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Alaska--the first nomination under the head of ''Postmas
ters"-be recommitted to the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads. 

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

POSTMASTERS 
Mr. McKELLAR. I ask unanimous consent that all the 

other nominations of postmasters may be confirmed en bloc. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so 

ordered. 
ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, as in legislative session, I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 5 o'clock and 40 min
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until tomorrow, Tuesday, 
May 28, 1940, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATION 
Executive nomination received . by the Senate May 27 (legis

lative day of April 24), 1940 
DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 

Jay Pierrepont Moffat, of New Hampshire, a Foreign Serv
ice officer of class 1, now assigned as Chief of the Division of 
European Affairs in the Department of State, to be Envoy 
Extraordinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of the United 
States of America to Canada. 

CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive· nominations confirmed by the Senate May 27 

(legislative day of April 24), 1940 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 

Royd R. Sayers to be Director of the Bureau of Mines. 
POSTMASTERS 

ALASKA 

Lydia 0. Tilson, Sitka. 
ARIZONA 

John R. Livingston, Chloride. 
George G. Babbitt, Jr., Flagstaff. 
George L. Noel, Holbrook. 
Vernon Hubbs, Kingman. 
Francis K. Pomeroy, Mesa. 
Floyd H. Miller, Tempe. 
Lee B. McAleb, Willcox. 

FLORIDA 

Wendell V. Gilbert, Dade City. 
Charles W. Stewart, Naples~ 
Alice B. Landrum, Ponte Vedra Beach. 
Bess W. Rowel, Trenton. 

NEBRASKA 

Patrick F. Leonard, Anselmo. 
Lloyd H. Bulger, Arcadia. 
Harry H. Burden, Axtell. 
John E. Hunt, Bayard. 
William C. Rhea, Chester. 
Maude S. Yancey, Cody. 
Gretchen Wohlfarth, Diller. 
Helen M. Gilmore, Hay Springs. 
Frederick J. Eichenberger, Kimball. 
Blanche Goodreau, Liberty. 
George E. Minshall, Lodgepole. 
Delbert 0. Campbell, Lyman. 
Alfred L. Hill, Ord. 
Lafe Simonson, Palmer. 
Lester v. Kozel, Ravenna. 
Martin Slattery, Shelton. 
Chester D. Brummett, Silver Creek. 
Frank E. Sullivan, Springfield. 
Albert E. Pratt, Tobias. 
Fred Shim erda, Wilber. 

NEW YORK 

George A. Wagner, Garden City. 
Harry D. Rasey, Randolph. 
Edward V. McGrath, Seaford. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE 

Walter D. Cleary, Bennington. 
Fred R. Hutchinson, Canaan. 
Mina S. Roberge, Cascade. 
Homer J. Forcier, East Jaffrey. 
Mary I. Conley, East Kingston. 
Ernest E. Lefavour, Farmington. 
George F. Garneau, Franklin. 
J. Edward Damour, Henniker. 
Wilfred J. M. Tremblay, Lebanon. 
Vernon H. Hall, Pittsburg. 
Ralph Edward Brackett, Sanbornville. 
Fred M. Boynton, Tilton. 
Thomas W. Kiniry, Walpole. 
Frank Hutchins, Wolfeboro. 

OKLAHOMA 

Gilbert K. Stallings, Altus. 
Anson J. Woods, Arnett. 
John J. Skinner, Cleveland. 
Elizabeth R. Cunningham., CUster. 
George J. Martin, Guthrie. 
Julius L. Foster, Taloga. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Jennie Moran, Braddock. 
Leonard C. Fitzgerald, Coatesville. 
Harry P. Shreiner, Columbia. 
Charles H. Cullen, Derry. 
Harry R. Schneitman, Elizabethtown. 
William F. Dewey, Frackville. 
Isaac W. Edgar, Glenshaw. 
Frances M. Dougherty, Haverford. 
Margaret G. Cummings, Irwin. 
James P. Dennehy, Lock Haven. 
Lisle H. Deviney, Pitcairn. 
Marion S. Schoch, Selinsgrove. 
Charles W. Remaley, Jr., Springdale. 
Jenny Paterson, Yukon. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

Dixon D. Davis, Greenville. 
Malcolm J. Stanley, Hampton. 
James D. Mackintosh, McClellanville. 
BaYfield W. ·smoak, Moultrieville. 
Eugene C. Jones, North. 
Amelia B. Blackmon, Orangeburg. 
Earle W. Chadwick, Parris Island. 
Robert J. Aycock, Pinewood. 
Wiley W. McTeer, Jr., Ridgeland. 

UTAH 

Nello Christoffersen, Brigham. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
MONDAY, MAY 27, 1940 

The House met a 12 o'clock noon and was called to order by 
the Speaker. 

Rev. Patrick N. McDermott, national chaplain, the Amer
ican Legion, Atlantic, Iowa, offered the following prayer: 

Our Father, who art in heaven, sanctify our souls that we 
may worthily recollect ourselves in Thy divine presence. In 
Thee we live, move, and have our being. Everywhere Thou 
art present. 

In these critical days, fortify our faith, strengthen our 
hope, and intensify our love for Thee and our fellow men. 

Gratefully we thank Thee for the innumerable blessings 
showered upon our beloved Nation, founded as it is upon the 
fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man. 
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Conscious of our glorious past, we thank Thee for the in

spiration that, in season and out of season, has guided our 
Congress in interpreting Thy divine mind and recognizing 
Thy divine will. May Thy will be done on earth as it is in 
heaven. -

Finally, 0 heavenly Father, we do thank Thee for the 
priceless gift of peace that we as a Nation enjoy, Preserve 
it to the end of time, and enable us to conserve it by our 
fidelity to Thee and our loyalty to our country. 

We are not unmindful of the warning, "The nation that 
forgets God shall perish." 

In Thy own inscrutable way, send Thy peace into the world 
that untimely death and wanton destruction may end. In 
this hour, knowing that Thou will not despise a humble 
and contrite heart, from the depth of our souls we cry out--
"God save America, God bless America." Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, May 24, was 
read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Frazier, its legislative 

clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend
ment bills of the House of the following titles: 

H. R. 7543. An act to authorize the Secretary of the NavY 
to accept real estate granted to the United States by the city 
of Miami, Fla., and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 9140. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to acquire land at Key West, Fla. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed, 
with amendments in which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, a bill of the House of the following title: 

H. R. 7615. An act authorizing the Bradenton Co., its suc
cessors and assigns, to construct; maintain, and operate a 
toll bridge across Sarasota Pass, county of Manatee, State of 
Florida. 

The message also announced that the Senate insists upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. ~243) entitled "An act to 
provide for the promotion of promotion-list officers of the 
Army after specified years of service in grade, and for other 
purposes," disagreed to by the House; agrees to the confer
ence asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon; and appoints Mr. SHEPPARD, Mr. REYNOLDS, 
Mr. THOMAS of Utah, Mr. MINTON, Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado, 
Mr. AusTIN, and Mr. BRIDGES to be the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate agrees to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill <H. R. 7737) entitled "An act to amend the Judicial 
Code by adding a new section thereto, designated as section 
266a, to provide for intervention by States in certain cases 
involving the validity of the exercise of any power by the 
United States, or any agency thereof, or any officer or em
ployee thereof, and for other purposes." 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con

sent that on tomorrow after the disposition of business on 
the Speaker's table and at the conclusion of the legislative 
program in order for the day, I may be permitted to address 
the House for 30 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. JoNES]? 

There was no objection. 
THE LATE FREDERICK C. FAIRBANKS 

Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. LUDLOW]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LUDLOW. Mr. Speaker, an outstanding newspaper 

publisher and a splendid citizen is being laid to rest this 
afternoon in beautiful Crown Hill Cemetery, at Indianapolis, 
where sleep so many of the Nation's illustrious dead. Fred
erick C. Fairbanks, president of the Indianapolis News 

Publishing Co.; publisher of the Indianapolis News, one of the 
greatest newspapers of our country, died in Mercy Hospital, 
San Diego, Calif., last Wednesday night, after a lingering 
illness, and ·his body was brought back for burial today 
amid the scenes of his childhood and his later activities as 
a lawyer and businessman. He was born in Indianapolis 
59 years ago of prerevolutionary stock and was educated at 
Phillips Exeter Academy and Princeton University, graduat
ing from the latter institution in class of 1903. He inherited 
unusual legal and business ability from his father, the late 
Charles Warren Fairbanks, vice president of the United 
States. The deceased was a man of boundless energy and 
kind nature, who liked everybody and was liked by every
body. As a publisher he was fair and just in his decisions 
and his solicitude for the · welfare of his employees will en
dear him forever to their memory. He was courageous to 
the last degree in attacking political exploitation and cor
ruption wherever it is found, for his conception of the duty 
of a publisher was that he owes an obligation to the people 
to do everything he can to keep the springs of public service 
pure. He had unlimited confidence in democracy and in 
the righteousness of the people's decisions when based on 
full information. In his death journalism has lost a shining 
exemplar and a sound counselor and our city and State have 
lost a good and useful citizen. 

DEFENSE OF MEXICAN BORDER 
Mr. SNYDER. 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 Pennsylvania [Mr. SNYDER]? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MAY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SNYDER. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 
Mr. MAY. I would like to know if the gentleman can tell 

us when we are going to have the Army appropriation bill 
passed by the Senate considered? 

Mr. SNYDER. We have not had any hearings on that yet . . 
Mr. MAY. There have been considerable hearings on this 

side heretofore and a large amount of hearings in the Senate. 
Mr. SNYDER. It is on the Speaker's desk. I asked for 

hearings the other day, but the majority of my committee 
were not ready. We are supposed to start them Wednesday 
morning. 

Mr. Speaker, it is 1,800 miles along the Mexican border. 
I inquired of the Bureau of Immigration this morning and 
I find there are about 374 civil-service people down there 
guarding the Mexican border. I think the United States 
Army should guard the Mexican border instead of a handful 
of civil-service people. 

I am introducing a bill calling for the erection of certain . 
patrol to ers along the Mexican border. I trust it will be 
called up in the near future and acted upon. Let us put the 
Army down there to guard that border. Thousands of 
wolves in sheep's clothing are coming into the United States 
through Mexico every year and more the last few months 
than before. We must trap these wolves-trap them and put 
them to hard work building one of my transcontinental 
highways across the Nation. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BLOOM asked and was given permission to extend his 
own remarks in the RECORD. 

Mr. DISNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks in the RECORD and to include therein 
a statement on the possibility of the Grand River Dam dis
trict a.s a location for a Federal arsenal, together with a reso
lution adopted by the House of Representatives of the State of 
Oklahoma. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. DISNEY]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex

tend my own remarks in the RECORD and to include therein an 
article by Jay Franklin taken from the Seattle Star of May 20. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objectior{ to the request of the 

gentleman from Washington [Mr. LEAVY]? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. SMITH of illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con

sent to extend my own remarks in the RECORD and to in
clude an article by Mr. Archibald MacLeish in the Nation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. SMITH]? 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to address the House for 20 minutes tomorrow at the con
clusion of the special order heretofore granted the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. JoNES]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DICKSTEIN]? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. PAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks in the RECORD and to include therein 
a speech delivered by myself last Friday before the Pan
American Club. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
Resident Commissioner from Puerto Rico? 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to address the House for 5 minutes today at the conclusion 
of business on the Speaker's desk and after any special orders 
heretofore entered. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. GRIFFITH]? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks in the RECORD on two subjects and to 
include certain excerpts from papers. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. PATMAN]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my own remarks in the RECORD and to include therein 
an article from a St. LoUis newspaper. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CoCHRAN]? 

There was no objection. 
NATIONAL LABOR RELATIONS BOARD 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the main weakness-in our national 

defense is the "fifth column" made up of the "reds" that 
dominate the C. I. 0. Until we break the strangle hold of the 
c. I. 0. on certain agencies of the Government we will con
tinue exposed to great danger. This is no time to play the 
game of hide-and-seek on questions that involve public safety. 
Those who are on the side of government by law should be 
Willing to stand up and be counted. An immediate considera
tion of the Smith amendments to the Wagner Act would 
afford this opportunity. The Labor Board must be liquidated, 
for government by the Board is government by the C. I. 0., 
and government by the C. I. 0. approaches communism. 
Nathan Witt and Saposs in policy-making positions in the 
c. I. 0. are a thousand times more dangerous than a thou
sand Browders in the field. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. HENNINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to revise and extend my own remarks in the RECORD and in
clude therein an article from the New York Daily News of 

May 25 called Our Mexican Mystery, and also an editorial by 
Charles G. Ross from the St. Louis Poot-Dispatch. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to extend my own remarks in the REcoRD and include therein 
a letter from one of my constituents. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ALLEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to extend my own remarks in the RECORD and 
include therein an editorial by David Lawrence on the Wagner 
Act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. VOORIDS of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to .extend my own remarks in the REcORD and 
include therein a radio address by our former colleague, Mr. 
Binderup, of Nebraska. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from ca.lifornia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GILLIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my own remarks in the RECORD and include therein 
the eight-point program of the Indiana Home Owners' Asso
ciation. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 
FRITZ JULIUS KUHN 

Mr. LELAND M. FORD. 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 California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LELAND M. FORD. Mr. Speaker, I have this morning 

made an affidavit calling for the cancelation of citizenship of 
Fritz Kuhn. I am writing a letter to the Honorable John T. 
Cahill, United States district attorney of New York, which 
reads as follows: · 

MAY 24, 1940. 
Hon. JoHN T. CAHILL, 

United States District Attorney, New York City. 
DEAR Sm: I am enclosing herewith a.n affidavit which clearly shows 

the fraudulent procurement of citizenship by Fritz Julius Kuhn, 
which citizenship was conferred upon him by the United States dis
trict court at Detroit, Mich., on the Sd day of Decemb€r 1934, at 
which time Kuhn received certificate of naturalization No. 3845908, 
dated December 3, 1934. 

The enclosed affidavit is submitted to you for the purpose of 
enabling you to perform your duty of instituting suit to cancel the 
certificate of citizenship and set aside and vacate the judgment 
fraudulently obtained by him from the said court. Mr. Kuhn at the 
present time is in Dannemora Penitentiary, New York, which places 
him within your jurisdiction. I would be pleased to have an 
acknowledgment of the receipt of this letter, giving me some definite 
time within which prosecution may be started. Please institute this 
suit immediately and advise me, as the Congress is likely to adjourn. 

For your further information I am also enclosing the report No. 
1476 on House Resolution 282, referred to in the affidavit. Among 
other things in tb.e affidavit, I call your attention to page 15 of the 
report, which contains the basis for some of the statements of fact 
in the affidavit. 

Very truly yours, 
L. M. FORD. 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
County of Los Angeles, ss: 

LELAND M. FoRD, being duly sworn, on his oath says that Fritz 
Julius Kuhn was naturalized a citizen of the United ·states by the 
judge of the United States district court at Detroit, Mich., on the 
3d day of December 1934 by fraudulently pretending to comply with 
the naturalization laws, and as evidence of such citizenship con
ferred, received certificate of naturalization No. 3845908, dated 
December 3, 1934; and 

That the fraud Imposed upon the court and upon the naturaliza
tion laws of the United States consisted, in part, in deliberately 
claiming and asserting under oath, in his petition for citizenship 
tiled in the said United States district court on June 28, 1934, that 
he was, without any mental reservation made known therein, at-
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tached to the principles of the Constitution of the United States, 
and well disposed to the good order and happiness of the United 
States; 

That, upon such fraudulent representation, and at the hearing of 
the said petition, the said Fritz Julius Kuhn did then and there in 
open court give false and perjurious testimony in support of such 
claim in that the said Fritz Julius Kuhn, With deliberate intent 
fraudulently to deceive the court and before the court granted his 
said petition, did solemnly declare and swear falsely on oath in open 
court and in the presence of the court, that he would support and 
defend the Constitution of the United States, and that he did abso
lutely and entirely renounce and abjure all allegiance and fidelity to 
every prince, potentate, state, and sovereignty, and particularly by 
name to the foreign state and sovereignty of which he was at that 
time Jt citizen or subject; that he would support, defend, and bear 
true faith and allegiance to the Constitution and laws of the United 
States against all enemies, foreign and domestic, and that he took 
this obligation freely and without any mental reservation or purpose 
of evasion; whereupon the judge of said court did thereupon grant 
the said petition and confer United States citizenship upon the said 
Fritz Julius Kuhn; 

That the said Fritz Julius Kuhn did not, in fact, renounce his 
allegiance to the state of Germany which he swore it was his inten
tion so to do in his said petition for citizenship hereinbefore referred 
to, and which in open court he swore then to be doing in fact at the 
hearing upon his said petition; 

That, by the sworn testimony of himself and other witnesses 
before the special committee of the House of Representatives of the 
United States on un-American activities, as stated in their report 
No. 1476, oi January 3, 1940, the said Fritz Julius Kuhn has been 
unequivocally shown not to have renounced his allegiance to the 
state of Germany which he swore in his said petition for citizenship 
hereinbefore referred to it was his intention to do, and which, in 
open court at the hearing upon his said petition, he swore he was 
then in fact renouncing; 

That the said report No. 1476 establishes, among other things, 
that the said Fritz Julius Kuhn, referred to therein as Fritz Kuhn, 
is the fuehrer or directing head of an alien organization in the 
United States known as the German-American Bund, and that this 
said bund receives its inspiration, program, and direction from the 
Government of Germany through the various propaganda organiza
tions which have been set up in the United States by the Govern
ment of Germany, and which function under the control and super
vision of the Nazi Ministry of Propaganda and Enlightenment of the 
German Government, as more fully set forth in testimony before 
the said special committee, and thereby conclusively established; 
that the said bund is widespread in the United States, and that it 
has taken its orders from the said Fritz Julius Kuhn as its national 
fuehrer; that his said activities have been against the good order 
and happiness of the United States, and against the principles of the 
Constitution of the United States, and against the Constitution of 
the United States to which the said Fritz Julius Kuhn did fraudu
lently swear in open court he would bear true faith and allegiance, 
and would support and defend against all enemies foreign and 
domestic of the United States; 

That more and fuller details of the fraudulent ·acts of the said 
Fritz Julius Kuhn against the laws and good order of the United 
States are set forth in the said report No. 1476; and it is believed 
that more amplified testimony is in the files of the said spe~ial 
committee ·more ·fully showing· by the acts of the said Fritz Julms · 
Kuhn that he is, in fact, and always has been an enemy of the 
United States; and 

That for the reasons set forth herein there is shown good cause 
for the appropriate United States district attorney to perform the 
duty imposed upon him by the naturalization law to institute pro
ceedings to set aside the judgment of admission to citizenship 
fraudulently obtained by the said Fritz Julius Kuhn, and to cancel 
the said certificate of citizenship issued to the said Fritz Julius 
Kuhn, in the court having jurisdiction to naturalize aliens in the 
judicial district in which the said Fritz Julius Kuhn is now residing; 

That the Supreme Court of the United States has repeatedly 
ruled that the naturalization laws must be construed strictly, and 
in favor of the United States as against the alien. 

LELAND M. FORD. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to extend my own remarks in the RECORD and include therein 
an address by the Honorable Howard H. Baker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my own remarks in the RECORD and include therein a 
brief editorial appearing in the Washington Evening Star. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to extend my own remarks in the REcoRD and include 
therein an editorial from the New York Journal of Com
merce. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
HON. ROSS A. COLLINS 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks at this point in the RECORD and include 
therein an article by Drew Pearson and Robert S. Allen, 
which appeared in the Washington Times-Herald on Satur
day, May 25. This article pertains to the father of mecha
nization of the United States Army, the distinguished, 
capable, and able gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. CoLLINs]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New Jersey? 

There was no objection. · 
The article referred to follows: 

WASHINGTON DAILY MERRY-GO-ROUND 
(By Drew Pearson and Robert S. Allen) 

During 20 somnolent years after the World War, the United 
States Army drilled its men, policed its posts, played polo, counted 
out Army property from socks to ashcans, ran its post exchanges, 
and performed all the other humdrum, prosaic duties of a peace
time Army, unworried over the modern military trends which were 
to make Europe a shambles. 

During most of those 20 years, the chief thorn in the side of the 
Army was a cherub-faced, rotund Representative from Mississippi 
who refused to let the Army go to sleep. His name was Ross CoL
LINS, and with disconcerting consistency he kept taunting the 
Army with the fact that what it needed was more tanks, armored 
cars, airplanes, and fewer horses. 

"Have you investigated the number of horses in the Air Corps?" 
Representative CoLLINS once asked Gen. John F. Preston, inspector 
general of the Army. 

"No, sir," replied General Preston, who was testifying before 
Representative CoLLINs' appropriations subcommittee. "I know 
at San Antonio they did have some for polo and exercise." 

"For the officers or for the womenfolk?" inquired CoLLINS. 
"No, sir; for the officers." 
"For airplane duty?" persisted CoLLINS. 
"For airplane duty," General Preston replied. 
"They must be flying steeds," grunted the Representative. 

WATCHES ARMY MONEY 
Ross CoLLINS is in a strategic position. For years he has sat on 

the Subcommittee on Military Appropriations, where he could 
watch every item spent in national defense, and help to shape the 
policy of the Army. 

And the Army came to hate him. They called him a pacifist. 
They tried to contribute to his defeat back home in Mississippi. 

They hated him because he was always trying to goad them into 
adopting the type of weapons with which Hitler is now sweeping 
Europe. And today the Army, a little belatedly, admits that Ross 
COLLINS was right. . 

When asked why he began to urge a mechanized Army 10 years 
ago, when the general staff was none too enthusiastic, COLLINS 
drawled: 

"Look up and down Pennsylvania Avenue. Do you see any horses 
and buggies? No. People are all traveling in motor cars. Then 
why should we handicap the Army by putting them back in the 
horse and buggy days? 

. "Or take khaki cloth~ We all know that it will not stop machine
gun bullets. So why expose our soldiers to them? Hitler doesn't. 
He manufactures armor for his men-armor in the form of tanks. 

"We are the greatest scientific and industrial Nation in the 
world, but we have applied our science and industry to everything 
except our military defense." 

M' ARTHUR'S "CHINESE ARMY" 
Representative CoLLINs blames Gen. Douglas MacArthur for 

handicapping the mechanization of the Army, and pays tribute 
to the present Chief of Staff, Gen. George Marshall, as an ardent 
advocate of modern military equipment. 

"MacArthur wanted a Chinese army," says CoLLINs; "a lot of men 
and low fire power. That's exactly the reverse of the Germans. 
They had a small army under the Versailles Treaty, and they had 
to make every man count for a lot. SO they specialized in modern 
weapons. Each man had to get the maximum fire power out of his 
weapons. That is why Germany developed the airplane, the tank, 
and the armored car to such perfection. 

"That's the secret of our national defense today. We don't need 
a lot of foot soldiers, as MacArthur would have. It is harmful to 
mobilize them without equipment. It is far easier to train men 
than to equip them, and if you train them With outmoded weapons 
you have to train them all over again. 

"What our Army needs is less gold braid and trolley Wire on its 
uniforms and more overalls. Put every man into overalls and you'll 
have a lot better defense than if he has stripes on his pants." 

OLD OFFICERS 

Another complaint Representative CoLLINS makes against the 
Army is that it is run by old men. Many of its officers, he says, 
are wartime clerks frozen into the Army during the World War. 
who remain because they couldn't make a living elsewhere. 
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During the l!"l)()Ver administration, CoLLINS inserted in the Army 

appropriation a cut of 2,000 inefficient and old officers from the 
rolls. A howl went up from the Army such as has not been heard 
since Admiral Cockburn burned the Capitol in 1814. Eventually 
the provision was defeated in the Senate, and there has been no 
tampering with the Army's outmoded promotion system until this 
year, when a provision for the retirement of officers over 60 seems 
sure to pass Congress. 

Today the Army has come around to consider Ross CoLLINS a 
real friend. But he still is critical, and recently held the 1941 
War Department appropriation bill up to ridicule becaus~ out of 
about a billion dollars only $100,000,000, or one-tenth, 1s to be 
spent for equipment--and CoLLINs considers equipment far more 
important than manpower. 

ARMY HOSTESSES 

However, the Army will never forget those pun~ent days whe;n 
the sarcastic gentleman from Mississippi was trymg to rouse 1t 
from its lethargy, and when he cross-examined Maj. Gen. C. H. 
Bridges regarding Army hostesses: 

"I know you want ladies around the post," said CoLLINS. "These 
schools have a way of putting uniforms on the best-looking girls 
and making honorary colonels of them. It's part of a plan to play 
up sex appeal. You are putting women into the Army every chance 
you get." · 

Or again, when examining the Chief of the Air Corps as to why 
aviators needed bands, the gentleman from Mississippi said: 

"I suppose you take your bands up in the air with you-an in
strument in every plane--to play heavenly music to the angels." 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my own remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD and 
include therein a speech delivered by Gov. Arthur H. 
James, Governor of the great State of Pennsylvania, before 
the Republican State Central Committee of Minnesota, at 
St. Paul, on Wednesday evening, May 22, 1940. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent to extend my own remarks in the RECORD and in
clude therein an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own remarks in the RECORD 
and include therein two letters from Lewis J. Murphy, na
tional commander of the Disabled American Veterans. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to address the House for one-half minute, and to revise and 
extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I listened to the fireside 

chat of the President last evening. To assume the manner
ism and I tru.st the dialect of the late Calvin Coolidge, 
"Everything is all right." [Laughter and applause.] 

Sudden and amazing change of doctrine among our great 
writers, teachers, and molders of public opinion. Conster
nation reigns because of their own tragic, misleading, and 
fateful utterances. Archibald MacLeish leads the way in 
assuming his own share of culpability. His Mea Culpa is 
timely and praiseworthy. Would that those in high places 
would acknowledge error. We would accept such confes
sions as only an indication that they had become wiser, and 
it would bring confidence to the future. 

How devastating to theoretical dogma is even a little of 
practical demonstration. The one word "Hitler" is sufficient 
to cause theorists and pacifists to plead in terror that the 
Nation be now aroused from the lethargy and smugness they 
themselves have brought about. Complete isolationists are 
nearly bereft of followers. America is awakened to the stark 
realities of a war-torn world. Our national safety can no 
longer be taken for granted, even though we determine to 

take no part in present hostilities abroad. The Monroe Doc
trine is an accepted vital national policy. Its potential 
dangers to our peace can no longer be ignored. We have de
clared protection to the entire Western Hemisphere, and 
there is now no retreat. Our people must be prepared to 
sacrifice and contend not only to preserve our safety and 
liberties but those of many other nations of far different 
attitudes of general policy. 

The greatest responsibility rests upon the Congress. It 
may be necessary not only to support but to curb the execu
tive branch of the Government. Politics in matters of pre
paredness are dismissed. Politics in matters of watchful, 
pitiless . criticism of inefficiency, failure, and attempts to 
make of national defense an issue for the continuation in 
power of a discredited management must be accentuated. 
In other nations, inefficiency, or loss of public confidence ran 
be displaced in a few hours. Years might pass before such 
remedy could be applied in these United States. Great do
mestic issues are to be fought on the political battleground 
during the next few months. National defense must not 
becloud those issues. All are in agreement on that question. 
Generalship is important. It is the great issue even on the 
battlefields of France at the gravest moment of actual fight
ing. Let not the slogan of "swapping horses in the middle of 
the stream" be heard in the campaign. It has lost its per
suasive jingle. 

We now need great business and industrial generals in 
charge. Our present political leader never has liked or 
trusted such leaders. He was determined to be their master. 
He has persistently branded them with a variety of oppro
brious epithets. His own lack of business sagacity· has been 
amply demonstrated for 7 long years. Will he now take ad
vice and suggestion? Surely he may be expected to turn 
upon his "economic royalists" in a rage at any moment, un
less he can greatly change his temperamental nature. 
Masses of people may still be enthralled by his extraordinary 
personality and fireside confidences. Businessmen, however, 
will be suspicious. Their wounds are far from healed. Can 
they carry on with any degree of confidence? 

Seven years of constant ebullitions of hatred from his 
noisy satellites have instilled a permanent distrust of any 
olive branch, no matter how flowered and perfumed for the 
occasion. A change of leadership is imperative. 

It would be heartening and allay fear if glaring failures 
were a-cknowledged. The huge public debt brought about by 
constant so-called social experimentations, often proven 
worse than worthless, is the monument erected to this 
administration. 

After 7 years of experimentation in relief, another huge 
relief bill ha.s been voted, with no attempt to remedy its 
glaring inefficiencies in method and results. The culpabili
ties recited in volumes of testimony are ignored and even 
"chuckled at" because of political advantages gained · 
thereby. 

Financial policies, other than the accumulation of this 
mountainous debt, such as our gold and silver accumulations, 
are steadily pursued in the full knowledge of ultimate disaster. 
Bureaucratic powers-not steadily, but in "bounding leaps"
are encircling the whole gamut of business activity. Huge bus
iness organizations may be mischievous, but huge government 
is deadly to initiative and the providing of employment. It is 
now not a far cry to the encirclement of the citizen in his free 
conduct of his mode of living. Government propaganda in
fluences his thought and actions. Soon he will submit his 
cherished liberties to Government rules and regulations. 

Seemingly it is hoped that these vast and costly experi
ments will be forgotten under the whipped-up hysteria of 
national defense. Calm voices may yet be heard in the 
land. A halt in the mad spending orgy may yet be de
manded. 

A great democratic reader, who for years has urged these 
biliions for relief, has now refused to advocate or vote favor
ably. No one has been so loyal or has so ably pleaded for 
billions of blank checks for his President. He deserves high 
praise for his comage in demanding a retmn to sane finance. 
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But the Congress is unable to check itself from indulging in 
the mad sprees of spending begun under his former leader
ship. I venture to predict that his great influence will re
gain to him a sane following as the people awake to the 
realties of this highly dangerous financial situation. 

Certificates of governmental indebtedness have been dis
tributed and even eagerly purchased in such quantities that 
"haunting fear" is always present le.st they be thrown on 
the market at a time when they may not be readily pur
chased. If they fall but a few points, the results will be dis
astrous. Some recall that 4¥2-percent bonds fell to almost 
80 points in the twenties. Bonds carrying low rates of in
terest-with a debt of nearly fifty billions foisted on our 
Nation-may not always appeal to a people anxious to obtain 
a reasonable return on their savings. They must be warned 
of this danger. Perhaps they will then demand a sane pro
gram under an efficient administration. 

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact 

that we have on the calendar for tomorrow the consideration 
of H. R. 9822 and H. R. 9848, I ask unanimous consent that 
when the House adjourns today it reconvene at 11 o'clock 
tomorrow. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
it is not the intention that anything except those two bills 
shall be taken up tomorrow? 

Mr. RAYBURN. No. 
Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is my understanding. 
Mr. TABER. May I ask whether it is the intention to 

t.ake up the Mexican claims bill? 
Mr. RAYBURN. No. 
Mr. FISH. And it is not the intention to take it up to

morrow if this consent is given? 
Mr. RAYBURN. No. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Georgia? 
There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex

tend my remarks in the RECORD by including therein a radio 
speech delivered by me. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SHAFER of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD and to include 
therein a short editorial from the Chicago Tribune. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objecti-on. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that on Friday, after all legislative business has been disposed 
of and any previous special order, I may be permitted to 
speak for 20 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REl\iARKS 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the Appendix by including therein a 
copy of resolutions adopted by the Episcopal Diocese of West
ern New York. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WINTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD and to include therein a 
statement which I made before a Ways and Means subcom
mittee on May 10. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Kansas? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. HAWKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

address the House for 30 seconds. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Wisconsin? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HAWKS. What is the difference between "on hand" 

and "on order"? I would like to know. The President used 
these expressions in his fireside chat last night, but he did 
not give us any details. I have an idea that the figures will 
be most illuminating, and probably not so favorable to the 
last 7 years. [Applause.] 

Mr. SABATH. 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 Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, just a few moments ago the 

gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CoxJ, instead of directing 
attention to the real "fifth column" danger in this country, 
once again unjustly assails and attacks the Congress of 
Industrial Organizations as being behind the communistic 
movement supposed to be abroad in the land. Ignoring the 
fact that the entire country fully realizes that it is Hitler's 
Nazi propagandists that really constitute the so-called 
"fifth column," the gentleman, and some others, continue to 
misrepresent legitimate American labor organizations and 
very evidently for the purpose, if that shall be possible, of 
not only de.strpying the confidence of the American people 
in but of actually destroying the organizations themselves. 

The C. I. 0. and the other great labor organizations are not 
communistic controlled. They are omcered and controlled 
by the rank and file of American workers. They have time 
and again in the past proved their 100-percent Americanism 
and 100-percent loyalty to American institutions and, make 
no mistake about it, will do so again as often as the oppor
tunity offers and as often as their country needs them. 

I do not contend that the C. I. 0. or any other American 
labor organization has never made a mistake, as, for in
stance, when a couple of years ago the C. I. 0. in desperation 
instituted the sit-down strike for the purpose of improving 
the conditions of their lowest-paid members in the auto 
industry. But when the courts held the sit-down strike 
to be illegal, they immediately stopped, and for nearly 2 
years now neither the gentleman from Georgia nor anyone 
else has heard of sit-down strikes. Nor do I wish to be un
derstood as saying that not a single member of organized 
labor has been untouched by the communistic folly. But I 
do assert that for every Communist follower in this coun
try, you will find many, many times that number of under
cover agents and propagandists getting in their poison for 
Hitler's Nazi and bund organizations. Mr. Speaker, beyond 
doubt they are the real and actual menace to the Stars and 
Stripes within our borders. Unfortunately, however, Mr. 
Speaker, the gentleman from Georgia and others who are 
against the C. I. 0. and, as I honestly believe, to all other 
bona fide labor organizations, leave no stone unturned to 
make it appear that the C. I. 0. is communistic. 

Within the last year and a half numerous irresponsible 
men have appeared before the Dies committee for the ex
press purpose of bolstering up the not only unsupported but 
false charge that the C. I. 0. and other labor bodies are 
controlled by Communists. In nearly every case thes·e wit
nesses against legitimate labor organizations have been sub
sequently revealed as either having criminal records or as 
men who have been kicked out of labor organizations for 
disloyalty or crookedness, or are' racketeers or ex-convicts. 
Only in yesterday morning's paper I read that William C. 
McCuistion, who had been a star witness before the Dies 
committee last fall, attempted to hang himself in an eleventh 
precinct cell here in Washington. McCuistion had testified 
before the Dies committee that the National Maritime Union, 
C. I. 0. affiliate, was dominated by Communists, and that its 
president, Joseph Curran, was a Communist. This witness 
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had been indicted for murder in New Orleans last March. 
When picked up day before yesterday for drunkenness he 
was boasting that he was wanted for murder. 

This man is a fair sample of the type of men induced to 
go before the Dies committee to question the patriotism and 
Americanism of legitimate labor organizations. Every day I 
am receiving letters from members of organized labor who 
one and all indignantly protest and deny there is the slight
est truth in the charge that the C. I. 0. and other labor 
organizations are communistically controlled. I have here a 
letter from Mr. Robert E. Renfrew, who signs himself "just 
a seaman, but a damn good American." His letter is simi-
lar to many others. He says, in part: · 

Being a member of the National Maritime Union I am of course 
bitter at the attempt of the Dies committee to smear us as Com
munists. We definitely are not. We are a rank-and-file organiza
tion, and the om.cers are elected by we, the membership. If they 
are no good, we just kick them out. Joe Curran is our president. 
He is one of the finest leaders in the country. He is no Commu
nist or traitor to his country. He hates, as we all hate, the filt hy 
name of communism. He is the first American-born and the 
youngest maritime leader in our country. He was called before 
the Dies committee and abused. The committee had with it as 
our critics several former N. M. U. otficials whom we, the member
ship, had kicked · out of the union because of their gross 
dishonesty. 

Mr. Speaker, the effort to besmirch labor leaders and labor 
organizations with the charge of questionable loyalty has 
been going on ever since there have been any labor o:r;ganiza
tions. I well recollect that as long as 40 years ago the 
Republicans and a few paid representatives of the vested 
interests were in the habit of charging that all who advo
cated the cause of organized labor were Socialists-yes, 
Anarchists-just as today they are charged with being 
Communists. 

Those who point to organized labor as the menace to our 
liberties and our national security are barking up the wrong 
tree. It is to the Nazis who form the "fifth column" to whom 
they should point with scorn and just indignation. Not 
only do these disciples of the bloodthirsty Hitler attempt to 
undermine the confidence of the people in their own Gov
ernme'nt, playing class against class, creed against creed, 
race against race, religion against religion, seeking to make 
it appear that even Mrs. Roosevelt and Mrs. Perkins are 
serving in the ranks of the "fifth column,'' but they even main
tain their own secret courts to try those Hitler subversists 
who may not work hard enough for nazi-ism. These courts 
are maintained for the purpose of maintaining discipline 
and encouragement to the Nazi workers in America, and 
they are distinctly un-American, if not actually treasonable, 
and as such should be prosecuted and exterminated. It is to 
be regretted that gentlemen here should be so completely 
blind to nazi-ism, fascism, and Silver Shirts, the un-Chris
tian front and all those subversive and disloyal organizations 
that are cooperating with them. 

