 

H. R. 2662. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Thelma A. Nolen; 

H. R. 3006. An act for the relief of the An
.tonio Corrao Corp.; 

H. R. 3137. An act for the relief of 0. L. 
Osteen; 

H. R. 3946. An act for the relief of Master 
Sgt. Orval Bennett; 

H. R. 4228. An act for the relief of Mrs. 
Lorene M. Williams; 

H. R. 4318. An act for the relief of Allen W. 
Spangler; 

H. R. 4671. An act for the relief of Mark 
Paul Crowley; and 

H. R . 4876. An act for the relief of Fran
cesco Fratalia. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord
ingly <at 2 o'clock and 49 minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, January 30, 1952, at 12 
o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu
tive communications were taken from 
the Speaker's table and ref erred as fol
lows: 

1099. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
of Defense, transmitting a draft of proposed 
legislation entitled, "A bill to amend the 
Army-Navy Medical Services Corps Act of 
1947 (61 Stat. 734), as amended, so as to 
authorize the appointment of a Chief of 
the Medical Service Corps of the Navy, and 
for other purposes"; to the Committee on 
Armed Services. 

1100. A letter from the Chairman, District 
of Columbia Armory Board, t ransmitting the 
Fourth Annual Report of the District of Co
lumbia Armory Board, pursuant to section · 
10, Public Law 605, an act of June 4, 1948; 
to the Committee on the District of Colum
bi.1.. 

1101. A letter from the Archivist of the 
United States, transmitting a report on rec
ords proposed for disposal and lists or sched
ules covering records proposed for disposal 
by certain Government agencies; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

1102. A letter from the Under Secret ary o! 
the Navy, transmitting a proposed bill enti
tled "A bill for the relief of certain members 
of the naval service, with respect to ship
ments of household effects"; to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

1103. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting a letter relative to the case of 
Angela Louisa Sebazco, file No. A-6986726 CR 
31346, and requesting that it be withdrawn 
from those before the Congress and returned 
to the jurisdiction of the Department of 
Justice; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE' 
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 fallows : 

Mr. JONAS: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 3813. A bill for the relief of Kenneth 
Cecil; with amendment (Rept. No. 1280). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. JONAS: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 4472. A bill for the relief of Henry T. 
Weber; without amendment (Rept. No. 1281). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. · 

Mr. JONAS: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 5955. A bill for the relief of Delma L. 
Mauzey; with amendment (Rept. No. 1282). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. JONAS: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 6065. A bill for the relief of Patrick J. 
Logan; without amendment (Rept. No. 1283). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

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

By Mr. BAILEY: 
H. R. 6283. A bill to provide a further ex

tension of the time for making application 
for terminal-leave pay; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: 
H. R. 6284. A bill to amend the Alaska 

Fisheries Act; to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

H. R. 6285. A bill to amend the Alaska 
game law; to the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. BEALL: 
H. R . 6286. A bill to provide for the ac

quisition, restoration, and maintenance of 
the burial ground of 256 Maryland heroes 
of the American Revolution; to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

H. R. 6287. A bill to amend the license 
law of the District of Columbia; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DURHAM: 
H. R. 6288. A bill to authorize the appoint

ment of qualified women as physicians and 
specialists in the medical services of the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force; to the Com
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. FOGARTY: 
H. R. 6289. A bill to prohibit Federal offi

cers and agencies from entering into con
tracts which are to be performed by prison 
labor; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EDWIN ARTHUR HALL: 
H. R. 6290. A bill to prohibit the manu

facture of combustible sweaters and other 



618 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE January 29 

inflammable clothing to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HARRISON of Wyoming: 
H . R. 6291. A bill to amend section 218 (f) 

of the Social Securit y Act with respect to 
effective dates of agreements entered into 
with States before January l, 1954; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HAVENNER: 
H . R. 6292. A bill to amend certain sec

tions of chapter 21 of the Internal Revenue 
Code, end for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means. -

By Mr. KING of California: 
H . R. 6293 . A bill to provide supplementary 

unemployment compensation benefits in cer
tain cases to workers unemployed during the 
national emergency, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLER of California: 
H. R . 6294. A bill to amend the Civil Serv

ice Retirement Act of May 29, 1930, as 
amended, to provide increases in certain an
nuities; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: 
H. R. 6295 . A bill to provide that the Com

mandant of the Marine Corps shall have a 
permanent, rather than temporary, rank of 
general; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. RODINO: 
H. R. 6296. A bill to protect the right of 

individuals to be free from discrimination 
or segregation by reason of race, color, re
Jigion, or national origin; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 6297. A bill to amend the Universal 
Military Training and Service .tl.Ct to pro
vide that certain members of the National 
Guard and other Reserve components, who 
served during World War II, shall be re
leased from active duty upon completing 17 
months' active duty after June 24, 1950; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts: 
H. R. 6298. A bill to provide, in certain 

cases, reduced postal rates on fourth-class 
mail sent by members of the Armed Forces 
of the United States; to the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. ROOSEVELT: 
H. R. 6299. A bill to amend the immigra

tion laws so as to eliminate discrimination 
based on race and sex; to provide for the 
use of unused immigration quotas; to pro
vide nonquota status for parents of citizens, 
orphans, and alien members and former 
members of the Armed Forces; and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 6300. A bill to amend the India 
Emergency Food Aid Act of 1951; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SPRINGER: 
H . R. 6301. A bill to authorize the judicial 

review of arbitrary, capricious, or grossly 
erroneous decisions of Government contract
ing officials, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TACKETT: 
H . R. 6302. A bill to amend the act en

titled "An act to authorize the operation of 
stands in Federal buildings by blind per
sons, to enlarge the economic opportunities 
of the blind, and for other purposes"; to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Texas: 
H. R. 6303. A bill providing for a joint 

study and investigation of the proposed St. 
Lawrence seaway project to be conducted by 
the Chief of Engineers and the .Interstate 
Commerce Commission; to the Committee on 
Public Works. 

By Mr. BURNSIDE: 
H . Con. Res. 192. Concurrent resolution ex

pressing the sense of the Congress that the 
President should rescind foreign-trade 
agreements with Communist-controlled 
countries; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HOFFMAN of Michigan: 
H. Res. 509. Resolution to establish a new 

dining room or cafeteria in the House wing 
of the Capitol; to the Committee on House 
Administration. 

By Mr. PATMAN: 
H. Res. 510. Resolution to provide addi

tional funds for the expenses of the study 
and investigation authorized by House Res
olution 33; to the Committee on House Ad
ministration. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule X:XII, memo
rials were presented and referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. GOODWIN: Memorial of the House 
of Representatives of the General Court of 
Massachusetts condemning the awarding by 
the Federal Government of contracts for 
army blankets to prison industries in pref
erence to New England textile mills; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

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

By Mr. ADDONIZIO: 
H. R . 6304. A bill for the relief of Edward 

F. Knasin; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

H. R . 6305. A bill to effect entry of a minor 
child to be adopted by United States citi
zens; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EATON: 
H . R. 6306. A bill for the relief of Sister 

M. Belina; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. HA VENNER: 
H. R. 6307. A bill for the relief of Winifred 

Wendy Yip; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. LANE: 
H. R . 6308. A bill for the relief of William 

F. Clark; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. McGRATH: 

H . R. 6309. A bill for the relief of Antonio 
Scorza; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PATTERSON: 
H. R. 6310. A bill for the relief of Michel 

Antoine Mamlouk; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. POULSON: 
H. R . 6311. A bill for the relief of Abdel

Jawad Mohamad Salameh; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 6312. A bill for the relief of W. A. 
Sampsel; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RODINO: 
H. R. 6313. A bill for the relief of Laszlo 

Halasz; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. THORNBERRY: 

H. R. 6314. A bill for the relief of Kiko 
Oshiro; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HART: 
H.J. Res. 363. Joint resolution to provide 

for the presentation of the Merchant Marine 
Dist inguished Service Medal to Henrik Kurt 
Carlsen, master, steamship Flying Enterprise; 
to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

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

521. By Mr. BOGGS of Delaware: Petition 
of Mrs. Nora B. Powell and 677 other citizens 
of New Castle County, Del., urging enact
ment of legislation prohibiting alcoholic bev
erage advertising over the radio and televi
sion and in magazines and newspapers; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

522. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the city 
clerk, Elizabeth, N. J., relative to protesting 
the use of the Newark, N. J., Airport, because 
of the recent air accidents, and recommend
ing that it be removed to another site; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

COMMITTEE EMPLOYEES 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE 

JANUARY 8, 1952. 
To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 

The above-mentioned committee or sub
committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
June 30, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclu
sive, together with total funds authorized 
or appropriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession 

Joseph 0 . Parker __ ____ CounseL __________ _ 
John J. Heimburger ________ do ____ ____ ______ _ 
.Altavene Clark _______ Executive officer ___ _ 
Mabel C. Downey ____ Clerk ______________ _ 
Lydia Vacin __________ Staff assistant_ _____ _ 
.Alice Baker----------- ___ __ do ______________ _ 
Lorraine Greenbaum _______ do ______________ _ 
Betty Prezioso _____________ do ______________ _ 