In last Thursday's Washington Times-Herald, I read the 
~ following from Hal Burton, that newspaper's correspondent 

in Mexico: 
The "fifth column" is closing ranks in Mexico, facing north toward 

the American border. Germany has 200 busy agents at work
more than in World War days, when Carranza maintained ·a 
dubious "neutrality." 

These are not Communists that the above correspondent 
is talking about; they are followers, agents, and representa
tives of Adolf Hitler. 

Surely no one who is the least familiar with my record in 
this body will charge that I have any sympathy or respect for 
any misguided Communist. Mr. Speaker, what I am trying 
to point out and drive home is the fact that the real danger 
is the constant and insidious propaganda carried on by men 
like Father Coughlin, the leaders of the Silver Shirts, and · 
other similar poison injectors exactly as planned, practiced, 
and carried out in Poland, Czechoslovakia, Austria, Holland, 
Denmark, Norway, Belgium, and so forth, all under the guise 
of fighting communism, when in fact there was none such 
existing in those countries. The Nazi agents in this country 
are using the same tactics, same propaganda, the same sub
versive methods of approach, mea;nwhile keeping up the same 

continuous attacks on the Jewish race and the Catholics, 
all for the subtle purpose of cleverly diverting public atten
tion from their own dastardly schemes and treasonable con
duct, and making it appear that the real culprits in America 
are not themselves, but the Communists. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I again appeal to every loyal 
American citizen, every Member of Congress, not to permit 
himself to be used by nazi-ism under the pretense they 
are fighting communism. For the danger that confronts 
America--and that fact should now be clear to all-is not 
communism, but nazi -ism and fascism. All the• hue and cry 
we hear about communism is merely a part of the Nazi 
propaganda, insidiously circulated by the directors of the 
Nazi conspiracy to fool the people. Although tbis stands out 
as clear as day, there are still some among us who dare to 
think and to say that nazi-ism and fascism are mot so bad. 

I take it, Mr. Speaker, that no one would accuse Mr. Wil
liam Randolph Hearst of harboring any love for communism, 
so that what he states in the following signed article on the 
subject of fascism and nazi-ism may be accepted by us at its 
full face value: 

In Italy, the Fascist Government has suppressed all freedom of 
thought and expression, has drilled and dragooned all independent 
industries and all prosperity out of the country, and has u tterly 
impoverished the people in order to gratify the Government's im
perial ambitions and to maintain the nation in arms. 

In Germany, not only is all liberty lost, but all modern ideas of 
freedom of thought and speech and publication ended but as 
further evidence of complete return to the Dark Ages, the Nazi Gov
ernment has revived medieval methods of execution and political 
processes of wholesale assassination. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. DIES], like 
the gentleman from Georgia, has great fear of the Com
munists and their actiVities and feels that the communistic 
leaders are using the Nazi forces to aid their cause. Also, like 
the gentleman from Georgia, he appears to feel that there is 
great danger in organized labor. This, Mr. Speaker, I repeat, 
appears to be an effort not to get the real facts about the 
"fifth column" but to weaken and, if possible, destroy the 
unfortunately wrangling factions of organized labor. If the 
leaders of the great labor organizations appreciate what is 
good for them they will cease making accusations against 
each other and instead join hands in the interest of America 
in eliminating the confronting danger of communism, fascism, 
and nazi-ism. 

The View that it is communism rather than nazi-ism that 
constitutes the big impending danger to America, while on 
the other hand that organized labor is dangerous to American 
institutions, is so far afield from the actual fact that I cannot 
see how the gentleman from Texas could be blind to the true 
situation. During the past 12 or 15 months twelve or more 
men have been subpenaed and testified before the Dies com
mittee. Great stress in the way of advance publicity was laid 
on the testimony that they were to give in showing commu
nistic activities in the United States. Unfortunately, their 
testimony proved nothing but complete duds. Without men
tioning the names of all who appeared, I name some of those 
to whom my references apply. In addition to the murder 
suspect, McCuistion, whom I have already mentioned, there 
appeared one Duzenberg, and also the great Colonel Krivitsky, 
who at one time was connected in an official capacity with the 
Russian Government, and who was authorized to make pur
chases for his Government in France, but who, instead, pock
eted the Russian funds and then came to the United States 
as a temporary visitor, and who was kept in the United States 
for a period of 6 months notwithstanding that a warrant of 
deportation had been issued by the Bureau of Immigration, 
but who was held here, as I am informed, under a subpena of 
the Dies committee and later allowed to depart for another 
country. There also appeared before the Dies committee one 
Gitlow, a former Communist, who testified before the com
mittee for 3 days and whose testimony was for naught. The 
testimony of others, summed up, was much ado about 
nothing. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Texas was asked to give 
names of dangerous Communists, but up to date he has failed 
to name any. On the other hand, I observe in the CoN-
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GRESSIONAL RECORD of May 20, 21, 23, and 24, the names of . 
Nazi leaders and organizations who are actually active in 
fomenting trouble and discord and building up the "fifth 
column," but I have as yet failed to notice where any of them 
have been called as witnesses before the Dies committee. 
Not only that, but just a few days ago the chairman of the 
committee informed me of the dangers of Nazi activities in my 
own city, where he claimed the Nazi organizations had over 
20,000 organized and active members. When I asked why the 
leaders, or at least the most dangerous of them, should not 
be subpenaed, he stated that where he might show a front
cloak of evidence, yet he was apprehensive of a decision ren
dered by a judge in Philadelphia or Baltimore. 

I recall that case but, unfortunately, Mr. DIES did not issue 
subpenas and without any authority of law seized some papers 
and documents. If he does not know, I wish to inform him 
that he has the power of subpena and under that power he 
can take any and all papers of any organization or men if any 
representative of his committee will state that they suspect 
or believe they are guilty of subversive activities. Why Mr. 
DIEs has not exercised that power in Chicago and elsewhere 
that I have mentioned, I cannot understand. I feel it is his 
duty before he obtains any additional funds to serve subpenas 
on all these Nazi and subversive organizations and at least 
take possession of their books, communications, documents, 
minutes, and so forth, the location of which in Chicago he 
told me he personally knows. And especially should he do 
so not only in view of what he stated to me, but in considera
tion of what the newspapers have quoted about the activities 
of the Nazi organizations in his State which, according tore
ports, they are using as a base in building up the "fifth col
umn" in Mexico. Further, I feel the gentleman from Texas 
should know by this time that the so-called German Bureau 
of Information, which is guilty of sending out inflammatory 
literature, is but a blind for the real official Nazi propagan
dists. In conclusion, why is it that Mr. DIES has made no ef
fort to ascertain the source of these vast sums of money which 
have been expended for the dissemination of Nazi propa
ganda in this country. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the attacks charging labor organizations 
with being communistic, I repeat, in conclusion, are made 
for a purpose, and that is the weakening or the destruction of 
labor in America. I repeat that I believe that all our labor 
organizations are wholeheartedly American and loyal and de
voted to our institutions and will show now and hereafter, 
as they have heretofore, that they can be trusted. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SABATH. I would, if I had the time. 
[Here the gavel fell.] 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. SCHWERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD and to include therein a 
speech made by Senator JAMES M. MEAD at the National Asso
ciation of Postal Supervisors in Buffalo. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD and to include therein an 
editorial from the Sioux Falls Argus-Leader of South Dakota. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from South Dakota? 

There was no objection. 
REORGANIZATION PLAN NO. V 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the joint resolution 
<H. J. Res. 551> providing for the taking effect of Reorganiza
tion Plan No. V and ask unanimous consent that it may be 
considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole, and 
that the agreement already entered into providing for one
half hour to be controlled by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. TABER] and one-half hour by myself be earned out in the 
consideration of the joint resolution. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution. 
LXXXVI---435 

The SPEAKER. ls there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
I shall not object to the r-esolution being considered and the 
debate that has already been agreed upon, but I do think it 
ought to be considered in the Committee of the Whole instead 
of the House as in Committee of the Whole. Therefore I ob
ject to its being considered in the Hous-e as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re
. solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of House Joint Reso
lution 551, providing for the taking effect of Reorganization 
Plan No. V. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen
tleman from Missouri that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of House Joint Resolution 551. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee 

of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consid
eration of House Joint Resolution 551, with Mr. LEAVY in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the joint resolution. 
By unanimous consent, at the request of the gentleman 

from Missouri [Mr. COCHRAN], the first reading of the joint 
resolution was dispensed with. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 10 minutes. 
When the President submitted Reorganization Plan No. v, 

which provides for the transfer of the Bureau of Immigration 
·and Naturalization from the Department of Labor to the De
partment of Justice, he called attention to the existing law, 
which requires that 60 days must elapse before a reorganiza
tion order can go into effect, and suggested that the Congress 
provide that his plan go into effect immediately. That is the 
purpose of this joint resolution. 

The Secretary of Labor, Mme. Perkins, approves the trans
fer, going so far as to say it has been too long delayed. 

When Mr. Lewis Douglas was Director of the Budget, I rec
ommended to Mr. Douglas and the President that the Immi
gration Bureau and the Naturalization.Bureau be put together. 
That suggestion was acted upon favorably. I likewise sug
gested then that it should be transferred to the Department 
of Justice. That suggestion was not accepted. The gentle
man from North Carolina [Mr. WARREN] has, time and again, 
urged the President to place this organization in the De
partment of Justice, where it properly belongs. The principal 
duty of the Immigration and Naturalization Service is law 
enforcement. Recall if you will we have, at this session of 
Congress, increased the appropriation of the Bureau of In
vestigation nearly $10,000,000. It has been very busy investi
gating subversive activities. Aliens are mixed up in these 
activities and there can be coordination between the two 
agencies. 

Practically all of the duties of the Naturalization Service 
must be of a judicial nature. Years ago any court could issue 
naturalization papers but there was such abuse of our laws 
it has now been placed solely in the hands of the Federal 
judiciary, where the applicant must appear in person. 

If ever there was justification for transferring a Govern
ment activity from one department to another it will be found 
in this order. There are only a few, if any Members, opposed 
to the transfer . . They cannot submit a sound argument for 
their views. 

The Immigration Service likewise has a great deal of busi
ness before the Federal courts, especially those cases where 
deportation warrants have been issued and appeals have been 
taken to the Federal courts. By placing this organization in 
the Department of Justice, it will make for better enforce
ment of our immigration and naturalization laws, which we 
certainly need in these critical times. This is not a reflection 
upon the Secretary of Labor. The fact is we have not been 
liberal enough with our appropriations for border patrol and 
investigation. Madam Perkins has, to a certain extent, been 
handicapped by lack of sufficient personnel. 
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The nine members of your Select Committee on Reorgani

zation are unanimous in favor of this plan. 
There is one matter, however, that I desire to call to the 

attention of the House. When the President submitted this 
plan it was so worded that it transferred "funds available,'' 
including the funds available for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1941, for the use of the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service, to the Department of Justice. 

The word "available" being included in the plan, and the 
appropriation bill for 1941 for this Bureau not yet having been 
sent to the President, we have no assurance that the appro
priation for 1941 will be available when the President signs 
this plan, or 10 days thereafter. ·The gentleman from New 
York [Mr. TABER] very properly called attention to this mat
ter, and in order to prevent what might be an embarrassing 
situation it is my purpose to offer a committee amendment 
at the end of the resolution which will take care of the situa
tion and likewise will take care of numerous private acts that 
we have passed, and are on the calendar, which might be 

·considered at a later date, wherein the · Secretary of Labor 
is directed to carry out certain provisions of the immigration 
law. 

Mr. Chairman, I can conceive of no sound argument that 
can be advanced against this proposal. If I knew one I 
would address myself to it at the present time. I therefore 
close and ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER] to 
use some of his time. [Applause.] 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, this resolution calls for the 
transfer of the Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization 
from the Department of Labor to the Department of Justice. 
Taking this activity away from the Secretary of Labor, 
¥adam Perkins, is something that should have been done 
many years ago. As to the kind of set-up that we are going 
to have afterward I have this to say: 

Many of us are going to vote for this resolution today, not 
because we believe it is the right thing to do from the stand:.. 
point of a logical set-up of the Government, because it mani

. festly is not. The Immigration Service is an administrative 
agency and should be kept so. The Department of Justice 
is a law-enforcement agency and should be kept so, but we 
are going to vote for · this reorganization plan because the 
President has not the patriotism or the courage to remove 

.the Secretary of Labor, a notorious incompetent and one who 
for the last 7 years has steadily and steadfastly failed and 
refused to enforce the immigration law and continuously 
admitted and kept here those who were not entitled to stay. 

It is the hope of those who. are voting for the resolution 
that Mr. Jackson, the Attorney General, will do a better job; 
that he will either force Mr. Houghteling, the Commissioner 
of Immigration, to about-face on the position that he has 
followed under Mme. Perkins or will substitute for him an 
aggressive American. 

America today is up against a serious proposition. Every
where throughout this country subversive groups are ram~ 
pant. Last Tuesday night in New York City a tremendous 
Communist gathering was held without interference by the 
public authorities and the propaganda there was absolutely 
subversive and anti-American. Similar gatherings are being 
held in many places throughout the country. Small groups 
of subversive organizations are at work steadily, and the 
President has not yet made a move to get rid of those in 
Government positions who are interested in subversive activi
ties. Amongst others, I refer to Smith, Madden, and Saposs 
in the Labor Board. 

The President has called for unity. Let him take the first 
step. Let him propose getting rid of the vicious laws that · 
hamper industry. Let him propose establishing efficiency in 
Government departments. Let him show that he means 
what he says when he asks for unity. 

Let us have a Secretary of War and of the Navy and a 
chief in the other departments and agencies of executive 
experience and forcefulness. Such action will carry America 
through the crisis. It cannot be done if we are to extend 
the maladministration and incompetence that has character-

ized the Roosevelt administration. Let Mr. Roosevelt show 
the way to unity. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DICKSTEIN]. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, I do not agree with my 
colleague from New York [Mr. TABER] on his criticism of 
Commissioner Houghteling. The Commissioner has had a 
difficult job on his hands, and my good friend from New York 
does not seem to realize the valuable services rendered by 
him. Commissioner James Houghteling is an outstanding 
American, whose integrity and patriotism could not and 
should not be questioned. I shall support thi'! reorganization 
plan, although I do not believe that it will solve the problem 
we are facing. There is an alien hysteria ln this country 
today. The alien is being blamed for everything ihat is hap
pening all over the world. The Bureau of Immigration and 
Naturalization assists an alien from the time he enters the 
country and tries to assimilate that alien and prepare him for 
citizenship, and ·I do not see how that work is going to fit in 

. with the work of the Department of Justice. I do not see 
how they are going to get around this particular phase of 
the service. I do not think that this phase of immigration 
and naturalization is law enforcement at all, requiring a 
transfer to the Department of Justice. This does not mean 
that I do not have enough faith in Mr. Jackson, whom I be
lieve to be one of the ablest and most capable Attorneys Gen
eral we have had. 

I might have agreed with a plan to transfer to the De
partment of Justice the divisions in the Labor · Department 
handling warrants for deportation, based on smuggling, or 
anything else involving a crime which the Attorney General 
may want to prosecute, but they should have left and con
tinued the present status of Naturalization and Immigration 
Divisions in the Department of Labor. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield for a brief question. 
Mr. STEFAN. Will this transfer to the Department of 

Justice affect the employees of the Department of Labor lo
cated in foreign countries looking over the immigrants 
abroad? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. It transfers the whole Bureau. 
Mr. STEFAN. What will become of the employees of the 

Bureau? 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. They will all be merged into the Depart

ment of Justice. What will happen to able, conscientious 
men like Edward J. Shaughnessy, present Deputy Commis
sioner of Immigration and Naturalization, and many of his 
colleagues who have worked there for years and are experts on 
immigration, naturalization, and deportation matters, I do not 
know. I only hope, for the sake of the service and the country, 
that they will keep Mr. Shaughnessy, who has served his de
partment faithfully, and upon whose advice my committee 
and I have grown accustomed to rely in our legislative work, 
and that they will keep him an executive position where he 
will be able to continue his good work. 

Mr. STEFAN. I mean these foreign-service men who are 
employed in Berlin, Vienna, Prague, and other countries 
working on immigration applications. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. They will - be transferred with the 
Bureau, they will be transferred under this reorganization 
plan. 

It is my best judgment that this matter was too quickly 
decided on. There were no proper hearings before the com
mittee. There were some suggestions that I and other mem
bers of my committee might have been able to give, but we 
did not have an opportunity. Let me at this point say to the 
Membership of the House that the criticism leveled against 
Secretary Perkins was wholly unjustified. She has made an 
excellent Secretary of Labor who has handled the difficult 
problems which no other Secretary had to contend with in a 
fair manner and in accordance with the law. 

In view of the sentiment now prevailing in this House, how
ever, I feel that nothing I can say will change the stand the 
House has taken on this reorganization plan. 

[Here the- gavel fell.] 
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Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 

gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. MAsoN]. 
Mr. MASON. Mr. Chairman, the resolution before us for 

action is nothing more nor less than a resolution to divorce 
Mme. Perkins from the Bureau of Immigration and Nat
uralization. It has for its sole purpose the separation · of 
Mme. Perkins from that Bureau. Nine out of every ten 
Members of this House will vote for this resolution in order 
to remove the Bureau from under the influence and misman
agement of Mme. Perkins, not because they feel the Bureau 
should be placed in the Department of Justice. 

The move to transfer some 2,500 to 3,000 well-trained, 
high-grade employees of the Bureau of Immigration and 
Naturalization to another Department in order to get it away 
from Mme. Perkins reminds me of the old story about 
Mahomet and the mountain, because it proposes to move 
the mountain rather than to move Mahomet, the mountain 
in this case being the Bureau with its employees, its millions 
of case records, its files. and its whole equipment, and 
Mahomet in this case being Mme. Perkins. Rather a foolish 
thing to do, do you not think, when the desired result could 
much more readily be brought about by removing one person. 

Now, if it is a good thing, a desirable thing, to divorce 
Mme. Perkins from the Bureau of Immigration and Nat
uralization, why would it not be a good thing to divorce 
Mme. Perkins from the Department of Labor, a. depart
ment that has to do with carrying out our labor laws, that 
has to do with establishing labor policies, a. department that 

. can show and has shown partiality as between labor organi
zations? Why not divorce Mme Perkins from the entire 
Labor Department as an essential defense preparation meas
ure? I will leave that thought for the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. HoFFMAN] to elaborate upon, because he 
knows much more about that angle of this matter than I do. 

This move to transfer the Bureau under the plea that 
it is needed in order to tighten up the enforcement of the 
law in connection with spies and undesirable aliens is a 
move to fool the American people as to the basic need for 
this change. It gives a wrong impression of the situation. 
The trouble is nothing that a transfer will cure or can cure. 
There is nothing wrong with the Bureau; the whole trouble is 
with the head of the Department of Labor. When the 
Bureau is transferred to the Department of Justice, as it 
will be by almost a unanimous vote of this House, will it 

. be any better managed? I doubt it. The record of the 
Department of Justice during the past few years has not 
been so good. The Justice Department has just begun action 
against Communist agents in this country who have violated 
the laws in connection with fraudulent passports, although 
evidence of these matters has been available for a long time. 

The new Attorney General has lately quashed the indict
ment against some 15 or more "fifth column" agents in De
troit, an indictment secured under orders from Attorney Gen
eral Murphy, and secured by Murphy's representative. The 
indictments were ordered quashed by Jackson as one of his 
first moves after taking charge of the Department of Justice, 
for two reasons, namely: · 

Flrst. That the statute under which the indictments were 
secured against these "fifth column" agents was an old 
statute. It forbids illegal recruiting on American soil for 
service on foreign soil, and fixes a penalty for the same. Ac
cording to Jackson's position in this matter, the Ten Com
mandments, because of age, should no longer be applicable to 
present-day situations. 

Second. That no public injury bad been done by the viola
tion of this law against recruiting and so the indictments 
should be quashed. 

If contributing to the murder of American boys in Spain, 
by getting them to enlist under the false notion that they 
were to fight for democratic principles in Spain is no public 
injury, then what is it? If in Robert Jackson's opinion, no 
public injury has been done when hundreds of American boys 
lost their lives in Spain as a result of the activities of these 
"fifth column" agents, then he should listen to the heart
breaking testimony of American mothers who testified before 

our committee as to the methods used to entice their boys to 
go to Spain. No, the record of the Department of Justice is 
not any too good in the matter of enforcing the law against 
"fifth column" agents. 

Last Thursday I gave this House three examples of coddling, 
sympathizing with, and protecting Communists by high gov
ernment officials. Today, in connection with this resolution I 
offer another concrete example of the same thing in connec
tion with our National Youth Administration. 

My attention has recently been called to the fact that the 
President intends to have the National Youth Administration 
play an important role in the current defense program. The 
White House has pointed out that the National Youth Ad
ministration, being a Nation-wide organization, and operating 
vocational schools and machine shops throughout the country, 
will lend itself admirably to the training of mechanics and i 
skilled craftsmen who are so urgently needed in a number of 
vital defense industries. 

l heartily endorse any program that has for its purpose the 
furthering of our defense needs. However, I am also deeply 
concerned to insure having such a program free from any 
possibility of sabotage or "fifth column" influence. My ex- I 
perience as a member of the Special Committee on· On
American Activities has impressed me with the necessity of 
eternal vigilance against the inroads of subversive forces
even in Government departments. 

I am advised that the records of our committee disclose 
that Maurice Mandell, a high-ranking official of the National 
Youth Administration, was, and there is no reason to doubt 
that he is now, a member of the Communist Party. 

The record discloses that Maurice Mandell was recently 
appointed chief of the Projects Administration, in charge of 
all projects throughout the United States for the National 
Youth Administration. Prior to this appointment Mr. Man
dell was an executive of the National Youth Administration 
in California. Charges were filed against Mr. Mandell in 
California accusing him of being a member of the Communist 
Party, and the matter was referred to a board composed of 
private citizens for investigation and report. The board 
sent the results of the investigation to Mr. Aubrey Williams 
with the recommendation that there be further investiga
tion. I do not know what further action the officials of the 
National Youth Administration took in this matter except 
that they subsequently appointed Mr. Mandell to a higher 
position in the organization. The committee has on file 
sworn statements to the effect that Mr. Mandell sat in closed 
meetings of the Communist Party. [Applause.] 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MASON. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. Where would the gentleman suggest we put 

tb.e Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization? · 
Mr. lVIASON. I would not suggest moving it at all. I 

would suggest moving Mohammed rather than the mountain. 
Do not forget in this connection that you are not divorcing 
Mme. Perkins from the Department of Labor, a department 
that will have a great deal to do with the fixing of labor 
policies and the enforcement of labor laws during these com
ing trying times. But I shall leave that to the gentleman 
from Michigan to discuss, for he is better versed on it than I. 

Mr. RANKIN. :Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MASON. I yield to the gentleman from Mississippi. 
Mr. RANKIN. Does the gentleman think this ought to be 

under the Department of Labor regardless of who may be 
Secretary of Labor? 

Mr. MASON. No. I say it naturally and normally be
longs in the Department of Labor, and our problem is to se
cure a competent administrator for the Department of Labor 
rather than move the Bureau of Immigration and Naturali
zation. It is easier done that way and that is the logical way 
to do it. 

Mr. RANKIN. I am just as anxious as the gentleman from 
Illinois, who is now addressing the House, to get rid of these 
"fifth column" and undesirable aliens, but I am wondering 
whether or not the Department of Labor is the proper de
partment to handle this agency? 
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Mr. MASON. The Department of Labor is the proper and 

natural department to handle this Bureau of Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Mr. RANKIN. Why? 
Mr. MASON. The enforcement of the law belongs in the 

Department of Justice. When violations of the law occur the 
Department of Justice should have jurisdiction; 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 

gentlewoman from New York [Mrs. O'DAY]. 
Mrs. O'DAY. Mr. Chairman, I am very much astonished 

at the attack of my colleague the gentleman from Dlinois 
[Mr. MAsON], whq has been of such great value on the com
mittee, on Miss Perkins, our Secretary of Labor. If he had 
a longer record with the committee, if he knew what had 
gone on in the committee under the regime of the previous 
Secretary of Labor, he would recognize what a vast improve
ment there has been in that Department. I am afraid that 
my good friend is overcome by the hysteria which now seems 
to be sweeping over the country. I am astonished that a man 
of his ability and courage should be overcome by that. There 

·is no doubt at all that his attack on Miss Perkins, which is 
utterly without basis, carries over to the Department of 
Justice. If he feels it is not to be trusted, I would almost put 

·him in the same category with those who are against our 
Government. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time as he 

may desire to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. RABAUTJ. 
Mr. RABAUT. Mr. Chairman, during the last month, in 

company with my colleague from California, Mr. CARTER, I 
visited El Paso, Tex., for the express purpose of securing some 
first-hand knowledge regarding the effectiveness of our border 
patrol on the Mexican border and to look into several matters 
connected with the illegal entry of Mexicans into the United 
States. When I tell you gentlemen that we are spending 
well over $500,000 per year in maintaining, in our various 
Federal penal institutions, Mexicans who have been appre
hended and convicted on a charge of being in this country 
illegally, it will be seen that it is a problem that should have 
the serious study and consideration of every Member of this 
·House. 

I have come to the realization, as a result of the investiga
tions I have made of this immigration problem, that until · 
we contrive some means of registering all noncitizens in our 
country and prescribe requirements, such as fingerprinting, 
that will be effective in establishing positive identification of 
all such noncitizens, we are never going to successfully cope 
with the problem of properly enforcing our immigration laws. 

Therefore I want to take this occasion to commend the 
statement made by the Attorney General a few days ago in 
which he recognized the impelling need for just such a form 
of identification of the aliens in our country as I have sug
gested. If we are to ferret out those people in the United 
States who are accepting the benefits and liberties that 
fiow from their residence here and at the same time are work
ing surreptitiously and treasonably to undermine our demo
cratic spirit and institutions, we must have some way of mak
ing positive identification or registration of them. Such a 
requirement is as much in the interest of the law-abidiing, 
patriotic aliens a.s it is against the interest of those who are 
endeavoring to destroy, by insidious means, our democratic 
ideals and processes. 

I am confident that the transfer of the L'llmigration and 
Naturalization Service to the Department of Justice will per
mit of a much closer liaison between those engaged in ap
prehending aliens in this country illegally and those charged 
with the duty of prosecuting such lawbreakers, and I am like
wise confident that the House will see fit to approve of this 
projected transfer. [Applause.] 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 1 minute to the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. STEFAN]. 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask a question of 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN]. The morning 
Washington Daily News today carries a long story indicating 

some opposition to this transfer, and in one paragraph it is 
stated: 

When President Roosevelt announced the transfer of this agency 
at a White House press conference, it was made known it was to 
coordinate the Immigration Bureau more closely with the work of 
the F. B. I. 

Now, is the F. B. I. going to administer this division in the 
Department of Justice, or is Mr. Biddle going to have a sepa
rate division in the Department of Justice and operate as a 
S€parate organization? I am merely asking for information. 

Mr. COCHRAN. If the gentleman will read the President's 
message, he will not find a line to justify that statement. It 
will be closely related to the Department of Justice as a whole. 
Of course, the F. B. I., as well as every other branch of the 
Department of Justice, will be expected to cooperate with a 
division of the Department of Justice; but this is going to 
be a separate division in the Department of Justice, and not 
under the control of the F. B. I. Of that you can be assured. 
F. B. I. is merely an enforcement agency, not an administra
tive agency, as the gentleman from Nebraska well knows. It 
can be of great value in assisting to enforce our immigration 
laws, and immigration and naturalization officers can like
wise be of assistance to the F. B. I. That is what we need in 
this Government, more teamwork. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield 5 minutes to the gen

tleman from Michigan [Mr. HOFFMANJ. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, some of us will heartily 

support this portion of the reorganization plan, for the rea
son that it is quite evident that the Labor Department is 
altogether too sympathetic with subversive groups, more es
pecially with the Communists and their west-coast leader 
Harry Bridges. A careful reading of the Landis report 
.shows that Bridges is a Communist in thought and deed, 
though he denies the name. That, however, is in keeping 
with the Communist program which all too often in its deal
ings in this country professes to have in mind a desirable 
objective but works destruction. 

Mme. Perkins has not only befriended Bridges who, 
through her efforts, has been able to remain in this country 
but she is the woman who gave encouragement to the sit~ 
down strikes-the sit-down strikes in 1937, where we had 
the seizure of private property by armed mobs. Those 
strikes were carried on in violation of the laws of the State. 
The strikers drove honest men and women from their jobs; 
they denied to American citizens by the thousands their 
civil liberties; they destroyed personal and real property to 
such an extent that their acts under Michigan statutes were 
felonies, yet Mme. Perkins stated that she was not sure that 
the sit-down strike was a violation of our law. 

Mme. Perkins for several year.s has been one of the great
est contributors to subversive influences, and now after the 
President has frightened the whole Nation by his address 
delivered before Congress--even though he took the opposite 
course in his fireside chat of last night and told us that "all 
is well," having entered upon a program of preparedness, 
there is no reason why we should leave with Mme. Perkins 
or her Department any further opportunity to sabotage our 
national-defense program. 

It is because of her maladministration of the labor laws and 
the administration of the N. L. R. B. that industrial life in 
this country now finds itself at the mercy, so he thinks, of 
a John L. Lewis and those disloyal agents who take shelter in 
his organization. 

It is time that we strip the Secretary of Labor of all oppor
tunity to do further harm. It is time, if we are patriotjc and 
if we wish to defend America, that we abolish the Labor Board 
and other subversive boards. It is time that we clip the wings 
of the Senate Civil Liberties Committee, which has done so 
much to get us into a condition industrially whete we would 
be an easy prey to a "fifth column." It is time that we awaken 
to the viciousness and the opportunity for disloyalty contained 
in the so-called La Follette-Thomas bill, S. 1970, and stamp 
it for what it is, a tool of those who mean to disrupt our 
industrial system. 
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If I understood the President's fireside chat of last night 

correctly, he stated in substance that the wage-hour law was 
to be maintained as it is; that there was to be no retreat 
from theN. L. R. B. rulings nor from any of the activities of 
the N. L. R. B.; the pensions and social-benefit payments were 
to be increased in both number and amount. 

Well that may be all very well for a political campaign 
spee~ for a speech through which the President hopes t.o 
gather the old-age pension vote and the labor vote; but 1t 
was ·a deceptive statement, unworthy of the Chief Executive 
of a Nation such as ours, unworthy of a President who so 
recently frightened our whole people by his threat of danger 
from a foreign aggressor. 

The President knows just as well as you and I that $1 will 
only purchase $1 worth of labor, material, or manufactured 
products. He knows that the dollar which is spent for an in
crease in wages, for the payment of an old-age pension, an 
unemployment benefit, for a public building, cannot be spent 
for aircraft or other necessary preparedness. 

The President told us a week ago that our national 
existence, and he spoke in all seriousness, depended upon 
immediate rearmament. He told us that we needed 50,000 
planes. He knows that we cannot manufacture them within 
a reasonable time. He knows that a preparedness program, 
such as he advocated and said was absolutely necessary, if we 
are to continue as a nation, can only be achieved by the 
utmost self-sacrifice on the part of everyone. He knows 
that it is folly, yes. criminal negligence, to talk about a 
30-, a 40-, a 42-, a 44-, or a 48-hour week if we are to meet 
the competition of a foreign nation where the people work 
60 hours, 7 days of the week. It is all very well, and we agree 
with him that there should be no war millionaires; neither 
should there be profiteering, racketeering union officials. No 
one questions the loyalty of the American workingman; 
everyone knows of the disloyalty of the racketeering labor 
officials. They are just as common, just as criminal, as are 
the industrial leaders who would benefit from our mis .. 
fortune. 

The time will come, if the President's statement of the 
situation is correct--the time may now be here-when every .. 
one must lay aside his desire for profit, his desire for a 
better home, for the more abundant life, and make the fight 
for national existence. 

'I1lis administration can contribute greatly toward a 
preparedness program by freeing industry, business, the 
whole body of our citizens, from the restrictive laws, boards, 
commissions, and Federal agencies which have placed us, as 
a Nation, whether intentionally or not, at the mercy of the 
so-called ''fifth column." 

Weeks ago on the :floor it was pointed out to Congress how 
one of the agencies was holding up the Navy Department 
in its program for national defense, and we know that in 
many other factories the same thing happened, and is now 
possible. 

If this Congress adjourns and goes home without putting on 
the statute books the remedial legislation which will enable 
industry to produce the things which we must have, and I 
mean now' aircraft, antiaircraft guns, ordnance, tanks, motor 
transportation, in fact, munitions of all kinds; if we go home 
and leave on the books laws which prevent that production, 
when the emergency arises, then on our shoulders rests the 
responsibility for the unpreparedness which will enable our 
enemies to overcome us; upon our shoulders will rest the re
sponsibility, if the aggressor comes to our shores, as the 
President said he could so easily come, of any defeat, of any 
disaster which may follow that visit. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield to the gentleman from Massa .. 

chusetts. 
Mr. GIFFORD. The gentleman listened to the President's 

speech last evening. Is it a proper paraphrase that the 
President distinctly said last evening he was going to keep on 
spending just the same? Had we not better get out of here 
just as soon as we can? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. The President did tell us that he intended 
to continue to spend. 

An editorial in the Washington Daily News of this noon 
called attention to that very fact. I quote: 

Another point on which the President dwelt was the retaining of 
all the New Deal's social g~ld-age security, unemployment 
insurance, help to the underprivileged, conservation a! resources, 
subsidies to agriculture and housing. The emergency, he said, is 
not such as to require yielding on any of these. Indeed, he hopes to 
enlarge on such blessings. We wish we could feel as sanguine as 
Mr. Roosevelt does. But it is a fact that all these things cost money 
the Government hasn't got. And the imperative new weapons of 
defense will cost more money the Government hasn't got. 

The President, in our opinion, deserves 100-percent support on 
his assertion that there must be "no new group of war millionaires 
• • • growing rich and fat in an emergency of blood and 
slaughter and human suffering." But we wish the President had 
gone further and had advocated taking the one step necessary to 
prevent the war profiteering he denounces-and, incidentally, the 
one step necessary to preserve some of the social gains he cherishes 
and. to obtain our imperative defense needs--namely, taxation. 

The Gallup poll-reports that 76 percent of the people favor special 
defense taxes now. Unfortunately, neither the President nor Con
gress appears to believe that our citizens are ready for that inescap
able sacrifice. Instead their policy continues to be: More borrowing. 

In this election year the President and Congress are still dealing 
with voters as if they were irresponsible children. They are still 
pursuing a policy of appeasement. 

Raymond Clapper, in his column, expressed the same 
thought when he wrote: 

Yet, in effect, Mr. Roosevelt says there is nothing in our present 
emergency to interfere with the more abundant life. He says there 
is nothing that justifies a retreat from any of our social objectives
conservation, assistance to agriculture, housing, and help to the 
underprivileged. He finds nothing to justify a lowering of stand
ards of employment and even hopes that business may be able to 
bring wages up. He sees nothing to justify longer hours and he 
would like to see old-age pensions and unemployment insurance 
extended to new groups. 

It would be a grand thing to see all of that come true. Cer
tainly it does not all have to be sacrificed. But first things come 
first. Those were first things when we were relatively secure and 
we ought to have done more in some respects than we did. 

But something else comes first now. If it fails, everything goes 
down. That is defense. 

The great trouble with Mr. Roosevelt is that he cannot 
forget politics. He breathes and he speaks politics; he does 
not seem to have a single thought which is disassociated from 
politics. One week he comes before Congress and, with all 
the fanfare and trappings of a mammoth circus, he does his 
utmost to frighten Congress and all of our people. He 
stresses the fact that in a few short weeks or at the most, 
months, there may be knocking at our doors a foreign navy; 
that bombing aircraft from Germany, coming by way of the 
southern hemisphere, and up through Mexico and the offshore 
islands, may be blasting Omaha and our interior towns and 
cities. And, the next week, after Congress has authorized the 
appropriation of unnamed sums to prepare for national de .. 
fense, he tells us that we must increase both the number and 
the amount of pensions, of social benefits; that we must still 
keep the clamp on the number of hours that men may work 
in defense of their homes and country; that if they work 
overtime to defend the families they love, to preserve their 
oWn liberties, they must receive wages at the rate of time and 
a half. 

If we on the Republican side, who have criticized the 
President as.being wasteful, permitting the use of relief money 
to be expended for political purposes, with failing to suppress 
the activities of the Communists and of the "fifth column" 
allies, have been sincere-and our charges, the record shows, 
are justified-we shall, in my judgment, be guilty of shirking 
responsibility, of a betrayal of our trust, if we refuse as a 
coordinate branch of this Government to continue here in 
session, perform the duties which the people have imposed 
upon us, and leave the President and his New Deal advisers 
in sole charge of our destiny. It we are competent to serve 
our country in time of peace; if it is our privilege and our 
duty to be on the job during the existence of a great depres
sion; if it is necessary that we be here when our national debt 
is being doubled, then how much more necessary is it that 
we should be here when national disaster threatens us? How 
important it is that we show the courage and the will to stay 
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here at our assigned post of duty and do what we can to keep 
our Nation on an even keel, steering toward that one haven
national preparedness-ready to meet any emergency which 
may come. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 6 minutes to the 

gentleman from California [Mr. VooRHIS]. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. Chairman, I am in 

favor of this resolution because I believe it is a wise move to 
be taken at this particular time. But I am deeply concerned 
at some of the implications that are being attached to it. 
We are called upon today to be not only devoted and 
zealous but more than usually fair and careful about the 
effect ~f what we say on an already overwrought American 
public. 

I resent very much any implication that either the Secre
tary of Labor or the Attorney General is lacking in patriotism 
or devotion to this country's welfare. I do not think it is even 
necessary for me to say tha.t, but I cannot help saying it. It 
is not necessary that we should always agree with one an
other in order to give the other fellow credit for being as 
devoted to the national interests as we ar-e. I have not neces
sarily always agreed with all the policies pursued by every 
department even in this administration. I believe that in this 
very difficult time we are now passing through there is one 
thing more important than anything else, and that is unity 
of purpose and objective. But I will defend with every bit of 
energy I have the right of people on the minority side to dis
cuss and if they feel called upon, to criticize the methods 
take~ to ~rrive at that goal. In a like manner I am going to 
oppose with every bit of energy I have any attempt to em
ploy the deep concern of the people of America over the 
matter of national defense, both internal and external, for 
cheap political purposes, or for the purpose of attempting to 
brand with the brand of a "fifth column" or an un-American 
activity whole classes and groups of people, when we know 
very well such a charge is not true. Furthermore, it is im
portant to remember that it is convenient for conservatives to 
give the impression that the whole "fifth column" danger is 
from Communists, and it is convenient for progressives to 
give the impression that the whole "fifth column" danger is 
from Fascists or Nazis. But only those persons who oppose 
all foreign-sponsored movements equally, only those who are 
willing to defend democracy for its own sake will do real 
service to our Nation. 

I should like to say one word about what the gentleman 
from Michigan said. I have not one single shadow of doubt 
that if the time should come when it is evidently clear that all 
the skilled labor of any category one might mention is em
.ployed and that it is required for purposes of national defense 
that more such labor be available be worked, you will find that 
American labor will be the first to say they are willing to see 
the hours of labor lengthened to meet such an emergency. 
Mr. Green has already said almost exactly that. But to take 
this occasion to break down all labor legislation just because 
a new excuse can be found is an altogether different matter 
and one that some of us will resist. [Applause.] 

May I also say a word about some other things that have 
been said previously today. We have heard today the "fifth 
column" identified completely with a certain labor organiza
tion. That is a distortion of the truth. I have come to the 
place where I do not care whose political support I do or do 
not have. I am a member of the Dies committee and signed 
its report, and I am perfectly ready to say on the floor today 
that I believe the C. I. 0. has some housecleaning to do. 

I think it is going to do it and I think it is trying to do it. 
The reason I say this is that I am acquainted with some of the 
leaders in that organization in California and I know how 
they feel. But I think it is evidently a political ruse to say 
that the membership of this organization is to be identified 
with the "fifth column" movement. That is not true. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield to the gentleman from 

Michigan. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Does the gentleman know of anyone here 
or anyWhere else who claims the individual members of the 
C. I. 0., as a group, are identified with a "fifth column"? I 
know of no one who makes such a claim. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I do not believe anybody in 
his sober moments would say that. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Of course not. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. But I think that implication 

has been very strong here today in a couple of statements 
that have been made, and I just want to correct the RECORD. 

Mr. HOFFMAN. It is the leadership, the ones to whom the 
gentleman referred a moment ago--for instance, John Brophy, 
whom Lewis himself condemned as a Communist. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Does the gentleman think 
he is? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I am willing to take his actions and 
Lewis' statement for that, and act on it. Yes; I think he is. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. That leads me to the thing 
I want most of all to say, and that is this, and it goes for the 
Dies committee, it goes for the Department of Justice, and it 
goes for you and me, that in this time our duty is to be not 
only devoted but very careful to be fair and to deal only with 
real facts. We are called to work · against the real foreign 
agents. [Applause.] If we do not make a careful distinc
tion between the real foreign agent, the important fellow, on 
the one hand, and· the man who may be struggling against 
economic difficulty, the man who may have progressive eco
nomic ideas but who would die for his country tomorrow if he 
is asked to do so, then we are going to fail in our effort to 
protect the country against the real foreign agent. 

So I think it is very important that in the consideration of 
this bill before us we consider the matter on its real merits. 
We should give credit· where it is due, to the efforts that have 
·been made in the past and to the proposal of the President, 
which is not a reflection on any department or any depart
ment head, but is merely a prudent move, to try to meet a 
situation which all of us know and are glad to have met in 
the best way we can do it in the United States today. 
[Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, .I yield 5 minutes to the 

gentleman from Kansas [Mr. REES]. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I think it is un

fortunate that this House should pass on this proposed 
legislation without giving it a little more deliberate con
sideration. I regret, too, that a good many of our Members 
are going to vote for the transfer of the Bureau of Immigra
tion and Naturalization to the Department of Justice be
cause of a feeling that the Cabinet member having charge 
of this Bureau does not, in their opinion, handle the situa
tion satisfactorily. In other words, a good many of our 
Members will not vote so much upon the merits of this bill 
but because they feel that this particular Bureau should not 
remain under the present head of the Department of Labor. 
I also feel that in giving consideration to the changes to be 
made in the Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization 
that the Department of State should have been given some 
consideration. The Department of State is pretty closely 
allied to the Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization. 

This is a rather critical time during which to transfer this 
agency. We are transferring some 3,000 employees, to
gether with all the records and files, from one Department 
to the other. As I understand it, there will not be any re
organization within the Bureau of Immigration and Natural
ization, but it is put under a different department head. 
I have a feeling that if . it were possible to do so, the De
partment of Justice could work with the Department of 
Labor and take care of the investigations and prosecutions 
that are required. 

I am going to vote for the bill, because--like other Members 
of the House--l am anxious that the immigration and nat
uralization laws are properly administered and carried out. 
This is absolutely necessary under our present times and 
conditions; and I hope that through the office of the Attorney 
General this Bureau will be properly and fairly administered. 
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I want to take this occasion to commend the employees of 

the Immigration and Naturalization Service who have been 
there for many years, who have rendered, I think, efficient 
and distinguished service. I have in mind Mr. Edward J. 
Shaughnessy, Mr. Thomas B. Shoemaker, and Mr. Henry B. 
Hazard, together with many others who have rendered effi
cient service in the duties with which they are charged. 

Mr. Chairman, as I said before, I expect to support this 
measure, hoping that this Bureau will render even more 
efficient service. I trust, however, that the men and women 
who have been employed in it for many years, and who 
have rendered distinguished service in their various divi
sions, will be permitted to continue, without being hampered 
in carrying on the work they are now doing. 

Mr. TALLE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. REES of Kansas. I shall be glac;t to yield to the dis

tinguished gentleman from Iowa. 
Mr. TALLE. Mr. Chairman, our immigration laws are se

lective and restrictive. Because of the fact that they are 
restrictive they are often referred to as "labor's tariff." 
Organized labor has shown a deep interest in immigration 
legislation because through it the supply of labor and the 
quality of labor can in a measure be controlled. This is the 
historical reason for placing the Bureau of Immigration and 
Naturalization in the Department of Labor. 

As a member of the Committee on Immigration and Nat
uralization I have had occasion to examine numerous indi
vidual cases which prove to my satisfaction that certain 
judicial aspects centering around some of the functions of 
this Burea\1 might be an adequate reason for placing it in the 
Department of Justice. 

I may add further that my examination of many individual 
cases has convinced me th~t the Bureau might well be placed 
1n the Department of State. Visas, for instance, are issued 
by this Department. The conditions surrounding the issu
ance of visas abroad to persons who allege their purpose to 
be a mere visit in our country should be examined with care. 
I have found that in numerous instances such temporary 
visas are extended time upon-time, and finally some compli
cation arises which may make the visitor's departure from 
our country difficult. Then an appeal is made for permanent 
residence. There is reason to believe that nndue advantage is 
taken by some persons who come to our country allegedly as 
visitors, but in truth as candidates for permanent residence. 
It would, therefore, not be illogical nor impractical to place 
the Bureau in the Department of State. 

It matters not a great deal, I believe, which of these three 
Departments is charged with the responsibility of enforcing 
our immigration and naturalization laws, provided the laws 
are actually enforced. 

A high type of citizenship is the most valuable asset any 
country can possess. I trust that whichever Department is 
assigned the responsibility of enforcing our immigration and 
naturalization laws will appreciate the full significance of the 
valuable service it can render to the American people. 

The conditions which may prevail in Europe following the 
present war may be such as to induce numerous persons to 
seek refuge in the United States. The immigrants who come 
to our country bring with them their ideas, their background, 
and their way of life. It will be to the interest of good citi
zenship in our country to prepare now for that future day, 
lest the cherished institutions of our Republic be endangered. 

Mr. GIFFORD. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of the 
time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DmxsENl. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I believe if I had to write the reorganiza
tion plan that is before us today, I could, without unseeming 
ego or immodesty, have improved upon the handiwork of the 
President of the United States. 

The Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization, after all, 
1s only remotely related to the functions of the Department 
of Labor. In the course of experience obtained as a mem
ber of the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization for 
a period of 4 years, I was rather persuaded that the function 
of ii:nmigratlon properly should be lodged in the State De
partment, because there is a coordination of effort in con-

nection with the consulates throughout the whole wide 
world dealing with the admission of people into the United 
States, and since it involves a relationship with a· citizen of a 
foreign conntry it is, more properly speaking, a. function of 
the State Department. The Visa or Passport Division still 
operates in the State Department and certainly the whole 
question of exclusion, of admission, and of deportation of 
aliens, with the exception of the investigatorial features, 
should have gone to the State Department. Secondly, the 
Bureau of Naturalization, now incorporated, of course, in 
this joint service, might properly have gone to the Depart
ment of Justice, because all of their work is intimately related 
to the functions of the Federal coW'ts. The hearings are 
held and the final admission concluded in a Federal court 
and there is no logical reason why this function should not 
go to Justice. 

I would have taken the border patrol of some 856 people, 
under the leadership of a very capable patrolman, Mr. 
Kelly-and I take off my hat to him-and consolidated it with 
the customs patrol in the Treasury Department in the inter
est of economy and efilciency. 

And, finally, insofar as those functions are concerned that 
relate to investigation, that relate to the investigation of those 
aliens within our borders who have been guilty of crimes, 
who have made illegal entry into this country, who have sub
jected themselves to deportation by virtue of offenses com
mitted against our laws, that function might very properly 
be lodged in the Department of Justice and administered by 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

It is to be assumed that this will be a permanent transfer 
and therefore it should be approached from the standpoint 
of the strict merits of the proposal rather than from a stand
point of personalities. 

It is rather unfortunate that a Cabinet member in 1937 
should have delivered a rather casual opinion with respect to 
sit-down strikes and, subsequently, with respect to pending 
cases like the Strecker case and the Bridges case, which served 
to develop a lack of confidence and a lack of faith on the part 
of many people in this country, and now in an hour of emer
gency they are afraid that possibly a continuation of those 
functions in that Department will not be discharged with 
that -diligence and dispatch that might be necessary in a 
rather .emergent hour. 

What an amazing thing that an experience in Europe and 
a very euphemistic phrase should suddenly have stirred 
the wells of hysteria in this country. If it is properly docu
mented, it was when General Mola, who was a follower of 
General Franco in the Spanish civil war, was asked how 
he was proceeding against Madrid, was said to have made 
this reply: "I have four columns proceeding against Madrid, 
and I have got one column of sympathizers, a 'fifth column,' 
on the inside of the city." 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman. will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DffiKSEN. I understand probably that is its deriva
tion, but that is neither here nor there. The fact of the 
matter is that in the light of the experience in Europe, it does 
constitute a problem for our country, and I do believe that 
if the investigatorial job had been entrusted to the F. B. I., 
the passport work to the State Department, the naturaliza
tion work to the Deparment of Justice, and the border patrol 
to the Treasury for consolidation with the customs patrol, it 
might have been a bit of a better reorganization plan, and 
more nearly achieved the objectives which the President may 
bave had in mind. 

However, it is here in its present form and requires action. 
I favor its passage, because I think this is one of those times 
when something must be done in that particular direction. 

However, I do believe that on the basis of the 4 years' 
experience on the Immigration Committee I should say a 
kind word for the late lamented Colonel McCormick, who 
was once in charge of the Bureau as Commissioner, and for 
Mr. Hougbteling, of Chicago, the present Commissioner, who 
is a fine, resolute, upstanding, loyal, and devoted citizen of 
this country, and for Edward J. Shaughnessy, with whom 
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it has been my privilege to have an intimate fellowship 
during a period of years, and who is probably the most 
capable man in the field of immigration and naturalization 
that we have in the United States today. 

As we proceed to face this reorganization plan, let me say 
this to you. Our job is only half done. There must be 
scme implementing legislation that must be cautiously and 
carefully contrived, if we are to achieve the results in the 
President's mind, and in the minds of those who feel a 
sense of alarm from within. 

One particular instance is the Bridges case, which will 
serve to illustrate. 

Dean Landis, of Harvard Law School, wrote a 150-page 
opinion on that matter, which is rather interesting, and if 
you can find time to examine that opinion, it will be worth 
your while. The law provides for deportation of an alien who 
is a member of an organization that advocates by force and 
violence the overthrow of this Government, but may I p-oint 
out to you that an alien or a citizen can be an affiliate of 
an organization and receive its help, and emoluments, finan
cial gain, attend their meetings, confer with their leaders, 
and yet the fact that he is only an affiliate and not a mem
ber so often lets him out, when under other circumstances 
he should have been disciplined or deported. 

Let me therefore admonish you that there is another job 
to be performed in connection with this, and that is im
plementing legislation to hold up the hands of the admin
istrators. [Applause.] 

The task before the Nation today is to proceed in a calm, 
orderly, effective, and legal way to scrutinize every admis
sion to this country to insure insofar as possible that only 
desirable immigrants may be admitted. The next task is 
the effective patrol of our borders to prevent illegal entries 
and the smuggling of aliens into this country. Insofar as 
the present patrol admits, this task is being reasonably well 
performed. The next task is to find those aliens already 
within our borders who have illegally entered, or who have 
violated the sufferance of this Nation and to dispose of 
them if they are undesirable or if no circumstances appear 
which would warrant their remaining in this country. The 
final task is one of Americanization as to that group of 
aliens who are legally here and who should be assimilated 
into the traditions of this country as quickly as possible in 
the interest of national unity. 

These many functions could have been disposed of by are
organization between the Labor, State, Justice, and Treas
ury Departments in such a way as to achieve some economy, 
a degree of efficiency, and a maximum of enforcement. 

However, in the absence of such a plan, the country will 
generally approve the present proposal and I propose to sup
port it. I do share the hope that at some subsequent date, 
further attention will be devoted to this matter in the hope 
that it may be perfected in the interest of great efficiency 
and economy. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the remainder of 
my time to the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. 
WARREN]. . 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. Chairman, we have had a short field 
day here dealing more or less with personalities rather than 
with the merits of this proposal. For the last 2 years I have 
very strenuously advocated this transfer to the President, 
and at times I have been so persistent about it that I feared 
I was annoying him. There is no wave of hysteria sweeping 
over me at this time that would make me any more enthu
siastic for this transfer than I have been ever since the sub
ject of Government reorganization was first broached. 

I think we lose sight of the fact that this Bureau, or some
thing similar to it, was formerly under the Treasury Depart
ment. We all know that in the last part of the nineteenth 
century and the beginning of this century immigration was 
treated more or less as a labor proposition and that there was 
a strong and determined effort on the part of certain big 
industries in this country to bring in immigrants on account 
of the resulting cheap labor that would follow. All one has 
to do is to look into the functions and duties of the Bureau 

of Immigration and Naturalization, and I think if he will look 
upon it impartially, he will agree that it is and has always 
been, certainly in the last 10 or 15 years, a subject for the 
Department of Justice to handle. In that respect, I disagree 
with my good friend the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRK
SEN], who suggests that most of the functions should be under 
the State Department. It is not out of place for me to say 
that there is another Member of the House who has given 
much thought and study to this question during his first term 
here, and that is the very able and distinguished young gen
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. GORE], who wrote a splendid 
brief on the subject. I happen to know that many months 
ago the President 1J.ad the advantage of the efforts of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GoRE] and his research, for 
it was forwarded to him. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not interested in personalities, what-
ever. 

Mrs. NORTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WARREN. Yes. 
Mrs. NORTON. Is it not a fact that Miss Perkins herself 

asked to have this transfer made in order to coordinate the 
activities in the Department of Justice? 

Mr. WARREN. It is my understanding that she did re
quest this, and, of course, the present Secretary of Labor will 
not always hold that position, and the present Attorney Gen
eral will not always hold his position. It is just a question ·of 
where this particular Bureau should be. 

Mr. Chairman, we are approaching this reorganization 
differently from any one that has been handled heretofore. 
Rather than wait for inaction, we are affirmatively coming 
here with a resolution and asking that the House approve it, 
so that it may go into effect 10 days after its passage. I think 
that is all to say about it except that for the. first time we 
have a unanimous committee. When I can 'agree on a re
organization proposal with my good friend the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TABER], my good friend the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. GIFFORD], and my good friend the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN], for all of whom I 
have great respect and esteem, · then I am firmly fortified in 
my own position. I agree that proposals that we have had 
in the past did not contain by a long shot all that I would 
like to have seen in them. 

There were some omissions, some glaring omissions. There 
were also some proposals that did not particularly appeal to 
me. But that is now all a thing of the past, and the com..: 
mittee comes in here today with a unanimous report. I am 
sure that what actuated this committee in bringing in the 
report was not the fact that someone happened to hold a 
particular Cabinet position, but our belief that the functions 
of this Bureau properly belonged under the Department of 
Justice. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 

Carolina has expired. All time has expired. The Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That the provisions of Reorganization Plan No. V, 

submitted to the Congress on May 22, 1940, shall take effect on the 
lOth day after the date of enactment of this joint resolution, not

. withstanding the provisions of the Reorganization Act of 1939. 

REAL AMERICANISM 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I am highly in favor of this 
resolution approving the President's transfer of the Bureau 
of Immigration to the Department of Justice. 

I believe the most dangerous influences we have in this 
country today are what are known as the "fifth columns." 
They have been operating here for a long time. They began 
with the sit-down strikes. I have never doubted that that 
policy was dictated trom Moscow. They did the same thing 
in France, and today France is paying a bitter penalty for 
those activities. 

I want to call attention to the fact that one of the most 
cruel and inhuman activities of these "fifth columns" has "Qeen 
with reference to the Negroes of this country. For years the 
Communists, and probably the Nazis and the Fascists, have 
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been working among the colored people of this Nation trying 
to stir them up against the white people of the country, and 
particularly in the South. Just the other day we had the 
most astonishing manifestation of it I have ever known when 
the so-called Negro Congress met here in Washington and 
declared that if we got into a war with Communist Russia 
they would not fight for the United States. Some of the 
better Negroes got up and walked out. One said, "You are 
trying to add to our handicap of being black the addi
tional handicap of being 'red.' " He knew what it meant. 
The sensible, law-abiding Negroes of the South know what 
it .means. 

These so-called Afro-Americans are being used by the Com
munists-this "fifth column" element that is trying to stir up 
trouble between the Negroes and the white people, especially 
in the Southern States. They are simply making trouble for 
the law-abiding Negroes as well as the whites in the Southern 
States. 

I am in favor of this measure, and I believe the Attorney 
General will enforce this law. I am tired of hearing Ameri
canism preached to me by somebody who cannot even speak 
the English language and whose logic nobody can understand. 
[Applause.] 

The time has come to wipe out these "fifth columns." The 
old -line Americans are becoming aroused. They are going 
to say to them not only "Let us hear you pronounce the 
word 'shibboleth' " but they are going to want to see the 
nailprints in their hands when they c'Ome pretending to be 
the saviors of real Americanism. Americanism is going to be 
preached by real Americans from now on and in language 
and terms no one can misunderstand. 

I hope there will not be a vote against this resolution. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all debate on this section and all amendments thereto 
close in 6 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition to 

the pro forma amendment. · 
Mr. Chairman, on April 8, 1937, the Rules Committee 

voted out a resolution of mine to continue the investigation of 
"fifth column" activities, yet the very gentlemen who today 
preach so fervently in favor of getting after the "fifth 
column" are the ones who stood on the :floor and voted 
against my resolution. Only 36 Members voted for the 
investigation. The proposition was ridiculed on the :floor. 
We were asked if we expected to find Nazis under the bed, 
Fascists in the closet, and Communists in the cellar. 

In 1934 I called the attention of this House to the pres
ence of a "fifth column" and the spreading of subversive 
doctrines in this country. I begged and pleaded that steps 
be taken to check it, but no one paid any attention to me 
at all. I was accused of seeking publicity and got no coop
eration from this Congress. Finally, however, because of 
my persistent appeals to this Congress they created the 
Dies committee, but because of certain motivating circum
stances in this House I was not made a member of it. 

You talk about "fifth columns" and subversive activities. 
What do you know about the "fifth column"? What do you 
know about communism except to make a lot of speeches? 
We have the bies committee that has spent $200,000, yet 
there exists today almost more Fascist and Nazi and Com
munist subversive groups in this country of ours than 
before the Dies committe was created. What are you doing 
in addition to making a lot of speeches? And now the gen
tleman from Texas [Mr. DIEs] wants another $100,000. 
Mr. Chairman, is he going to find the "fifth column" with 
that $100,000? He could not find them with a million dol- · 
lars unless the Congress passed some law to make it a 
crime for a person to advocate or seek to destroy our 
Government. 

Oh, Mr. Chairman, all of this legislation is poppycock. This 
plan was not properly considered. The Committee on Im-

migration of both the House and the Senate should have been 
consulted by the Select Committee on Government Reorgani
zation. We could have suggested certain definite plans that 
would have been for the best interests of the country. But 
it went through just one, two, three, and now we cannot even 
debate the question. 

I have on my desk information regarding one Nazi camp 
after another. There are 110 organizations that practice and 
preach un-Americanism, hatred, and intolerance. What are 
you doing about them? All you can see is red, red, and more 
red. I hate Communists just as much as you do, but let us 
clean them all out, let us not discriminate by picking out 
just one subversive movement and letting the others go. 
That this can be done was well demonstrated by the McCor
mack committee which during its brief period of existence 
was able to expose the real danger of the Communist, Fascist, 
and Nazi movements in the United States and was able to 
suggest laws to cure some of the evils. Unfortunately, only 
a few of the measures recommended by that committee, in
cluding the registration of all foreign agents in this country, 
were enacted into law. 

You talk about registration of aliens. Why not register 
everybody? Why pick out the aliens? I have no objections 
to being registered. Let us find out who the enemies of 
our country are. In all these years that we have been talk
ing and talking, not one piece of constructive legislation ·has 
been brought to the :floor of the Congress to eradicate and 
destroy the poison that is penetrating from within. I can 
give you illustration after illustration if I had the time. I 
could show you Nazi camps and Fascist camps, generals and 
majors, operating within the Christian Front, the Christian 
Mobilizers, the White Camelias, the "white shirts," and the 
"dirty shirts," but you do nothing about it. All you shout 
here is "reds.'' Yes; I agree with you, we ought to get 
rid of the "reds," but, as I said before, in order to protect 
our institutions and our form of government we should be 
just as vigorous in our attack on and prosecution of all 
subversive groups, whether they are domestic or directed 
from abroad. 

This is no time to quarrel amongst ourselves. We must 
have unity of action. Having had this matter under con-
sideration for the last 6 years and knowing more about "it 
than the average Member whose attention has just been 
called to this danger of subversive groups in this country, 
I am willing to cooperate with any committee or group in 
Congress that honestly wants cooperation in exposing sub
versive infiuences in this country. This is no time for dis
sension. America must be rid of the poisonous, cancerlike 
growth of foreign propaganda which has cleverly concealed 
itself in the pattern of our national life. We all must work 
together against a common enemy. 

[Here the gavel fell.l 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEc. 2. Nothing in such plan or this joint resolution shall be con

strued as having the effect of continuing any agency or function 
beyond the time when it would have terminated without regard 
to such plan or this joint resolution or of continuing any function 
beyond the time when the agency in which it was vested would 
have terminated without regard to such plan or this joint reso
lution. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer a committee 
amendment which I send to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Committee amendment offered by Mr. CocHRAN: At the end of 

the resolution insert the following new section: 
"SEc. 3. Any appropriation for the fiscal year ending June 30, 

1941, made after the taking effect of such reorganization plan, for 
the use of the Immigration and Naturalization Service or the De
partment of Labor in the exercise of functions transferred by such 
plan, shall, for the purposes of section 3 of such plan, be consid
ered as having been made prior to the taking effect of such plan. 
Any provision, in any act of Congress enacted at the third session 
of the Seventy-sixth Congress, after the taking effect of such plan, 
which confers upon the Secretary of Labor any function with re
spect to the Immigration and Naturalization Service or with re
spect to the immigration and naturalization laws, shall be con
strued as having conferred such function upon the Attorney Gen
eral and not upon the Secretary of Labor." 

The Committee amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to stn'ke out the 

last word. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 

that all debate on .this amendment close in 10 minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CocHRAN]? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HOFFMAN. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. TABER. Can the gentleman tell the Committee who 

has been chairman of the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization during all the time that nothing has been 
done, as called to our attention by the gentleman from New 
York, who has just spoken? 

Mr. HOFFMAN. I am not quite sure, but I think it was 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. DICKSTEIN], who was 
chairman of that committee during the time to which here
ferred. I know he has been chairman of that committee for 
some time. 

Mr. Chairman, my only purpose in speaking at this time 
1s to call the attention of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DICKSTEIN], who gets up here so often when anything is said 
against the Communists and draws the red herring of some 
other organization across the trail, to the fact, which all of 
us know, that the gentleman from New York can take all of 
his information, which he alone, according to his statement, 
seems to possess, over to the Dies committee, or he can bring 
it to the attention of the House. I do not believe that the 
gentleman from New York intended to charge that all the 
Members of the House were lacking in patriotism and would 
not listen to him or would not act upon his suggestions, if he 
has any. 

May I just suggest to the gentleman from New York that 
he take his information over there · instead of coming here 
on the floor and kicking us around, complaining all the time 
about what those on the Dies committee do not do. If he will 
take it over there, that committee will act on it. The gentle
man is very earnest, and he will have a respectful hearing, 
where he can get quick results. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
,last two words. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of the reorganization resolu
tion now before the House, but I want to speak on a matter 
that is not directly concerned with this resolution. It is my 
opinion that the Congress before adjourning should by some 
sort of a tax law provide for the raising of the revenue that 
has been asked by the President of the United States in con
nection with his special defense program, and I am in favor 
of his defense program. 

Mr. Chairman, I have some figures published in the Wash
ington News in connection with tax-exempt securities to 
which I wish to call attention. In part, the article reads as 
follows: 
· In 1934, according to a Treasury study, 33 individuals who re
ported less than $5,000 of net income actually received interest 
from tax-exempt securities of from $100,000 to. $1 ,000,000 on Which 
they did not pay one dime of taxation. A married person with no 
dependents earning $5,000 a year pays a Federal income tax of $80. 
That is not much for a person fortunate enough to have a $5,000-a
year salary. But what shall we say of an income-tax system which 
collects exactly the same amount from another person who has 
$5,000 in taxable income and $1 ,000,000 more in nontaxable income? 
Obviously we cannot say that the system is based on the principle of 
ability to pay. 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that there is a place the 
Ways and Means Committee might properly look toward rais
ing revenue to meet this expense in connection with the de
fense program. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield to the gentleman from California. 
Mr. VOORmS of California. Will not the gentleman point 

out that not only is all that income tax exempt but it is 
treated as nonexistent, so that the tax paid on the $5,000 is 
paid as if the $5,000 were the only income, not as if it were 
part of a very large income. So that even such tax as is paid 
by such a taxpayer comes in a very low bracket when it ought 
to be in a high one. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Yes. We have people in this country 
who are receiving millions and millions of dollars in income 
upon which they do not pay a single dime, yet they have the 
benefits of our school system, our court system, police protec
tion, fire protection, and everything else. It is indefensible 
that this income is not compelled to bear its share of the 
public expense. 

That tax system is not based upon ability to pay. But, in 
addition to that, this is what we can do in order to raise 
at least some of the necessary revenue with which to meet 
the expenses the United States Government is going to be 
called upon to meet to pre_pare our country to defend it3elf 
against invasion by any nation; and this is the time to do it, 
and this is the place. 

Mr. BEAM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. BEAM. I believe the gentleman is making a very 

patriotic statement. For the information of the House, I 
should like to ask the gentleman if he can give us any idea 
as to the amount of tax-exempt securities outstanding 
throughout the country? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Yes; I can. There are between $50,000,-
000,000 and $55,000,000,000 of such securities that are par
tially exempt, and something like $25,000,000,000 that are 
entirely exempt. 

Mr. BEAM. I believe that if the gentleman would foster 
any legislation of that character, we would be very happy to 
support it. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I may say to the gentleman that I in
troduced a bill in the first session of the present Congress to 
tax the income from all taxable securities issued by the 
United States Government. I may also say that as yet no 
action has been had upon the bill. The Committee on Ways 
and Means has the bill. This committee should take action 
on this bill or some other similar bill. 

Mr. GEYER of California. Mr. Chairman, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield to the gentleman from California. 
Mr. GEYER of California. I believe the gentleman is mak

ing a very splendid statement. I agree with him in every 
way, shape, and form. I expect to support that legislation if 
ever we have the opportunity to do so here. It seems to me 
that we must now go to some untapped source of revenue. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Exactly. Now the gentleman has hit 
it; and this is the biggest source that is untapped that we 
have in America today. 

Mr. GEYER of California. That is right. The revenue 
must be taken from these sources in an orderly way and 
spread out over those who have no means. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. We do not want to increase the taxes on 
the home owner, the farm owner, or the businessman any 
more than they are now. 

Mr. GEYER of California. I agree with the gentleman on 
that point. 

Mr. WffiTE of Idaho. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield to the gentleman from Idaho. 
Mr. WHITE of Idaho. The gentleman is correct in his 

statement; but may I say that the tax-exempt securities are 
absorbing all the investment capital of the country. The 
financial sections of the New York papers reported last week 
that all the investments in the New York financial market 
were going into tax-exempt securities. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Exactly. The rich people of the coun
try are hiding behind that sort of an investment. Every 
President from Woodrow Wilson to and including President 
Roosevelt have asked the Congress for this legislation, but 
for some reason or other we cannot obtain its enaction. 
[Applause.] 
· [Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the Commit
tee do now rise and report the joint resolution back to the 
House with an amendnient, with the recommendation that 
the amendment be agreed to and that the joint resolution 
as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Accordingly the Committee rose; and the Speaker having 

resumed the chair, Mr. LEAVY, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that Committee, having had under consideration the joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 551) providing for the taking effect of 
Reorganization Plan No. V, had directed him to report the 
bill back to the House With an amendment, with the rec
ommendation that the amendment be agreed to, and that the 
joint resolution as amended do pass. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the joint resolution and the amendment to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time, and was read the third time. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the joint 

resolution. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays 

on the passage of the joint resolution. I want to see if there 
will be a single vote against it. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 
The joint resolution was passed. 
On motion of Mr. CocHRAN, a motion to reconsider was 

laid on the table. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

The SPEAKER. This is District of Columbia day. The 
Chair recognizes the chairman of the committee the gentle
man from West Virginia [Mr. RANDOLPH]. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION ACT 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 

9791) to. amend the District of Columbia Unemployment 
Compensation Act, and ask unanimous consent that the bill 
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from West Virginia? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it ew::u:ted, etc., That the District of Columbia Unemployment 

Compensation Act, approved August 28, 1935, is further amended to 
read as follows: 

At the en d of section 1 (c) change the period to a colon and add 
the following: "Provided, That such term 'wages' shall not include 
that part of the remuneration which, after remuneration equal to 
$3,000 has been paid to any individual by an employer with respect 
to employment during any calendar year , is paid t o such individual 
by such employer with respect to employment during such calendar 
year and after December 31, 1939." 

Substitute the following subsection (d) for section 1 (d): 
"(d) 'Benefit year' with respect to any individual means the 

52-consecutive-week period beginning wit h the first day of the first 
week with respect to which the individual first files a valid claim 
for benefits, and thereafter the 52-consecutive-week period begin
ning with the first day of the first week with respect to which the 
individual next files a valid claim for benefits after the termination 
of his last preceding benefit year. Any claim for benefits m ade 
in accordance with section 12 (a) of this act shall be deemed to 
be a 'valid claim' for the purposes of this subsection if the indi
vidual has during his base period been paid wages for employment 
by employers equal to not less· than whichever is the lesser of 
(1) 25 times his weekly benefit amount, and (2) $250." 

Substitute the following subsection (e) for section 1 (e): 
"(e) An individual shall be deemed unemployed in any week 

during which no earnings are payable to him, or in any week of 
less than full-time work if the earnings payable to him with respect 
to such week are less than his weekly benefit amount." 

Substitute the following subsection (f) for section 1 (f): 
"(f) 'Earnings' means all remuneration payable for personal 

services, including wages, commissions, and bonuses and the cash 
value of all remuneration payable in any medium other than cash 
whether received from employment, self-employment, or any other 
work, Gratuities received by an individual in the course of his 
work shall be treated as earnings. The reasonable cash value of 
any remuneration payable in any medium other than cash, and a 
reasonable amount of gratuities shall be estimated and determined 
in accordance· with the regulations prescribed by the Board." 

In section 1 (g), immediately following the words "16 years of 
age", insert the words ", or a child who is unable to work because 
of physical disability". 

In section 1 (n), line 2, after the word "District", insert the 
words "or elsewhere", and strike out the remainder of the sentence. 

Immediately following section 1 (n) add the following new 
section 1 (o): 

"(o) 'Base period' means the first :four out of the last five com
pleted calendar quarters immediately preceding the first day of 
the individual's benefit year." 

In paragraph 8 of section 3 (a) strike out the :following words: 
", and 1940,". · 

Immediately following section 3 (a) add the following section 
3 (b): 

"(b) Every employer who employs one or more indidividuals in 
any employment shall, beginning with the month of January 1940, 
pay 2.7 percent of the total wages paid with respect to such 
employment." 

Strike out paragraph 4 of section 3 (a). 
In section 3 (b) strike out the letter "(b)" and insert in lieu 

thereof the letter " (c) ". 
In section 3 (b) , line 2, strike out the words "calendar year 

1941" and substitute in lieu thereof "second 6 months of the cal
endar year 1942". 

In section 3 (b) , line 14, substitute the word "paid" for the word 
"payable". 

In section 3 (b), lines 8 and 13, change the figure "3" to "2.7". 
Substitute for section 4 (b) the following section 4 (b): 
"(b) Contributions shall become due and be payable at such 

time and in accordance with such regulations as the Board may 
prescribe. No extension of the time for filing any return or for 
the payment of the contributions shall be allowed to any employer. 
All moneys so required to be paid to and collected by the Board 
shall be subject to audit by the District Auditor." 

Immediately following section 4 (e) insert the following new 
section 4 (f) : 

"(f) Refunds: If not later than 1 year after the date on which 
any contributions or interest thereon became due an employer 
who has paid such contributions or interest thereon shall make 
application for an adjustment thereof in connection with subse
quent contribution payments, or for a refund thereof because such 
adjustment cannot be made, and the Board shall determine that 
such contributions or interest or any portion thereof was errone
ously collected, the Board shall allow such employer to make an 
adjustment thereof, without interest, in connection with subse
quent contribution payments by him, or if such adjustment cannot 
be made, the Board shall refund said amount, without interest, 
from the clearing account or benefit account upon checks issued 
by the Board or its duly authorized agent. For like cause and 
within the same period, adjustment or refund may be so made on 
the Board's own initiative. Should benefits have been paid based 
upon work records filed by the employer, claiming an adjustment 
or refund, such benefit should be disregarded for purposes of 
figuring such adjustment or refund, and any such benefit pay
ments already having been made at the time of the refund, based 
upon records filed With this Board by such employer, shall to that 
ext ent be allowed and shall not be deemed to have been paid 
erroneously: Provided, That applications with respect to adjust
ment s or refunds for the years 1936, 1937, 1938, and 1939 may be 
made within 1 year from the effective date of this act. All refunds 
paid pursuant to this subsection shall be subject to a prior audit 
by the Dist rict auditor." 

Substitute for section 8 the following new section 8: 
"SEc. 8. (a) On and after January 1,. 1938, benefits shall become 

payable from the benefit account of the District unemployment 
fund. All benefits shall be paid through employment offices, in 
accordance wit h such regulations as the Board may prescribe. 

"(b) An individual's weekly benefit amount shall be the amount 
appearing in column B in the table set forth in this subsection on 
the iine on which in column A of .such table appears the total 
wages for employment paid to such individual by employers during 
that quarter of his base period in which such wages were the 
highest." 