Funds authorized or appropriated for com-

Total 
gross 
salary 
during 

6-montb 
period 

$903.83 
5, 22. 96 
5,822. 96 
5, 822. 96 
3, 169.13 
2, 90. 28 
2,428. 28 
2, 217. 15 

mittee expenditures_------ ---------------- $50, 000. 00 

Amount of expenditures previously reported_ 

Afgi'f!_t_~~-e-~~~~~~~-=~~-~~-~~-~~~·-~:~ 
Total amount expended from Jan. 1, 

5, 635.03 

5, 267. 95 

1951, to Dec. 31, 195L_____________ __ 10, 902. 98 
Balance unexpended as of Jan. 11 1952________ 39, 097. 02 

HAROLD D. COOLEY, 
Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
JANUARY 15, 1952. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Sev·enty-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the followir g report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person 
employed by it during the 6-month period 
from July l, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclu
sive, together with total funds authorized or 
appropriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession 

Total 
gross 
salary 
during 

6-montb 
period 

George Y. Harvey ____ The clerk ___________ $5, 822. 96 
Kenneth Sprankle____ The assistant clerk__ 5, 22. 96 
William.A.Duvall__ __ Second assistant 5,792.88 

clerk. 
Corhal D. Orescan____ .Assistant clerk______ 5, 792. 88 
Robert E. Lambert ________ do _______________ _ 5, 792. 88 
Paul M. Wilson _________ __ _ do___ _______ _____ 5, 584. 88 
Ross P. Pope __ ------- ____ _ do_______________ 5, 561. ~ 
Jay B. Howe ____ _______ ____ do_______________ 5, 527. 27 
.Arthur Orr_. _______________ do___ __________ __ 5, 296. 
Robert P. Williams ________ do___ ____________ 5, 158. 60 
Adelbert W. Bein- _____ do_______________ 4, 771. 52 

miller. 
Frank Sanders _____________ do_______________ 4, 60.~. 62 
Carson W. Culp __ _________ do_______________ 4, 605. 62 
Robert M. Moyer __________ do_______________ 4,398. 04 
Robert L. Michaels ___ _____ do________ _______ 3,052. 52 
Lawrence C. Miller_ __ Junior assistant 3,145.24 

clrrk . 
G. Bomer Skarin __________ do ----- ---------- 2, 826. 58 
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Name of employee Profession 

Earl C. Silsby _________ Jun ior assistant 
clerk 

Francis G. Merrill ____ Clerk-stenographer __ 
Samuel R. Preston ___ ______ do ______________ _ 
Melvin E. Lefever _________ do ______ ________ _ 
Robert M. Lewis _____ Messenger _________ _ 
Willie Tarrant ____ ____ Janitor-messenger_ __ 
John C. Pugh_____ ____ Consultant _________ _ 
E. L. Eckloff_____ _____ Clerk to the major-

ity. 
Robert E. Lee_________ Clerk to the minor

ity. 
Lawrence A. Dicenzo__ Clerk-stenographer 

to ranking minor
ity member. 

J ulia M. Elliott__ _____ Clerk-stenographer 
to subcommittee 
chairman. 

Helen G. Boyle_------ ____ _ do __________ ____ _ 
Geneva Nichols _______ ____ _ do ____ ___ _______ _ 
William J. Teary __________ do ______________ _ 
Norajean Ray ______________ do ______________ _ 
Michael J. McGrath _______ do ______________ _ 
Marie Silvers _______ __ _____ do __ ____ ______ __ _ 
Joseph V. Gartlan, Jr __ ____ do ____ _____ __ ___ _ 
Theodora M. Grant_ _______ do _______ ____ ___ _ 
Lena W. Adams ___________ do _____________ _ _ 
Vivian V. Martin _________ _ do ______________ _ 
Eula D. Rig by ___ _____ ____ do ____ __ ________ _ 
Alice C. Keeffe __________ ___ do ______________ _ 

Total 
gross 

salary 
during 

6·month 
period 

$2, 826. 58 

2, 189. 30 
1, 361.12 

331. 71 
1, 854. 74 . 
1, 451. 66 
1, 216. 12 
4, 893. 62 

5,822. 96 

2, 189. 30 

2, 189. 30 

1, 860. 00 
2, 189. 30 
2, 189. 30 
2, 189. 30 
2, 189. 30 
2, 189. 30 
1, 294. 27 
1, 094. 66 

547.33 
331. 71 

1, 641. 96 
995.13 

Funds authorized or appropriated for com-
mittee expenditures. __ -------------------- $275, 000. 00 

Amount of expenditures previously reported_ ----------
Amount expended from July 1 to Dec. 31, 

1951--------------------------------------- 128, 597.13 

Total amount expended from July 1 to 
Dec. 31 , 19fiL____________ _________ ______ 128, 597.13 

Balance unexpended as of Dec. 31, 195L- ~-- 146, 402. 87 
CLARENCE CANNON, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 
JANUARY 15, 1952. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession , and total sal~ry of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
July l , 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclu
sive, together with total funds authorized 
or appropriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession 

Total 
gross 

salary 
during 

6-month 
period 

FredericD. Vechery __ Chief investigator ___ $4,612.44 
James E. Nu~ent_ ____ Investigator_________ 4, 712. 70 
Florence M. Leonard_ Clerk-stenographer__ 2, 071. 39 
Lois A. Eggers __ ___ __ __ ___ _ do_______________ 2, 100. 10 

REIMBURSEMENTS TO GOVERNMENT AGENCIES 

Atomic Energy Com
mission: 

H. Monroe Radley __ Investigator ________ _ 
DuVal Stoaks ____________ do ___ ___________ _ 

Bonneville Power Ad- __ ___ do ______________ _ 
ministration: Mil-
ton S. Sachs. 

Civil Service Com
mission: 

James S. Crawford .. _____ do ___ ___________ _ 
Wilfred V. GiJJ__ _________ do _________ _____ _ 

$4, 615. 38 
2, 400. 00 

304. 62 

1, 440. 00 
1, 286.16 

Name of employee 

Department of Agri
culture: 

Profession 

John Cooper ________ Investigator ____ __ ~ - -
Melvin M. Culp ___ ______ do ___ __ __ _______ _ 

Department of Com-
merce: 

George A. Ball ______ _____ do _______ _______ _ 
Ellsworth J. Hand ____ __ _ do _________ _____ _ 
Rodney P. Lane _______ __ do _____ __ _______ _ 
Jefferson D. McPike ___ ___ do ________ ______ _ 
Blutcher E. Prescott. _____ do ______________ _ 
George J. Roewe _________ do ____ __ ________ _ 
J ohn Norman __ ___ dO---------------

Sweeley. Adrian E . Velthuis ___ ____ do __ ____________ _ 
Perry Watzman __________ do ______________ _ 

Department of the 
Interior: 

Arnold 0. Babb _______ ___ do----- ----- --~- -

~tnb~ CTpbfJ~X:~- =====~~:---============ ' 
heimer. 

HarloweM. Stafford __ ____ do ______________ _ 
Department of Justice: 

JohnJ. Donnelly, Jr_ CounseL ___________ _ 
Herbert P eters___ ___ Assistant counsel__ __ 

Department of Labor: Investigator ________ _ 
David Schenker. 

Department of the Air 
Force: Joe M. Hansman _________ do ______________ _ 

, H arold K. Knoy _________ do _____ _________ _ 
Department of the 

Navy: 
Fred P. Bowser_ __ ___ ____ do ______ ________ _ 
William F. E. Ca- _____ do __ _____ _____ __ _ 

banis. . 
Martin P. Callan ________ do _____ _________ _ 
L ouis R. LaPorte ___ __ __ de __ ___________ _ 
Lee J. Smith ________ _____ do ___ __ _________ _ 
Howard H. Terhune. _____ do ______________ _ 

Department of the 
Treasury: 

ilb~~ g~~eili.--=== =====~~=============== Economic Stabiliza-
tion Agency: William J. Klima ________ do __ _________ __ _ _ 

Olin 0. Taylor _____ ______ do ___ ____ ____ ___ _ 
Export-Import Bank: _____ do ______________ _ 

John D. Fitch. 
Federal Bureau of In· 

vestigation : Marshall J . Bell _____ __ ___ do __ ______ ______ _ 
Charles G. Haynes _______ do ______________ _ 
Adrian L. Meyer_ ________ do ____ _____ ____ _ _ 
Robert E. Right- _____ do _______ ____ ___ _ 

myer. 
Paul G. Travers _____ ____ do ______________ _ 

General Services Ad-
ministration: Louis J. Graham ______ ___ do _______ _____ __ _ 

Wesley C. Mohn- _____ do _______ _______ _ 
kern. 

Housing and Home 
El~inance Agency: . 

1 Abbott, Jr_ _____ __ ____ do ______________ _ 
George C. BeJL ___ _ _____ do __ ________ ____ _ 
Perley W. Clogston _ _____ do ______________ _ 

Interstate Commerce _____ do ______________ _ 
Commission: Alexis 
P. Bukovsky. National Labor Rela- _____ do ______________ _ 
tions Board: Carroll 
K. Shaw. Reeonstruction Fi- _____ do ______________ _ 
nance Agency: Ben 
B. Hood. Securities and Ex- _____ do ___________ ___ _ 
change Commis-
sion: James A. 
Swink. Tennessee Valley _____ do ______________ _ 
Authority:JamesE. 
Goddard. The Panama Canal: _____ do ______________ _ 
Edwin M. McGin-
nis. Veterans' Adminis- _____ do ______________ _ 
tration: Vern L. 
McMurrin. 