UNEMPLOYMENT BENEFIT TABLE 

ColumnA 
Column B, Column C, 
be~~~ qualify ing 

Wages p aid in highest quarter of base period: 
$37.50 to $138 __ ____________ _ --------- - - __ _ --- --------- _ 
$138.01 to $16L - --------------- - -----------------------
$161.01 to $184_ -------------- ____ - ----------------- ___ _ 
$18!.01 to $207---- - ---- - ----------------- - ------------ 
$207.01 to $230_ - - - ----- - -------------------------- - ---
$230. 01 to $25~ - - ----------------- - ---- - ---------- - --- - -
$251.01 to $276 ____________ ------- __ __ _____ - ------ - -----
$276.01 to $299_ -- --------------------------------------
$299.01 to $322 __ _____________ --------------------------
$322.01 to $345--- -- - ----------- - ----------------------
$345.01 to $368 _ ---- - ------------ - ----------------------
$368.01 to $39L - -------------- -- - -------- - -------------
$391.01 and over ___ ---------------- - --- - ---------------

amount amount 

$6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 

$150 
175 
200 
225 
250 
250 
250 
250 
250 
250 
250 
250 
250 

"(c) Each eligible individual who is unemployed in any week 
shall be paid with respect to such week a benefit in an amount equal 
to his weekly benefit amount less the earnings ·(if any) payable to 
him with respect to such week. For the purpose of this subsection, 
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the term 'earnings' shall Include only that part of the remunera
tion payable to him for such week which is in excess of 40 percent 
of his weekly benefit amount for any week. Such benefit, if not a 
multiple of $1, shall be computed to .the next higher multiple of $1. 

"(d) Any otherwise eligible individual shall be entitled during 
any benefit year to a total amount of benefits equal to 19 times his 
weekly benefit amount or one-half of the wages for employment 
paid to such individual by employers during his base period, which
ever is the lesser. 

" (e) Dependent's allowance: In addition to the benefits payable 
under subsections (b) and (c) of this section, each individual who 
is unemployed in any week shall be paid with respect to such week 
$1 for each dependent relative, but not more than $3 shall be 
paid to an individual as dependent's allowance with respect to 
any 1 week of unemployment, nor shall any weekly benefit which 
includes a dependent's allowance be paid in the amount of more 
than $18." 

Substitute the following paragraph (2) for paragraph (2) of 
section 10 (a): 

"(2) That he has during his base period been paid wages for 
employment by employers equal to not less than the amount ap
pearing in column 'C' of the table in section 8 (b), on the line on 
which in column 'B' his weekly benefit amount appears;". 

Substitute the following paragraph (5) for paragraph (5) of 
section 10 (a) : 

"(5) That he has been unemployed for a waiting period of not 
more than 2 weeks. No week shall be counted as a week of unem
ployment for the purposes of this subsection-

" (A) unless it occurs within the benefit year which includes the 
week with respect to which he claims payment of benefits: Pro
vided, That this requirement shall not interrupt the payment of 
benefits for consecutive weeks of unemployment: And provided 
further, That the week or the 2 consecutive weeks immediately 
preceding a benefit year, if part of one uninteuupted period of 
unemployment which continues into such benefit year, shall be 
deemed (for the purpoEes of this subsection only) to be within 
such benefit year as well as within the preceding benefit year; 

"(B) if benefits have been paid with respect thereto; and 
"(C) unless the individual was eligible for benefits with re

spect thereto as provided in sections 10 and 11 of this act, except 
for the requirements of this paragraph; and". 

Substitute the following subsection (a) for section 14 (a): 
"SEc. 14. (a) The Board is hereby authorized and directed to 

administer the provisions of this act. Subject to the Civil Service 
Act, the Board is further authorized to employ such officers, ex
aminers, accountants, attorneys, experts, agents, and other persons, 
and to make such expenditures, as may be necessary to administer 
this act, and to aut horize any such person to do any act or acts 
which could lawfully be done by the Board. The Civil Service 
Commission is hereby authorized and directed to confer a com
petitive classified civil-service status upon those employees per
forming services for the Board upon the effective date of this act: 
Provided, That (1) such employees are certified by the Board as 
having rendered satisfactory service for not less than 6 months; 
(2) that they qualify in such appropriate nonassembled, noncom
petitive examination as may be prescribed by the Civil Service 
Commission: Provided, however, That all employees certified by the 
Board in accordance with condition (1) hereof shall automatically 
be eligible to take such noncompetitive examination; (3) that they 
are citizens of the United States; and (4) that they are not dis
qualified by any provision of section 3 of civil-service rule V. The 
Board may, in its discretion, require bond from any of its employees 
engaged in carrying out the provisions of this act." 

TRANSITION PROVISIONS 

SEc. 2. (a) As used in this section unless the context clearly 
requires otherwise--

(!) "old law" means the unemployment-compensation law prior 
to its amendment by this act; 

(2) "new law" means the unemployment-compensation law as 
amended by this act; 

(3) "effective date" means the date upon which the new law 
becomes effective; and 

(4) "continuous period of compensable unemployment" means 
a period of unemployment beginning prior to and continuing up 
to and after the effective date in the case of an individual who, 
prior to the effective date, has filed a claim for benefits for a week 
or weeks of unemployment in such period: Prooided, That the 
individual has satisfied the requirements of paragraph 2 of sub
section (a) of section 10 of the old law and has not exhausted his 
rights to benefits pursuant to subsection (b) of section 8 of the old 
law prior to the effective date. 

(b) Except as otherwise specifically provided in subsection (c) 
of this section, the new law shall be exclusively applicable with 
respect to any individual on and after the effective date. No pro
vision of the old law shall be construed to limit or extend the rights 
·of any individual as fixed by the new law, after the new law be
comes exclusively applicable with respect to such individual as 
provided in this section. 

(c) With respect to any individual who is unemployed during a 
continuous period of compensable unemployment (as defined in 
par 4 of subsec. (a) of this section) section 1 (d), 8 (a) 
(insofar as it relates to the determination of the weekly benefit 
rate for total unemployment), 8 (b), 8 (c), 8 (d), and 10 (a) (2) 
of the old law shall be exclusively applicable until the expiration 
of such continuous period of compeJJ.Sable unemployment. 

(d) Upon application by an employer, filed pmsuant to suitable 
regulations by the Board, the Board shall determine the extent ro 
which the employer's contributions paid for the first 6 months 
of the calendar year 1940 were in excess of his contribultions due for 
said period under the new law and shall make an adjustment for 
t hat amount, without interest, solely in connection with subsequent 
contributions by him. 

EFFECTIVE DATE 

SEc. 3. This act shall take effect as of 12:01 a.m., July 1, 1940. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, this proposed legislation 
to amend the District Unemployment Compensation Act is 
brought before the House today after weeks and months of 
hearings, meetings, and discussions by the committee and 
all interested parties. I believe the chairman of the Sub
committee on the Judiciary, the gentleman from Mississippi 
[Mr. McGEHEE] and the ranking minority member on that 
subcommittee, the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. DIRKSEN], 
and all those who have worked so diligently on this subject, 
have done an excellent job. We do know that seemingly all 
the differences which have existed over a long period of 
time while this legislation was being considered have been 
ironed out. The board of trade, representing the business 
interests of the city; the American Federation of Labor, the 
C. I. 0., and all interested groups, both labor and capital, 
have unanimously agreed on this bill to amend the District 
Unemployment Compensation Act. 

In general, the proposed bill changes the tax rate from 
3 to 2. 7 percent and limits to taxable wages which an 
individual can earn from any employer within any calendar 
year to $3,000. These provisions are made effective as of 
January 1, 1940. Employer experience rating in the Dis
trict of Columbia Will be postponed from January 1, 1940, 
to July 1, 1942. The Board is given authority to allow 
employers to report quarterly, instead of monthly, and pro
vision is made for an audit of all contributions by the Dis
trict auditor. The Board is also given authority to refund 
money erroneously paid to it. 

A minimum benefit of $6 is prescribed and the maximum 
benefit amount is increased from $15 to $18. The waiting 
period is shortened from 3 weeks to not more than 2 weeks, 
and a claimant will not be penalized for obtaining partial 
work during the waiting period. The eligibility provision is 
changed from 13 weeks to 25 times an individual's weekly 
benefit amount, or $250, whichever is the lesser. The calcu
lation of benefits is placed entirely on a monetary basis 
rather than a time basis, and benefits are allowed 19 times 
an individual benefit amount, or one-half of the wages paid 
to him in his base period. Each claimant is allowed an 
additional dollar a week for each of his dependent relatives 
until a total of $3 additional are paid to him for any 1 week. 
However, no claimant is allowed a total of more than $18 in 
any one week regardless of dependent allowance. 

This bill is intended to bring the tax rate and benefit pay
ments in line with those in the other States, as well as to 
simplify administration of the unemployment-compensation 
program. 

I could take additional time in explanation of the bill, but 
I feel that the measure is of vital importance, and that the 
House has a right to hear about its provisions in detail. For 
that reason I shall not consume any more time, as I know the 
gentleman from Mississippi, the chairman of the subcom
mittee, is going to ask unanimous consent to be heard on the 
pending legislation. 

Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that I may address the House for whatever time I may 
desire, not to exceed 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McGEHEE. Mr. Speaker, as a preface to my re

marks on the provisions of the bill that is now pending 
before the House, permit me to say that in my humble 
opinion it behooves the membership of this body to give 
serious thought to the ultimate changes that must event
ually be made to the basic Social Security Act passed by 
the Congress 2 or 3 years ago. 
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In the passage of this legislation, we launched out into a 

new field of legislative endeavor, a radical departure from 
all legislation that has been considered by this body since 
its inception. Its purpose in general was to alleviate the 
prevalent conditions at the time of unemployment, with a 
view to taking care of similar conditions that might arise in 
the future. There was no precedence on which to base the 
conclusion reached, we merely launched out on practically 
an uncharted sea, guided and directed by a desire to be 
of aid and assistance to certain classes of our people. 

My reason for saying that the membership should give 
thought, not so much to the act that is before us, but the 
basic legislation as heretofore passed with a view of not 
permitting it to become so weighty on that other class of 
people-that is, the employers-to the e;{tent it will destroy 
the very purpose of its creation. 

Since the enactment of the general Social Security Act 
of 1935, from that period to date, we do have the experience 
that will give us an idea as to the destructive extent it may 
reach. In the continued amending of the basic act we can 
not afi'ord to liberalize it to the extent that it will create a 
desire among the unemployed to remain in that status, nor 
can we assess the employer to the extent it will destroy his 
capacity for employment. Hence, in my opinion, the whole 
structure in the next 2 or 3 years must be worked out on 
an equitable basis, so as to aid the unemployed as far as 
possible and aid the employer to the extent that he can 
expand and continue to give employment. 

This bill has reference only to amending the Unemploy
ment Compensation Act of the Dist.rict of Columbia, and 
what is going to be said of the ultimate outcome insofar as 
the District is concerned in the event it is not properly 
amended, is applicable to practically every State in the 
Union, either in a larger or lesser degree. 

Permit me to show how the present act and the collections 
that are mandatory under it are affecting the District of 
Columbia at this time. 

During the year 1939 the emplo:;.oer paid to the unemploy
ment-compensation fund the sum of $6,763,000; benefits 
were paid out in the sum of $1,423,000, leaving a surplus in 
the unemployment-compensation fund for the District of 
$5,340,000. There was collected in the District prior to De
cember 31, 1938, over and above all benefits paid the sum 
of $10,782,160 and on December 31, 1939, when this act bad 
only been in force for 3 years there was a surplus in the 
District unemployment-compensation fund in the sum of 
$16,450,000, it is estimated on January 1, 1941, this surplus 
will amount to the enormous sum of $21,000,000. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McGEHEE. I gladly yield to the gentleman from West 

Virginia. 
Mr. RANDOLPH. The gentleman has given us the figure 

that has been collected, and to me it is a startling sum of 
money to lay idle. I am sure the gentleman feels that we 
should have this money working in the channels of trade and 
not build up over a period of time an oversized lump sum as 
exists at the present time. 

Mr. McGEHEE. Yes; and I thank the gentleman for his 
contribution. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. McGEHEE. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. How does the unemployment insur

ance bill for the District of Columbia compare with the rest 
of the United States? 

Mr. McGEHEE. If the gentleman will permit me to com
plete my statement, every change that is suggested in the bill 
before the House today will be called to the attention of the 
House and it will be shown how it compares with the act 
of the different States of the Union. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I mean the present unemployment 
compensation in the District and how that compares. 

Mr. McGEHEE. As to the percentage of unemployment? 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. No. How does the legislation itself 

compare with the 48 States. Is it just the same? 

Mr. McGEHEE. Oh, no; under the act that is now in force 
in the District of Columbia, with its complicated provisions, 
it is more difficult to administer than in any other State of 
the Union. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. But that is not the question. Is the 
act the same? · 

Mr. McGEHEE. It is practically the same. The general 
basic provisions are the same as the other States of the Union. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. The gentleman feels, however, there 
should be an exception made of the District and it should 
have a different set-up from the other States? 

Mr. McGEHEE. Oh, no; I am merely trying to alleviate 
the conditions that exist in the District of Columbia so as to 
permit the unemployed to receive his benefit checks earlier 
than he is now, because sometimes it is 8 or 10 weeks before 
he receives them. Under the present act the employees must 
pay 3 percent, where in practically every State of the Union 
they pay only 2.7. In paying this 3 percent, as I stated a 
moment ago, you see the enormous surplus that is being 
placed in the Treasury of the United States and likely will 
never be used. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. McGEHEE. I yield to the gentleman from Massachu
setts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I thought it was intended to allow a 
reduction, where the fund was high enough, to lower than 2.7. 

Mr. McGEHEE. In answer to the gentleman, I may say 
that the subcommittee that has been working on this bill for 
many months made an effort to adopt a sliding-scale rate of 
payment by the employer; but it was thought by the attorneys, 
or some of ·the attorneys, on the com.inittee that this pro
vision would be in violation of the provisions of the basic act 
as passed by the Congress for all States. Hence all we could 
do to relieve the employers of the District of Columbia at 
the present t ime was to reduce it to 2.7, with the hope that 
in the future we will be able to give them further relief. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman is aware of the 
amendment that I offered last year, and which was included 
in the bill last year, but was stricken out in the Senate. If 
that provision had gone into the bill, it would have enabled 
more liberal benefit payments to be made, and yet it would 
have saved the employers of the country from $165,000,000 
to $200,000,000 a year. 

Mr. McGEHEE. I am familiar with the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts to the basic act. 

Mr. McCORMACK. And the employers themselves 
"ganged up" against the amendment; the very employers of 
the country whom it was aimed to save from $165,000,000 to 
$200,000,000 a year in unemployment pay-roll taxes "ganged 
up" to defeat that very provision. 

Mr. McGEHEE. I do not know the cause of the defeat of 
the gentleman's amendment. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I can assure the gentleman of that 
fact, because I know what the "ganging up" process con
sisted of. 

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McGEHEE. I yield. 
Mr. CARLSON. Do I understand from the gentleman's 

statement that this does not reduce the payments in the Dis
trict below the national average? 

Mr. McGEHEE. That is right; 2.7 percent. 
Mr. CARLSON. And there is no provision in the bill to 

give additional reduction for experience rating? 
Mr. McGEHEE. No. 
What will happen to the employers of the District in the 

event there is not some relief given to them? The peak pay
ment to the unemployed in the District was in 1938, which 
included the payments that were due the unemployed for 
the years 1937 and 1938, and this only amounted to about 
the sum of $1,700,000, which is only one-fourth of the amount 
that is being collected annually. 

It is impossible to pass this enormous sum on to the unem
ployed for the reason that it would raise their benefits above 
their monthly wage. 
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Now, this situation is true not only in the District of Co

lumbia but practically every State in the Union, and with 
your permission I want to give you some statistics on other 
States. 

In the State of Alabama the tax collections for the year 
1939 amounted to the sum of $8,497,000; benefits paid out in 
the sum of $4,285,000; with an accumulated surplus on De
cember 31, 1938, in the sum of $7,402,606, and on December 
31, 1939, a total surplus of $11,849,000, or an increase of 60.6 
for the year 1939 alone. 

In the State of Connecticut the tax collections for the year 
1939 amounted to the sum of $16,68(000, with benefits paid in 
the sum of $5,126,000, and an accumulated surplus in the 
sum of $16,266,321 on December 31, 1938, with a total sur
plus on December 31, 1939, in the sum of $27,771 ,000, or an 
increase during the year 1939 of 70.7. 

In the State of Illinois the tax collections during the year 
1939 amounted to $68,132,000, with benefits paid out in the 
small sum of $16,783,000, with a total surplus on December 
31, 1939, in the sum of $173,044,000. 

The State of Massachusetts collected in 1939 the sum of 
$37,766,000, paying out benefits in the sum of $19,651,000, 
with an accumulated surplus on December 31, 1938, in the 
sum of $51,730,133, making a total surplus on December 31, 
1939, in the sum of $71,371,000, or an increase for the year 
1939 of 37.9. 

The State of Maryland collected in 1939 the sum of $12,-
108,000, with benefits paid out in the sum of $5,747,000, and 
an accumulated surplus on December 31, 1938, in the sum of 
$9,269,231, making a total surplus on December 31, 1939, 
of $15,926,000, or an increase for the year 1939 of 71.8. 

The small State of New Jersey collected in 1939 the sum 
of $45,764,000, with benefits paid out in the sum of $14,906,-
000, having an accumulated surplus on December 31, 1938, 
in the sum of $66,690,639, making a total surplus on December 
31, 1939, of $99,547,000, or an increase of 49.2. 

The State of New York collected during the year 1939 the 
sum of $116,235,000, with benefits paid out in the sum of 
$80,019,000, having an accumulated surplus on December 31, 
1938, in the sum of $138,959,357, with a total surplus on 
December 31, 1939, in the sum of $178,974,000, or an increase 
for the year 1939 of 28.7. 

The State of Ohio collected during the year 1939 the sum 
of $55,427,000, with benefits paid out in the sum of $23,662,000, 
having an accumulated surplus on December 31, 1938, in the 
sum of $97,884,134, and on December 31, 1939, a total surplus 
of $132,487,000, or an increase for the year 1939 of 35.3. 

The State of Wisconsin collected during the year 1939 the 
sum of $14,620,000, with benefits paid out in the sum of 
$3,567,000, having an accumulated surplus on December 31, 
1938, of $37,959,530, and on December 31, 1939, a total surplus 
of $50,081,000, or an increase for the year 1939 of 50.4. 

The State of Mississippi collected during the year 1939 the 
sum of $2,208,000, with benefits paid out in the sum of 
$1 ,444,000, having an accumulated surplus on December 31, 
1938, of $3,347,137, and on December 31, 1939, a total surplus 
of $4,197,000, or an increase for the year 1939 of 25.4. 

Without further burdening the membership in giving total 
collections, disbursements, and total surplus for each State, 
I shall only give you the total tax collected throughout the 
entire country and disbursements and total surplus in the 
Treasury of the United States. The total taxes collected for 
the year 1939 amounted to $824,876,000, with benefits paid out 
in the sum of $429,298,000, having an accumulated surplus on 
December 31, 1938, in the sum of $987,912,801, and on Decem
ber 31, 1939, a total surplus of $1,537,797,000, which shows an 
increase for the year 1939 alone of 55.5. Hence you can readily 
see that the average increase of this surplus fund at the pres
ent rate of collections will in the future practically amount to 
50 percent yearly. 

It does not take an Einstein or a college mathematician to 
reveal to us whether the employer will be in a stable position 
to give employment in 8 or 10 years, with this ever-increasing 
and constant drain from the capital structure of the em
ployer, which retards his expansion and depletes his financial 

resources and lessens h is ability to continue employment. 
Hence it behooves the Congress to give relief to not only the 
District of Columbia but to the States of the Union. 

We are not able to give to the employers of the District of 
Columbia at this session the relief they are entitled to, but 
we are in a positiop to give some relief and also give to the 
unemployed increased relief insofar as the District is con
cerned, because the condit ions of employment are not com
parable to those in the States, and may I say whatever action 
taken by the Congress insofar as the District is concerned 
certainly should not be t aken as a criterion in amending the 
laws of other States or the basic act of the Union. 

The act before the House today affects and amends the 
present act only in the following instances: 
· First. Under the present act the employer pays a full 3 
percent on all salaries regardless of amount. This bill 
merely amends this provision of the District act, and limits 
it to the first $3,000 paid to an individual during the calendar 
year by a single employer. This provision is in line with 
the provisions of the acts in every State in the Union. 

Second. It reduces the rate of payment by the employer 
from 3 percent to 2.7 percent, which is in line with the acts 
of the States, but makes this further provision that in the 
event of its passage and enactment into a law, it is retro
active to January 1, 1940, and allows the employer a credit 
against future contributions for the overpayments caused 
by this retroactive provision. 

Third. It postpones the effective date of experienced rating 
from January 1, 1940, to July 1, 1942. 

Fourth. It gives the Unemployment Compensation Board 
authority to allow the employer to report quarterly instead 
of monthly, thereby relieving the employer of this arduous 
and tedious task of monthly reports. 

Fifth. Gives the Board authority to make refund of 
moneys that have been erroneously paid by the employer . 
Under the present act if the employer makes an overpay
ment, the Board has no authority to make a refund. 

Sixth. It further provides that all contributions shall be 
subject to an audit by the District Auditor. 

These are practically the only amendments insofar as the 
employer is concerned, to the act that is now in force, and 
the changes as recommended by the committee insofar as 
the employees are concerned, are as follows: 

First. The benefits paid to the unemployed are now worked 
out on a complicated time basis· and under the proposed act 
on a simple money basis. 

Secon~:l. There is no minimum prescribed by the present 
act and under the proposed act a minimum of $6 per week 
is prescribed, which is in line with the minimum benefits as 
provided in the acts of the other States of the Union. 

Third. The maximum benefits under the present act are 
$15 per week and under the proposed act $18 per week. 
The maximum proposed under this act is somewhat above 
the average, which is about $15 per week, but several States 
have $18 per week. 

Fourth. The time under which the unemployed makes 
collections under the present act varies from 4% weeks 
to 26%, being entirely dependent on the weeks worked in 
the preceding 2- to 5-year period. Under the proposed 
act it is 19 times the individual benefit amount or one-half 
of the wage paid to an individual by employers in the base 
period, whichever is the lesser. 

Fifth. Under the present act the weekly benefit amount is 
40 percent of the individual's average weekly wage during 
the preceding 2 years, which provision requires much de
tailed report by the employer. Under the proposed act it is 
entirely controlled by a table based on one twenty-third of 
the individual's high quarter wages, requiring no detailed 
work whatever by the employer and administrative agency. 
The provisions of the proposed act of one twenty-third of 
the individual's high-quarter wages being a compromise of 
the provisions of the acts of the States of the Union, which 
are from one-twentieth to one twenty-sixth. 

Sixth. The present act provides for an allowance for de
pendents of an additional 10 percent of the individual's 
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average weekly wage for spouse and an additional 5 percent 
for each other dependent, but further provides that the in
dividual is limited to 65 percent of his average weekly wage, 
regardless of the number of dependents and he may not 
receive more than $15 in any one week. 

Under the proposed act this is amended to provide "there 
shall be paid to each individual who is unemployed in any 
week, $1 for each dependent relative, but not more than 
$3 shall be paid to ·an individual as dependents' allowance, 
nor shall any weekly benefit which includes a dependent's 
allowance be paid in the amount of more than $18." 

The proposed act further amends the present act to in
clude as a dependent any child over 16 years of age physically 
unable to work. 

Seventh. The present act provides for a 3-week waiting 
period. The proposed act provides for not more than a 
2-week waiting period, which is in line with practically all 
the States. 

Eighth. The unemployed to be eligible under the present 
act must have had 13 weeks of employment in the last 52 
weeks and under the proposed act, he would be eligible if 
the wages in his base period equals to 25 times the individual 
weekly benefit amount, or $250, whichever is the lesser. 

Ninth. Under the present act there is no provision for 
civil-service status. In the proposed act the Civil Service 

·Commission is authorized and directed to confer a competi
tive classified civil-service status upon those employees per
forming services for the Board upon the effective date of 
the act, provided that such employees are certified by the 
Board as having rendered satisfactory service for not less 
than 6 months and that they qualify in such appropriate 
nonassembled, noncompetitive examination as may be pre
scribed by the Civil Service Commission. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. McGEHEE. Yes. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. What consideration has 

the committee given relief from taxes to the employer who 
gives continuous employment to his help? 

Mr. McGEHEE. That takes effect in July 1942. We could 
not place it in this bill at this time. We continued the pro
visions of the present act in that respect until July 1940. 

Mr. Speaker, I have related the proposed changes to the 
present act. As the cha.innan of the committee has sug
gested, this subcommittee has been working for 2 or 3 years 
trying to give relief to the employers of the District of Co
lumbia, also give further needed relief to the unemployed. 
We have worked in conjunction with the labor organizations 
and the business people of the District; all parties concerned 
have unanimously agreed upon the provisions of this bill, and 
I hope that the Congress will pass it. [Applause.] 

EXTENI?ION OF REMARKS 
Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to extend my own remarks in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA UNEMPLOYMENT COMPENSATION 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for recognition. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized 

for 5 minutes. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, there is very little I need 

offer to the exhaustive discussion of the gentleman from Mis
sissippi [Mr. McGEHEE]. The legislation before you is com
plete in agreement, because of the consummate patience 
exercised by the chairman of the subcommittee, the gentle
man from Mississippi [Mr. McGEHEE], and also because of 
the fine cooperative spirit that was manifest between the 
employers and labor in the District of Columbia. A number 
of times our deliberations have finished on the rock of dis
agreement, put his patience at such times served to keep it 
alive and bring new hope of final enactment. There were so 
many considerations that went into the making of this legis
lation. We recognized if we went too far from base, we 
might conceivably torpedo the legislation now on the books 

of 48 States of the Union. ·So we had to have that in mind 
of course in fashioning a bill. The other impelling reason 
for a bill at this time was that the funds in the District of 
Columbia for unemployment benefits have grown by leaps and 
bounds. I forget exactly the proportion of income to outgo, 
but perhaps the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. BATEs] 
can refresh my memory. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. In 1939 the collections 
amounted to something over $6,000,000 and the benefits to 
only $1,400,000. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. So that we are taking in four times as 
much as has been paid out. Obviously that situation invites 
abuses and difficulties. Moreover, employers should not be 
subjected to unnecessary taxes. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Could the gentleman give 

us any idea as to what relief may be expected by the em
ployers of labor who give continuous employment. Are these 
people required to pay continuously when they take care of 
their own labor by continuous employment? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes; everybody will pay under this bill 
until such time as we can make the system effective, the date 
of which has been postponed to another time until we can 
get the thing worked out. 

The bill that is before you today is in no sense of the word 
a final solution of the problem of unemployment compensa
tion for the District of Columbia. It comes here in the nature 
of an emergency proposal, the idea in the minds of the sub
committee being that when the Seventy-seventh Congress 
meets it will address itself once more to this problem in the 
hope of working out some kind of system or proposal whereby 
those who stabilize and regularize their employment can have 
the benefit of a diminished tax. We are handicapped at the 
present time, however, and the best we can offer to the em
ployers under existing law is a reduction from 3 percent to 
2.7 percent, which will be something in excess of $1,000,000 a 
year. 

Obviously, if you reduce one side, it is only natural that 
labor should ask, and equitably so, for some concessions. 
They thought the minimum benefits should be increased 
somewhat. They were increased. They thought the maxi
mum benefits should be increased; they were increased from 
$15 to $18. They thought the duration of the waiting period 
should be cut down; it has been cut down from 3 weeks to 
not more than 2. They thought that the duration of benefits 
should be increased, and we finally made them 19 weeks, or 
50 percent of whatever the aggregate was in the so-called 
base period. So there have been concessions on both sides 
for employer and for labor. 

The particular bill before you today I feel has the universal 
and unanimous backing of the American Federation of Labor, 
the Central Trades Union Council, which is affiliated with 
the American Federation of Labor, the Congress of Indus
trial Organizations, and the employers of the District · of 
Columbia. 

So once more I pay my compliments to the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. McGEHEE] for the splendid job he has done, 
and for the rare patience and fortitude he exhibited so that 
there might be a bill here. There is nothing more that could 
be said at this time except that the matter is not foreclosed 
for amendment at some future time, because much remains 
to be done to perfect and make operable unemployment 
compensation in the District of Columbia. [Applause.] 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous ques
tion on the bill to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time, wa..s read the third time, and passed, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

JUVENILE COURT, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Mr. RANIX>LPH. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill <H. R. 

9804) to amend and clarify section 6, subsection 2, of the 
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act approved June 1, 1938, known as Juvenile Court Act 
of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, and 
asks unanimous consent that it may be considered in the 
House as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from West Virginia? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of continuing and con

firming jurisdiction heretofore conferred upon the juvenile court 
of the District of Columbia, section 6, subsection 2, of the act 
approved June 1, 1938 (Public, No. 571, 75th Cong., 3d sess.; 52 
Stat. 596, ch. 309; D. C. Code, 1929 ed., Supp. V, title 18, sec. 256), 
entitled the "Juvenile Court Act of the District of Columbia," 
be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

"'2. ADULTS.-The court shall have original and exclusive juris
diction to determine cases of adults charged with w1llfully con
tributing to, encouraging, or tending to cause by any act or 
omission any condition which would bring a child within the 
provisions of this act. The court shall have concurrent jurisdic
tion with the District Court of the United States for the District 
of Columbia· in all cases arising under the act entitled "An act 
making it a misdemeanor in the District of Columbia to abandon 
or willfully neglect to proVide for the support and maintenance 
by any person of his wife or of his or her minor children in 
destitute or necessitous circumstances," approved March 23, 1906 
(D. C. Code, title 6, sees. 27(}-273). Nothing herein shall be con
trued as having the effect of limiting the jurisdiction of said 
court in matters arising under the act entitled "An act to pro
vide for compulsory school attendance," approved February 4, 1925 
(43 Stat. 806, ch. 140); or under the act entitled "An act to regu
late the employment of minors," approved May 29, 1928 (45 Stat. 
998, ch. 908) .'" 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

Mr. Speaker, the purposes of this legislation are to clarify 
certain general expressions contained in the present Juve
nile Court Act of the District of Columbia. The present 
law by its wording limits the jurisdiction of the juvenile 
court in nonsupport cases to children and does not make 
any provision for the mother. In this way jurisdiction is 
divided between the district court, on the one hand, and 
the juvenile court, on the other, although the mother usu
ally enters the appeal for herself and for her children. 

We believe the bill is needed, as it will remedy situations of 
this kind. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

PARKING OF AUTOMOBILES IN THE MUNICIPAL CENTER 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 

9115) to authorize the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to provide for the parking of automobiles in the 
Municipal Center, and ask unanimous consent that it may 
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from West Virginia? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of 

Columbia are authorized, in their discretion, to permit such officers 
and employees of the District of Columbia government as the Com
missioners may select to park motor vehicles in any building or 
buildings now or hereafter erected upon squares Nos. 490, 491, and 
533, and reservation No. 10, in the District of Columbia, known as 
the Municipal Center, and to make and enforce regulations for the 
control of the parking of such vehicles, including the authority to 
prescribe and collect fees and charges for the privilege of parking 
of such vehicles. · 

SEC. 2. The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are further 
authorized, in their discretion, to permit the public to park motor 
vehicles in such portion or portions of squares Nos. 490, 491, and 533, 
and reservation 10, in the District of Columbia, known as the 
Municipal Center, as may be set apart by the said Commissioners 
for such purpose, and to make and enforce such regulations as the 
Commissioners may deem advisable for the control of parking in 
such portion or portions of the Municipal Center as they may set 
apart for such purpose, including authority to restrict the privilege 
of parking therein to persons having business in the Municipal 
Center, and to make and enforce regulations to prohibit parking 
in all portions of the Municipal Center not set apart by the Com
missioners for such purpose. The Commissioners are further au-

thorized in their discretion to prescribe and collect fees and charges 
for the privilege of parking motor vehicles in such portion or por
tions of the Municipal Center as may be set apart for such purpose, 
and, to aid in the collection of such fees and charges and the 
enforcement of such regulations, the Commissioners may install 
mechanical parking meters or devices. 

SEC. 3. The Commissioners of the District of Columbia are further 
authorized to prescribe reasonable penalties or fines not to exceed 
$25 or imprisonment not to exceed -10 days for the violation of any 
regulation promulgated under the authority of this act. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this legislation is to authorize 
the parking of automobiles in the new Municipal Center. 
This parking space is intended primarily for the parking and 
storage of municipally owned vehicles, those operated by the 
various departments and officials of the District of Columbia. 
However, the space provided is larger than necessary {or this 
purpose at the present time and it is felt that the extra 
space could be used to the advantage of the District by per
mitting employees to park their cars therein at reasonable 
rates and also to permit the use of this space by the public 
having business to transact with the District of Columbia. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third, was 
read the third time, and passed, and a motion to reconsider 
was laid on the table. 
~EMBERS OF THE BOARD OF STEAM AND OTHER OPERATING ENGINEERS 

OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 

8815, to grant per diem compensation to the appointed mem
bers of the Board of Steam and Other Opera.ting Engineers 
of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes, and ask 
unanimous consent that it may be considered in the House as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. RANDOLPH]? 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 

right to object, I am interested in ascertaining when the 
Schulte milk bill to break up the milk distributing monopoly 
in the District of Columbia will be brought up for considera
tion. Can the gentleman give us any information with 
reference to that bill? · 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I may say, in answer to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin, that perhaps the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. ScHULTE], author of that measure, can answer the ques
tion at this time if he desires to make any comment. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. I believe that the bill in 
question should be enacted. I do not understand why the 
people of the District of Columbia, particularly the children 
who need milk, should be hijacked and held up by the great 
milk monopoly which exists in the Nation's Capital. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I am sure many of us appreciate the 
gentleman's remarks. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. RANDOLPH]? 

There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2 of the act entitled "An act to 
regulate steam and other operating engineering in the District of 
Columbia," approved February 28, 1887, as amended, is amended to 
read as follows: 

"SEC. 2. That all persons applying for such license shall be exam
ined by a board of examiners composed as follows: Two practical 
engineers, neither of whom shall be in the employ of the United 
States or the District of Columbia, to be appointed by the Com
missioners of the District of C.olumbia, and the boiler inspector for 
the District of Columbia. Each appointed member shall receive 
compensation at the rate of $10 per day when actually engaged in 
the work of the board. The Commissioners of the District of Co
lumbia may remove any member of the board for misconduct, in
competency, neglect of duty, or for any other sufficient cause. Said 
examination shall be conducted in all respects under such rules 
and regulations as the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
shall from time to time provide; and all engines and ~team boilers 
shall be subjected to such tests as the said Commissioners may 
prescribe." 

With the following committee amendment: 
Page 2, line 6, after the word "board", insert the following: "such 

compensation not to exceed $300 per annum. One of the appointed 
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engineers shall be appointed for a term of 1 year and the others 
for a term of 2 years. On the expiration of such appointments, all 
appointments shall be made for the tenn of 2 years except such 
appointments as may be made for the remainder of unexpired terms. 
Vacancies caused by death, resignation, or otherwise shall be filled 
by the Commissioners only for the unexp~red terms. Members shall 
be eligible for reappointment." 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I move to strike out the 
last word. 

The purpose of this legislation is to provide adequate com
pensation for the members of the Board of Steam Engineers 
of the District. The compensation at the present time is 
only $150 a year, while the work has greatly increased during 
the past few years. This legislation provides a salary of $10 
a day while actually engaged in the work of the Board, but 
the total cannot exceed $300 a year. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

RETIREMENT OF MEMBERS OF METROPOLITAN POLICE 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 

8846) to provide for the retirement of certain members of 
the Metropolitan Police Department of the District of Co
lumbia, the United States Park Police force, the White 
House Police force, and the members of the Fire Depart
ment of the District of Columbia, and ask unanimous con
sent that it may be considered in the House as in the 
Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER .. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from West Virginia [Mr. RANDOLPH]? 
There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 12 of the act entitled "An act 

making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the govern
ment of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1917, and for other purposes," approved September 1, 1916, is 
amended by adding, after the fourth paragraph of such section, a 
new paragraph to read as follows: 

"Whenever any member of the Metropolitan Police Department 
of the District of Columbia, or of the United States Park Police 
force, or of the White House Police force, or the Fire Department of 
the District of Columbia has served 25 years or more as a member 
of such department or police force, or the Fire Department of the 
Dist rict of Columbia, or any combination of such service, he may, 
at his election, be retired from the service of any such police depart
ment or police force or fire department, and shall be entitled to 
receive retirement compensation from the said policemen and fire
men's relief fund, District of Columbia, in an amount equal to 
50 percent per annum of the salary received by him at the date 
of retirement." 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, this bill will give the mem
bers of the Police and Fire Departments in the District of 
Columbia the right to retire voluntarily after they have 
served 25 years. Retirement would be at half pay. It has 
been found by carefully looking into the records that prac
tically every large city in the United States has such a law, 
but in Washington, D. C., the members of the Police and Fire 
Departments can retire for proven disability only. There 
is no provision for retirement because of age or service. It 
is therefore felt that this legislation is needed and should be 
passed at this time. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed, and a motion to recon- . 
sider was laid on the table. 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker, there are several meas
ures pending on the District of Columbia Calendar which are 
of a more controversial nature than those which we have 
brought before the House today. In keeping with our promise 
to the majority leader, may I say that this completes the 
District of Columbia Calendar for today. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR APPROPRIATION BILL-1941 
Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re

port on the bill <H. R. 8745) makin~ appropriations for 
the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year end
ing June 30, 1941, and for other purposes, and ask unanimous 
consent that the statement may be read in lieu of the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
LXXXVI--436 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR]? 

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
there is not a quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is not a quorum present. 
Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed 

to answer to their names: 
[Roll No. 123] 

Alexander Dies Hobbs 
Anderson, Calif. Dingel!" Jarman 
A ustiil Douglas Jennings 
Barden, N.C. Duncan Kee 
Barton, N.Y. Durham Kerr 
Bender Eaton Kilday 
Bradley, Pa. Evans Kirwan 
Brewster Faddis Lambertson 
Buck Fish Lemke 
Buckler, Minn. Folger Lewis, Ohio 
Buckley, N.Y. Ford, Leland M. McLean 
Burdick Fries Maas 
Burgin Green Martin, Dl. 
Byron Gross Martin, Mass. 
Clark Hare Merritt 
Cooley Harter, Ohio Mitchell 
Culkin Hawks Myers 
Darrow Healey Osmers 

Risk 
Sacks 
Schaefer, Dl. 
Seccombe 
Shanley 
Sheridan 
Simpson 
Sinith, Va. 
Starnes, Ala. 
Sumners, Tex. 
Thomas, N.J. 
Thorkelson 
Wadsworth 
Weaver 
White, Ohio 
Winter 
Woodruff, Mlch. 

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and sixty-four Members 
have answered to their names, a quorum. 

Further proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. LYNDON B. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my own remarks in the RECORD and 
include therein an address delivered by my colleague the 
gentleman from Mi..ssissippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Texas? 

There was no objection. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR APPROPRIATION BILL, 1941 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is the request of 
the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR] that the state
ment may be read in lieu of the report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the statement. 
The conference report and statement are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 8745) 
making appropriations for the Department of the Interior for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1941, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 10, 13, 
36, 40, 41 , 52, 53, 54, 65, 73, 75, 83, 88, 92, and 93. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 1, 7, 14, 15, 17, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 
27, 28, 29, 31, 32, 38, 39, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 49, 55, 56, 57, 58, 61, 66, 
67, 68, 74, 76, 77, 78, 79, 81, 82, 94, 96, 97, 105, 106, 107, 108, 112, 113, 
114, 115, 116, and 117, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum 
proposed, insert "$145,706"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum 
proposed, insert "$42,370"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 5: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum 
proposed, insert "$2,250,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 8: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 8, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum 
proposed, insert "$154,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum 
proposed, insert "$16,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 30: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 30, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed, insert "$2,884,520"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 48: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 48, and 
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agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed, insert "$35,000"; and the Senate agree to the sa~e. 

Amendment numbered 62: That the House recede from its dlS· 
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 62, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
aum proposed, insert "$600,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 71: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 71, an.d 
agree to the same With an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: 

"For the construction of water conservation and utilization 
projects and small reservoirs, including not to excee~ $196,000 
for surveys, investigations, and administrative expenses m co~nec
tion therewith (of which not to exceed $20,000 shall be ava1lable 
for personal services in the District of Columbia), all as author
ized by the Act of August 11, 1939 (53 Stat. 1418), $3,500,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 86: That the House recede from its dis

agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 86, and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: I~ lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment, insert the followmg: 

"Patrick Henry National Monument: Toward the ac~uisition of 
the estate of Patrick Henry in Charlotte County, Virgmta, known 
as Red Hill, and including all expenses incidental to such a~qui
sition, to be known as the Patrick Henry National Monument, in 
accordance with the provisions of the Acts of August 15, 1935 
(49 Stat. 652), and January 29, 1940 (Public, Numbered 408, Sev
enty-sixth Congress), $25,000." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 98: That the House recede from its dis

agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 98, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum 
proposed insert "$850,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 102: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 102, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum 
proposed insert "$468,890"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 103: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 103, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert "$20,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 104: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 104, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: "$977,940, 
including not to exceed $120,000 to commence the establishment of 
a station in Arkansas, on a site heretofore donated to the United· 
States for such purpose, the establishment of a station in Missis
sippi on a site heretofore donated to the United States for such 
purpose, for the purchase of a fish-cultural station in Oklahoma, 
and for the further development of the stations at Lamar, Penn
sylvania, and on Williams Creek on the FOrt Apache Indian Reserva
tion in Arizona"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 109: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 109, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert "$20,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference report in disagreement amendments 
numbered 6, 9, 11, 12, 18, 33, 34, 35, 37, 47, 50, 51, 59, 60, 63, 64, 69, 
'10, 72, 80, 84, 85, 87, 89, 90, 91, 95, 99, 100, 101, 110, and 111. 

EDWARD T. TAYLOR, 
JED JOHNSON, 
J. G. SCRUGHAM, 
JAMES M. FITZPATRICK, 
CHAS. H. LEAVY, 
HARRY R. SHEPPARD, 
ALBERT E. CARTER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
CARL HAYDEN, 
KENNETH McKELLAR, 
ELMER THOMAS, 
ALVA B. ADAMS, 
GERALD P. NYE, 
RUFUS C. HOLMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8745) making appropriations for the De
partment of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1941, 
and for other purposes, submit the following statement in explana
tion of the effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in 
the accompanying conference report as to each of such amendments, 
namely: 

Office of the Secretary 
On amendment No. 1: Appropriates $314,340 for personal services 

in the office of the Solicitor, as -proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$310,000, as proposed by the House. 

On amendment No. 2: Appropriates $145,706 for the Consumers' 
Counsel Division of the Solicitor's office, instead of $139,583, as pro
posed by the House, and $151,830, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 3: Appropriates $118,780 for the Division of 
Territories and Island Possessions, as proposed .by the House, instead 
of $121,100, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 4: Makes available for personal services in 
the District of Columbia for the Division of Investigations, $42,370, 
instead of $40,000, as proposed by the House, and $43,500, as pro
posed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 5: Appropriates $2,250,000 for the Bituminous 
Coal Division, instead of $.1,187,800, as proposed by the House, and 
$2,387,800, as proposed by the Senate. 

Bonneville Power Administration 
On amendment No. 7: Appropriates $6,650,000 for the Bonneville 

Power Administration, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $5,650,-
000, as proposed by the House. 

United States High Commissioner to the Philippine Islands 
On amendment No. 8: Appropriates $154,000 for maintenance of 

the office of the High Commissioner to the Philippine Islands, in
stead of $141,000, as proposed by the House, and $159,000, as pro
posed by the Senate. 

Bureau of Indian Affairs 
On amendment No. 10: Appropriates $548,580 for salaries in the 

office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, as proposed by the 
House, instead of $556,740, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 13: Strikes out the provision of the Senate 
proposing to include the State of Nevada in the group of States in 
which no land may be acquired by the Bureau of Indian Affairs 
outside the boundaries of existing Indian reservations. 

On amendments Nos. 14 and 15: Appropriates $10,000 from tribal 
funds for the Blackfeet Indians of Montana for industrial assist
ance, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 16: Makes $16,000 available for personal serv
ices in the District of Columbia in connection with the deyelopment 
of Indian arts and crafts, instead of $15,000, as proposed by the 
House, and $18,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 17: Appropriates $425,000 for operation and 
maintenance of the San Carlos irrigation project in Arizona, as 
proposed by the Senate, instead of $320,000, as proposed by the 
House. 

On amendments Nos. 19 to 28, inclusive, relating to the con
struction and repair of irrigation systems on Indian reservations: 
Appropriates $1,150,000 for the Colorado River- project in Arizona, 
as proposed by the Senate, instead of $650,000, as proposed by the 
House; appropriates $90,000 for the San Carlos project, and $50,000 
for the Salt River project, Arizona, and $10,000 for the Southern 
Ute project, Colorado, all as proposed by the Senate; provides 
$10,000 for the Owens Valley (Carson Agency, Nev.), as pro-_ 
posed by the Senate, instead of $50,000, as proposed by the House; 
$400,000 for the Crow project, Montana, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $500,000, as proposed by the House; $41!000 for the 
Wind River project, Wyoming, as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of $46,000, as proposed by 1lhe House; $45,000 for miscellaneous 
garden tracts, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $50,000, as 
proposed by the House; appropriates $25,000 for surveys on the 
Klickitat unit of the Wapato project in Washington, as proposed 
by the Senate, and corrects the total of all the items involved 
under this heading. 

On amendment No. 29: Appropriates $6,015,000 for the support 
of Indian schools, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $6,000,000, 
as proposed by the House. 

On amendment No. 30: Appropriates $2,884,520 for the general 
support and administration of Indian property, instead of $2,846,-
700, as proposed by the House, and $2,897,520, as prol?osed by the 
Senate. The increase of $37,820 over the :aouse b1ll has been 
distributed as follows: For additional field assistance at the Kiowa 
Agency, Okla., $3,500; for clerical personnel and expenses in
volved in the establishment of a subagency at Schurz, Nev., $4,500; 
for the relief of the Catawba Indians, South Carolina, $7,500; for 
the purchase of automobiles for field agents, $'7,000; and for land 
acquisition personnel, $15,320. . 

On amendment No. 31: Reapproprlates the unexpended balance 
of $7,787 appropriated from tribal funds in the 1940 Interior De
partment Act for reconstruction of a community house for the 
Seminole Indians, Oklahoma, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 32: Appropriates $125,760 for expenses of the 
Klamath Indians, Oregon, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$123,760, as proposed by the House. 

On amendment No. 36: Strikes out the proposal of the Senate to 
appropriate $6,000 from tribal funds for attorneys for the Chippe
wa Tribe, Minnesota. 

On amendments Nos. 38 to 46, inclusive, 48 and 49, all relating 
to the construction and repair of Indian school, hospital, and 
other facilities: Appropriates $31,500 for improvements to water 
system, Jones Academy, Oklahoma, as proposed by. the Senate, in
stead of $4,500, as proposed by the House; prov1des . $27,500 for 
improvements to the water system, Talihina Sanatorium. Okla
homa, as proposed by the Senate; appropriates $7,500 for quarters 
at Fort Belknap, Mont., $10,000 for a shop building and garage 
at Fort Totten, N.Dak.; $125,000 for school facilities, Hopi, Arizona; 
$15,000 for a dairy barn, and $20,000 for a shop building for the 
Kiowa Agency, Okla., and $22,500 for improvements to the utility 
system, Pipestone, Minn., all as proposed by the Senate; appro
priates $5,000 for quarters at Fort Berthold, N. Dak., as proposed 
by the House, instead of $7,500, as proposed by the Senate; pro
vides $7,500 for quarters at Fort Totten, N. Dak., as proposed by 
the House, instead of $8,500, as proposed by the Senate; appro
priates $7,500 for quarters at Standing Rock, N. Dak., as proposed 
by the Senate, instead of $5,000, as proposed by the House; pro-
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vides $35,000 for quarters at Western Shoshone, Nevada, instead of 
$30,000 as proposed by the House and $37,500 as proposed by the 
Senate; and $110,000 for administrative expenses in connection 
with the foregoing items, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$85,000, as proposed by the House; restores the 10 percent transfer 
provision of the House, eliminated by the Senate; and restores 
the provision of the House making funds appropriated in the 1939 
Interior Department Appropriation Act for a central-heating plant 
available for the construction of a print shop. 

On amendment No. 54: Strikes out the provision of the Senate 
making $105,000 from tril:)al funds of the Menominee Indians of 
Wisconsin available for per capita payments. 

Bureau of Reclamation 
On amendments Nos. 55, 56, 57, 58, 61, and 62, relating to the 

construction of reclamation projects payable from the reclamation 
fund: Appropriates $100,000 for the Uncompahgre project, Colo
rado, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $75,000, as proposed by 
the House; provides $900,000 for the Boise project, Idaho, as pro
posed by the Senate, instead of $700,000, as proposed by the House; 
appropriates $100,000 for the Humboldt project, Nevada, as proposed 
by the Senate; makes available $100,000 for the Carlsbad project, 
New Mexico, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $50,000, as pro
posed by the House; appropriates $900,000 for the Kendrick project, 
Wyoming, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $500,000, as pro
posed by the House; and provides $600,000 for general investiga
tions, instead of $300,000 as proposed by the House and $900,000 as 
propo~ed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 65: Appropriates $1,500,000 for the All
American Canal, as proposed by the House, instead of $850,000, as 
proposed by the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 66 and 67: Appropriates $3,500,000 for con
tinuation of construction of the Parker Dam power project, Ari
zona-California, together with the unexpended balance contained 
in the Second Deficiency Act, 1939, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No: 68: Appropriates $23,600,000 for the Central 
Valley project, California, as proposed by the Senate, instead of 
$16,000,000, as proposed by the House. 

On amendment No. 71: Appropriates $3 ,500,000 for water-con
servation and utility projects, instead of $5,000,000, as proposed by 
the Senate. 

Geological Survey 
On amendment No. 73: Appropriates $150,000 for salaries in the 

office of the Director, as proposed by the House, instead of $175,100, 
as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 74: Permits the purchase of topographic 
maps from civilian aerial photographic concerns, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

On amendment No. 75: Corrects a total. 
Bureau of Mines 

On amendment No. 76: Provides $20,000 for the establishment 
of a mine-rescue station in the New York and New England area, 
as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 77: Appropriates $263 ,900 for testing fuel, 
including $30,000 for the testing of subbituminous coal and lignite 
at Golden, Colo. , as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 78: Appropriates $567,000 for mining experi
ment stations, including $15,000 for the electrotechnical laboratory 
at Norris, Tenn., as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 79: Appropriates $336,920 for economics of 
mineral industries, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $331,500, 
as proposed by the House. 

On amendment No. 81: Corrects a total. 
National Park Service 

On amendment No. 82: Appropriates $11,000 for administration, 
protection, and maintenance of the Kings Canyon National Park, 
Calif., as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 83: Strikes out the proposal of the Senate 
providing $20,000 for the Dinosaur National Monument, Utah. 

On amendment No. 86: Appropriates $25,000 toward the acquisi
tion of the estate of Patrick Henry in Charlotte County, Va., instead 
of providing $100,000 for the purchase of the entire estate, as pro
posed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 88: Appropriates $2,125,000 for roads and trails, 
as proposed by the House, instead of $2,000,000, as proposed by the 
Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 92 and 93: Strikes out the proposal of the 
Senate to appropriate $40,000 for the construction of a structure at 
or near the Water Gate in West Potomac Park, in the District of 
Columbia. 

On amendment No. 94: Appropriates $375,000 for development of 
grounds, Thomas Jefferson Memorial, Washington, D. C., as pro
posed by the Senate. instead of $263,740, as proposed by the House. 

Bureau of Biological Survey 
On amendments Nos. 96 and 97: Appropriates $198,300 for bio

logical investigations, of which $45,738 is made available for investi
gations of the relations of wild animal life to forests, as proposed 
by t he Senate, instead of $183,300, of which $30,738 is made available 
for such investigations, as proposed by the House. 

On amendment No. 98: Appropriates $850,000 for the control of 
predatory animals and injurious rodents, instead of $675,000, as 
proposed by the House, and $1,000,000, as proposed by the Senate. 

Bureau of Fisheries · 
On amendments Nos. 102, 103, and 104, relating to the propaga

tion of food fishes: Appropriates a total of $977,940 for this purpose, 

instead of $922,940, as proposed by the House, and $987,940, as pro
posed by the Senate; provides $20,000 for the propagation and dis
tribution of fresh-water mussels, instead of $10,000, as proposed by 
the House, and $30,000, as proposed by the Senate; and provides for 
the establishment of a station in Mississippi on a site heretofore 
donated to the United States, as proposed by the House. 

On amendment No. 105: Appropriates $30,000 for a diversion dam 
on the Sandy River, Oreg., as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 106: Reappropriates unobligated balance of 
appropriations for construction of stations originally appropriated 
for in the Department of Commerce Act for 1939, as proposed by 
the Senate. 

On amendments Nos. 107 and 108: Appropriates $3 ,000 for lobster 
work at the Boothbay Harbor, Maine, fish-cultural station, as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Puerto Rican hurricane relief 
On amendment No. 109: Provides $20,000 for administrative ex

penses, instead of $15,000, as proposed by the House, and $30,000, as 
proposed by the Senate. 

Freedmen' s Hospital 
On amendments Nos. 112, 113, 114, and 115: Appropriates $571,-

925 for this hospital, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $557,145, 
as proposed by the House. · 

Miscellaneous 
On amendments Nos. 116 and 117: Permits the purch~e and 

operation of station wagons, without such vehicles being considered 
as passenger-carrying automobiles, as proposed by the Senate. 

Amendments in disagreement 
The committee of conference report in disagreement the follow

ing amendments: 
Amendment No. 6: Relating to the War Minerals Relief Com

mission. 
Amendment No. 9: Relating to the expenditure of funds provided 

the United States High Commissioner to the Philippine Islands. 
Amendments Nos. 11 and 12: Relating to the purchase of land 

for Indians under the Indian Reorganization Act. 
Amendment No. 18: Relating to the purchase and distribution 

of electrical energy in connection with the Colorado River project, 
Arizona. 

Amendments Nos. 33 and 34: Relating to payment of the salaries 
and expenses of representatives of the Menominee (Wis.) general 
Council and members of the Menominee Advisory Council. 

Amendment No. 35: Correcting a total. 
Amendments Nos. 37, 47, 50, and 51: Relating to appropriations 

for the construction and repair of Indian schools, hospitals, etc. 
Amendments Nos. 59 and 60: Relating to an appropriation for 

construction on the Klamath project, Oregon and California. 
Amendments Nos. 63 and 64: Correcting totals. 
Amendments Nos. 69 and 70: Relating to the appropriation for 

the San Luis Valley project, Colorado, and correcting the total for 
reclamation construction from the Federal funds. 

Amendment No. 72: Relating to the policy of Congress to the 
opening to entry of newly irrigated public lands. 

Amendment No. 80: Relating to the appointment of a director of 
the Bureau of Mines. 

Amendments Nos. 84, 85, and 87: Relating to appropriations for 
the operation and maintenance of the Andrew Johnson National 
Monument, the Vanderbilt Historical Monument, and funds for 
the purchase of the Andrew Johnson homestead, etc. 

Amendments Nos. 89, 90, and 91: Relating to contract authoriza
tions for the construction of roads and trails, National Park Service, 
including the Blue Ridge and Natchez Trace Parkways. 

Amendment No. 95: Relating to an appropriation for the Navy 
and Marine Memorial. 

Amendments Nos. 99, 100, and 101: Relating to an appropriation 
for restoration of the Lower Klamath Migratory Waterfowl Refuge 
by the Bureau of Biological Survey and correcting the totals for 
such Bureau. 

Amendment No. 110: Relating to the appropriation for a survey of 
the natural resources of the Antarctic regions. 

Amendment No. 111: Relating to the appropriation for St. 
Elizabeths Hospital. 

EDWARD T. TAYLOR, 
JED JOHNSON, 
J. G. SCRUGHAM, 
JAMES M. FITZPATRICK, 
CHAS. H. LEAVY, 
HARR~ R. SHEPPARD, 
ALBERT E. CARTER, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

Mr. JOHNSON r ~ Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I yield 15 
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RicHJ. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, we now have before us the con
ference report on the Interior Department appropriation bill. 
I was one of the conferees, but I did not sign the report 
because I do not believe this report should be approved by 
the House. We have been making appropriations for the 
various departments of the Government. We have had 
estimates from the Bureau of the Budget. When we passed 
this bill in the House the House tried in a measure to keep 
close to the Budget estimate, and the House passed a bill 
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carrying appropriations amounting to $135,434,330. After 
the Senate acted upon this bill it had increased the amount 
the House appropriated by $16,856,143. The Senate had 
some additional Budget estimates, but not that amount. 
Where is the Senate economy they talked about? 

It seems as if the Senate and the House figure that because 
the amount of this appropriation is not up to the amount we 
appropriated last year we have accomplished something, but 
I say that that means nothing. When we think of the enor
mous cost of operation of the Government, the great expendi
tures of the various bureaus, we should make reductions not 
in the amount the House would like to have, but in the 
Budget estimates, because the Budget officer has proved to 
the country and to everybody that appropriations are en
tirely too large for the amount of money we receive. 

We have asked the question on the floor of the House many 
times, "Where are you going to get the money?" It seems 
as if nobody has been able to answer that question. Then we 
have asked the question, "With what kind of money are you 
going to pay these bills?" It does not seem that the New 
Deal wants to tell us what kind of money they are going to 
use to pay the bills. Now I believe one of the appropriate 
questions to ask the Deal Deal administration would be, 
"What have you done with the money we have given you 
not only for national defense, but for the other departments 
of the Government?" I believe if a correct inventory and 
recapitulation of the assets were taken you would find that 
you have not done a very good job. 

What do we have in this bill? After the House conferees 
assembled we went over to join the Senators. The reason I 
could not sign this bill is that I believe we should have stood 
firm in our determination to try to cut down the amount of 
the appropriations. Let us see what we did. 

The Senate receded on 16 amendments to the amount of 
$1,822,000, but the House conferees receded on 54 amend
ments, amounting to $15,033,000, or 8 times as much as the 
amount on which the Senate receded. I believe the House 
conferees deserve the censure of the House of Representatives 
in not having more fight. We do not put the fight into this 
that is necessary to cut down expenses. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman from New York, one 
of the conferees. · 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. What percentage of the bill as it 
passed the House did the Senate agree to, without a-dding 
amendments? 

Mr. RICH. The Senate agreed to practically everything 
the House passed, but the Senate added over $15,000,000. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. · That is a small percentage compared 
with the amount of the bill as it passed the House. 

Mr. RICH. Yes; but the point is you should have stood 
your ground and refused to permit the Senate to add those 
amounts to the bill. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Does the gentleman believe the Sen
ate should not have anything to say about an appropriation 
bill? 

Mr. RICH. I believe the Senate should have something 
to say about it, but it was not a Senate appropriation bill as 
much as it was a conferees' appropriation bill. That is what 
I want to show, and in order to do it let me show the Mem
bers of the House just what happened as far as the confer
ence report was concerned. 

The House conferees agreed to $1,062,000 additional for 
the Bitwninous Coal Division. The House turned that item 
down, yet the conferees in conjunction with the Senate 
added it to the bill. It should never have been agreed to by 
the conferees but should have been brought back to the 
House for a vote. However, they smothered it in this confer
ence report so that the Members here are not going to get 
much of a chance to vote on it. 

Then we added $1,000,000 to the Bonneville project after 
it was shown on the floor of the House that we believed it 
bad money enough if expended properly to provide all the 

power lines that would be needed on the Bonneville project; 
yet we added $1,000,000 to that item. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Is this $1,000,000 for the 

building of power lines so that our New Deal government's 
electric business can furnish cheap electricity to the Mellon 
Aluminum Trust? 

Mr. RICH. ·wen, they are going to furnish cheap elec
tricity to anybody that will go out to the States of Washing
ton and Oregon, much cheaper than it will cost the tax
payers of this country to furnish it, because of the fact that 
the Government does not add to its cost every item of ex
pense that a public utility is supposed to add to its cost 
of operation. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. When the bill came before 
the House the committee report and the hearings indicated 
that millions of dollars were to be expended from our almost 
bankrupt Federal Treasury so that the New Deal-socialist 
government electric authority could build power lines in 
order to furnish cheap electricity to great corporations, in
cluding the Mellon aluminum monopoly, which has plants in 
the far West. 

Mr. RICH. I may say to the gentleman that the Govern
ment is entering into all kinds of business, not ·only the elec
trical business, but it is entering into every kind of business, 
making this a communistic form of government. 

Mr. DWORSHAK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RICH. · I yield. 
Mr. DWORSHAK. Can the gentleman inform the House 

what the total appropriations already made amount to for 
the construction of the distribution lines of Bonneville power? 

Mr. RICH. The approximate amount is $35,000,000, and 
they are going to ask for millions of dollars more, and by the 
time we get through with the Grand Coulee in connection 
with the Bonneville you are going to have half a billion dol
lars more in these two projects. 

Mr. MOT!'. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RICH. I yield to the gentleman from Oregon. 
Mr. MOTr. I know the gentleman wants to be fair about 

this, and I know that he is already convinced that Bonne
ville is a legitimate and a highly useful project, and now I 
want to ask the gentleman if it is his contention, after spend
ing some $500,000,000 on Bonneville, that we should not go 
ahead and complete the distribution system so that the Gov
ernment can begin to get returns from the Bonneville invest
ment. 

Mr. RICH. I will say to the gentleman from Oregon that 
we now have authorized the expenditure of enough money to 
take care of the amount of current they have sold to the 
people of Washington and Oregon, and you will not need to 
take this million dollars at this time under this particular bill. 
I am convinced of that myself. 

Mr. MO'IT. I want to can the gentleman's attention to 
the fact that the testimony before the committee does not 
substantiate what the gentleman has just said. The gentle
man has read the testimony of the Administrator and the 
witnesses who appeared there to show to the committee how 
much money was necessary to carry on the transmission con
struction this year and the amount which they said was neces
sary the committee did not allow them and they got it in the 
Senate. That is true, is it not? 

Mr. RICH. I will say that since they have started this, you 
want to socialize the Government, and you want to use all 
the power that Bonneville will generate, in my own judgment, 
while I believe you have got enough money appropriated to 
furnish transmission lines over the section of the country 
that will utilize all the power that you can furnish with the 
installations, and even more ·than the installations you have 
on Bonneville at the present time. 

Mr. MOT!'. If the gentleman were familiar with the situa
tion I am sure he would not say that. 

Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. RICH. I yield. 
Mr. PIERCE. Was there not a Budget estimate for the 

million dollars the gentleman speaks of? 
Mr. RICH. Well, Governor, it is not any trick to get any

thing from this Budget Bureau. I think that whenever we 
quote the Budget Bureau and think that we are doing some
thing or that we are keeping within the lines of the Budget, 
that does not mean much. I will say that the Budget Bureau 
is not worth a whoop--not a tinker's damn-because they are 
now going to give you Budget estimates for this year, and 
when you get through, with the President's cooperation, you 
will have appropriated 100 percent more than the revenues 
you will get for 1941. So a Budget Bureau of that kind does 
not mean anything. There is no business to it. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. If the gentleman will yield, 
I would like to ask the gentleman from Oregon a question. 
Can the Governor tell the members of the Committee what 
percentage of the cost of this transmission line is charged up 
to power or is it all charged up to power? 

Mr. PIERCE. It is all reimbursible, and it will all be paid 
back. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. The entire cost? 
Mr. PIERCE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Can you tell the members 

of the Committee what percentage of the cost of the con
struction of the dam is charged to power? 

Mr. PIERCE. Yes; all that the engineers allotted to it. 
Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. What is the figure? 
Mr. PIERCE. I could not give you the figure. 
Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Thirty-two percent? 
Mr. PIERCE. Thirty-two percent, or about one-third. 
Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. And the people of the rest 

of the country pay the balance? 
Mr. PIERCE. No; that is for navigation. 
Mr. RICH. Now, I want to show you something else. Here 

is a little chart I got up which shows the States that "put" 
and the States that "take." The States that put are illus
trated in blue and the States that take are illustrated in red. 
The States that put, pay into the Treasury more money than 
they receive today, and the States that take are the States 
that are getting more from the Treasury than they pay in. 

Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? . 

Mr. RICH. I cannot yield to the gentleman right now be
cause I want to show you how this whole thing works. 

The State of Colorado is getting out of this bill, according 
to the Interior Department report, $3,870,000. 

Mr. LEWIS of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania has expired. 

Mr. RICH. Give me 5 minutes more. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 min

utes additional to the gentleman from Pennsylvania, inas
much as he has mentioned Oklahoma. 

Mr. RICH. Then the gentleman had better give me 10 
minutes more, if I have to tell all about Oklahoma. 

Mr. WIDTE of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield if we get him more time on this side? 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, these gentlemen want to bother 
me so I cannot get a lot of this into the RECORD. In Okla
homa they got out of this bill $4,283,000, Nevada got $1,986,-
000, the State of Washington got $18,931,000; California, 
$27,569,000; New York gets $483,000; Pennsylvania, $1,185,000, 
but I will show you how that is broken down after awhile. · I 
will show these fellows when this is broken down how the 
Interior Department recognizes Pennsylvania. Arizona, 
$5,560,000; North Dakota, $1,269,000; Tennessee, $737,000; 
Oregon, $4,671,000; Arizona, Oklahoma, and Nevada in the 
Boulder Canyon project, $4,000,000; and Arizona and Cali
fornia, $3,500,000, which makes a total of $78,449,000 which 12 
States get, or 59 percent of this total appropriation. Twelve 
States get 59 percent and 36 States get 41 percent. 

Now, to show what Pennsylvania is getting out of this, I 
shall insert in the RECORD what the items were, because the 

Interior Department has made $760,000 for taking care of the 
Bituminous Coal Commission, and the Bureau of Mines, which 
benefit the States of the country at large, but it just happens 
to be located in Pittsburgh: 
Coal Division---------- ---------------------------- $123, 768 
Division of Investigation_______________________ 600 
Parks--------------------------------------- 72, 055 
Biological Survey---------------------------------- 127, 129 
Geological Survey--------------------------------- 68, 175 
Fisheries---------------------------------------- 33, 300 

There is but one thing that I claim that I had anything to do 
with, and that was to get $20,000 for a fish hatchery at Lamar, 
but that is the first fish hatchery that was started, 10 years 
ago, and they have not yet finished it, and my friend, the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. LEAVY], put that in the 
bill, but they gave three other States new ones and put the~? 
in the bill, and then I had to turn around and try to vote It 
down, but I could not. 

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RICH. I will say this; that the committee knew well 

enough to take care of itself. 
Mr. LEAVY. Will the gentleman yield for a ·question? 
Mr. RICH. Well, I shall have to yield to the gentleman 

from Washington, since I mentioned the State of Washington 
getting pretty nearly $19,000,000. 

Mr. LEAVY. I was delighted to assist in getting the $20,-
000 to which the gentleman referred. He should not be 
criticized, whateve·r, for that. He has been extremely fair in 
that regard. Let me ask the gentleman if in his calculations, 
where he says the State of Washington gets $18,000,000 and 
the State of Pennsylvania gets only one million and a half or 
two million dollars, he has taken into account the fact that 
of the $18,000,000, three generators are ordered, to be built 
at Pittsburgh, that will cost ten and a half million dollars, and 
that is going right back to the city of Pittsburgh. 

Mr. RICH. I want to answer that. Those generators are 
ordered, but none of this money in this bill will go into the 
payment of them. These figures were given to me by the 
Secretary of the Interior or his assistant, so I am giving you 
the correct figures that are applicable to this bill for these 
particular States. Mr. Speaker, these gentlemen who are on 
their feet are going to use so much of my time that I am not 
going to have an opportunity to explain a lot of the other 
items in this bill. I want to tell about one item, where we 
had five different items, and some of the fellows did not want 
it so the first thing we did, we put the five items togeth~r. 
a~d David Harum, when he traded horses, never had anything 
on our conferees. 

Mr. ANDERSON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. RICH. Yes. 
Mr. ANDERSON of Missouri. Will the gentleman state 

what Missouri received out of this contribution? 
Mr. RICH. Very little of it. 
Mr. ANDERSON of Missouri. The State of Missouri do

nates more than it gets. 
Mr. RICH. Missouri is one of the States that puts in more 

than it takes out, that is right. 
Mr. ANDERSON of Missouri. Missouri believes that it is 

more blessed to give than it is to receive. 
Mr. RICH. Missouri is in that category. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania has again expired. 
Mr. RICH. Please give me 5 minutes more. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield 5 additional minutes 

to the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. LEWIS of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. RICH. I shall have to yield for just a question but I 

ask the gentleman to make it snappy, 
Mr. LEWIS of Colorado. Is the gentleman aware of the 

fact that those figures are based in large part on the pay
ments of taxes by large corporations which have their head 
offices in large eastern centers although the operation of such 
corporations are largely, if not wholly, in the West and their 
income derived from the West? 
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For example, a large proportion of the leading corpora

tions in Colorado have their head offices in New York. 
Mr. RICH. What is the gentleman's question? 
Mr. LEWIS of Colorado. I want to know if the gentleman 

understands that; and that being so if he does not realize 
that his figures are highly misleading. 

Mr. RICH. I can show to the gentleman from Colorado 
from the information before me what his State pays into the 
Treasury in income taxes. I keep those figures current. The · 
State of Colorado gets $61 per capita from the Federal Gov
ernment but only pays in $2. So you see it is getting the lion's 
share. I cannot yield further to the gentleman. 

Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield for a question? 

Mr. RICH. My time is running out and I cannot get more 
but I yield for one question. 

Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. Has the gentleman considered 
that the region outlined in red on his map, the receiving 
region in this case, or, as he says, the States that take, is a 
great part of our country? This is an Interior Department 
bill, a bill appropriating money to be expended largely in the 
newer part of our country; that is, in the West. 

Mr. RICH. We want to be generous with the West, but 
we ought not to put everything out there; we should save 
something for the other States. You are getting not the lion's 
share, but the elephant's share-the elephant, that good old 
Republican beast of burden that is giving you in the Western 
States more by far than you are entitled to. 

Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. I cannot agree to that. 
Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 

yield for a question? 
Mr. RICH. No; I cannot yield further. 
For water utility and conservation projects they have a 

Budget estimate in the Senate for $2,600,000 granted after 
the House passed the bill. The Senate not only put in the 
$2,600,000, they put in $5,000,000. The House conferees take 
credit for reducing that by $1,822,000. The Senate receded to 
the extent of that $1,800,000 on that one item. But this in 
itself shows that the House conferees did not do what they 
should have in trying to cut down these appropriations. 

The bill carries many items for which the House did not 
appropriate at all and for which there are no Budget esti
mates, items that were put in on the :floor of · the Senate by 
Senators interested in having something given to their own 
districts. They did not even take the time to go down and 
get a Budget estimate. And I say that we as conferees were 
wrong in agreeing to permit this action on the part of the 
Senate when they did not even take the trouble to go down to 
the Budget officer to get estimates that would permit them to 
go in. I believe we deserve some share of censure because 
we legislate in that manner. This is the reason items not 
only in this bill, but in other appropriation bills, go up. 

Let me say for the Members associated with me on this 
appropriation bill that they are just as good men as any to be 
found in this House, but they are interested in their own 
projects and States. You cannot blame them for asking for 
things for their own States, items that mean something . to 
their own localities. The majority of the Members of the 
House do that, even the chairman of the committee, the gen
tleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR], one of the finest men 
in the House of Representatives. He is wrapped up in recla
mation. He believes that the sun rises and sets in Colorado. 
You cannot hate him for that. [Applause.] The same ap
plies to other members of the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. Speaker, I believe we ought to vote down a lot of these 
items. Let us cut down these appropriations. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I yield my

self 3 minutes. 
Mr. Speaker, I am sure that Members on both sides of the 

aisle have appreciated the very interesting and somewhat 
informative address just delivered by the distinguished and 

able member of the committee, the gentleman from Penn
sylvania. We always enjoy listening to his speeches, and 
sometimes he makes very splendid suggestions. He is a most 
valuable member of the Subcommittee on Appropriations, 
and I am glad at this time to pay a just tribute to the gen
tleman from Pennsylvania. [Applause.] 

The gentleman talks about the great increase of this bill 
over the amount carried in the House bill. It is considerably 
increased; but the fact is that although the House brought 
the bill in some $3,000,000 below the Budget estimate, when 
the bill went over to the Senate they held extensive hearings 
and secured information the House did not have. May I 
also call the attention to Members that although this bill 
is now some $16,000,000 above the figure as passed by the 
House, that increase to a very large extent is supported by 
Budget estimates. The fact is that practically aU of the in
creases allowed by the conferees were supported by Budget 
estimates. 

Moreover, may I call your attention to the fact that four 
additional important activities of the Government have been 
added to the Interior Department appropriation bill. Yet, 
despite this fact the Interior bill as presented today is 
$13,000,000 plus below the amount that was spent last year 
for the Interior Department. For fear some of you may have 
forgotten it, let me again list the new agencies of govern
ment and activities that have this year been added to the 
Interior Department, none of which, you understand, they 
had last year. · 

There has been added to the Interior Department the 
Bureau of Fisheries, which extends its expenditures into 
every section of the country and is a very popular and 
important department of . the Government. There has been 
added to this bill the Bureau of Insular Affairs, which is 
becoming a very important department of Government. 
There has also been added the Bureau of Biological Survey, 
undoubtedly one of the most important and popular agencies 
of our Government. The Biological Survey has important 
activities in many States of the Union. In addition to that 
there have been added the United States.High Commissioner 
for the Philippine Islands. 

Despite these important additional activities, I am 
delighted to remind Members of this House that this bill as 
it stands is exactly $13,426,300.60 below the amount it took 
to operate the Interior Department during the present fiscal 
year. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
Nevada [Mr. SCRUGHAMJ. 