Total 
gross 

salary 
during 

6-month 
period 

$192. 31 
1, 836. 33 

73. 92 
186. 84 
752. 16 

1, 157. 06 
1, 373. 73 

252. 00 
936. 72 

658. 72 
2, 263. 83 

671. 84 
433. 92 
785. 84 

649. 78 

2, 217.16 
974. 37 
889. 44 

1, 427. 38 
1, 515. 32 

1, 027.13 
1, 034. 40 

988. 80 
988. 80 
854. 90 

1, 372. 00 

423. 08 
192. 40 

1, 093. 26 
1, 479. 06 
. 296. 24 

4, 402. 90 
3, 235. 79 

692.17 
4, 319. 82 

1, 514. 44 

2, 911. 51 
2, 538. 48 

2, 699. 60 
3, 558. 08 
4, 165. 25 
3, 507. 39 

2, 950. 02 

2, 001. 61 . 

146. 15 

1,000. 54 

325. 51 

1, 842. 72 

TEMPORARY CLEll.lCAL AND STENOGRAPHIC ASSISTANCE 

Total gross 
salary 
during 

6-month 

Department of Agriculture: Beulah G. Cardran __ ___ _________ ________ _ 
Catherine C. Gonzales __ _____ _______ ___ __ _ 
I sabelle M. Grotzinger__ _________________ _ 

Department of Commerce: Ruth 0. Gaines __ _ 
Department of Justice: Marie C. Hoepner _________ ______________ _ 

Meriam M. HoweJL ____________________ _ 
Mary E. McGovern ___________ ______ __ __ _ 

Department of State: Mary E. Simon __ _____ _ 
Department of Treasury: James C. Neeley __ _ 
Federal Security Agency: Jeanette Dickinson __________ ___________ _ _ 

Elizabeth Moffa tt_ _______ ----- __________ _ 
Nancy M. Summers ___________________ __ _ 

Housing and Home Finance Agency: Robert 
L. Michaels.------- - ----------------- --- ---

National Securities Resources Board: 
Thecla Bomhard. --- ---------------------
Joan LeFavre. ___ ------------------------Mary F. Lawler __ ________________ __ _____ _ 

Defense Production Administration: Carlene M. Klett_ ____ _______________________ _____ _ _ 

Funds authorized or appropriated for com-

period 

$69. 20 
50. 34 
59. 20 
62.80 

11. 88 
264. 22 
435. 99 
137. 50 
224. 43 

33. 12 
93.10 
50.§0 

558. 29 

157. 56 
181. 88 
227. 37 

39. 84 

mittee expenditures . ___ ------------------ $225, 000. 00 

Amount of expenditures previously reported. ----------
Amount expended from July 1 to Dec. 31, 

1951.______________________________________ 119, 391. 55 

Total amount expended from J uly 1 to 
Dec. 31, 195L_________ ___ _____ ______ 119, 391. 55 

BalanceunexpendedasofDec.31, 195L _. ___ _ 105, 60 . 45 
Payment of bills rendered for prior fiscal period ___ ________________________________ : 616. 25 

CLARENCE CANNON, 
Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES 
JANUARY 3, 1952. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b} of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
July 1, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclu
sive, together with total funds authorized 
or appropriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession 

Bryce N. Harlow ___ __ Chief clerk _________ _ 
James A. Deakins _____ Assistant clerk _____ _ 
John R. Blandford..___ Professional staff ___ _ 
Charles F . Ducander _______ do ______________ _ 
Robert W. Smart_ ______ ___ do ______________ _ 
Janice Angell__________ Clerical staff _______ _ 

gf:~~~~~:~:~~===== =====~~=============== Agnes H. Johnston _________ do ____ __________ _ 
Berniece KalinowskL ______ do __ ____________ _ 
John J . Courtney _____ Special counseL ___ _ 
Paul L. Monahan_____ Assistant to special 

counsel (Sept. 4 
through Dec. 31) . 

Richard W . Webb ____ Assistant to special 
counsel. 

Mary E. MorrilL__ __ Secretary to special 
counsel (Ofike of 
Special Coumel 

fr~ r ~~s~ ~~ a!~ 
H. Res. 114). 

Total 
j!'fOSS 
salary 
during 
~month 
period 

$5, 822. 96 
2,810. 64 
5, 822. 96 
5, 822. 96 
5, 822. 96 

369. 53 
936. 87 

2, 810. 64 
2, 810. 64 
3, 065. 57 
2, 810. 64 
5,822. 96 
3, 07<1. 97 

4, 547. 28 

2, 810. 64 
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Funus authorized or appropriated for com-

mittee expeuditures _______________________ $50, 000. 00 

Amount of expenditures previously reported. 9, 624. 97 
Amount expended from July 1 to Dec. 3L___ 19, 961. 89 

Total amount expended from Jan. 1 to 
Dec. 3L_____________________________ 29, 586. 86 

Balance unexpended as of Dec. 31, 1951._____ 20, 413.14 
CARL VINSON, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY 
JANUARY 11, 1952, 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-ment ioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601 , Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession , and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-mont h period from 
July 1, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclu
sive, together with total funds authorized 
or appropriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession 

Orman S. Fink ____ ____ Technical staff __ ___ _ 
John E. Barriere __________ _ do ______________ _ 
William J. Hallahan .. Clerk ________ _____ _ _ 
Elsie L. Gould __ __ ____ Assistant clerk ___ __ _ 
H elen E. Long _____ ________ do ______________ _ 
Margaret P. Battle _________ do ______________ _ 

Funds authorized or appropriated for com-

Total 
gross 

salary 
during 

'fi..month 
period 

$5, 158. 60 
4, 774. 94 
5, 822. 96 
4, 093. 91 
2,85.46 

433. 10 

mittee expenditures. ___ -- - --- -- ----------- $50, 000. 00 

Amount of expenditures previously repor ted. ----------
Amount expended from Oct. 17 to Dec. 31, 

1951.. - -- ------- --- ----- ------- ------------ 10, 804. 37 

Total amount expended from Oct. 17 
to Dec. 31, 1951.__________ ______ __ ___ 10, 804. 37 

Balance unexpended as of Dec. 31, 1951. _____ 39, 195. 63 
BRENT SPENCE, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
JANUARY 15, 1952. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession , and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
July l , 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclu
sive, together with total funds authorized 
or appropriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee 

William ~- McLeod, 
Jr. 

Wendell E. Cable ____ _ 
Ruth Butterworth ___ _ 
George R. Stewart. ... 
M arie E. H erda ______ _ 
Flora McLeod _______ _ 

Profession 

Total 
gross 
salary 
during 

6-month 
period 

Clerk.-------------- $5, 822. 24 

Minority clerk _____ _ 
Assistant clerk _____ _ 
Counsel.. __________ _ 
Assistant clerk ____ _ _ 
Assistant clerk ste-

nographer, ap
pointed Aug. 6, 
1951. 

4, 605. 62 
3, 463. 89 
4, 951. 22 
2, 667. 27 
1, 847. 01 

Funds authorized or appropriated for com-
mittee expenditures._ ------------- ----- ---- $2, 000. 00 

Amount of expenditures previously reported.. 7. 60 
Amount expended from July 1 to December 

31, 1951_____________________________________ 8!14. 7 

Total amountexprnded from February 
20 to December 31. 1951._____________ _ 902. 47 

Balance unexpended as of Dec. 31, 1951 _______ 1, O!l7. 53 
JOHN L. McMILLAN, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON EDUCATION AND LABOR 
JANUARY 15, 1952. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above•mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and tot ~l salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
July 1, 1951, to December 30, 1951, inclu
sive, together with total funds authorized 
or appropriated and expended by it: 

N ame of employee 
Profession 

(Standinl! or select 
committee) 

Hussey, Fred G _______ Chief clerk ______ ___ _ 
Forsythe, Johns_____ _ General counsel. ___ _ 
H enderson, D avid 1 __ Assistant general 

counsel. 
D errickson, Russell C. Investigator.. ______ _ 
Graham, John O ______ Minority clerk. ____ _ 
Smith, Mary Pauline. Assistant clerk _____ _ 
Stent, Barbara Ann ... _____ do ____ __________ _ 
Kivett, Kathryn ___________ do __ ____________ _ 
Locher, Myrtle ...... ~ _____ do _________ ____ _ _ 
Sanders, Mary E. Gil- Assistantclerk (July 

bert. 1 to Oct. 31, 1951). 

Funds authorized or appropriated for com-

Total 
gross 
salary 
during 

&-month 
period 

$5, 823. 00 
5, 23.00 
5,823. 00 

5,823.00 
5, 823. 00 
3, 001. 86 
3, 001. 86 
3, 001.86 
3, 001. 86 
2, 001. 24 

mittee expenditures .. . _____ _______________ _ $30, 000. 00 
Refund· -------------------------------------- 687. 9 

TotaL ____________ ______ _______ ________ 30, 687. 9 

Amount of expenditures previou~ly reported.. 1, 339. 66 
Amount expended from July 1 to Dec. 30, 1951. 4, 210. 26 

Total amount expended from Jan. 1 to 
Dec. 30, 195L________________________ 5. 549. 92 

Balance unexpended as of Dec. 30, 1951. ______ 25, 128. 97 

GRAHAM A. BARDEN, 
Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON EXPENDITURES IN THE EXECUTIVE 
DEPARTMENTS 

JANUARY 15, 1952. 
T o the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 

The above-mentioned committee or sub
committee, pursuant to section 134 '(b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congresr ap
proved August f" 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
July l, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclusive, 
together with total funds authorized or ap
propriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee 

Thomas A. Kennedy __ 
William A. Young __ _ _ 
Christine Ray Davis .. 
Martha C. Roland .... 
J. Robert Brown ____ _ _ 
William F. McKenna. 