Mr. SCRUGHAM. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania raised some pertinent questions as to where the 
money came from in connection with many of these items, 
and where it was to be spent. With particular reference to 
the reclamation items, I wish to state that the money came 
primarily from the Western States themselves, derived bas
ically from the sale of public lands within the States bene
fited and from oil royalties. 

Major contributions of Federal reclamation to the economic 
and -social development of the 15 Western States in which 
projects are operating include not only the creation of more 
than 50,000 irrigated farm homes on project land, and pro
tection for 30,000 more on land without an adequate water 
.supply, but this area supports nearly a million persons on 
the farms and in the 254 cities and towns dependent on these 
farms; the establishment of 863 public schools and 1.076 
churches, construction of hundreds of miles of roads and 
other improvements; values in farm lands and improvements 
for tax purposes, based on 1937 assessment of typical projects, 
$206,537,000, and the creation of actual values of more than 
$400,000. 

These are divided as follows, and I will not go into this 
assessment increase in any great detail, but will merely give 
you an idea of where the money goes. Increased assessed 
valuations in 11 western States from reclamation appropria-
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tions are cited in Senate Document No. 36, Seventy-sixth 
Congress, first session, as follows: 

Arizona, from $27,239,000 to $43,582,000. 
California, from $5,000,000 to $300,000,000.1 
Colorado, from $7,018,785 to $50,000,000.2 

Idaho, from $63,171,150 to $79,800,000. 
Montana, from $9,866,606 to $15,000,000. 
Nevada, from $4,211,331 to $7,700,000. 
New Mexico, from $8,500,000 to $10,000,000. 
Oregon, from $6,000,000 to $12,000,000. 
Utah, from $33,010,939 to $45,000,000. 
Washington, from $17,228,549 to $100,000,000.8 

Wyoming, from $8,000,000 to $19,023,000. 
Totals, 1937, $206,537,312,4 on completion of program, _$689,744,032. 

These figures are cited to show that the whole economic 
life and the whole economic development of the arid States 
is largely dependent on the carrying out of these reclama-
tion projects. · 

As to where the money goes, will you look at this, please. 
I have here a chart showing the expenditures on the Grand 
Coulee and the Boulder Dam project. You will find here 
a graphic illustration of where the money goes which was 
appropriated for the Grand Coulee and Boulder Dam proj
ects. The circles represent the money going from the 
Grand Coulee project into the various States. The black 
squares represent the money going to those same States 
from the Boulder Dam appropriation. You will notice the 
overwhelming preponderance of the money spent on the 
Grand Coulee and the Boulder Dam projects for machinery 
·and equipment went to States east of the Mississippi River. 
It created business and it created employment in the East 
as much as in the West. 

I have little patience with the argument that the Govern
ment is paying for something in the West and receives 
nothing in return. The money originally came from sales 
of the public lands and from oil royalties in the areas in 
question and much of the actual expenditure of the money 
goes east of the Mississippi River, as shown by these two 
typical projects. 

I fully appreciate the useful help given by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania in calling attention to the matter. He is 
serving a most useful and helpful purpose in bringing out 
the true facts, but he does not go far enough in his chart 
showing where the money comes from and where it is spent. 

Mr. LEAVY. Will th,e gentleman yield? 
Mr. SCROGHAM. I yield to the gentleman from Wash-

ington. · 
Mr. LEAVY. In addition to the fact that this money in 

its beginning came from the West from the sale of land 
and from oil royalties and from other natural resources, 
the money is being paid back into the Federal Treasury; 
is that not a fact? 

Mr. SCROGHAM. All of these irrigation and reclama
tion projects are reimbursable. The investment is paid back 
to the Federal Government to serve as a revolving fund to 
create new wealth and new means of supporting population. 

Mr. LEAVY. And construction payments right at this 
moment are paid up to 98 percent of the amount due? 

Mr. SCROGHAM. Something like that percentage, pos-
sibly higher. 

Mr. MURDOCK of Utah. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SCROGHAM. I yield to the gentleman from Utah. 
Mr. MURDOCK of Utah. Is it not only showing half of 

the picture when the gentleman from Pennsylvania points 
out the fact that the big Eastern States pay the big end of 

1 The 1937 estimated assessed valuation of $5,000,000 used here 
.does not include the valuation in areas to be benefited by the Central 
Valley project and the All-American Canal. 

2 The 1937 estimated assessed valuation of $7,018,785 used here 
does not include the valuation in areas to be benefited by the 
Colorado-Big Thompson project. 

3 Assessed valuations represent in Washington only about 30 
percent of actual value. 

4 This total includes estimated assessed values in 1937 of $17,216,-
692 in Federal Reclamation projects in Nebraska, North Dakota, 
South Dako~a. and Texas. 

taxes to the Federal Government? If he wanted to be fair 
in this thing and in his presentation of the matter, and if 
he wanted to give the House the whole picture, would he not 
point to the fact that the States of Utah, Nevada, Montana, 
Arizona, and all the rest of those intermountain States con:
tribute more annually in the form of new wealth than any 
Eastern State to which he can point? Along that line may 
I call your attention to the fact that in 1937 one mining com
pany in Utah, the Utah Copper Co., made $30,000,000 in net 
revenues, and every dime of it went to the States of New 
York, Pennsylvania, and other financial centers, so. that those 
States get credit for paying the tax on wealth that the gentle
man's State and my State produces. 
, Mr. O'CONNOR. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SCROGHAM. I yield to the gentleman from Montana. 
Mr. O'CONNOR. Is it not a fact that the irrigated West 

provides a market for the manufactured and agricultural 
products of the Midwest, the East, and the South that has 
averaged more than $200,000,000 annually? 

Mr. SCROGHAM. Yes. That is a part of the record. 
Mr. O'CONNOR. Is it not a further fact that for every 

person living on irrigated land and making his own living 
on that irrigated land two persons living in cities are depend
ent upon that one person living on irrigated land? 

Mr. SCROGHAM. Yes, something of that kind is in the 
record. 
- Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. Will the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. SCROGHAM. I yield to the gentleman from Arizona. 
Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. This is an Interior Depart

ment appropriation bill. Is it not manifestly unfair to con-
trast the eastern part of our country with the western part 
of it in regard to expenditures in this particular type of ap
propriation bill? If this were an Army or a Navy bill in
volving the safety of our entire country, such a contrast would 
be very improper, and if it were an Agricultural appropria
tion, it would be a different matter, but the West is the part 
of the country where such expenditures are properly made 
and rightfully so, under this appropriation bill. • 

Mr. SCRUGHAM. Yes. 
Mr. TABER. Will the gentlema~ yield? 
Mr. SCROGHAM. I yield to the gentleman from New 

York. 
Mr. TABER. I want to take this opportunity of congratu

-lating the gentleman from Nevada on having performed the 
great engineering feat of moving Boulder Dam expenditures 
into New York and Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SCROGHAM. You will find that the biggest part of 
the expenditures for Boulder Dam project equipment not 
only in New York but in other Eastern States, also Wisconsin. 
[Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
· Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 min
utes to the gentleman from Montana [Mr. O'CoNNoR]. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention 
of the committee to some data I gave before the House Com
mittee on Appropriations on the bill that is now before the 
House. 

When we build a battleship or when we build anything 
else of that kind, we never get any money returns, but when 
the Federal Government invests money, or loans money, 
rather, to these reclamation projects, that is an investment 
on which the Federal Government receives returns, and it 
receives back the amounts that are invested. As has already 
been pointed out by the gentleman from Washington, all of 
the repayments up to date that are due are 97 percent paid; 
in other words, it is about the best investment that can be 
made, as far as I can find. I do not know of any other class of 
loans that proves· to be 97 percent good. 

My own State, for instance, is one-third owned by the 
Federal Government. Thirty-three million acres of our land 
in Montana are owned by the United States Government. 
All the royalties on our mineral and oil lands and the graz
ing fees for cattle and sheep are paid in ~o the Federal 
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Treasury. If we had all of those revenues from the various 
agencies that pay into the Federal Government from my 
own State, maybe we would not be asking for so much 
-assistance here. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield to the gentleman from Penn

sylvania. 
Mr. RICH. Would the gentleman's State and the other 

States of the West accept these public lands and take them 
over and operate them themselves? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I am not so sure but that we should do 
that. Although I am not authorized to speak on this matter. 
We would have the tax money if we did. 

Mr. RICH. It would be the best thing in the world for 
the States that take, because then you could operate your 
lands as you saw fit and would not be a detriment to the other 
States, and you would be able to handle the lands as you 
ought to. The trouble is that most of the Western States 
want the Government to take over these lands. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. May I say to the gentleman that when 
Montana became a State 33% percent of the land was re
tained by the Federal Government, which it still owns, and 
out of which we do not get a single dime, yet for the use and 
enjoyment of it we have to pay the Federal Government. 
This is why the Federal Government should in turn at least 
lend us sufficient money so that we can build up our irriga
tion projects, out of which the industrial East gets $200,000,-
000 annually because we serve as a market for your manufac
tured products. Do not forget that. 

Mr. RICH. They are giving you more than they are get
ting. What I would recommend to the Federal Government 
is to give you those lands and let you run them as you see fit. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. It might be a good suggestion. 
I wish to direct your attention particularly now to the 

water-utilization program outlined by the Secretary of the 
Interior. The following States are interested directly: Mon
tana, Wyoming, Utah, North and South Dakota, Colorado, 
Arizona, Idaho, Nebraska, New Mexico, Kansas, Oregon, 
Texas, and Oklahoma. 

These projects under the $5,000,000 plan can be carried 
along in conjunction with the relief program in these States. 
If we retain in this bill the amount the Senate wrote in in 
addition to the amount that was already there, making a 
total of $3,500,000, we will not only develop irrigation proj
ects by reason of which the Government will get its money 
back but we will also be enabled to employ relief labor there, 
inasmuch as the $50,000 restriction was removed through the 
striking of section 11 from the relief bill. That is under 
the operation of what is known as the Wheeler-Case law. 
Our irrigation development has created 50,000 farms out 
of a desert in the arid and semiarid West. In the cities, 
towns, and villages that are dependent for their existence 
on the purchasing power of these farmers are nearly three 
times the number that live on the farms, namely, a quarter 
of a million people. It has been truthfully said that for 
every person living on an irrigated project and directly 
making his living from his production on the land, there are 
two persons living in the cities and towns who are dependent 
upon him. We have a number of small water-conservation 
projects for construction, in part, by relief forces, such as the 
Big Horn-Turlock; pumping Yellowstone River, Sadie Flat; 
pumping Haley, pumping Buffalo Rapids project, Dead 
Man's Basin project; and various other projects on the upper 
Missouri and Yellowstone tributaries and the Saco Divide 
which would approximate $3,000,000 in cost and would make 
good homes for thousands of people. Now a fine start was 
made last year on som·e of these projects, but there is not 
sufficient money unless we retain the $3,500,000 item in the 
bill to enable us to go ahead with these projects. In the 
West, such as Montana, the greatest need of our ranchers 
and farmers is an adequate water supply. Reservoirs for the 
watering of livestock may be created with small expense by 
the help of relief labor. Montanans do not ask Uncle Sam 
for a hand-out. They merely ask him to keep up a good pro
gram he has already started and give the people a chance 
to make a living. They will pay him back. 

We have {)ther important projects that are being inves
tigated, such as the Vaugn Division of the Sun River proj
ect where the dam is already built, the Gibson Dam on the 
Sun River, the Daley Spur for storage on Beaverhead 
River, the Canyon Ferry Reservoir on the Missouri River, 
Lake Como Reservoir, Bitter Root, and the general devel
opment growing out of the Fort Peck pumping project. 

The $3,500,000 amendment, No. 71, must by all means 
be retained. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 addi-

tional minutes to the gentleman from Montana. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. MAHON. May I say that I concur heartily in what 

the gentleman says about these funds for the Case-Wheeler 
bill. I trust we will have no difficulty in retaining them 
in the bill. 

Mr. MURDOCK of Utah. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle~ 
man yield? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield to the gentleman from Utah. 
Mr. MURDOCK of Utah. Has the gentleman ever taken 

time to check up on the vast amount of money contributed 
by his State through the production of copper to the finan
cial centers of New York and Boston and the rest of them, 
on which they claim the payment of taxes? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Yes. May I say to the gentleman that 
skyscrapers with towers on them reaching up into the heav
ens were built in the city of New York by reason of the 
copper and the gold taken out of my own State of Montana, 
and the same is true of the States of Arizona and Utah and 
other western States. Large buildings in Chicago have been 
built by people who made their money out of the sheep 
grower and the cattle grower in the gentleman's State and 
in my State. Many millionaires were made in New York, 
Boston, and Chicago by the products of our Western States. 
Further, the western people furnish a market for you indus
trial people of the East of $200,000,000 annually, in addition 
to what you have already taken out of our States as I said 
before. 

Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield to the gentleman from Arizona. 
Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. The same thing applies to all 

the Mountain States. They have been the great reservoir of 
natural wealth out of which so many family fortunes in the 
East have grown. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. That is right. 
Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. Besides the copper mines, 

there are gold and silver camps in the West that have fur~ 
nished the means for the erection of skyscrapers not only in 
New York City but in San Francisco. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Yes. 
Mr. MURDOCK. of .Arizona. Is it not true that San Fran

cisco had its Virginia City, Nev. Is it not also true that 
$100,000,000 worth of wealth has been taken out of Tomb
stone, Ariz., and what is left there to show for 'it? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Further, Senator William A. Clark, of 
Montana, built a $5,000,000 house on Fifth Avenue in New 
York City out of the money he got from copper mined in 
the State of Montana. 

Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. Well, some of that came 
from Jerome and Clarkdale, Ariz. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. O'CONNOR. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. Is it not a fact that the Members of 

the House from the city of New York voted for this bill? 
Mr. O'CONNOR. I do not believe the West has a better 

friend in the House than the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FITZPATRICK]. He is always with US. I also wish to 
include in this statement many others of the New York 
delegation. I may say also to my good friend, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. RrcHl, that he fights a lot, and he 
fights loudly, eloquently, and viciously against some of these 
matters, but down deep I know that his heart throbs i}l 



1940 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE .6939 
unison with the people out in that country who are trying 
to carve out a home out of a desert and make a living with
out coming down here on their knees asking for relief. I 
hope the $3,500,000 will be retained in the bill. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 min

utes to the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ALLEN]. 

Mr. ALLEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker. one of the 
items in this bill which carries a larger amount than that 
agreed on in the House is that providing funds for the 
Bituminous Coal Division for the next fiscal year. 

At the time we had this bill before us, the House cut the 
appropriation for the Bituminous Coal Commission by over 
$1,000,000. They did so, as I see it, for two very definite 
reasons: First, because after 4 years of experimentation the 

• Bituminous Coal Division has failed in every respect to carry 
out the provisions of the law which we enacted, and, secondly, 
by their regulations and their actions to date the Goal Division 
has given us some indication of what we can expect if they 
ever do establish minimum prices and if they ever do put into 
effect the regulations which they have established to date. 

I think we should deprive this division of all funds. It will 
not be until next year that we will have an opportunity to 
bring this division and the Coal Act itself before Congress 
for judgment. But if they persist in carrying out the regula
tions which they have already established, I predict that 
chaos will prevail in ;:t great, fundamental industry of this 
Nation, namely, bituminous coal. That industry will be 
paralyzed, the consumers will be called upon to pay an un
economic price for the coal which they consume, more mines . 
will be closed down, and more miners thrown out of employ
ment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, we_ can only learn in one of two ways, 
either by the experience of others or by our own experience, 
and if we read the pages of history we are bound to observe 
that never, except in a socialist State, have profits been 
guaranteed to any industry by government edict. We can
not guarantee profits to bituminous coal by means of a few 
regulations and rules established by a Government bureau 
here in Washington. 

Furthermore, we have given this Commission power to 
regulate prices only. Any man or woman in this House knows 
that you cannot regulate prices unless at the same time you 
regulate production. Both go hand and hand, and that is a 
fundamental economic problem which we learned many years 
ago. Mr. Ickes and the Bituminous Coal Commission cannot 
regulate prices for the bituminous-coal industry unless they 
control production at the same time, and Mr. Ickes has 
already told us, in one of his speeches, that he cannot do it 
and has given indication that his next request from the 
Congress will be the power to allocate production at the 
various coal mines of this country. When you control prices 
and when you control production you might just as well 
hand the whole industry over to the Government. Outright 
ownership will follow. Socialism will be the result. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ALLEN of Pennsylvania. I yield to my colleague. 
Mr. RICH. How is he going to regulate production unless 

he regulates the production of oil? And then he must regu
late the amount of imported oil so that we are not going to 
furnish oil from South America or some other country to 
the detriment of our bituminous-coal operators. 

Mr. ALLEN of Pennsylvania. It is obviously unreasonable 
and unfair to expect that the Government can regulate one 
segment of the fuel industry without applying similar restric
tions to other segments. Bituminous coal will be regulated, 
restricted, regimented, and suffocated by red tape. Com-

. peting fuels are absolutely free of an these obstructions. 
I sincerely hope that the membership of this House will 

give consideration to this problem before they vote for this 
conference report. [Applause.] I for one prefer to use the 
funds herein involved for national defense rather than waste 
them on this futile, extravagant experiment. 

Uiere the gavel fell.] 

EXTENSION. OF REMARKS 
Mr. GARRETT asked and was given permission to revise his 

own remarks in the REcoRD. 
CONFERENCE REPORT-INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL, 

1941 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 min
utes to the gentleman from Washington [Mr. LEAVY]. 

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, in the limited time at my 
disposal I want to address myself to the remarks just made 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ALLEN] with 
reference to the National Bituminous Coal Commission. 

First let us remember there is no coal commission. Under 
the r~organization it has become the Coal Division, and 
there Is but one man that heads it now instead of a com
mission of five men, and the personnel on the staff has been 
reduced to about 25 percent of what it was 3 years ago. 

The act automatically expires next year unless Congress 
sees fit to reenact it. The coal industry in this country is 
paying a 1-cent-per-ton tax, and 1 week ago today the 
United States Supreme Court-and I happened to be in the 
courtroom when the decision was read-held this act con
stitutional in practically all of its phases, particularly as to 
the 19¥2-cents-per-ton tax for the noncompliance by pro
ducers. Now, to take away from the industry and from the 
Coal Division the right to administer the act in the last 
year as fully as it needs to be would be, in qiY ju~gment, 
the height of folly. The industry is paying nearly $4,000,000 
into the Treasury._ The total sum called for here is slightly 
over $2,200,000, or something like that, and why not in this 
year give them of their own money-since the act is a con
stitutional act-sufficient funds to administer it so that we 
may know next year whether we want to continue this 
legislation or repeal it. We should know whether it has 
been a success, arid. we certainly can never know that fact 
if we starve the administration of it to death financially. 
[Applause.]' 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 min

utes to the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. ANGELL]. 
Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, Bonneville Dam, as is well 

known, is in my district on the Oregon side, and on the Wash
ington side in the district of my colleague from Washington. 
The amount carried in this conference report is for trans
mission facilities, transmission lines, and substations, and the 
amount as it passed the House was $5,650,000. The Senate 
raised that amount $1,000,000, making it $6,650,000, which has 
been agreed to by the conferees. That only brings it back to 
the Budget allowance. It places it exactly where it was under 
the Budget allowance. There were hearings in the Senate, 
and expert testimony was given there, as was given in the 
House committee, to show conclusively that these funds are 
absolutely necessary in order to provide these transmission 
facilities that this power may be marketed. Bonneville Dam 
is not a white elephant; it is not a projest established merely 
to give an avenue for spending Federal funds. It is a project 
which pays its own way. I can clearly demonstrate that to 
you when I show you that the first two units will develop only 
86,400 kilowatt-hours a year, and the applications now re
ceived are for 657,614 kilowatts, and the applications ready 
for connection amount to 92,971 kilowatts. One institution 
alone, the Aluminum Co. of America, has recently taken, pur
suant to contracts running over a period of years, 32,500 kilo
watts a year, which is just double the a:tpount it agreed to take 
originally, and it alone will take up practically the entire out
put of the first two units of this project. I call attention to 
the fact that units 5 and 6 will produce 108,000 kilowatts, and 
that, sold on the basis of the contract price, $17.50 per kilo
watt per year, will bring in $1,890,000 revenue per year. This 
project not only pays its own way, but under the set-up all of 
the money expended will be paid back with interest, and we 
will be provided with a utility which will supply the community 
with electric power at a saving of 20 to 25 percent. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 



6940 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE MAY 27 
Mr. ANGELL. Yes; I yield to my friend the gentleman 

from Massachusetts. 
Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. I know the gentleman 

wants to have his statement clearly understood, but he does 
not mean to say that the total cost of the Bonneville Dam 
will be repaid by the returns from this power and that it will 
repay all of the bonds that are outstanding on the dam. 

Mr. ANGELL. I intend to say just exactly that, as to costs 
allocated to power development. · 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. The facts are that only 32 
percent of the cost of the dam is charged to power. 

Mr. ANGELL. Oh, that is not true as far as power ci>sts 
are concerned. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. It is true, because the rec
ords of the Power Commission show it. 

Mr. ANGELL. I will show the gentleman clearly that it 
is not true. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. What are the facts? 
Mr. ANGELL. These are the facts: The Columbia River 

is the second largest river in the United States. It carries on 
its bosom a great amount of commerce from that whole in
terior country. It has been under development before the 
power project was ever heard of for navigation, and this 
project is only partially a power project. As a matter of 
fact, power is a mere side issue; it is a byproduct. The main 
project is the development of navigation on the Columbia 
River. They have a sea lock in the dam which provides for 
taking care of oceangoing vessels and to provide river trans
portation for that whole interior country. The gentlemen 
who made up the allocation as to the amount of money that 
should be allocated for power figured it out exactly, as far 
as they were able to ascertain what the cost of the power 
project alone should be, and they estimated it to be 32 percent 
of the entire cost of the project, as I remember it, so that 
every single dollar which goes to the construction of the 
Bonneville Dam as a power project is charged and will be 
repaid with interest, and the good citizens of MaSsachusetts 
will get back every single penny loaned for the construction 
of the dam, and, as shown today, a very large part of the 
material that goes into the construction of the dam comes 
from the East. 

Mr. Speaker, the Bonneville power administration has 
agreed to deliver a second block of 32,500 kilowatts of power 
to the Aluminum Co. of America, which now is building its 
first western reduction plant, to use Bonneville power. 

Attracted to the Pacific coast by the large quantities of 
low-cost energy becoming available on the Columbia River as 
the result of a Federal construction program at Bonneville 
and Grand Coulee, the company signed a 20-year contract 
last December for an initial 32,500 kilowatts of power. 

The new contract runs for 5 years and increases the com
pany's total demand for Bonneville power to 65,000 kilowatts. 
It permits the firm to double capacity of the Vancouver 
plant, where aluminum will be produced from alumina proc
essed at East St. Louis, Ill., and Mobile, Ala. 

The company advised Paul J. Raver, Bonneville power ad
ministrator, that it would immediately begin construction of 
the additional unit made possible by the augmented power 
supply. 

In requesting the additional power, Aluminum Co. officials 
told Administrator Raver that in view of the unusual de
mand for aluminum resulting from the situation in Europe 
and the preparedness program of the United States, they 
felt the company should proceed immediately with expansion 
of the Vancouver plant. 

Date for delivery of power under the second contract is 
dependent upon completion of generating units 3 and 4, now 
being installed at the Bonneville powerhouse by the United 
States Corps of Army Engineers. These two generators, each 
having a capacity of 54,000 kilowatts, are expected to be 
ready early in 1941. The first contract calls for delivery of 
power upon completion of the company's first Vancouver 
unit, expected some time next fall. The present installed 
capacity of the Bonneville powerhouse is 86,400 kilowatts
two generators; the ultimate---10 generators with total ca
pacity of 518,400 kilowatts. 

The power is being sold to the Aluminum Co. on the basis 
of $17.50 a year for each kilowatt, the standard wholesale 
power rate at all points on the Bonneville system outside of 
a 15-mile zone around the dam, where the rate is $14.50. 

The new contract brought the total contractual obliga
tions of the Bonneville power administration for all types of 
agencies-public and private utilities and industries-to 
97,610 kilowatts and placed the administration in the position 
of selling power ahead of the actual installation of generat
ing capacity. 

In other words-

Raver said-
the a:ctual demand for power is preceding our ability to supply it, 
and 1t is necessary to schedule deliveries to correspond with the 
completion of our generating facilities. 

Execution of the contract in no way affects the priorities 
given public bodies and cooperatives by the Bonneville Act. 

In negotiat1ng all contracts-

He explained-
due consideration is given to the protection of the interests of 
public agencies, which, under the law, have a preference to Bonne-
ville power. . 

Units 1 and 2 of the Bonneville project, completed and in 
operation, produce 86,000 kilowatts. Units 3 and 4, which 
are under construction, and for which appropriations have 
been made, will be completed on or about April 1941 and 
will produce 108,000 kilowatts. Units 5·and 6 are also under 
construction, and, with the $800,000 provided by the House, 
require no additional appropriation, and will be completed 
early· in the summer or I.8..te spring of 1942. They will pro
duce 108,000 kilowatts. The additional units, 7. 8, 9, and 10, 
have not been started, and are not authorized. The addi
tional expenditures provided by the action of Senate, as 
set forth in Senate report No. 1397, are strictly limited to 
speeding up the construction of units 3 and 4, and to build
ing the foundations for units 7, 8, 9, and 10. 

The Portland <Oreg.) Journal, commenting editorially on 
the demand for Bonneville power. says: 

BONNEVILLE PREDICAMENT GOOD NEWS 

For the time being, the Bonneville administration is in the 
happy predicament of having more power sold than it can deliver. 
The second Aluminum Co. contract brings total contract com
mitments to industries, cities, public utilities departments, and 
private companies to 97,610 kilowatts. Capacity of the two gener
ators now in service is 86,400. 

That doesn't mean that there is a shortage of Bonneville power 
today, or that there will be one in 1941, when over 300,000 kilo-· 
watts will be available. The Aluminum Co., Sierra Iron, and 
several P. U. D. contracts are not yet effective. 

But it does mean that Bonnevtlle power sales are keeping pace 
With installation of additional generators by the Army engineers. 
And it_ ~akes welcome . the news that the Senate has approved 
an add1t10nal appropriatiOn of $2,600,000 for powerhouse construc
tion. 

The new appropriation, added to the $800,000 allowed by the 
House, will provide $3,400,000 for powerhouse work. That will 
permit speed-up of work on four additional generators so they 
wm b_e ready about next January 1, when the first 32,500-kilowatt · 
Alummum Co. contract becomes effective. 

Bonneville has passed out of the dream stage and has become 
a going concern. It is selling power in increasing quantities for 
domestic, commercial, and industrial use. It seems not only 
possible, but certain, that Bonneville power will find a market 
as ra~idly as generators and lines are completed, until its entire 
10-un1t, 518,400-kilowatt capacity is put to beneficial use. 

On page 174 of the Senate hearings the prime power sales 
progress schedule is given, and this exhibit may be sum
marized as follows: 

Number of 
Item appli-

cations 

Applications received- - ------------------------------ 121 
Applications ready for connection_____________________ 40 
Feasibility reports completed__ ____________________ 25 
Contracts submitted and executed----------------- 23 
Contracts executed ________________ ---------------------_ 15 

Kilowatts 

657,614 
92, 971 

128, 621 
82, 210 
65,110 

Since the preparation of the exhibit, Administrator Raver 
testified on pages 213 and the following of the Senate hear-
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ings that the Aluminum Co. was negotiating for an additional 
contract of 32,500 kilo:watts, which has now been consum
mated, and that another large industrial organization has 
asked for a reservation of 50,000 kilowatts. 

BONNEVILLE AND MINING WAGE EARNERS 

The gainful direct employment in mining is relatively small 
compared with processing and indirect employment. In the 
United States as a whole there is only 1 wage earner in 
mining to 10 wage earners in industry. 

The following table from the United States Department of 
Commerce statistics shows mining wage earners in the prin
cipal Western States and the number of industrial workers 
per mine worker: 

State 

Arizona ___ ___________ -------- ---- ------------ ----------
California_----------------_______ -----_------- -- --------
Colorado __ ____ ----- ___ ----------_-----------------------
Idaho __ ___ _____ ----__________ ---------_ ---_ ---------------
Montana- -----------------------------------------------
Oregon __ ______ ---- ______ -----__________ -----------------
U tab ____ _____________________ ----- ________ -------------
Washington_ _______ ------------------------------------

Number of Industrial 
mining worker per 

wage earners miner 

6, 258 
33,895 
14,202 
4,152 
9, 461 
1,841 
7,556 
3, 958 

0.8 
7.2 
1. 6 
2.5 
1.0 

28. 0 
1.5 

20.6 

This table shows that mining activity in Oregon and Wash
ington has lagged behind other States, and that Arizona, 
Colorado, Idaho, and Montana have largely exported their 
minerals in an unfabricated ·state, and imported their mining 
supplies and materials. 

The Northwest has the following strategic minera1s which 
are now nationally imported. This classification was taken 
from War Department official lists: 
STRATEGIC MINERALS VITAL TO NATIONAL DEFENSE LOCATED IN THE 

NORTHWEST 

Antimony: Essential military shells and auto batteries. 
Chromium: Stainless steel. 
Magnesium: Metal of future--airplanes. 
Manganese: Vital to steel industry. 
Mercury: Explosives. 
Mica: Electrical industry-automobiles. 
Nickel: Steel industry and munitions. 
Tin: Containers. 
Tungsten: Automobile and steel 
Critical list, Northwest minerals, War Department official list: 

Lead, graphite, zinc. 
E..."Sential list, Northwest minerals: Copper, gold. 
Commercial list, Northwest minerals: Bismuth, China clay, diat

omite, feldspar, gypsum, iron, limestone, phosphate, silica, silver, 
talc. 

Mining furnishes a substantial indirect pay roll for supplies 
and materials used in mining, for transportation, clerical 
help, and trade. In the Western States cited 20 to 33 percent 
of the value of the mined product goes into mining supplies 
and materials. Conservatively, the indirect pay roll is nearly 
double the direct pay roll. 

Direct mining employment is not the measure of value of 
the mining industry. Its chief value lies in the national or 
regional wealth it produces and the indirect and industrial 
pay roll it creates. To secure national industrial independ
ence, we must produce rather than import our strategic and 
critical minerals. 

There is no direct means of measurement available for the 
possible additional direct-mining pay roll in the Northwest. 
The extent of the cited minerals in the region has not been 
fully explored, neither has full information been secured on 
the quality. However, it is known that the quality approaches 
the lower grade. The large extent of the magnesium and 
mercury deposits is fairly definitely established. The United 
States Geological Survey and the Bureau of Mines are now 
exploring the chrome and manganese occurrences. Electro
chemical and electrometallurgical technology is the avenue 
to be used to overcome the commercial handicap of low-grade 
ores. This has been worked out for chrome, manganese, and 
magnesium by the United States Bureau of Mines and 
Washington State College at Pullman. To release the re
maining listed minerals for commercial use, further explora
tion and research are necessary. As an example of the fact 

that the direct-mining pay roll is not the real measure of in
trinsic worth of the mining industry, it can be cited that all 
the iron mines in the United States had only 14,873 direct 
wage earners. The steel furnaces and rolling mills in the 
same period employed on the average 359,630 wage earners, 
or 24:1 industrial workers per mine worker. 

With the present state of our knowledge as to the occur
rences, quality, and transportation requirements of the 
Northwest's mineral resources, the best that we can do is to 
roughly estimate from statistical analysis and comparisons 
with other States the probable additional direct-mining em
ployment under existing known conditions. 

Such an estimate of additional mining wage earners of all 
classes, metallic and nonmetallic, is as follows: 

Low direct-employment estimate would be about 70 percent 
of present mine employment in Oregon and Washington, or 
additional wage earners, 4,000; conservative upper estimate, 
22 percent of existing California employment, 7,400; or the 
indirect ratio can be conservatively taken as 60 percent of 
the national average, or 1.6 indirect employees in all classi
fications per 1 mining wage earner. 

The industrial ratio also, to be conservative, can be taken 
as 25 percent of the national average, or 35 percent of the 
California ratio. 

Summarizing these rough estimates, we secure the fol
lowing on mining and allied wage earners: 

Lower 
range 

Upper cou
servative 

range 

Direct mining employment________________________________ 4, 000 7, ~00 
Indirect employment_ __________________ _____ __ __ __ ________ 6, 400 11, s.oo 
Industrial employment fabricating all classes of mineral 

products------- ----- - ------------ ----- --- ----------- - --- 10,000 18,500 
1--------1--------

Total________________________________ ________________ 20,400 37,700 

In making these estimates the intent was to base the same 
on known facts and to be conservative. 

The direct mining and industrial employment based on 
mining alone, cited above, represents a 10- and 18.5-percent 
increase over the last reported existing total mining and 
industrial employment in Oregon and washington. 

The complete Bonneville plant will have sufficient available 
capacity to make such employment possible. The time that 

-this employment can be reached will depend on the program 
of exploration, research, construction, and marketing. 

This industrial employment applies only to minerals and 
does not include industrial activity represented by steel, for
est product, agricultural, and general manufacture. These 
would be in addition to the mining activities. 

The total over-all industrial direct employment from 
Bonneville can fall into four possible classifications, depend
ing on the type of industry contracted. These are: 
(1) Basic industries with a small ratio of undistributed 

satellite industries, represented by 28.2 wage earners per 
1,000 horsepower. This is the situation at Niagara Falls, 
N. Y--------------------------------------------------- 12,400 

(2) Basic industries with larger m.unber of smaller indus-
tries. Conditions similar to Niagara County, N. Y., or 42 
direct wage earners per 1,000 horsepower _________________ 18,300 

(3) 33 percent of present industrial employment in Oregon 
. and Washington, or 100 wage earners per 1.000 horse-

power. Fair distribution of smaller industries induced by 
the basic industries ____________________________________ 44, 000 

(4) National average of ratio of basic to distributed indus-
tries, or 153 wage earners per 1,000 horsepower ___________ 67, 500 

These over-all industrial employment figures are based on 
total Bonneville installed and available horsepower. Indirect 
employment of 1 to 2 per industrial worker is in addition to 
the above. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Oregon 
has expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 
minutes to the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. MuRDOCK]. 
· Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, I have heard 

a good deal of sectionalism in this debate today. Much 
has been said about the States that give and the States that 
take. One part of our country is arrayed against the other 
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part of the country. That lt is just as logical as if a man 
contrasted his right lung with his left kidney in discussing 
their relative worth. 

Back in 1787 Ohio, Indiana, Dlinois, Michigan, and Wis
consin constituted the great West, and in 1787 there were 
some fearful souls who said, "Beware of the West!' ·Their 
counsel, thank God, did not prevail. The ordinance of 
1787 had the development of that great West in vision, and 
the still greater document, the Constitution of the United 
States, provided that States should be formed out there 
and admitted on terms of equality with the other 13 States. 
That was unselfish political statesmanship. 

Thus came about the unity of the Nation, one great 
Nation, a family of States, being one and indivisible. That 
was the wisdom of our forefathers. Do we want a United 
States consolidated in an economic and industrial and com
mercial relationship? We do; just the same indivisible coun
try and economic unity as we have in a political sense. 

All such appropriations as that being made here, Mr. 
Speaker, have been shown to be reimbursable and returnable. 
Not one penny that you are investing in the great West is 
being poured into the sea or down a rat hole. It will return 
manyfold. Every man in the West who is furnished employ
ment creates employment for two or three in the East. That 
part of our country lying west of a line drawn through Kan
sas City, the great West, is dependent upon the great East. 
The great East is equally dependent upon it, and I want that 
mutual relatio-nship to be understood. 

Not only ought we to appreciate this great united country 
with its variegated industry, but we ought to strive to make it 
greater, more united, · and more variegated. Powerful nations 
in the Old World, under a pretext of requiring more room in 
the sun, :fight with desperation and without ethics to add to 
their domain other lands rich in natural resources, especially of 
mineral resources, and also more productive areas which they 
say they require to round out their national necessities. Now, 
we have in this country, without very much fighting for it, 
but merely possessing the land, all of the much-sought-after 
natural resources which some other nations risk millions of 
lives and the terrible verdict of history in order to obtain. 
Ask Italy or Japan or Germany what price they are Willing 
to pay for obtaining that which they regard as necessary 
for a well-rounded national economy and existence. 

Yes, we ought to thank Heaven that our manifest destiny 
does not mean a conquest of highly civilized neighbors in 
order to deprive them of their lands that we might have what · 
we want. But our manifest destiny as a nation is to conquer 
this goodly land "from sea to shining sea." Having carried 
the flag from the Atlantic to the Pacific across the best por
tion of this continent, it is our manifest destiny to conquer 
the land and inhabit it to the full. It is a part of the task 
of the Interior Department of our Government to utilize 
this land in a spirit of wise conservation and a still wiser 
utilization. This costs money, but it is a far better invest
ment than many other greater expenditures that our Nation 
has put out. It is by a wise kind of expenditure that na
tional economic unity and proper interdependency can· be 
established. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Arizona has expired; all time has expired. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question on the conferenCe report. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the con

ference report. 
The question was taken; and on a division <demanded by 

Mr. RICH) there were-ayes 106, noes 46. 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the ground 

there is not a quorum present. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair has just counted. 