Carl E. Hoffman ___ __ _ 

Annabell Zue .. -------
Dolores Fel'Dotto ____ _ 
Ol ive M. Willeroy. __ _ 

Mabel C. Baker_ _____ _ 

Profession 
(Standing or select 

committee) 

General counsel. ••.. 
Staff director_ ______ _ 
Chief clerk _________ _ 
Assistant chief clerk. 
Research analyst ... . 
Minority counsel 

(Oct. 15 to Dec. 
31, 1951). 

Minority counsel 
(July 1 to Sept. 
30, 1951). 

Minority clerk _____ _ 
Clerk-stenographer __ 
Clerk-stenographer 

(July 1 to Aug. 31, 
1951). 

C!rrk-stenographer 
(Aug. 1 to Dec. 31, 
1951). 

Unexpended balance of appropriation July 1, 

Total 
gross 

salary 
during 

&-month 
period 

$5, 822. 96 
5, 822. 96 
5, 822. 96 
5, 296. 88 
4, 605. 62 
2, 323. 96 

2, 448. 45 

4, 605. 62 
3, 463. 89 
1, 154. 62 

2, 753. 79 

1951. ___________________ ____ ________ ____ __ $159, f.:Ji 17 

Expenses from July 1 to Dec. 31, 191\1: 
Full committee ______________ ____ ______ _ 
Subcommittee rn~king inquiry into 

Federal Home Loan Bank Board and 
related agencies, Congressman CHET 
HOLIFIELD, chairman ___ - - - - - - - - - -- - --

Special Subcommittee on Veterans' 
Administration, Congressman HEN-
DERSON LA1'THAM, chairman _________ _ 

Federal Relations ·with International 
Organizations Subcommittee, Con-
gressman HENDERSOX L A)l""HAM, chair-man _____________________ ______ ______ _ 

Public Accounts Subcommittee, Con
gressman FRANK M. KARSTEX, chair-man _________________ ________________ _ 

Executive and Lerislative Reor1?aniza
tion Subcommittee, Congressman 
CHET HOLIFIELD, chairman _________ _ . 

Government Operations Subcommittee, 
Congressman PORTER HARDY, JR., 
chairman ________ .. _________ ._. ___ . __ _ 

Inter-Governmental Relations Subcom
mittee, Congressman HERBERT C. 
BoN, ER, chairman __________________ _ 

$1, 208. 96 

1, 365. 70 

357. 13 

4, 118. 27 

2, 402. 46 

11, 615. 85 

44, 076.19 

14, 286. 79 
----

Total spent from July 1 to Dec. 31, 
195L. -- .. --------- _ ------ -- -• -- . -

Total unexpended Jan. 1, 1952 ..••. • 

79, 431. 35 

80, 205. 2 
==== 

Expenses of full committee: 
Stationery supplies for full committee 

and subcommittees __________________ _ 
Telephone ... _______ ______ --------- -- . __ 
Planr transportation. __ ------- --------
Reimbursements for cab fares, postage-

official business ..• --------------------

TotaL .. ----- ------. __ ------- ---- - - -

Subcommittee making inquiry into Federal 
Home Loan Bank Board and related 
agencies, Congressman CHET HOLIFIELD, 
~hairO?an:. Expenses in connection with 
mvest1gat1on. ___ ---------------------- __ _ 

Special Subcommittee on Veterans' Admin
istration, Congressman HEKDERSON LAN-
HAM, chairman: Expenses in connection 
with investigation. ______ .. -- -... ---- - - - - -

990. 06 
106. 50 

80. 50 

31. 90 

1, 208. 96 

1, 365. 70 

357. 13 
=== 

Fed'eral Relations With International Or-
ganizations Subcommittee, Congressman 
HENDERSON LANHAM, chairman: 
. Franklin D. Rogers, Jr:, clerk__________ 4, 115. 64 

Travel expense._ _______________________ 72. 63 
----

TotaL_______________________________ 4, 118. 27 

Public Accounts Subcommittee, Congress-
man FRANK M. KARSTEN, chairman: 

General Accounting Office, reimburse
ment for salary of Harry E. Harper 
from July 1 to Oct. 31, 195L __________ 2, 288. 55 

Travel expense_ ________________________ 113. 91 
----

Total_________________________________ 2, 402. 46 

Executive and Legislative Reorganization 
Subcommittee, Congressman CHET HOLI
FIELD, chairman: 

Herbert Roback, staff director _________ _ 
Dorothy D. Morrison, clerk ___________ _ 
Olive M. Willeroy, assistant clerk, Sept. 

1 to Dec. 31, 1951. ___________________ _ 
Reimbursements for cab fares, postage, 

official business . .. ___ -----. -- ------ -- • 

Total . . . - -- - - - - -- - - - - -- - - - - -- - - - - - --

Government Operations Subcommittee, 
Congressman PORTER HARDY, JR., chair
man: 

Charles A. Miller, administrative assist-ant .. ____ _________ _______ _______ __ ___ _ 
William A. Brewer, administrative as-sistant. .. _________ . _______ __ . _____ . __ _ 
Thomas G. Fleming, administrative as-

sistant ..... __________________ . _______ _ 
Michael Balwan, administrative assist-

ant, Aug. 16 to Dec. 31, 1951. ________ _ 
Robert E. Shaw, administrative assist-

ant, Oct. 8 to Dec. 31, 195L __________ _ 
Lewis J. Lapham, administrative assist-

ant, Oct. 13 to Dec. 31, 195L _________ _ 
Smith Blair, Jr., administrative assist-

ant, Oct. 15 to Dec. 31, 1951. .. ______ _ _ 
John C. Vick, administrative analyst .. _ 
Eugene F. Sullivan, legal assistant ___ __ _ 
Frances G. Hardy, research clerk ______ _ 
Sylvia Swartzel, clerk-stenographer ___ _ 
Margaret P. Hogan, clerk-stenographer, 

Oct.15 to Dec. 8, 195L ______________ _ 
Garnette S. Benton, clerk-stenographer, 

Dec. 1 to 31, 1951. _________________ __ _ 
Alice Cravetts, stenographer, July 1 to 

Oct. 31, 1951.. _______________________ _ 
1 Mildred Deen, stenographer, Oct. 1 to Dec. 31, 195L ________________________ _ 
General Accounting Office, reimburse· 

ment for services of Ralph E. Casey, 
counsel from July 1 to Oct. 31, 1951. __ 

Gordon Pickett Peyton, legal services as special counsel. ______________________ _ 

5, 822. 96 
3, 463. 89 

2,309. 26 

19. 74 

11, 615. 85 

4, 812. 98 

3, 325. 74 

4, 812. 98 

s, 127. 47 

1, 633. 96 

1, 535. 53 

1, 597. 05 
2, 667. 27 
2, 268. 95 
2, 977. 47 
2, 244. 81 

597. 05 

301.16 

1, 243. 09 

753. 86 

3,893. 9 

714. 00 
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Government Operations Subcommittee, 

Congres5man PORTER HARDY, JR., chair· 
man-Continued 

Plane tra veL ___ --- ____ -- ------- ---·--· -
Railroad transportation_. ___ ____ -__ - _ -• 
Reporting away from Washington, 

D. C--- ---- ----- ------ --- --------- ---
Expenses, conducting 'nvestigations 

away from Washington, D. c ___ ____ _ 

TotaL._. ~ - ---- ------------• --------

Inter-Governmental Relations Subcommit
tee, Congressman HERBERT c. BONNER, 
chairman: John H. W. Small, clerk _______________ _ 

Cora Louise Harris, clerk-stenographer __ 
Eugene J . Pajakowski, serving subpenas 

re Bunker Hill, Ind., hearing _____ ___ _ 
Reporting away from Washington, 

D. C ·- ------------- ---- ---------------
Plane traveL---------------------------
Expenses, investigation in Texas ____ __ _ 
Expense incurred on behalf of 9 mem-

bers 4 staff members, 4 liaison repre
sent~tives making study of military 
supplies, disposal of surplus property 
and ECA aid to foreign countries in 
the Far East and Europe from Oct. 20-
Dcc. 1, 1951-.------------------------

$1, 219. 36 
15. 28 

2,073.83 

2, 260. 37 

44, 076. 19 

3, 304. 55 
2, 507. 93 

28.34 

326. 00 
602.04 
99.30 

7,41 . 63 

TotaL.---------------------------- 14, 286. 79 
WILLIAM L. DAWSON, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN .AFFAmS 
JA.NUARY 8, 1951. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period 
from July 1, 1951, to December 31, 1951, in
clusive, together with total funds authorized 
or appropriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession 

Boyd Crawford _______ Staff administrator 
and committee 
clerk. 

Sheldon Z. Kaplan ____ Staff consultant ____ _ 
George Lee Millikan__ Staff consultant (re

signed Nov. 30, 
1951) . 

Roy J. Bullock ________ Staff consultant ____ _ 
.AlbertC. F. WestphaL _____ do ____ __ ________ _ 
June Nigh ___ --------- Staff assistant ______ _ 
Winifred G. Osborne _______ dO-------~-------
Mabel Wofford _--- - -- _____ do ______________ _ 
Helen C. Mattas ___________ do ______________ _ 

Total 
gross 
salary 
during 

{}-month 
period 

$5, 823.00 

5, 823.00 
4, 852. 50 

5, 823.00 
5, 823.00 
3, 145. 25 
3, 384. 23 
3, 145. 25 
3, 145. 25 

Funds authorized or appropriated for com-
mittee expenditures_---------------------- $75, 000. 00 

Amount 9f expenditures previously reported. 2, 629. 93 
Amount expended from July 1 to Dec. 31, 

1951--------------------------------------- 1, 101. 76 

Total amount expended from Jan. 1, 
to Dec. 31, 195L_____________________ 3, 731. 69 

Balance unexpended as of Dec. 31, 195L_____ 71, 268. 31 
JAMES P. RICHARDS, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON HOUSE ADMINISTRATION 
JANUARY 8, 1952. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
f ession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 

July 1, 1951, to December 31, 1951, biclusive, 
t ogether with total funds authorized or ap
propriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession · 

Lea Booth ____________ Clerk, Committee 
on House Admin
istration. 

Marjorie Savage ___ __ __ Assistant clerk, 
Committee on 
House Adminis
tration. Jack Watson ___ _____ ____ ___ do ________ ______ _ 

Lura Cannon_----- --- _____ do ____ __________ _ 
Ruth Bradley ______________ do __ ___ __ ___ ____ _ 
Frances Morrison __________ do ______________ _ 

Total 
gross 
salary 
during 

&month 
period 

$4, 951. 22 

4, 12. 98 

4, 674. 74 
3, 304. 55 
2,348. 62 
1, 383. 06 

THOMAS B. STANLEY, 
Chairman. 

COMMI'ITEE ON INTERIOR AND INSULAR .AFFAIRS 
JANUARY 15, 1952. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following repor~ showing the name, pro
fession , and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
July 1, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclusive, 
together with total funds authorized or ap
propriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee 

PROFESSIONAL STAFF 

Preston E. Peden _____ _ 
James K. Carr_.------

James R. Queen ______ _ 

William H. Hackett __ _ 

CLERICAL STAFF 

Profession 

Commjttee counseL 
Technical consult

ant (irrigation and 
reclamation). 

Consultant (mines 
and mining). 

Consultant (terri
tories and insular 
affairs). 

Claude E. Ragan___ __ Clerk ______________ _ 
Virginia McMichaeL . .Assistant to the 

chairman. 
Nancy J. Arnold__ ____ Minority clerk •••••• 
Geraldine Eaker______ Clerk_--------------Ruth I. Timmony ____ ____ _ do ______________ _ 
Elizabeth L . .Angus ________ do ______________ _ 

Funds authorized or appropriated for com-

Total 
gross 
salary 
during 

{}-month 
period 

$5,822. 96 
5, 22. 96 

5, 573. 36 

5, 573. 36 

5, 822. 96 
5, 22. 96 

4, 093. 91 
3, 145. 24 
2, 999.18 
2, 567. 71 

mittee expenditures.---------------------- $50, 000. 00 

Amount of expenditures previously reported_ 8, 563. 28 
Amount expended from July 1 to Dec. 31, 

1951_. - ------------------------------------ 26, 924. 26 

Total amount expended from Feb. 2 to 
Dec. 31, 1951-- ----------------------- 35, 487. 54 

Balance unexpended as of Dec. 31, 195L_____ 14, 512. 46 

JOHN R. MURDOCK, 
Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND _FOREIGN 
COMMERCE 

JANUARY 15, 1952. 
To the CLERK OF THE HousE: 

·The above-mentioned committee or sub
committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showin g the name, pro-

fession , and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
July l, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclusive, 
together with total funds authorized or ap
propriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession_,. 

CLERICAL STAFF 

Total 
gross 

salary 
during 

{}-month 
period 

Elton J. Layton.______ Clerk_ ---- -------- -- $5, 556. 32 
~oyice Reno_ ___ ______ Assistant clerk__ ____ 2, 954. 62 
Harold W. Lincoln ______ ___ do_______________ 2, 879. 78 
Georgia G. Glassman __ .Assistant clerk-ste- 2, 655. 28 

nographer. 
Helen A. Grickis ___________ do____ ___ ________ 2, 565. 50 
Elizabeth J. Gergely_ _ .Assistant clerk-ste- 2, 42 . 28 

nographer (au-
thorized by H. 

Melba J. Coutsonikas ---~~/~~~-------- 
(from Nov. 5, 1951). 

842. 20 

Roy P. Wilkinson _____ Assistant clerk...... 2, 056. 62 

PROFESSIONAL STAFF 

Arlin E. Stockburger __ Aviation and engi- 5, 556. 32 
neering consult-
ant. 

Andrew Stevenson_ ___ Expert______________ 5, 556. 32 
Kurt Borchardt___ ____ Professional assist- 5, 556. 32 

ant. 
Sam G. SpaJ._________ Research specialist._ 5, 182. 28 

Funds authorized or appropriated for com
mittee expenditures (funds authorized under H. Res. 123) ________________________ $40, 000. 00 

Amount of expenditures previously reported_ 1, 305. 36 
Amount expended from July 1 to Dec. 31, 

1951_______________________________________ 4, 392. 76 

Total amount expended from Jan. 3 to 
Dec. 31, 195L________________________ 5, 698. 12 

Balance tlnexpended as of Dec. 31, 195L_____ 34, 301. 88 

ROBERT CROSSER, 
Chairman. 

COMMITl'EE ON THE JUDICIAltY 
JANUARY 15, 1952. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to sectio~ 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
July 1, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclusive, 
together with total funds authorized or ap
propriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession 

Total 
gross 
salary 
during 

{}-month 
period 

Dick, Bess Effrat.____ Chief clerk____ ______ $5, 822. 96 
Bernhardt, C. Mur- Committee counseL 4, 334. 72 

ray.I 
Besterman, Walter M_ Legislative assistant_ 
Brickfield, Cyril F,2 ___ Committee counseL 
Foley, WiJJiam R _______ ___ do __ __________ __ _ 
Lee, Walter R ________ Legislativeassistant_ 
Smedley, Velma _____ _ Assistant chief clerk_ 
Benn, Violet T ___ _____ Clerical assistant ___ _ 
Goldsmith, Helen __________ do ____ _________ _ _ 
Berger, Anne J ________ Clerk-stenographer __ 

g~i1~?'te!~i:ss)·.~== = ====~~=============== Hahn, Jane __ --------- _____ do ______________ _ 
K aslow, Berta ___ ----- _____ do ______________ _ 
Singman, Julian H.•--- _____ do ________ ____ __ _ 

t July 1, 1951 to Nov. 14, 1951. 
2 .Appointed Nov. 15, 1951. 
a .Appointed Sept. 1, 1951. 
'July 1, 1951 to Aug. 31, 1951. 

5,822. 96 
1, 488. 08 
5,822. 96 
5,822. 96 
5,822. 96 
3, 563. 40 
3, 862.19 
3, 211. 59 
2, 979. 25 
1, 977. 29 
2, 979. 25 
4, 245. 99 

615. 14 
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1. Funds for preparation of United States 

Code and revision of the laws: 
A. Prepamtion of new edition of 

U. S. Code (no year): 
Unexpended balance June 30, 

1951 (including $13,036.89 not 
previously brought forward)_ $99, 805. 01 

Expended_____________________ 28, 765. 87 

Balance Dec. 31, 195L_______ 71, 039.14 

B . Revision of the laws, 1951: 
Unexpended balance June 30, 

1952, appropriation available 
July 1, 1952__________________ 12, 600. 00 

Expended________________ _____ 5, 846. 96 

B alance Dec. 31, 195L_______ 6, 753. 04 

C. Prepara tion of new edition of Dis-
trict of Columbia Code (no year) : 

Unexpended balance June 30, 
1951_ __ --- ---------- -- ------- 29, 436. 94 

Expended_____________________ 2, 064. 76 

Balance Dec. 31, 195L_______ 27, 372.18 

D. Revision of the laws 1951: Unex-
pended balance June 30, 1951 (to 
be returned to Treasury) _______ _ 254. 04 

==== 
2. Funds authorized or appropriated for com

mittee expenditure by H. Res. 470 (pur-
suant to H. Res. 469) _____________ ______ 18, 000. 00 

Amount expended __________ _________ _ 9, 102. 98 

B alance unexpended as of Dec. 31, 
195L______________________________ 8, 897. 02 

3, Fund3 authorized or appropriated for com
mittee expenditure by H. Res. 54-(pursu-
ant to H. Res. 95) _____ __________________ 75, 000. 00 

Amount expended__ __________________ 69, 217. 95 

B alance unexpended as of Dec. 31, 
1951_______________________________ 5, 782. 05 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE STUDY OF MONOPOLY 
POWER 