Evidently there is not a quorum present. The Doorkeeper 
will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent 
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll 

The question was taken; and there were--yeas 241, nays 
113, not voting 76, as follows: 

Allen, La. 
Anderson, Mo. 
Angell 
Arnold 
Barnes 
Barry 
Bates, Ky. 
Beam 
Beckworth 
Bell 
Bland 
Bloom 
Boehne 
Boland 
Boren 
Boy kin 
Brooks 
Brown, Ga. 
Bryson 
Buckler, Minn. 
Bulwinkle 
Burch 
Byrne, N.Y. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Camp 
Cannon, Fla. 
Cannon, Mo. 
Carlson 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Case, S. Dak. 
Casey, Mass. 
Chapman 
Claypool 
Cochran 
Coffee, Nebr. 
Coffee, Wash. 
Cole, Md. 
Collins 
Colmer 
Connery 
Cooper 
Corbett 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cox 
Cravens 
Creal 
Crosser 
Crowe 
Cullen 
Cummings 
Curtis 
D'Alesandro 
Darden, Va. 
Davis 
Delaney 
Dempsey 
DeRouen 
Dickstein 
Disney 

[Roll No. 124] 
YEAS-241 

Dough ton Kennedy, Michael Ramspeck 
Doxey Keogh Randolph 
Drewry Kitchens · Rankin 
Duncan Kleberg Rayburn 
Dunn Kocialkowski Reece, Tenn. 
Dworshak Kramer Richards 
Eberharter Lanham Robertson 
Edelstein Larrabee Robinson, Utah 
Edmiston Lea Rogers, Okla. 
Elliott Leavy Romjue 
Ellls Lesinski Ryan 
Englebrtght Lewis, Colo. Sabath 
Fenton Ludlow Sacks 
Ferguson Lynch Sasscer 
Fernandez McAndrews Satterfield 
Fitzpatrick McCormack Schitner 
Flaherty McGehee Schulte 
Flannagan McGranery Schwert 
Flannery McKeough Scrugham 
Ford, Leland M. McLaughlin Secrest 
Ford, Miss. McMillan, Clara Shannon 
Ford, Thomas F. McMillan, John L. Sheppard 
Fries Maciejewski Smith. Conn. 
Fulmer Magnuson Smith, rn. 
Garrett Mahon Smith, Wash. 
Gathings Maloney Smith, W.Va. 
Gavagan Massingale Snyder 
Gearhart May Somers, N. Y. 
Gehrmann Mills, Ark. South 
Gerlach Mills, La. Sparkman 
Geyer, Calif. Monroney Spence 
Gibbs Moser Steagall 
Gore Mott Stefan 
Gossett Mouton SUtphin 
Graham Mundt Sweeney 
Grant, Ala. Murdock, Ariz. Tarver 
Gregory Murdock, Utah Taylor 
Grlffi.th Nelson Tenerowicz 
Gross Nichols Terry 
Harrington Norrell Thomas, Tex. 
Hart Norton Thomason 
Havenner O'Connor Tibbett 
Hendricks O'Day Tolan 
Hennings O'Leary VanZandt 
IDU . Ollver Vincent, Ky. 
Hinshaw O'Neal Vinson. Ga. 
Hook O'Toole Voorhis, Callf. 
Horton Pace Vreeland 
Hull Parsons Wallgren 
Hunter Patman Walter 
Izac Patrick Ward 
Jacobsen Patton Warren 
Jennings Pearson Welch 
Johnson, Luther A.Peterson, Fla. West 
Johnson, Lyndon Peterson, Ga. White, Idaho 
Johnson, Okla. Pfeifer Whittington 
Jones, Tex. Pierce _ Williams, Mo. 
Kefauver Pittenger Zimmerman 
Keller Poage 
Kelly Polk 
Kennedy, Martin Rabaut 

NAYs-113 
Allen, Dl. Gifford Kilburn 

Kinzer 
Knutson 
Kunkel 
Lambertson 
Landis 
LeCompte 
Luce 
McDowell 
McGregor 

Rogers, Mass. 
Routzahn 
Rutherford 
Sandager 
Schafer, Wis. 
Seger 

Allen, Pa. Gilchrist 
Andersen, H. Carl Gillie 
Andresen, A. H. Goodwin 
Andrews Grant, Ind. 
Arends Guyer, Kans. 
Bates, Mass. Gwynne 
Blackney Hall, Edwin A. 
Bolles Hall, Leonard W. 
Bolton Halleck 
Bradley, Mich. Hancock 
Brown, Ohio Harness 
Chiperfleld Harter, N. Y. 
Church Hartley 
Clason Hess 
Clevenger Hoffman 
Cluett Holmes 
Cole, N.Y. Jarrett 
Crawford Jeffries 
Crowther Jenkins, Ohio 
Dirksen Jenks, N.H. 
Ditter Jensen 
Dondero Johns 
Eaton Johnson, Dl. 
Elston Johnson, Ind. 
Engel Jones, Ohio 
Fmh Jonknwn 
Gamble Kean 
Gartner Keefe 

McLeod 
Marshall 
Martin, Iowa 
Mason 
Michener 
Miller 
Monkiew1cz 
Murray 
O'Brien 
Osmers 
Plumley 
Powers 
Reed, TIL 
Reed, N.Y. 
Rees,Kans. 
Rich 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rockefeller 
Rodgers, Pa. 

NOT VOTING-76 
Alexander 
Anderson, Calif. 
Austin 

Ball 
Barden, N.C. 
Barton, N.Y. 

Bender 
Bradley, Pa. 
Brewster 

Short 
Simpson 
Smith, Ohio 
Springer 
Sumner, In. 
Sweet 
Taber 
Talle 
Thill 
Tinkham 
Treadway 
Vorys, Ohio 
Wheat 
Wigglesworth 
Williams, Del. 
Winter 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden, Pa. 
Wolverton, N.J. 
Youngdahl 

Buck 
Buckley, N.Y. 
Burdick 



1940 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE .6943 
Burgin Green Lewis, Ohio 
Byron Hare McArdle 
Caldwell Harter, Ohio McLean 
Celler Hawks Maas 
Clark Healey Mansfield 
Cooley Hobbs Marcantonio 
Culkin Hope Martin, Ill. 
Darrow Houston Martin, Mass. 
Dies Jarman Merritt 
Dingell Johnson, W.Va.. Mitchell 
Douglas Kee Myers 
Durham Kennedy, Md. Risk 
Evans Kerr Schaefer, ID. 
Faddis Kilday Schuetz 
Fay Kirwan Seccombe 
Folger Lemke Shafer, Mich. 

So the conference report was agreed to. 

Shanley 
Sheridan 
Smith, Va. 
Starnes, Ala. 
Stearns, N. H. 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Thomas, N. J. 
Thorkelson 
Wadsworth 
Weaver 
Whelchel 
White, Ohio 
Wood 
Woodruff', Mich. 
Woodrum, Va.. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
On this vote: 

Mr. Dingell (for) with Mr. Maas (against). 
Mr. Anderson of California. (for) with Mr. Hawks (against). 
Mr. Thorkelson (for) with Mr. Seccombe (against). 
Mr. Burdick (for) with Mr. Austin (against). 
Mr. Cooley (for) with Mr. Douglas (against). 
Mr. Fay (for) with Mr. Thomas of New Jersey (against). 
Mr. Barden of North Carolina. (for) with Mr. Woodru1f of Michigan 

(against). 
Mr. Sullivan (for) with Mr. Ball (against). 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Woodrum of Virginia with Mr. Martin of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Starnes of Alabama with Mr. Hope. 
Mr. Durham with Mr. Barton of New York. 
Mr. Caldwell with Mr. Wadsworth. 
Mr. Dies with Mr. Bender. 
Mr. Folger with Mr. McLean. 
Mr. Weaver with Mr. Brewster. 
Mr. Hare with Mr. Lewis of Ohio. 
Mr. Hobbs with Mr. Culkin. 
Mr. Wood with Mr. Alexander. 
Mr. Jarman with Mr. Lemke. 
Mr. Kerr with Mr. Stearns of New Hampshire. 
Mr. Mansfield with Mr. Risk. 
Mr. Kilday with Mr. Darrow. 
Mr. Johnson of West Virginia with Mr. Shafer of Michigan. 
Mr. Clark with Mr. White of Ohio. 
Mr. Celler with Mr. Marcantonio. 
Mr. Bradley of Pennsylvania. with Mr. Shanley. 
Mr. Buck with Mr. Myers. 
Mr. Smith of Virginia. with Mr. Evans. 
Mr. Kennedy of Maryland with Mr. Green. 
Mr. Sumners of Texas with Mr. Harter of Ohio. 
Mr. Buckley of New York with Mr. McArdle. 
Mr. Martin of Illinois with Mr. Houston. 
Mr. Faddis with Mr. Schaefer of Illinois. 
Mr. Whelchel with Mr. Kee. 
Mr. Kirwan with Mr. Byron. 
Mr. Merritt with Mr. Sheridan. 
Mr. Healey with Mr. Burgin. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The doors were opened. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
first amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 6, page 11, line 23: 

"WAR MINERALS RELIEF COMMISSION 

"Administrative expenses: For administrative expenses made 
necessary by section 5 of the act entitled 'An act to provide relief 
in cases of contracts connected with the prosecution of the war, 
and for other purposes,' approved March 2, 1919 ( 40 Stat. 1272), 
including personal services, without regard to the civil-service laws 
and regulations; traveling and subsistence expenses; supplies, and 
all other expenses incident to the proper prosecution of this work, 
both in the District of Columbia and elsewhere, $11,200: Pro
vided, That any claim that has not been prosecuted and disposed 
of prior to July 1, 1941, shall not thereafter be considered by the 
Secretary of the Interior and shall be barred." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate No. 6 and concur in the same. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RrcHJ. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, the amount of money allotted 
to the War Minerals Relief Commission is small, but we have 
been carrying this Commission along now for almost 22 
years. It certainly seems to me that this business should 
have been wound up 10 years ago. It is not right, it is not 
just to let this thing drag along in this fashion. They should 
finish their job and be disbanded. It is unsound for us to 
keep up this item of expense just to prolong the job for 
lawyers who want jobs. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I may say to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania that I concur heartily in 
all that he has said. The amendment of the Senate restores 
the appropriation of $11,200 for the War Minerals Relief 
Commission which was eliminated from the Budget esti- , 
mates by the House. The Senate has amended the original . 
Budget language to provide that no claims shall be considered , 
and adjusted after June 30, 1941. This will have the effect 
of winding up the affairs of this Commission at the close of 
the fiscal year 1941. It is my understanding that 161 claims 
are pending at the present time. The House conferees were 
willing to accept the proposal with the limitation provided by 
the Senate amendment. 

Mr. RICH. I hope they do. It is high time to close it up. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move the 

previous question on the motion. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 9: Page 13, line 24, after the figures "$159,000'', 

insert the following: "of which amount not exceeding $10,000 
shall be available for expenditure in the d iscretion of the High Com
missioner for maintenance of his household and such other pur-: 
poses as he may deem proper: Provided, That the salary of the 
legal adviser and the financial expert shall not exceed the annual 
rate of $10,000 and $9,000 each, respectively: Provided further, 
That section 3709 of the Revised Statutes (41 U. S. C. 5) shall not 
apply to any purchase or service rendered under this appropria
tion when the aggregate amount involved does not exceed the 
sum of $100." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate No. 9 and concur in the same. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RICH]. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, in reference to this item I wou!d 
like to say that we have now spent $750,000 to build a home 
and a summer home in the Philippine Islands for the High 
Commissioner. This item is for the purpose of bearing a 
great part of the expense. We paid $18,000 for rent. We 
are increasing the amount we give to the Commissioner. 

If we are going to give the Philippines their independence 
in 1945-and a bill was passed for that specific purpose
why should we increase the appropriation we make to look 
after the Filipinos? We ought to be cutting down these 
appropriations and make them learn to handle the business of 
government operation. It just is not good business and does 
not appeal to me as a businessman. I hope the amendment 
will be voted down. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 min .. 
utes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER]. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, this is a scheme to raise the 
personal funds that the High Commissioner to the Philip
pines has at his disposal. It will allow him to spend for his 
own household $10,000 and it will add $8,000 to the funds now 
available for the High Commissioner and his office. 

It also provides for two additional jobs, the salary of a 
legal adviser and a financial expert at an annual salary of 
$10,000 and $9,000, respectively, at a time when we are plan
ning in a few years to be out of the Philippines. It sounds like 
the most silly and ridiculous operation that can be imagined 
and I hope the House will refuse to concur in this amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, replying to the 
distinguished gentlemen from New York and Pennsylvania, 
may I say that there are no new jobs involved in this amend
ment. There is no appropriation involved in this amend
ment. There is no question of policies involved in this 
amendment. It simply restores an item that went out on a 
point of order when the bill was being considered in the 
House on the ground it was legislation on an appropriation 
bill. Similar language has been provided under this item 
for a number of years and has heretofore been regarded as 
necessary. We felt that a majority of the Membership of 
the House would favor the amendment, that it is a just and 
essential provision, and that the House should accept it. 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 
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The question was taken; and on a division (demanded· by 

Mr. JoHNSON of Oklahoma) there were-ayes 111, noes 86. 
So the previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 

offered by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. JoHNSON]. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded bY 

by Mr. TABER) there were-ayes 122, noes 106. 
So the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent that amendments in disagreement Nos. 11 and 
12 be considered together. They have reference to one matter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. JoHNSON]? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the two 

amendments in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 11: On page 25, line 9, after the word "Prooided," 

Insert: "That in addition to the amount herein appropriated the 
Secretary of the Interior may also incur obligations, and enter into 
contracts for the acquisition of the additional land, not exceeding 
a total of $325,000, and his action in so doing shall be deemed a 
contractual obligation of the Federal Government for the payment 
of the cost thereof, and appropriations hereafter made for the ac
quisition of land pursuant to the authorization contained in the 
act of June 18, 1934, shall be available for the pu~pose of discharg
ing the obligation or obligations so created: Provided further." 

Amendment No. 12: Page 25, line 20, after the word "appropri
ated", insert "or of this contract authorization." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move to re
cede and concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield to the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of 

the Members of the House to the fact that this amendment 
allows $300,000 for contractual obligations so far as the pur
chase of land is concerned. I would like to know why we 
want to contract for additional land when the State of 
Nevada says it does not want the Government to buy any 
more land in that State, when the State of New Mexico does 
not want the Government to buy any land in that State, 
when the State of Colorado refuses to permit the Govern
ment to buy any land in that State, and when the State of 
Oklahoma, the State from which the chairman of the sub
committee comes, does not want the . Federal Government 
to buy any land? Notwithstanding all this, we provide this 
revolving fund of $300,000 to purchase land. 

Mr. Speaker, when the majority of these States refuse 
to permit the United States Government to buy land in those 
States, why do we want to authorize $300,000 additional for 
that purpose? It is not right, and I think it is time to stop 
the purchase of these lands because it seems to me that the 
majority of the States have refused to permit the Govern
ment to come into the States to make these purchases. The 
States say the Government buys the land and we lose the 
taxes, and they are right. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, answering the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, I may say that the sum in
volved is far less than the amount authorized by the Con
gress of the United States to be appropriated annually for 
this purpose. ·The Indian Reorganization Act authorized an 
appropriation of $2,000,000 annually for this purpose. In 
many areas of the country the Indians are in need of land 
on which to rahe farm products, cattle, hogs, and so forth. 
This program is a part of a plan to make the Indians self
supporting; and the gentleman from Pennsylvania says he 
favors that. The House conferees felt justified in accepting 
the Senate amendment, particularly in view of the fact that 
authorizations of about the same amount have been carried 
in the bill during recent years. 

Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield to the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. RICH. Has the gentleman a Budget estimate for this 

amount? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. No; there is no Budget esti

mate. 

Mr. RICH. These conferees want to go beyond the scope 
that the House has tried to set up here. They have not a 
Budget estimate, and yet they want to appropriate this 
money. It is time to stop. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. As I said a moment ago, the 
Congress of the United States passed the law, and this is 
authorized by that law. 

Mr. RICH. There is something wrong with the Congress 
when it appropriates and appropriates and there is no money 
in the Treasury. It is time to stop. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I know the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania seems to think there is something very seriously 
wrong with the Congress of the United States, and there may 
be, but anyhow the Congress has spoken and it has stated the 
policy. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield to the gentleman from 

Mississippi. 
Mr. RANKIN. I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl

vania [Mr. RicH] if he would vote for it if we had a Budget 
estimate? 

Mr. RICH. No; because the Budget officers themselves do 
not know what they are doing; neither does the Congress. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. REEDJ. 

Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, many of the States 
today are objecting to the purchase of land in those States 
because it takes that land off the tax rolls. There are some 
States today that can hardly carry on their civil government 
because of the large amount of land that has been taken from 
the tax rolls, and they are unable to provide revenue for the 
support of their judges, county officers, and so forth. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. That is very true, but there 
are also other States that are very anxious that land be pur
chased, and I may say to the gentleman that that applies 
particularly to my State with reference to Indian lands. 

Mr. REED of New York. That is all right now, but a little 
later the gentleman will be in here wanting the Federal Gov
ernment to pay the State and local . taxes of the State of 
Oklahoma. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I think the gentleman is 
mistaken. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield to the gentleman 
from Kansas. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I want to make this objection · to 
these contractual obligations. No matter if they have 
been authorized, and the Congress is often very loose in its 
authorizations, we do bear the responsibility in the last 
analysis on the appropriations. When we do not have the 
nerve to appropriate we offer contractual obligations. An 
amendment will come up for consideration a little later 
under which $2,000,000 is appropriated and $6,000,000 au
thorized for contractual obligations. Just think of that. 
I think it is a crime, and we ought to beat every amend
ment that has that sort of thing in it. It binds future 
Congresses against the spirit of the Constitution which 
limits us to the present. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr.' JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield to the gentleman 
from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. What does the gentleman 
think of concurring in the Senate amendment with an 
amendment to provide further that preference in acquisi
tion shall be given to the purchase of lands from aged 
Indians or lands involved in estates. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I would be in sympathy 
with what the gentleman has in mind, but the Indian 
Service has assured the committee it will give consideration 
to the aged Indians. I believe the Indian Service will keep 
faith with the committee. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The gentleman . has that 
assurance from the Indian Office? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Yes. 
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Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The gentleman spoke of 

this dead-land proposition, and that is a serious matter. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. That is a serious matter, 

and it must be cleared up. 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield to the gentleman 

from New York. 
Mr. TABER. This is an attempt to get contract author

ization for buying more land, $325,000 above the Budget. 
Just now we are going to be stretching ourselves just as 
far as we can to provide for the necessary items for na
tional defense. There is absolutely no excuse for this item. 
There is no reason at all why we should authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to enter into contracts for the 
purchase of lands. No one can buy land in that way at as 
good advantage as he can if he has the money with which 
to pay for the land. I hope the House will show some 
business judgment and refuse to concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. JoHNSON]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma) there were-ayes 114, noes 97. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 173, nays 

164, not voting 93, as follows: 
[Roll No. 125] 

YEA&-173 
Allen, La. 
Anderson, Mo. 
Angell 
Arnold 
Barnes 
Bates, Ky. 
Beam 
Beckworth 
Bell 
Bloom 
Boland 
Boy kin 
Brooks 
Brown, Ga. 
Bryson 
Buckler, Minn. 
Burch 
Byrne, N.Y. 
Camp 
Cannon, Fla. 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Case, S . Dak. 
Casey, Mass. 
Celler 
Claypool 
Cochran 
Coffee, Wash. 
Collins 
Cooper 
Costello 
Cravens 
Creal 
Crosser 
Crowe 
Cummings 
D' Alesandro 
Darden, Va. 
Davis · 
Delaney 
Dempsey 
DeP..ouen 
Disney 
Dough ton 

Doxey 
Drewry 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Durham 
Eberharter 
Elliott 
Ellis 
Engle bright 
Ferguson 
Fernandez 
Fitzpatrick 
Flaherty 
Flannagan 
Flannery 
Ford, Thomas F. 
Fries 
Fulmer 
Gathings 
Gehrmann 
Geyer, Calif. 
Gibbs 
Gregory 
Griffith 
Harrington 
Hart 
Havenner 
Hendricks 
Hennings 
Hill 
Hinshaw 
Hook 
Houston 
Hull 
Hunter 
Izac 
Jacobsen 
Johnson, Lyndon 
Johnson, Okla. 
Johnson, W.Va. 
Jones, Tex. 
Keefe 
Kefauver 
Keller 

Kelly Robinson, Utah 
Kleberg Rogers, Okla. 
Kocialkowski Romjue 
Kramer Ryan 
Lea Sacks 
Leavy Sasscer 
Lesinski Satterfield 
Lewis, Colo. Schulte 
Lynch Schwert 
McAndrews Scrugham 
McGehee Shannon 
McGranery Sheppard 
McKeough Smith, Conn. 
McLaughlin Smith, Til. 
McMlllan, John L. Smith, Wash. 
Maciejewski Smith, W.Va. 
Magnuson Snyder 
Maloney Somers, N.Y. 
Massingale Sparkman 
Mills, Ark. Spence 
Mills, La. Steagall 
Monroney Stefan 
Mouton Sumners, Tex. 
Mundt Sutphin 
Murdock, Ariz. Sweeney 
Nelson Tarver 
Nichols Taylor 
Norton Tenerowicz 
O'Connor Thomas, Tex. 
O'Leary Thomason 
Parsons Tolan 
Patman Vinson, Ga. 
Patrick Voorhis, Calif. 
Patton Walter 
Peterson, Fla. Ward 
Peterson, Ga. Warren 
Pierce Whelchel 
Pittenger White, Idaho 
Rabaut Whittington 
Ramspeck Williams, Mo. 
Rankin Zimmerman 
Rayburn 
Richards 
Robertson 

NAY&-164 
Allen, Til. Carlson 
Allen, Pa. Chapman 
Andersen, H . Carl Chiperfield 
Andresen, A. H. Church 
Andrews Clason 
Arends Clevenger 
Ball Cluett 
Bates, Mass. Coffee, Nebr. 
Blackney Cole, Md. 
Bolles Cole , N.Y. 
Bolton Colmer 
Boren Corbett 
Bradley, Mich. Courtney 
Brown, Ohio Crawford 
Byrns. Tenn. Crowther 
Cannon, Mo. Curtis 

Dlngell 
Dirksen 
Ditter 
Dondero 
Dworshak 
Eaton 
Edmiston 
Elston 
Engel 
Fenton 
Fish 
Ford, Leland M. 
Ford. Miss. 
Gamble 
Garrett 
Gearhart 

Gerlach 
Gifford 
Gilchrist 
Gillie 
Goodwin 
Gore 
Gossett 
Graham 
Grant, Ala. 
Grant, Ind. 
Gross 
Guyer. Kans. 
Gwynne 
Hall, Edwin A. 
Hall, Leonard W. 
Ha.lleck 

Hancock Kunkel 
Harness Lambertson 
Harter, N.Y. Landis 
Hawks Lanham 
Hess Larrabee 
Hoffman LeCompte 
Holmes Luce 
Hope Ludlow 
Horton McDowell 
Jarrett McGregor 
Jenkins, Ohio McLeod 
Jenks, N.H. McMillan, Clara 
Jennings Mahon 
Jensen Martin, Iowa 
Johns Mason 
Johnson, Til. Michener 
Johnson, Ind. Miller 
Johnson, Luther A.Monkiewlcz 
Jones, Ohio Moser 
Jonkman Mott 
Kean Murdock, Utah 
Kilburn Murray 
Kinzer Norrell 
Kitchens O'Brien 
Knutson Oliver 

O'Neal 
Osm.ers 
Pearson 
Plumley 
Poage 
Polk 
Powers 
Randolph 
Reece, Tenn. 
Reed, Til. 
Reed, N. Y. 
Rees, Kans. 
Ricb 
Rodgers, Pa. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Routzahn 
Rutherford 
Sandager 
Schafer, Wis. 
Schifiler 
Secrest 
Seger 
Short 
Simpson 
Smith, Ohio 

NOT VOTING-93 

Alexander 
Anderson, Calif. 
Austin 
Barden, N. C. 
Barry 
Barton, N.Y. 
Bender 
Bland 
Boehne 
Bradley. Pa. 

·· Brewster 
Buck 
Buckley, N.Y. 
Bulwinkle 
Burdick 
Burgin 
Byron 
Caldwell 
Clark 
Connery 
Cooley 
Cox 
Culkin 
Cullen 

Darrow Kerr 
Dickstein Kilday 
Dies Kirwan 
Douglas Lemke 
Edelstein Lewis, Ohio 
Evans McArdle 
Faddis McCormack 
Fay McLean 
Folger Maas 
Gartner Mansfield 
Gavagan Mareantonto 
Green Marshall 
Hare Martin, Til. 
Harter, Ohio Martin, Mass. 
Hartley May 
Healey Merritt 
Hobbs Mitchell 
Jarman Myers 
Jeffries O'Day 
Kee O 'Toole 
Kennedy, Martin Pace 
Kennedy, Md. Pfeifer 
Kennedy, Michael Risk 
Keogh Robsion, Ky. 

So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
On this vote: 

South 
Springer 
Sumner, Ill. 
Sweet 
Taber 
Talle 
Terry 
Thtll 
Tibbott 
Tinkham 
Treadway 
VanZandt 
Vincent, Ky. 
Vorys, Ohio 
Vreeland 
Welch 
West 
Wigglesworth 
Williams, Del. 
W inter 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden, Pa. 
Wolverton, N. J. 
Woodruff, Mich. 
Youngdahl 

Rockefeller 
Sa bath 
Schaefer, m. 
Schuetz 
Seccombe 
Shafer, Mich. 
Shanley 
Sheridan 
Smith, Va. 
Starnes, Ala. 
Stearns, N. H. 
Sullivan 
Thomas, N.J. 
Thorkelson 
Wadsworth 
Wallgren 
Weaver 
Wheat 
White, Ohio 
Wood 
Woodrum, Va. 

Mr. Anderson of California (for) with Mr. Maas (against). 
Mr. Thorkelson (for) with Mr. Seccombe (against). 
Mr. Burdick (for) with Mr. Austin (against). 
Mr. Cooley (for) with Mr. Douglas (against). 
Mr. Fay (for) with Mz:. Thomas of New Jersey (against). 
Mr. Barden of North Carolina (for) with Mr. Gartner (against). 
Mr. Sulllvan (for) with Mr. Jeffries (against). 

General pairs: 
Mr. Woodrum of Virginia with Mr. Martin of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Starnes of Alabama with Mr. Barton of New York. 
Mr. Caldwell with Mr. Wadsworth. 
Mr. Dies with Mr. Bender. 
Mr. Folger with Mr. McLean. 
Mr. Weaver with Mr. Brewster. 
Mr. Hare with Mr. Lewis of Ohio. 
Mr. Hobbs with Mr. Culkin. 
Mr. Wood with Mr. Alexander. 
Mr. Jarman with Mr. Lemke. 
Mr. Kerr with Mr. Stearns of New Hampshire. 
Mr. Mansfield with Mr. Risk. 
Mr. Kilday with Mr. Darrow. 
Mr. Clark with Mr. White of Ohio. 
Mr. cox with Mr. Shafer of Michigan. 
Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Wheat. 
Mr. Cullen with Mr. Robsion of Kentucky. 
Mr. Bland with Mr. Marshall. 
Mr. McCormack with Mr. Hartley. 
Mr. Boehne with Mr. Marcantonio. 
Mr. Bradley of Pennsylvania with Mr. Shanley. 
Mr. Buck with Mr. Myers. 
Mr. Smith of Virginia with Mr. Evans. 
Mr. Kennedy of Maryland with Mr. Green. 
Mr. Buckley of New York with Mr. McArdle. 
Mr. Faddis with Mr. Schaefer of Tilinois. 
Mr. Kirwan with Mr. Byron. 
Mr. Merritt with Mr. Sheridan. 
Mr. Healey with Mr. Burgin. 
Mr. Schuetz with Mr. Harter of Ohio. 
Mr. Gavagan with Mr. Martin of Illinois. 
Mr. Pace with Mr. Barry. 
Mr. Pfeifer with Mr. Kee. 
Mr. May with Mr. Michael J. Kennedy. 
Mr. Martin J. Kennedy with Mr. Keogh. 
Mr. O'Toole with Mrs. O'Day. 
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Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point o! order 
that since this roll call was not an automatic roll call, as the 
result of the absence of a quorum, each Member who votes 
from now on must qualify. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair was about to qual
ify all Members who wish to vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

next amendment in disagreement. 
The Olerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 18: On page 45, line 15, after the "1040" in 

parenthesis, insert "including the development or purchase of elec
trical energy and the distribution and sale thereof." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House recede and concur in the Senate amendment with 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. JoHNSON of Oklahoma moves that the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18 and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
matter inserted by said amendment, insert the following: "includ
ing the purchase of electrical energy and the distribution and 
sale thereof." 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield to the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania. 
Mr. RICH. May I say that the committee did a good 

thing in cutting out the words "development or" which the 
Senate placed in this bill, but they did not go far enough 
because we are setting the Government up in another busi
ness, that of buying and selling electrical energy, and spend
ing $1,150,000 to do so. If you want to continue to make 
this a communistic government, of course, I cannot stop 
you. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
assure the House that no additional appropriation is in
volved in connection with this amendment. It simply per
mits the use of funds which would have been provided in 
any event. It will permit the sale of power purchased by 
the Bureau of Indian Affairs from the Reclamation Service, 
to towns and private business located adjacent to the Colo
rado River project in Arizona. It is my understanding that 
this is the most economical method of bringing power to 
this area, from the generating plant at Parker Dam. Only 
a small portion of the power will be sold, however, the 
greater portion being required for use on the project. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Oklahoma IMr. JoHNSONJ. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. JOHNSON) there were--ayes 106, noes 97. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I think we may as well record 
the Members on this question, and I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
. The question was taken; and there were--yeas 163, nays 

159, not voting 108, as follows: 

Allen, La. 
Anderson, Mo. 
Arnold 
Barnes 
Bates, Ky. 
Beam 
Beckworth 
Bloom 
Boland 
Brooks 
}3rown, Ga. 
Bryson 
Buckler, Minn. 
Burch 
Burdick 
.Byrne, N.Y. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Camp 
Cannon, Fla. 
Cannon, Mo. 
Carter 
Cart wright 
Celler 
Claypool 

[Roll No. 126] 

YEA&-163 
Cochran 
Coffee, Wash. 
Cole, Md. 
Collins 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cravens 
Creal 
Crosser 
Crowe 
Cummings 
Curtis 
D' Alesandro 
Davis 
Delaney 
Dempsey 
DeRouen 
Dickstein 
Ding ell 
Disney 
Dough ton 
Doxey 
Drewry 

Duncan 
Dunn 
Eberharter 
Elliott 
Engle bright 
Ferguson 
Fitzpatrick 
Flaherty 
Flannagan 
Ford, Leland M. 
Ford, Thomas F. 
Fries 
Fulmer 
Gathings 
Gearhart 
Gehrmann 
Geyer, calif. 
Gibbs 
Gore 
Gossett 
Grant. Ala. 
Gregory 
Grifil.th 
Harrington 

Havenner 
Hendricks 
Hill 
Hinshaw 
Hook 
Hull 
Hunter 
Izac 
Jacobsen 
Johnson, Luther A. 
Johnson, Lyndon 
Johnson, Okla. 
Jones, Tex. 
Kefauver 
Keller 
Kelly 
Kocialkowsk1 
Kramer 
Lea 
Leavy 
Lesinski 
Lewis, Colo. 
Lynch 
McAndrews 

Mcili!hee Oliver 
McKeough Patman 
McMillan, John L. Patrick 
Maciejewski Patton 
Magnuson Pearson 
Mahon _Peterson, Fla. 

1 
Maloney Pierce 
Massingale Rabaut 
Mills, Ark. Ramspeck 
Mills, La. Rankin 
Monroney Rayburn 
Mouton Richards 
Murdock, Ariz. Robertson 
Murdock, Utah Robinson, Utah 
Nelson Rogers, Okla. 
O'Connor Romjue 
O'Leary Sabath 

Sacks-
Sasscer 
Satterfield 
Scrugham 
Secrest 
Sheppard 
Smith, Conn. 
Smith, Til. 
Snyder 
Somers, N.Y. 
Sparkman 
Spence 
Steagall 
Sumners, Tex. 
Tarver 
Taylor 
Tenerowicz 

Terry 
Thomas, Tex. 
Thomason 
Tolan 
Vincent, Ky. 
Voorhis, Calif. 
Wallgren 
Walter 
Warren 
Welch 
West 
Whelchel 
White, Idaho 
Whittington 
Williams, Mo. 
Zimmerman 

Allen, ill. Gifford 
Allen, Pa. Gilchrist 
Andersen, H. Carl Gillie 
Andresen, A. H. Goodwin 
Andrews Graham 
Angell Grant, Ind. 

NAY&-159 
Kleberg 
Knutson 
Lambertson 
Landis 
Lanham 
Larrabee 

Robsion, Ky. 
Rodgers, Pa. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Routzohn 
Rutherford 
Sandager 
Schafer, Wis. 
Schifiler 
Schwert 

Arends Gross 
Ball Guyer, Kans. 
Bates, Mass. Gwynne 
Bell Hall, Edwin A. 
Blackney Hall, Leonard W. 
Bolles Halleck 
Bolton Hancock 
Boren Harness 
Bradley, Mich. Hart 
Brown, Ohio Harter, N.Y. 
Carlson Hawks 
Chapman Hennings 
Chiperfield Hess 
Church Hoffman 
Clason Holmes 
Clevenger Hope 
Coffee, Nebr. Horton 
Cole, N.Y. Houston 
Colmer Jarrett 
Corbett Jenkins, Ohio 
Crawford Jenks, N. H. 
Crowther Jennings 
Darden, Va. Jensen 
Dirksen Johns 
Dondero Johnson, Til. 
Dworshak Johnson, Ind. 
Eaton Johnson, W. Va. 
Edmiston Jones, Ohio 
Elston J onkman 
Engel Kean 
Fenton Keefe 
Gamble Kilburn 
Garrett Kinzer 
Gerlach Kitchens 

Luce 
Ludlow 
McDowell 
McGregor 
McLaughlin 
McLeod 
McMillan, Clara 
Marshall 
Martin, Iowa 
Mason 
May 
Michener 
Miller 
Monkiewicz 
Moser 
Matt 
Mundt 
Murray 
Norrell 
O'Brien 
O'Neal 
Pace 
Peterson, Ga. 
Pittenger 
Plumley 
Poage 
Polk 
Powers 
Randolph 
Reece, Tenn. 
Reed, Til. 
Reed,N. Y. 
Rees, Kans. 
Rich 

Seger 
Shannon 
Short 
Simpson 
Smith, Ohio 
Smith, w. va. 
South 
Springer 
Stefan 
Sumner,m. 
Sutphin 
Sweet 
Taber 
Talle 
Thill 
Tibbott 
Tinkham 
Treadway 
VanZandt 
Vorys, Ohio 
Vreeland 
Ward 
Wheat 
Wigglesworth 
Wllliams, Del. 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden, Pa. 
Wolverton, N.J. 
Woodruff, Mich. 
Youngdahl 

NOT VOTING-108 
Alexander 
Anderson, C8llf. 
Austin 
Barden, N.C. 
Barry 
Barton, N. Y. 
Bender 
Bland 
Boehne 
Boy kin 
Bradley, Pa. 
Brewster 
Buck 
Buckley, N.Y . 
Bulwinkle 
Burgin 
Byron 
Caldwell 
Case, s. Dak. 
Casey, Mass. 
Clark 
Cluett 
Connery 
Cooley 
Cox 
Culkin 
Cullen 

Darrow 
Dies 
Ditter 
Douglas 
Durham 
Edelstein 
Ellis 
Evans 
Faddis 
Fay 
Fernandez 

. Fish 
Flannery 
Folger 
Ford. Miss. 
Gartner 
Gavagan 
Green 
Hare 
Harter, Ohio 
Hartley 
Healey 
Hobbs 
Jarrna.n _ 
Jeffries 
Kee 
Kennedy, Martin 

Kennedy, Md. Parsons 
Kennedy, Michael Pfeifer 
Keogh R isk 
Kerr Rockefeller 
K ilday Ryan 
Kirwan Schaefer, ID. 
Kunkel Schuetz 
LeCompte Schulte 
Lemke Seccombe 
Lewis, Ohio Shafer, Mich. 
McArdle Shanley 
McCormack Sheridan 
McGranery Smith, Va. 
McLean Smith, Wash. 
Maas Starnes , Ala. 
Mansfield Stearns, N. H. 
Marcantonio Sullivan 
Martin, Ill. Sweeney 
Martin, Mass. Thomas, N .. J. 
Merritt Thorkelson 
Mitchell Vinson, Ga. 
Myers Wadsworth 
Nichols Weaver 
Norton White, Ohio 
O'Day Winter 
Osmers Wood 
O'Toole Woodrum, Va. 