Pursuant to H. Res. 95 (H. Res. 54) em
ployees of the Subcommittee on Study of 
Monopoly Power, House Ccmmittee on the 
Judiciary, were paid as follows during the 
periOd July 1 through De<!ember 31, 1951: 
Eileen R. Browne, subcommittee clerk _______ $3, 180. 27 

'Peter S. Craig, special assistant __ ~------------ 2, 086. 67 
E. Ernest Goldstein, general counseL________ 5, 769. 64 
if. Bruce Hannaford, clerk-typist_"_--------~- 1, 092. 90 
Virginia H. North, clerk-stenographer________ 2, 005. 36 
John Paul Stevens, associate counseL_________ 5, 769. 64 
Veronica Strozak, clerk-stenographer_________ 2, 194. 03 
:ferrold Walden, assistant counsel_____________ 4, 006. 75 
John F. Woog, assistant counseL_____________ 3, 146. 45 

TotaL.-------------------------------- 29, 251. 71 
EMANUEL CELLER, 

Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON MERCHANT MARINE AND 
FISHERIES 

JANUARY 14, 1952. 
To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 

The above-mentioned committee or sub
committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization .Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
June 30, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclusive, 
together with total funds authorized or ap
propriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee 

John M Drewry ______ _ 
Thomas F. Flynn, Jr_ 
Reginald S. Losee ____ _ 
Gus S. Caras _________ _ 

Frances Sti!L ________ _ 
Madonna Haworth __ _ 
Leonard P. Pliska ____ _ 

Lucile P. Lamon _____ _ 

Profession 

General counsel_ ___ _ 
Assistant counseL __ 
Chief investigator __ 
Investigator to the 

minority. 
Chief cklrk ___ ______ _ 
Assistant clerk _____ _ 
Clerk to the minor-

ity. 
Secretary ___________ _ 

Total 
gross 
salary 
during 

6-month 
period 

$5, 822. 96 
4, 9.51. 26 
4, 882.10 
4, 882.10 

5, 124. 00 
3,304. 55 
3, 304. 55 

2, 667. 27 

Total_ __________ ---------------------- 34, 938. 79 

EDWARD J. HART, 
Chairman. 

COMMITl'EE ON POST OFFICE AND CIVIL SERVICE 
JANUARY 11, 1952. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period -from 
July 1, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclusive, 
together with total funds authorized or ap
propriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession 

George M. Moore_____ Chief counseL---~--
Frederick C . Belen____ Counsel__ __________ _ 
John B. Price_________ Staff assistant ____ __ _ 
Lucy K. Daley _______ _ Assistant clerk _____ _ 
Elayne M. Hoffman __ Secretary ___________ _ 
Lillian Hopkins ____________ do _________ _____ _ 
Ann Hayden__________ Stenographer _______ _ 

Total 
gross 

salary 
during 

6-month 
period 

$5, 822. 96 
5, 882. 96 
3, 463. 89 
3, 224. 90 
2, 826. 58 
2, 826. 58 
2, 667. 27 

TOM MURRAY, 
Chairman. 

COMMI'ITEE ON PUBLIC WORKS 
JANUARY 7, 1952. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
July 1, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclusive, 
together with total funds authorized or ap
propriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession 

Charles G. Tierney___ Counsel professional 
staff. 

Robert F. McConnell_ Professional staff as-
sistant. 

JosephH. McGann, Sr_ Chief clerk _________ _ 
Mrs. Alice B. Torton_ Clerk ______________ _ 
Mrs. Florence Palmer. Assistant clerk _____ _ 
J oseph H. McGann, Jr __ ___ _ do _______________ _ 
Mrs. Margaret R. _____ do ______________ _ 

Beiter. 
Mrs. Helen Dooley _________ do ______________ _ 

UNDER H. RES. 415 

Total 
gross 
salary 
during 

6-month 
period 

$5, 823. 00 

5, 823. 00 

5, 823. 00 
4, 640. 22 
3, 862. 20 
3,862. 20 
3, 862. 20 

3, 862. 20 

Miss Fero! F. Davis __ Stenographer________ 353.81 
Miss Martha A. Web- Secretary____________ 591. 23 

ster. 
Edward J. Michelson_ Research specialist. . 1, 679. 22 

H. Res. 1!37 H. Res. 415 
Funds authorized or appropri-

ated for committee expendi-
tures ________________________ $20, 000. 00 $25, 000. 00 

Amount of expenditures previ-
ously reported_______________ 2, 048. 94 

Amount expended from July 1 
to Dec. 31, 1951._____________ 10, 085. 87 5, 880. 15 

Total amount expended 
from May 31 to Dec. 
31, 1951________________ 12, 134. 81 

B alance unexpended as of 
Dec. 31, 195L_________ 7, 865.19 19, 119. 85 

CHARLES A. BUCKLEY, 
Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON RULES 
JANUARY 14, 1952. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 

the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during-the 6-month period from 
July 1, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclu
sive, together with total funds authorized 
or appropriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession 

Total 
gross 
salary 
during 

6-month 
period 

Humphrey Scott Clerk _______________ $5,822.24 
Shaw. 

T. Howard Dolan _____ Assistant clerk______ 4, 398. 04 
Richard R. Haas______ Assistant to the 4, 398. 04 

clerk. 
E. M. LibonatL _ _____ Assistant clerk______ 3, 463. 89 
Mrs. Lyle 0. Snader __ Minority clerk______ 3, 463. 89 

A. J. SABATH, 
Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON UN-AMERICAN ACTIVITIES 
JANUARY 8, 1952. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
June 30, 195-1, to December 31, 1951, ii:i.clu
sive, together with total funds authorized 
or appropriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession 

EMPLOYEES PAID BY 
VOUCHER 

William A. Wbeeler___ Investigator ________ _ 
C. E. Owens _______________ do ______________ _ 
C. E. McKillips ___________ do ______________ _ 
James A. Andrews _________ do ______________ _ 
Wm. Jackson Jones ________ do ______________ _ 
Alvin W. Stokes ___________ do ______________ _ 
Robert B. Barker ________ __ do ______________ _ 
Raphael I. Lxori _____ Director of research __ 
Lillian E. Howard____ Research clerk ___ __ _ 
Helen I. Mattson __ _________ do ___ ___________ _ 
Mary Ann Mericle _________ do ______________ _ 
Asselia Poore _______________ do ______________ _ 
Blanche McCall ______ Liaison director ____ _ 
Pearle Gay____________ Clerk-stenographer__ 
Sidney Phillips ____________ do ______________ _ 
J ane Collins ________________ do ______________ _ 
Lorraine Nichols ___________ do._------------
Rose Sanko_---------- _____ do __ ------------
Ruth Tansil!__ _____________ do ___ -----------
Kathryn Zimmerman ______ do __ ------------
E. Kathern Smith ____ Research clerk _____ _ 
Virginia Truax________ Clerk-typist ________ _ 
Alyce Gartrell__ ____________ do __ ------------
Lucille Fitzgerald __________ do __ ------------
Eileen Bonnett_ ____________ do __ ------------
Alice Walker__ _____________ do _____________ _ 
Gladys Stack ____ ------ _____ do __ ------------
Annie Merle Holton _______ do _____________ _ 
Marian Edmonds __________ do._------------
Josephine Sheetz______ Switchboard opera-

EMPLOYEES CARRIED 
ON PERMANENT PAY

ROLL 

tor. 

Frank S. Tavenner, Committee counseL_ 
Jr. 

Thomas Beale________ Assistant counsel_ __ _ 
Louis J. Russel!_ ______ Senior investigator_ _ 
John W. Carrington ___ Clerk of committee __ 
Donald T. AppelL___ W:lvestigator_ _______ _ 
Ann Turner________ ___ File chieL _________ _ 
Rosella A. Purdy _____ Secretary to counseL 
Juliette Joray. -------- Secretary to clerk __ _ 
Carolyn Roberts______ Assistant file chieL __ 
Thelma Scearce_ ______ Secretary to senior 

investigator. 

Total 
gross 

salary 
during 

6-month 
period 

$5, 366. 04 
4, 951. 26 
4, 674. 78 
4, 536. 54 
4, 536. 54 
4,467. 42 
4, 605. 64 
3, 792. 70 
3, 065. 58 
3, 224. 94 
2, 667. 30 
3, 304. 56 
2, 985. 96 
2, 667. 30 
2, 507. 94 
2,667. 30 
2, 667. 30 

- 2, 667. 30 
2, 667. 30 
2, 746. 98 
1, 489. 80 
2, 348. 64 
2, 667.30 
2, 667. 30 
2, 507. 94 
2, 667. 30 
2, 507. 94 
2, 348. 64 

.845. 82 
1, 604. 40 

5, 823. 00 

4, 951. 26 
5,823. 00 
5, 642. 52 
5, 573. 40 
4, 467. 42 
4, 093. 92 
2, 985. 96 
3, 304. 56 
3, 782. 52 
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Funds authorized or appropriated for com

mittee expenditures: Feb. 9, 195L ___________________________ $200, 000. 00 

Sept. '%/, 1951--------------------------- 100, 000. 00 

TotaL-------------------------------- 300, 000. 00 

Amount of expenditures previously re
ported________ __ __________________ ________ 101, 592. 16 

.Amount expended from June 30 to Dec. 31, 
1951._____________________________________ 122, 913. 55 

Total amount expended from Jan. 1 to 
D ec. 31, 195L____ ___________________ 224, 505. 71 

Balance unexpended as of Jan. 1, 1952_______ 75, 494. 29 

JOHN S. Woon, 
Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON VETERANS' .AFFAIRS 
JANUARY 10, 1952. • ~f 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showlng the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
June 30, i951, to December 31, 1951, inclu
sive, together with total funds authorized 
or appropriated and expended by it: 

Kame of employee Profession 

Ida Rowan_______ _____ C.ief clerk __ - -------
Edwin B. P attersoB___ Professional aide ___ _ 

Total 
gross 

salary 
during 

6-month 
period 

Casey M. Jones ____________ do _____________ __ · 

$5,823. 00 
5,823. 00 
5, 823. 00 
5,823. 00 
4, 951. 26 
2, 826.60 
2,826. 60 
3~463. 92 
2, 746. 98 

Karl Standish ____________ __ do ______________ _ 
Paul K. Jones _________ Assistant clerk _____ _ 
Frances Montanye____ Clerk-stenographer __ 
Alice V. Matthews ________ _ do _____ _________ _ 
Noah S. Sweat, Jr_____ Assistant clerk _____ _ 
George J. Turner ___________ do ______________ _ 

J. E. RANKIN, 
Chairman. 

COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS 
JANUARY 9, 1952. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-mentioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
July 1, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclu
sive, together with total funds authorized 
or appropriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession 

Charles W. Davis_____ Clerk (C) _____ ___ __ _ 
Leo H. Irwin__________ Professional assist

ant (P). 
Doris C. Mickelson___ Staff assistant (C) 

(July 1 to Oct. 31, 
1951). 

Bet ty R. Hill _________ Staff assistant (C) __ 
.Anne Gorden._------- _____ do ____________ __ _ 
Jane E. Gardner ______ Staff assistant (C) 

(July 1 to Oct. 31, 
1951). 

Jane E. Burkett_______ Staff assistant (C) 
(Nov. 1 to Dec. 
31, 1951). 

Gordon Grand, Jr_____ Minority adviser 
(P). 

Susan Alice Taylor ____ Minority stenogra-
pher (C). 

Hughlon Greene ______ Messenger __________ _ 
Harry Parker.-------- Messenger (July 1 to 

Aug. 18, 1951). 
Walter B. Little _______ Messenger __________ _ 

Total 
gross 

salary 
during 

6-month 
period 

$5,822. 96 
4, 936. 81 

1, 786.12 

2, 109. 63 
2, 189. 30 
1, 406. 41 

703. 22 

5,642. 48 

2, 615. 47 

1, 575. 42 
230. 32 

1,489.80 

R. L. DOUGHTON, 
Chairman. 

SUBCOMMITTEE OF COMMITl'EE ON WAYS AND 
MEANS ON ADMINISTRATION OF THE INTERNAL 
REVENUE LAws 

JANUARY 28, 1952. 
To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 

The above-mentioned committee or sub
committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
July 1, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclu
sive, together with total funds authorized 
or appropriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession 

Total 
gross 

salary 
durin~ 

6-month 
period 

.Adrian W. De Wind___ Counsel (per retain- $11, 250. oo 
er contract). 

Stanley S. Surrey_____ Special counsel (July 2, 681. 34 
2 to Sept. 30). 

Bruno Schachner ______ Special counsel (Aug. 3, 989. 68 
20 to Dec. 31). 

.Joseph H. Flom_______ Special counsel (1 525. 00 
month per con-
tract). 

Charles S. Lyon_______ Assistant counseL__ 4, 882. 10 
D onald Schapiro ____ ____ ___ do_______________ 4, 615. 46 
Thomas L. Howe .•. ~- .Attorney (Dec.17 to 374. 34 

31) . 
W alter C. Taylor _____ Attorney (Dec. IO to 525. 23 

31). 
John E . Tobin________ Attorney (July 9 to 2, 884. 33 

Dec. 31). 
William H. Berman ___ Attorney (Nov. 7 to 812.12 

Dec. 31). 
James Q. Riordan _____ .Attorney (Nov. 1 to 902.19 

Dec. 31) . 
Walter F. Hoffmann __ Attorney (Oct . 26 to 920. 02 

Dec. 31) . 
James W. Dowling __ __ Investigator_________ 4, 615. 46 
J amesP.Donovan ____ Investigator(Nov.5 1,518. 75 

to Dec. 31). 
William A. Silk_____ Investigator (Nov. 520.12 

19 to Dec. 31). 
Howard D. Levine ____ Investigator (Nov. 552. 59 

12 to Dec. 31). 
Beatrice B. Daly ______ Staff assistant_______ 2, 320. 94 
Norma M. Ervin _____ Staff assistant (Oct. 1, 177. 36 

to De·c. 31). 
Grace Good__ _________ Staff assistant_______ 2, 123. 74 
Bertha A. Brito_______ Stenographer (Sept. 1, 324. 41 

5 to Dec. 31). 
B ertha Z. Heslowitz___ Stenographer (Sept. 1, 313. 58 

6 to Dec. 31). 
Mary Ryan___________ Stenographer (Nov. 473. 65 

19 to Dec. 31). 
Barbara .A. Davis_____ Receptionist-typist 540. 35 

(Oct. 24 to Dec. 
31). 

Gertrude A. Powers... Stenographer (Aug. 770. 77 
20 to Oct. 31). 

Leonard Lehman 1 ____ Staff assistant (June 382. 01 
25 to .Aug. 31). 

James E. Riley 1 _____ _ Staff assistant (June 503. 51 
18 to Sept. 14). 

Alan S. Rosenberg 1 ___ Staff assistant (June 416. 71 
19 to .Aug. 31). 

Daniel L. Skoler 1 _____ Stafiassistant (June 405.13 
21 to .Aug. 31). 

Henry C. Shayewitz 1_ Staff assistant (June 422. 49 
18 to Aug. 31). 

Howard Solomon 1 _________ do._____________ _ 422. 49 
Philip Hull 1__________ Staff assistant (July 300. 96 

9 to .Aug. 31). 

t Law students employed during summer months only. 
Funds authorized or appropriated for com-

mittee expenditures.--------------------- $200, 000. 00 

.Amount of expenditures previously reported 5, 837. 65 

.A.mount expended from July 1 to Dec. 31_____ 58, 037. 23 

Total amount expended from April 1 
to Dec. 31-.------------- ----------- 63, 874. 88 

Balance unexpended as of Dec. 31, 195L____ 136, 125. 88 

CECIL R. KING, 
Chairman. 

SELECT COMMITTEE To CONDUCT AN INVESTIGA• 
TION OF THE FACTS, EVIDENCE, AND CIRCUM:• 
STANCES OF THE KATYN FOREST MASSACRE 

JANUARY 14, 1952. 
To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 

The above-mentioned committee or sub
committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 

the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, -pro
fession, and total salary bf each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
September 27, 1951, to December 31, 1951, 
inclusive, together with total funds author
ized or appropriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee 

John J. Mitchel!_ ____ _ 

Barbara R. Booke ____ _ 

Profession 

Chief counsel 
gKatyn Massacre 

ommittee, Se
lect). 

Secretary (Katyn 
Massacre Com
mittee, Select). 

Total 
gross 
salary 
during 

6-month 
period 

$2,005.69 

444. 55 

Funds authorized or appropriated for com-
mittee expenditures _______________________ $20, 000. 00 

Amount of expenditures previously re_ported_ 
Amount expended from Sept. 27 to µec. 31, 

1951-. ------------------------------------- I 2, 742. 98 

Total amount expended from Sept. '%1, 
to Dec. 31, 195L_____________________ 2, 742. 98 

Balance unexpended as ofDec.31, 195L______ 17, 257. 02 
1 Does not include trips made by Chief Counsel of Dec. 

13 and Dec. 26, 1951. 
RAY J. MADDEN, 

Chairman. 

SELECT COMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE EDUCA• 
TIONAL PROGRAM UNDER GI BILL 

J' NUARY 15, 1952. 
To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 

The above-mentioned committee or sub
committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as amended, submits 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
June 30, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclu
sive, together with total funds authorized 
or appropriated and expended by it: 

Name of employee Profession 

Oliver E. Meadows___ Chief clerk _________ _ 
James E . Flannery____ Investigator ________ _ 
Harry Hageney ____________ do ______________ _ 
George M. Rose ____________ do ______________ _ 
Bill J. Williams ____________ do ___________ . ___ _ 
E. R. Ferguson, Jr ____ General counsel ____ _ 
Irene Wade ___________ Stenographer _______ _ 
Helen A. Wright__ _________ do ______________ _ 

Funds authorized or appropriated for com-

Total 
gross 

salary 
during 

6-month 
period 

$4; 131. 94 
1,532. 78 
l, 911. 78 
2, 574. 79 
l, 182. 42 

602. 33 
2, 295. 75 
2, 631. 41 

mittee expenditures_---------------------- $60, 000. 00 

Amount of expenditures previously reported. 35, 732. 86 
.Amount expended from July 1 to D ec. 31, 

1951_______________________________________ 24, 257. 58 

Total amount expended from Jan. 1 to 
Dec. 31, 195L_______________________ 59, 990. 44 

Balance unexpended as of Dec. 31, 1951______ 9. 56 
OLIN E. TEAGUE, 

Chairman. 

SELECT COMMITTEE To INVESTIGATE THE USE 
OF CHEMICALS IN Foons AND COSMETICS 

JANUARY 15, 1952. 
To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 

The above-mentioned committee or sub
committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601, Seventy-ninth Congress, ap
~oved August 2, 1946, as amended, submita 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and total salary of each person em
ployed by it during the 6-month period from 
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July 1, 1951, to December 31, 1951, Inclu
sive, together wit h tot al funds au t horized 
or appropriated and expended by it: 

N ame of employee Profession 

T otal 
gross 

salary 
during 

6-month 
period 

Vincent A. Kleinfeld__ Chief counscL__ ___ _ $4, 588. 65 
Alvin L . (lc}ttlieb _____ Associate counseL__ 3, 372. 29 
Camille O'Reilly Ag- Clerk______ ________ _ 2, 507. 93 

new. 
Esther . Schweigert_ Stenographer__ ______ 1, 990. 17 

TotaL ___ _______ - -- - - - -- --- ---- --- --- - 12, 459. 04 

Funds authorized or appropriated for commit-
tee expenditures _______ _____ __ ------- __ __ $75, UOO. 00 

Amount of expenditures previously reported__ 7, 234. 37 
Amount expended from June 30 to Dec. 31, 

195L __ ----- ----- -- ------------ --- ----- ---- - 17, 157. 53 

Total amount expended from Jan 3. to 
Dec. 31, 195L __ ________________ ___ ___ 24, 391. 90 

Balance une>..-pended as of Dec. 31, 195L _______ 50, 608. 10 
JAMES J. DELANEY, 

Ch airman . 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS 
JANUARY 15, 1952. 

To the CLERK OF THE HOUSE: 
The above-ment ioned committee or sub

committee, pursuant to section 134 (b) of 
the Legislative Reorganization Act of 1946, 
Public Law 601 , Seventy-nint h Congress, ap
proved August 2, 1946, as a mended, submit s 
the following report showing the name, pro
fession, and tota l sa lary of each person em
ployed by i t during t he 6-month period from 
July 1, 1951, to December 31, 1951, inclu
sive, toget her with tot al funds authorized 
or appropria ted and expended by it: 

N ame of employee Profession 

D uncan Clark_------ - Research analyst ___ _ 
Jean C. Curtis_-- ---- - Clerk __ -- - - -- - - --- -
Victor P . Dal mas __ ___ Executive director_ _ 
J ane M. Deem ___ _____ Secretary ____ ___ __ _ _ 
C harles R. Delphenis_ Research assistant __ _ 
Clarence D . Everett__ Investigator_ ___ ____ _ 
Louise Kauffman _____ Stenographer _______ _ 
Arthur F. Lucas ______ Economist_ ________ _ 
Edith Marsh______ ____ Secretary __ -- ------ -
Laverne Maynard ____ Stenographer ______ _ _ 
Jeremiah T . R iley ____ Investigator_ ______ _ _ 
Mary Shaw _______ ___ _ Stenographer _______ _ 
Elizabeth Soper_ __ ____ __ ___ do ___ __________ _ 
Ernest L. Stockton ___ Consultant_ ___ _____ _ 
M ary D . Ward _____ __ Stenographer _______ _ 
H arriett B. Whitney _____ __ do ____ _________ _ 
Wanita Wilson ____ ____ _____ do ________ _____ _ 

Funds authorized or appropriated for com-

T otal 
gross 

salary 
during 

6-month 
period 

$4,485. 78 
3, 025. 74 
5, 823. ()() 
2, 946. 09 
1, 904. 65 
3, 218. 50 
2, 177. 37 
5, 573. 41 
2, 087. 61 
2, 561. 78 
3, 304. 20 
2, 177. 37 
1, 276. 46 
4, 951. 26 

177. 09 
2, 177. 37 

689. 98 

mittee expenditures_-- --- --- ---- --- -- ---- $135, 000. 00 

Amountofexpenditures previously reported_ 50, 368. 15 
Amount expended from July 1 to Dec. 31, 

195L __ _ ----- ----- - -- - --- --------- -------- 56, 038. 74 

T otal amount expended from Jan. 4 to 
Dec. 31 , 195L____________ ___ __ _____ 106, 406.19 

Balance unexpended as of Dec. 31, 195L ____ 28, 593.18 
WRIGHT PATMAN, 

Chairman. 

SENATE 
"\VEDNESDAY, JANUARY 30, 1952 

<Legislative day of Thursday, January 
10, 1952) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

Dr. Albert Joseph McCartney, D. D., 
of Wash ington, D. C., offered the follow
ing prayer: 

0 Thou who hast declared through 
Holy Writ that the steps of a good man 

are ordered of the Lord, help us Thy serv
ants here assembled so to choose our 
steps that the people may not hesitate to 
follow in our tread. So we pray for our
selves and for the people whom we serve. 
Give us all a fresh baptism of common 
honesty in these days when the integrity 
of some of our fellow citizens is being 
questioned and their loyalty challenged. 
Incline each of us to turn searching eyes 
unto our own hearts to see whether there 
be anything in our personal lives that 
might prove hindering to better govern
ment or expose our loyalty and integrity 
to suspicion. Make us sensitive to all the 
little motes in our own eyes that may in
terfere with the clarity of our vision so 
that we may move consistently and con
scientiously deal with the beams in the 
eyes of others. 

And now if any amongst us are over
wrought with care, cast down with dis
couragement, or burdened with some 
personal sorrow, especially those who 
mourn the passing of one who was near 
to this body, help us to obey the counsel 
of the Psalmist and the deep instincts of 
the heart and cast all our cares upon 
Him who is the great burden bearer. In 
His blessed name. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request .of Mr. McFARLAND, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday, 
January 29, 1952, was dispensed with. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT 

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

TRANSACTION OF ROUTINE BUSINESS 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that, without the 
time being charged to either side, Sena
tors be permitted to transact routine 
business, without debate. 

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

REPORT OF ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from the Chairman and 
members of the Atomic Energy Com
mission, transmitting, pursuant to law, 

, the eleventh semiannual report of the 
Commission, dated January 1952, which, 
with the accompanying report, was re
ferred to the Joint Committee on Atomic 
Energy. 

EXPRESSION OF APPRECIATION BY MEM
BERS OF JAPANESE CONGRESSIONAL 
MISSION ON LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a letter from Aisuke Okamoto, 
Suejiro Yoshikawa, Sueji Hori, Sueji Ka
wamoto, Ryo Moji, Kiichiro Ryuno, Yo
shio Yanagisawa, and Noboru Arimatsu, 
members of the Japanese Congressional 
Mission on ~cal Government, express
ing their appreciation for the welcome 
extended them on their recent visit to 
the United States. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

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

By Mr. HUNT: 
S . 2552. A bill to authorize the appoint

ment of qualified women as physicians and 
specialists--in the medical services of the 
Army, Navy, and Air Force; to the Committee 

- on Armed Services. 
By Mr. SALTONSTALL (by request): 

S. 2553. A bill to authorize the ret irement 
of Capt. Joy Bright Hancock, United St ates 
Navy; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. LEHMAN: 
S. 2554. A bill for the relief of Eugene 

Richard Sushko; and 
S. 2555. A bill for the relief of Deborah 

J ayne Engelman; to the Committee on t he 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. NIXON: 
S. 2556. A bill for the relief of Lem Kung 

Yim; to the Commit tee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr.-LODGE: 

S. 2557. A bill to provide for the establish
ment of certain priorities in the awarding of 
military procurement contracts within re
gions suffering economic distress through 
unemployment, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

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

PRIORITIES IN AWARDING CERT AlN 
MILITARY PROCUREMENT CONTRACTS 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I intro
duce for appropriate reference a bill to 
provide for the establishment of certain 
priorities in the awarding of mili
tary procurement contracts within re
gions suffering economic distress through 
unemployment. I may say that that 
situation has particular application to 
the textile industry ·and the leather in
dustry in Massachusetts, in the cities of 
Lawrence, Lowell, Fall River, New Bed
ford, _Worcester, and North Adams, 
where the condition is particularly and 
acutely effective. 

I ask unanimous consent that a state
ment prepared by me in explanation of 
the -bill be printed in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be received and appropriately ref erred, 
and, without objection, the statement will 

· be printed in the RECORD. 
The bill <S. 2557) to provide for the 

establishment of certain priorities in the 
awarding of military procurement con
tracts within regions suffering economic 
distress through unemployment, and for 
other purposes, introduced by Mr. LODGE, 
was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Banking and Cur
rency. 

The statement presented by Mr. LODGE 
is as follows: 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR LODGE 
P~IORITIES FOR DISTRESSED AREA~DEFENSE 

ORDERS 
This bill is designed to bring a measure 

of relief to areas of this country where, in 
a period of high production, unemployment 
h as reached abnormal proportions. 

In Massachuset ts there are two industries 
which h ave been p articularly h ard hit: The 
text ile indust ry and t he leather industry. 
Over 90,000 person s are now drawing un
employmen t compen sation in Massachusetts. 
Expert statis ticians ad vise me t h a t t his means 
t h at the number of u n employed is consid
erably in excess of 100,000. There are no 
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