So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
General pairs : 

Mr. Woodrum of Virginia with Mr. Ma.rtin of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Starnes of Alabama with Mr. Barton of New York. 
Mr. Caldwell with Mr. Wadsworth. 
Mr. Dies with Mr. Bender. 
Mr. Folger with Mr. McLean. 
Mr. Weaver with Mr. Brewster. 
Mr. Hare with Mr. Lewis of Ohio. 
Mr. Hobbs with Mr. Culkin. 
Mr. Wood with Mr. Alexander. 
Mr. Jarman with Mr. Lemke. 
Mr. Kerr with Mr. Stearns of New Hampshire. 
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Mr. Mansfield with Mr. Risk. 
Mr. Kilday with Mr. Darrow. 
Mr. Clark with Mr. White of Ohio. 
Mr. Cox with Mr. Shafer of Michigan. 
Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. LeCompte. 
Mr. Cullen with Mr. Hartley. 
Mr. Parsons with Mr. Marcantonio. 
Mr. Sullivan with Mr. J effries. 
Mr. Barden of North Carolina with Mr. Gartner. 
Mr. Fay with Mr. Thomas of New Jersey. 
Mr. Cooley with Mr. Douglas. 
Mr. Bland with Mr. Anderson of California. 
Mr. O'Toole with Mr. Seccombe. 
Mrs. O'Day with Mr. Kunkel. 
Mr. Keogh with Mr. Fish. 
Mr. Martin J. Kennedy with Mr. Ditter. 
Mr. Vinson of Georgia with Mr. Austin. 
Mr. Ford of Mississippi with Mr. Winter. 
Mr. Michael J. Kennedy with Mr. Rockefeller. 
Mr. Fernandez with Mr. Maas. 
Mr. Gavagan with Mr. Osmers. 
Mr. Durham with Mr. Case of South Dakota. 
Mr. Pfeifer with Mr. Thorkelson. 
Mr. Boykin with Mr. Cluett. 
Mr. Boehne with Mr. Merritt. 
Mr. McCormack with Mr. Ellis. 
Mr. Kee with Mr. Sweeney. 
Mr. Sheridan with Mr. Kirwan. 
Mr. Smith of Virginia with Mr. Bradley of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Martin of TIUnois with Mr. Barry. 
Mr. Buck with Mrs. Norton. 
Mr. Schuetz with Mr. Casey of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Kennedy of Maryland with Mr. Green. 
Mr. Flannery with Mr. Myers. 
Mr. Schaefer of Tilinois with Mr. Byron. 
Mr. Buckley of New York with Mr. McArdle. 
Mr. Faddis with Mr. Shanley. 
Mr. Smith of Washington with Mr. Evans. 
Mr. Harter of Ohio with Mr. Burgin. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL, 1941 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend
ment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 33: Page 62, line 11, strike out "$72,100" and 

insert "$78,100." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House recede and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend

ment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 34: Page 62, after line 18, insert "Provided, 

That for the fiscal year 1939 and thereafter not to exceed $6,000 
shall be available annually from the funds of the Menominee 
Indians for the payment of salaries and expenses of the chairman, 
secretary, and interpreters of the Menominee general council _and 
members of the· Menominee Advisory Council and tribal delegates 
when engaged on business of the tribe at rates to be determined 
by the Menominee general council and approved by the Com
missioner of Indian Affairs." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House recede and concur in the Senate amendment with 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. JoHNSON of Oklahoma moves that the House recede from Its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate No. 34, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: 
"Provided, That not to exceed $6,000 shall be available from the 
funds of the Menominee Indians for the payment of salaries and 
expenses of the chairman, secretary, and interpreters of the 
Menominee general council, and members of the Menominee 
Advisory Council and tribal delegates when engaged on business 
of the tribe at rates to be determined by the Menominee general 
council and approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk Will report the next amend

ment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 35: Page 63, line 3, strike out "$521,126" 

and insert "$529,126." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House recede and concur. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend

ment in disagreement. 
LXXXVI--437 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 37: On page 68, after line 14, insert: 
"Alaska: Day-school facilities and quarters, $20,000." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House recede and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend

ment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 47: On page 70, after line 16, insert "and in 

addition thereto the Secretary of the Interior may incur obliga
tions and enter into a contract or contracts not exceeding the 
total amount of $895,000, and his action in so doing shall be 
deemed a contractual obligation of the Federal Government for 
the payment of the cost thereof, and appropriations hereafter 
made for continuing construction of the project shall be avail
able for. the purpose of discharging the obligation or obligations 
so created: Provided.'' 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma .. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House recede and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will· report the next amend

ment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No . 50: Page 71, line 19, strike out "$916,000" and in

sert "$1,229,000." 

Mr. JOilNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House recede and concur in the amendment, with an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. JoHNSON of Oklahoma moves that the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate No. 50, and agree to 
the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro
posed, insert "$1,223,000." 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend

ment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 51: On page 71, in line 20, insert "and to remain 

available until completion of the projects when the unobligated 
balances shall revert to the general fund of the Treasury: Provided." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House recede and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend

ment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 59: Page 84, after line 11, insert: "Klamath 

project, Oregon-California, $200,000." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent that amendments Nos. 59 and 60 be considered 
tdgether. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the . 
gentleman from Oklahoma? 

There was .no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 60: Page 84, at the end of line 12, insert a colon 

and the following: "Provided, That expenditures from this appro
priation and from any other appropriation for the construction of 
the Modoc Unit shall be reimbursed from net revenues hereafter 
received from the lease of grazl.ng and farming lands within the 
Tule Lake Division, notwithstanding the provisions of subsection I 
of section 4 of the act of December 5, 1924 (43 Stat. 703; 43 U. S.C. 
373a) ." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House recede and concur in Senate amendments Nos. 59 
and 60. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment 

in disagreement. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent that amendments Nos. 63 and 64 be considered 
as one. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk Will report the amendments 

Nos. 63 and 64. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 63: Page 85, at the end of line 18, strike out "$7,-

197,000" and insert "$8,772,000." 
Amendment No. 64: Page 86, at the end of line 7, strike out 

"$8,099,600" and insert "$9,674,600." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I move that 
the House recede and concur in amendments numbered 63 and 
64 with amendments, which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motions. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 63: Mr. JoHNSON of Oklahoma moves that the 

House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate 
numbered 63 and agree to the same with an amendment as fol
lows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$8,472,000." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the motion. 
The motion was agreed to. · 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. JoHNSON of Oklahoma moves that the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64 and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert "$9,374~600." 

The SPEAKER. Without objection the motion will be 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, that is all for 

today. 
The SPEAKER. The conference report will go·over as the 

unfinished business. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mrs. 
NoRTON for tomorrow, Tuesday, on account of official business. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. HOUSTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MALONEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. SPeaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to extend my remarks and to include an address which I 
delivered at the National Aviation Forum. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

THE TRUTH ABOUT OUR PATENT SYSTEM 
Mr. KRAMER. l.\4r. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

address the House for 1 minute and to extend my remarks in 
the RECORD at this point. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

• 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Speaker, there appeared in the Ap
pendix of the RECORD, page 3181, as part of remarks by the 
gentleman from California, Hon. JoHN Z. ANDERSON, an 
article by Mr. Frank C. Waldrop, originally published in the 
Washington Times-Herald of May 20, 1940. The article was 
entitled "A Hiding Place for the 'Fifth Column'-Nazi Use 
Our Patent System To Sabotage Us." 

The author of this screed was obviously either ignorant 
or disregardful of facts which are easily obtainable either 
from those administering the patent system or from the offi
cials of the Department of War and the Department of the 
Navy. Even the statutes of the United States would have 
supplied the facts if the writer had not seemingly been more 
eager to have a dramatic "story" than a correct one. 

It must appear strange to any reader of this effusion that 
it bears no evidence of the writer's quest for information 
from the Commissioner of Patents or from any representa
tive of the departments having the gravest concern and the 
most intimate familiarity with the problems of our national 
defense. They have expressed no fear that the patent sys
tem is lending itself to sabotage by alien governments or 
treacherous groups in this country. I do not know whether 
Mr. Waldrop's column in the _Times-Herald is the "fifth'' o;r 

some other, but I am quite certain that it is, in this instance, 
the last in point of factual reliability. Let us turn to official 
and dependable sources for the truth, and here is what we 
:find: 

First, the patents covering inventions belonging to the 
Army and the Navy are held in complete secrecy. 

Second, not only the Army and the Navy but also other 
agencies of our Government benefit by the patenting, and 
therefore the disclosure, of foreign inventors in the United 
States. 

Let me particularize not simply for the benefit of Mr. 
Waldrop but still more for the removal of whatever false im
pressions he has left upon the minds of his readers, including 
those who have read his article. · 

Mr. Waldrop has indicated that the American patent sys
tem is a convenience for the secret agents of foreign gov
ernments which would weaken or prevent our defenses against 
an enemy in time of war. The very reverse is the case. When 
patent applications are :filed complete details are known in 
the United States Patent Office, and as soon as the patent is 
granted full knowledge is available to the general pubiic. 
Consequently a patent is the last· place in which to hide any
thing, since in its very nature a patent is a public document. 
When foreigners obtain patents in the United States they 
must reveal the purpose and the methods of construction of 
the inventions for which they seek this protection. In par
ticular, with respect to patents relating to the national de
fense, the United States Government is immediately made 
aware of the details of the foreign inventions. It is not, 
therefore, the inventions that are patented in the United 
States that need be feared, but those which are not patented 
here, for the details of these are withheld from our officials 
and citizens. Hence the securing of patents assures the reve
lation, not the concealment, of the secrets of foreign countries. 

It is further asserted that American patents are used to 
block off and harass American rearmament. This statement 
can only have been made in complete ignorance of the law 
which relates to the use of inventions by the United States 
Government. An act of Congress passed June 25, 1910, and 
amended July 1, 1918 (36 Stat. U. S. C., title 35, sec. 68), pro
vides that-

Whenever an invention described in and covered by a patent of 
the United States shall hereafter be used or manufactured by or 
for the United States without license of the owner thereof or 
lawful right to use or manufacture the same, such owner's rem
edy shall be by suit against the United States in the Court of 
Claims for the recovery of his reasonable and entire compensation 
for such use and manufacture. 

And contains also the provision: 
That in any such suit the United States may avail itself of any 

and all defenses, general or special, that might be pleaded by a 
defendant in an action for infringement, as set forth in title 60 of 
the Revised Statutes or otherwise. 

By virtue of this law the United States Government may 
use any patented invention in furtherance of the national de
fense or other governmental activity. Not only can the Gov
ernment use the invention itself without being hindered by 
the patentee but also manufacturers engaged to make devices 
for the United States Government are saved from suit by 
the :t:atentee. 

In other words, the Government may freely use these in
ventions relating to national defense. The patentee, of 
course, is not left completely without redress. By subsequent 
application to the Court of Claims the reasonable compen
sation for the use by the Government is determined, but this 
application does not interfere in any way with the armament 
or defense of the country. Accordingly, it may be pointed 
out that the actual situation is exactly the opposite from 
that indicated by the article. Inventions which are patented 
in this country are completely public, and the Government is 
not precluded in any manner from makirig a full use of any 
of these inventions. Inventigns relating to armaments which 
are not patented in this country may never become known 
here, and it is of these, therefore, that the United States 
could have no use or benefit. 

There have been no complaints by American manufacturers 
that they are hampered by foreign patents. Thus far foreign 
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patentees have been particularly anxious to have their inven
tions manufactured in this country, for ours is the most 
profitable market for them. Not only has there been no com
plaint on this score, but measures which were designed to 
meet a supposed evil were opposed by American manufac
turers. 

If the United States should become involved in war, there 
is an act of Congress which would empower the Government 
to prevent the patenting-and by that process the disclosure
of inventions that might be useful to the enemy. And, of 
course, the invention could be used by the United States for 
its own purposes. Our experience in the World War demon
strated that the grant of patents of military and naval value 
1n the years preceding 1917 redounded to the advantage of 
this country. Thousands of German patents were seized and 
proved of great utility to the Government and the industries 
supplying its needs. · 

The facts here presented negative fears and particularly 
contradict loose assertions that this country is endangered by 
the grant of patents to Germans or other foreigners, or that 
individuals or "captive American firms" can prevent our 
employment of these alien inventions for our own defense. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in reference to a Pulitzer prize. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HENNINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD and to include an editorial 
from the St. Louis Post-Dispatch on This Land of Liberty. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. VAN ZA.NDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to extend my remarks and include a letter~ 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks and include an editorial. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection.· 
Mr. GWYNNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks and to include a certain statement. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to extend my remarks and include an address delivered by 
my colleague, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. VoRYS]. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks and to include a discussion of Champoeg, 
Oreg. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. Under special order of the House the gen

tleman from Tevs [Mr. PATMAN] is recognized for 1 hour. 
"FIFTH COLUMN" ACTIVITIES 

Mr. PATMAN. Mr. Speaker, as sincerely as I know how, 
I want to put before the Congress of the United States cer
tain facts and information which are of vital concern to our 
Government and therefore to the people of our great Nation. 

In these trying days the future of not only Europe's democ
racy but perhaps our own American democracy is at stake. 
THE AMERICAN CITIZEN WHO RODE FIRST HITLER TROJAN HORSE INTO 

OUR COUNTRY SHOULD BE INVESTIGATED IMMEDIATELY 

We have every reason to believe that Adolf Hitler and 
his bloody legions of nazi-ism are looking toward this con
tinent as their next move of conquest. 

Therefore it becomes increasingly important to the welfare 
of our Nation that we profit from the mistakes made by the 
European democracies-mistakes which apparently have made 
Hitler the virtual ruler of Europe today. 

And the greatest mistake made by the democratic Allies 
was the mistake of allowing Hitler's "fifth column"-his prop-

aganda agents-to steal into the democracies and secretly and 
dastardly prepare that nation to be delivered to Hitler. 

That must not happen in America. But it can happen. 
"FIFTH COLUMN" 

When the Fascists were approaching Madrid, Spain, in the 
war in 1936, a general said, "We have four columns of soldiers 
approaching Madrid and the 'fifth column' will rise up from 
within Madrid to help us." That is where the phrase "fifth 
column" came from. A report coming to America from one 
who resides in Holland is to the effect that for months preced
ing the time that Germany invaded Holland and Belgium 
large posters advertising a brand of coffee were placed all over 
these two countries on billboards, houses, barns, and other 
places where such advertising is usually placed. When the 
parachutists arrived and landed, the first thing they did was 
to go to the nearest coffee sign. When the advertisement was 
taken down by the German parachutists, on the back of lt 
there was a diagram and map which showed exactly the loca
tion of the nearest German sympathizer. Names and ad
dresses were given on the backs of these posters. In that way 
the German soldiers were greatly assisted, and from the 
homes of these sympathizers they were able to organize them
selves, along with others, and destroy the telephone, tele
graph, radio, and other means of communication, the trans
portation system, shoot the local policemen in the backs, 
and do other things calculated to cause consternation and 
disorganization which would allow the German troops to 
come in and take charge of the country easily. Hitler has 
always boasted that . he would take charge of the world by 
stealth and intrigue; that he would have plenty of support 
in each country before going into that country. 

This Trojan-horse policy was adopted at the Seventh Con
gress of the Communist International held in Moscow. It was 
described by George Dimitrov in an address to the congress on 
August 20, 1935, in the following language: 

Comrades, you remember the ancient tale of the capture of Troy. 
Troy was inaccessible to the armies attacking her, thanks to her 
impregnable walls; and the attacking army, after suffering many 
sacrifices, was unable to achieve victory until with the aid of the 
famous Trojan horse it managed to penetrate to the very heart of 
the enemies' camp. We revolutionary workers, it appears to me, 
should not be shy about using the same tactics. 

Years ago Adolf Hitler described in detail this new and 
diabolical method of destroying the governments and liberties 
of other countries. I ask you to ponder his words: 

When I wage war, troops will suddenly appear. • • • They 
will march through the streets in broad daylight. • • • No one 
will stop them. Everything has been thought out to the last detail. 
They will march to the headquarters of the general staff. • • • 
The confusion will be beyond belief. But I shall long have had rela
tions with the men who will form a new government-a government 
to suit me . . We will find such men; we shall find them in every 
country; we shall not need to bribe them. They will come of their 
own accord. Ambition and delusion, party squabbles, and self
seeking arrogance will drive them. • • • Our strategy is to de
stroy the enemy from within, to conquer him through himself. 

The program was outlined by the President last night in a 
fireside talk ominous with warning that we must deal vigor
ously with "spies, saboteurs, and traitors." 

The "fifth column," the Trojan horse, is no idle dream, Mr. 
Roosevelt said. 

New forces are being unleashed

Ran the warning-
deliberately planned propaganda to divide and weaken . us in the 
face of danger as other nations have been weakened before. 

He repeated that "our own American Hemisphere is threat
ened by forces of destruction." 

ENEMIES WITHIN COUNTRY GREATEST MENACE 

The experiences in the different countries of the world have 
demonstrated that the enemies within a country constitute 
the country's greatest menace. Treason from within rather 
than invasion from without has been the cause of the col
lapse of many democratic governments in recent weeks by 
totalitarian assaults. No leaders on earth have ever demon
strated the ability to perfect Trojan-horse tactics as well as 
Stalin and Hitler. 

It was impossible for Austria, czechoslovakia, Poland, Fin
land, and Holland to offer any serious resistance to foreign 
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invasion because of the Ttojan-horse minorities within the 
countries. 

One million five hundred thousand citizens and nonciti
zens residing in Czechoslovakia were permitted by the Gov
ernment to form a Nazi organization. This organization 
assisted in the downfall of Czechoslovakia just as much so or 
more so than from the invasion from Without. The leader of 
this organization was Comrade Henlein, who was known to 
be a traitor to his own country and an agent of Adolf Hitler. 

When this movement was first formed in Czechoslovakia a 
few of the wise and patriotic statesmen of that Republic 
warned the people that this movement was disloyal to Czecho
slovakia and that Henlein was contemplating the betrayal of 
his country. These men had vision, and if the people and 
the Government of Czechoslovakia had acted upon this advice 
possibly the country would have been saved. 

I doubt that the people here in the United States realize the 
important part play~d by this Nazi organization in the easy 
conquest of Czechoslovakia by the Nazi legions. The fact is 
that this treasonable organization delivered the Republic of 
Czechoslovakia into the hands of Hitler. 

Poland is another sad example of what happens to a coun
try that has so many enemies within its own ranks. After 
Poland surrendered Hitler admitted in a public statement that 
he knew the military plans of the Polish high command 6 
weeks before he gave the order to invade Poland. 

Holland is the most recent example of "fifth column" btrat
egy. The Nazi organization had a membership of more than 
-60,000 citizens· and noncitizens of Holland who cooperated 
with the German Government in the conquest of that great 
country. 

H~ CAME INTO POWER IN 1933 

. January 30, 1933, Hitler came into power in Germany. 
There was an immediate influx .of more money, more litera
ture, and more manpower into American propaganda chan
nels. The Nazi zealots in America, who up to that time had 
been Fascists among themselves, were now given extensive 
instruction in the party's principle of leadership. 

VIERECK, BYOIR, AND OTHER HITLER ASSOCIATES 

George Sylvester Viereck had always been very sympathetic 
to Germany. He and Carl Byoir are the real brain trust of 
Nazi propaganda in America. It is Viereck who had always 
sent an indignant letter of protest to the editor whenever 
an American publication criticized Hitler or the Nazis. 
Viereck is the man who has censored all the Nazi publicity 
material in this country along with Carl Byoir of Carl Byoir 
and Associates, 10 East Fortieth Street, New York City. 

Viereck and Carl Byoir and the partners of Carl Byoir 
have made frequent trips to Europe and to Germany since 
Hitler came into .power January 30, 1933. 

It has been the policy of the Nazis to ostensibly dissolve 
all links between Nazi groups here and the German Govern
ment if American public opinion seemed to be turning hostile. 

Sworn testimony before a congressional committee discloses 
that soon after Hitler came into power in Germany, Carl 
Byoir and Associates became greatly interested in helping to 
sell Hitler and the Nazi Party to the people in America. I 
charge now, and do not think for a moment that it cannot 
be backed up with sufficient proof, that Carl Byoir and Asso
ciates commenced to represent Nazi Germany soon after 
Hitler came into power. The first payment was $4,000 in 
cash from the German consul of New York to Carl Byoir. 
After that he was paid $2,000 and $3,000 a month, .and on 

• October 1, 1933, he was given a contract signed by German 
interests which was approved by the Nazi Germany's Min
ister of Propaganda, which gave Carl Byoir $6,000 a month to 
assist in spreading German propaganda in America. This 
was the first contract of its kind ever entered into by any 
German interests for that purpose which was approved by 
the Minister of Propaganda in Germany. 

George Sylvester Viereck was a partner in Carl Byoir and 
Associates' firm and received a part of the profits of Carl 
Byoir and Associates. Therefore the real name at that time 
should have been Viereck, Byoir, and other Hitler associates. 

In June 1933 the German con~u,l reported to American and 
German big-business interests that he had made such heavy 

·expenditures in connection with propagandizing this country 
with Nazi ideas that it was necessary for big interests in 
America to make contributions to a fund to help him in this 
work. 

Doubtless he realized the importance of having big-busi
ness connections to carry out his purpose. He probably had 
in mind at that time. placing spies in different sections of the 
Nation to assist Hitler at the proper time. 

During Byoir's activity at the beginning of the propaganda 
campaign for Hitler, the large steamship lines owned by 
Germany cooperated 100 percent with Byoir. There is testi
·mony to show that through this shipping interest Hitler 
agents went back and forth from the United States to Ger.:. 
many at will without registering; that they were often 
brought into this country on ships and put off on the side 
of the vessel in New York ports and permitted to go about 
any place they pleased in this country without any kind of 
record of their entry being made. 

During this time Byoir was to build sentiment in this 
country for Hitler. He sent out literature dealing With the 
church and state and every other kind of literature that was 
calculated to help build up Hitler. During the beginning of 
the propaganda campaign, soon after Hitler came into power 
on January 30, 1933, many different organizations sprang 
up in this country. One of the first was the Friends of New 
Germany. · It was then discovered that many good, loyal 
Germans in this country were not enthusiastic about the new 
Germany, so in order to induce them to become affiliated 
With something that Hitler was sponsoring, the Friends of 
Germany was organized. In addition, the National Socialistic 
Labor Party, the Nazi ·Party, the National Socialistic German 
Party, the Steel Helmets, the bunds of the Friends of New 
Germany, the Storm Troops of Germany, the Teutonians, 
the German Flyers' League, the German War Veterans; and 
many other different organizations With appealing names 
were started throughout the country in the different cities. 

There is testimony to disclose that the ·object of the meet
ings was to distribute literature, drill with rifles, wear. Nazi 
uniforms, and practice the German salute, "Heil Hitler." 

Party leaders of these groups in the United States had to 
have the approval of the party leaders in Germany. The 
uniforms used at many of these meetings were the same as 
the uniforms used by the storm troops in Germany. The 
German Fliers' League taught their members how to operate 
and fly an airplane. 

Byoir established an office in Berlin and had bales of 
propaganda literature prepared and sent to this country to 
be distributed here. Some of it was seized in the ports at 
New York. 

Every ship coming to this country that was owned by 
German interests had a Nazi leader on board. 

Many of the members of these German groups were also 
members of the New York National Guard. 

I do not believe there is any doubt about it that Carl Byoir 
was hired to establish here in the United States the greatest 
espionage and spy system ever organized on the face of the 
earth. 

In other words, Carl Byoi.r rode into this-country Hitler's 
Trojan horse. 

This is very important and highly significant in view of Carl 
Byoir's connection With the biggest interests in this Nation. 
In a speech in Rye, N. Y., in 1938, Carl Byoir stated that 
he represented American industrial concerns with assets of 
fourteen and one-half billion dollars. That means that Carl 
Byoir occupies a strategic position in business and indus
trial organizations that employ from 5,000,000 to 7,000,000 
men and women in every State, county, city, and community 
in America. 

F0urteen and one-half billion dollars is equal to 145 con
cerns the size of the Atlantic and Pacific Tea Co. that is 
owned by the Hartford Brothers, has about 15,000 stores, and 
is represented by Carl Byoir. Anyone who has followed the 
trend of monopoly knows that the public-relations man of. 
any concern practically dictates the employment policies of 
the concern he represents. 
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Think about what a wonderful opportunity Carl Byoir has 

had over these years to place into different positions all over 
our Nation German spies and sympathizers. 
BYOIR, WHO PIONEERED HITLER PROPAGANDA, SHOULD BE INVESTIGATED 

I wonder to what extent he has used that power and to 
what extent it has been abused. I believe that since he 
pioneered the Hitler movement in this country, that an 
investigation should be made immediately to determine the 
interests he represents, the employment policies of these 
different interests, and whether or not he has used his posi
tion to place stooges, spies, and sympathizers of Nazi Ger
many in ditierent sections of our country for the purpose of 
being used as a "fifth column" when Hitler believes the time 
i.s :cipe. 

Now is no time to trust aliens or alien influences in a na-
tional-defense program. 

It will be a matter of great concern to the American people 
to know how many Nazi "fifth column" agents Byoir has 
caused to come into this country, and after spending a little 
training period in New York, have been sent into the interior 
of the United States to work for some concern whose em
ploym·ent policies were largely controlled by Carl Byoir. 

Look at Norway, Denmark, Poland, and other countries 
where German troops were greatly aided by just such stooges 
as have been brought into this country since Carl Byoir 
commenced representing Hitler. 

It has been thought for some time that many men with 
wealth in New York City have been in sympathy with Hitler 
and have been cooperating with him. I wonder how many of 
these men are represented by Carl Byoir. 

Mr. VOORIDS of California. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. PATMAN. I yield for a question. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Can the gentleman tell us 

what position Mr. Byoir now holds? 
Mr. PATMAN. I will state to the gentleml\n, who is a 

member of the Dies committee, that Byoir holds the position 
of public-relations counsel for large industrial and business 
concerns with a capitalization of $14,500,000,000. 
SAME ROOF OVER BYOIR OFFICES ALSO OVER NAZI GERMAN PROPAGANDA 

. OFFICES 

I call to your attention Walter Winchell's column of 
today's newspapers. He exposes a most significant fact: 

[From New York Dally Mirror] 
If you want a real burner-upper, then see pages 6113-6114 of the 

Tuesday, May 14, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. Congressman DICKSTEIN, 
of New York, alleged that a front for Hitler's "fifth columnaziS" over 
here is the bOard of trade for German-American Commerce, Inc. 
The president of this board, says the Congressman, is Dr. Robert 
Reiner, of Robert Reiner, Inc. The executive work is done by Albert 
Degener, ex-office boy with the outfit. Degener, who has resided 
in the United States for 15 years, has never thought it necessary 
to become an American citizen. * * * The address of the 
G-A Commerce, Inc., and Degener is 10 East Fortieth. 

You notice the address for this alleged Hitler American 
"fifth column" organization is 10 East Fortieth Street, New 
York. That, I tell you, is the same address of the Carl 
Byoir & Associates offices. 

Is that not significant? Do you think it is mere chance 
that this Hitler German commerce association "stooge" is 
in the same building as Carl Byoir & Associates? 

That is the same method employed by Carl Byoir to secretly 
handle his other propaganda clients. The Chinese Relief 
Organization-which he handled-used the same address. 

You will notice that many of the consumer organizations 
are headquartered at 10 East Fortieth Street; also the Busi
ness Organization, Inc., which occupy one whole floor. 

The Emergency Consumer Taxpayer's Association, another 
one of Byoir's propaganda outfits gave a 10 East Fortieth 
Street, New York, address as official headquarters. 

I am told that most of these dummy organizations have 
their mail delivered directly to Carl Byoir & Associates. 

Yes-bit by bit-with the patriotic help of real Americans 
like Walter Winchell, the true story of Carl Byoir & Asso
ciate:; begins to unfold. 

And I say to you, it is time ·that our Department of Justice 
and the Dies Un-American Activities Committee dig out the 
rest of the story. They will have my cooperation. 

ORGANIZE HOME GUARDS 

The time has arrived when we should have home guards 
for American defense for every county in the United States. 
We must remain on the alert. Every alien enemy should be 
deported at once, and if they cannot be deported, all aliens 
that are operating against the country's interests that are 
not subject to punishment should be placed in concentra
tion camps and kept there until the emergency iS over. Per
sons who have sold out to a foreign power and are work
ing against our country's interest should be severely dealt 
with. Now is no time to use a velvet hammer on unpatriotic 
aliens and disloyal Americans. [Applause.] 
INTERVENTION BY STATES IN CERTAIN CASES INVOLVING VALIDITY 

OF THE EXERCISE OF ANY POWER BY THE UNITED STATES 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re
port on the bill (H. R. 7737) to amend the Judicial Code by 
adding a new section thereto, designated as section 266a, to 
provide for intervention by States in certain cases involving 
the validity of the exercise of any power by the United States, 
or any agency thereof, or any officer or employee thereof, 
and for other purposes, and move its adoption. 

The Clerk read the conference report. 
The conference report and statement are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT 
The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 

Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7737) to 
amend the Judicial Code by adding a new section thereto, desig
nated as section 266a, to provide for intervention by States in cer
tain cases involving the validity of the exercise of any power by the 
United States, or any agency thereof, or any officer or employee 
thereof, and for other purposes, having met, after full and free 
conference, have agreed to recOlilmend and do recommend to their 
respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered (2). · 
Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its dis

agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1 and 
agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: Restore th~ lan
guage stricken out by the said amendment, and on page 1, lines 
6 and 7, strike out the words "the exercise of any power" and 
insert in lieu thereof the words "any power or its exercise"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

HATTON SUMNERS, 
FRANCIS E. WALTER, 
u. s. GUYER, 
DAVE E. SATTERFIELD, JR., 
JoHN W. GWYNNE, 

Managers on th~ part of the House. 
JNO. E. MP....LER, 
JOHN A. DANAHER, 
ALBERT B. CHANDLER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 
The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the 

disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
S<>nate to the bill (H. R. 7737) to amend the Judicial Code by adding 
a new section thereto, designated as section 266a, to provide for 
intervention by States in certain cases involving the validity of the 
exercise of any power by the United States, or any agency thereof, 
or any officer or employee thereof, and for other purposes, submit 
the following explanation of the effect of the action agreed upon in 
conference, and recommended in the accompanying conference 
report. 

The Senate amendment No. 1 proposed to strike out the words 
"by any State", on page 2, lines 1 and 2, of the bill. The House 
recedes from its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate, 
No. 1, and agrees to the same with an amendment, as follows: Re
store the language stricken out by the said amendment, and on page 
1. lines 6 and 7, strike out the words "the exercise of any power" and 
insert in lieu thereof the words "any power or its exercise." This 
amendment is clarifying and improves the language of the bill; and 
the Senate agrees to the same. 

The Senate amendment No. 2 proposed to strike but the words 
"such State", on page 2, line 2, and insert "the State in which the 
cause is being heard." This amendment would have limited the 
bill to where the validity of the power exercised by the United States, 
.or any agency, officer, or employee is drawn in question and the de
termination of such question involves any conflict with the exercise 
o! any governmental power of the State in which the 12ause is being 
heard, whereas the bill as it passed the House provided that such 
question involves any confiict with the exercise by any State of any 
governmental power of such State. The Senate recedes from this 
amendment. 

HATTON SuMNE:lS, 
U. S. GUYER, 
JoHN W . GWYNNE, 
FRANCIS E. WALTER, 
DAVE E. SATTERFIEI..t', JR., 

Managers on the part of the House. 
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Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, we have only a handful 

of Members ·present and I doubt the advisability of taking 
up any such legislation at this hour. 

Mr. GWYNNE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 
Mr. GWYNNE. This is a conference report that was 

agreed to unanimously. The bill was reported by the Judi
ciary Committee unanimously and it is very desirable legis
lation. I see no . reason why this conference report should 
not be agreed to at this time. 

Mr. WOLCO'IT. · It passed on the Unanimous Consent 
Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan

imous consent to proceed for 2 minutes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 

request of the gentleman from California [Mr. VooRHIS]? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. Speaker, I want to ac

knowledge my debt to the gentleman from Texas 'for a very 
important and startling speech which he has just made, and 
to pledge to him and others my own earnest effort to follow 
up the material which he has given to us. If we are to keep 
ahead of any "fifth column" elements in this country, we 
have got to look into high places, as well as lowly ones, in the 
economic scale of the country. 

I also want to say a word about the remarks made by the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MASoN] today. I may say, in
cidentally, that I have already spoken to him, and I have 
told him what I was going to say. I have a sincere regard 
for the gentleman from Illinois, and I believe he wants to be 
fair. He said -something today, however, about an employee 
of the National Youth Administration, and in his speech men
tioned certain charges against that employee. The man's 
name is Mandell. 

I have in my hand the report of a committee which made 
a thorough investigation of this man, among others, in con
nection with the work of the National Youth Administration. 
This committee consisted of Monsignor Thomas J. O'Dwyer, 
general director of the- Catholic Welfare Bureau of Los 
Angeles; Dr. Remsen D. Bird, president of Occidental College; 
and Mr. George C. Mann, and the findings of this committee, 
signed by the three members, are as follows: 

It is our opinion that all charges of subversive activity and 
Communist connection are not supported by any evidence which 
has been before us. On the contrary, we are impressed with the 
sincere character and devotion to the work of the Youth Adminis
tration upon the part · of those who have been before us for this 
hearing. 

That it is important a statement should be made by the 
National Youth Administration to its employed group is very un
wise for private materials to be intermingled with public materials 
in such a fashion that there can be the kind of charge which 
we have reviewed in reference to the use of public materials 
for nonprofit, private agencies. 

We express to the National Youth Administration our sincere 
interest in every effort that may be made through this arm of 
the Government to aid the young ·people of our country in their 
development in personal usefulness and valuable citizenship. 

• • • • • • * 
It is our further observation, as we review the hearing and the 

matters before us, that this unpleasant situation has some con
nection with fractional disputes within tb,e young democratic 
leadership in this State. We regret exceedingly that this condi
tion has certainly, to some extent, added to the problems in 
personnel and other problems of the National Youth Administra
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me it is unfair and unjust where 
a man has been cleared in this manner by a committee, 
which no one can question, to bring up his name again 
and make charges against him, without any hearing what
soever. I am as much in earnest as anyone about finding 
out the truth with regard to any subversive activities and 
I think I have proved my readiness to arrive at a conclu
sion on the basis of competent evidence. But here is a case 
where all the evidence I have seen is on the other side and 

I do not want unfairness and injustice to be done. It seems 
to me under these circumstances that this finding should be 
in the RECORD, and that is the reason I have spoken as l 
have this afternoon. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that on tomorrow, after the disposition of matters on the 
Speaker's table and at the conclusion of any orders hereto
fore entered, I may be permitted to address the House for 
15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. DINGELL]? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a previous special 

order, the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. GRIFFITH] is recog
nized for 5 minutes. 

SPECIAL ORDER 
Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I want to go on record as 

opposing the resolution to continue in effect the Sugar Act 
of-1937, which will expire at the end of-this year. The present 
law could be made acceptable to the Louisiana sugar produc
ers, but it would have to be amended so as to give an ade
quate guota and to remove restrictions and controls which 
are considered unnecessary for the proper administration of 
the law. Tpe proposed resolution merely extends the pres~nt 
law for 1 year without making any of the corrections needed, 
and therefore I am opposed to the resolution. 

The population of one-third of my ct:strict is almost entirely 
dependent .for a livelihood upon the cultivation of sugarcane 
and the production of sugar, and most of the lands of this 
area are not adaptable to the cultivation on a large scale of 
other crops. . 

My people who are directly . interested in sugar are largely 
represented 

1
bY membership in the American Sugar Cane 

League; and they are practica.lly unanimous in their .opposi..; 
tion to a continuance of the Sugar Act of 1937 because of 
the limits which .have been placed upon acreage and upon 
the tonnage production of sugar. Unless the present law is 
amended to remove the objectionable features, my people are 
reconciled to the loss of benefit payments in order that they 
may be able to plant a larger acreage and produce more 
sugar. Under the present quota and acreage restrictions, the 
sugarcane producers of Louisiana were forced to plow up 
sugarcane last year, and they are again called upon in 194.0 
to plow up sugarcane which has already been planted and is 
now growing. The sugarcane planted last fall was planted 
when an emergency had been declared by the President and 
the Sugar Act had been suspended temporarily. If the quota 
for Louisiana would be improved reasonably to permit the 
production of as much sugar as was produced in 1938, and the 
increased quota made effective immediately, then the neces
sity for plowing up sugarcane would be removed and the 
extension of the Sugar Act with this more adequate Quota 
would be less objectionable. But the proposed resolution 
seeks to continue the Sugar Act without change, and I am 
sure that I represent the wishes of the sugar producers of 
Louisiana when I state that it would be preferable to have 
the law expire at the end of this year so that~ the entire sub
ject of the sugar program could be considered at the next 
session of Congress and a completely new sugar act adopted. 

I believe, as do my people, that the present conflict in 
Europe will create such a demand for foreign sugar, especially 
Cuban sugar, that it may become more profitable for Cuba 
to sell her sugar to other countries, creating a situation such 
as confronted the United States after the last World War, 
when the price of sugar went above 25 cents a pound. As 
long as we depend upon Cuba for one-third of our sugar 
supply, we are subject to a sugar shortage which is bound to 
be created when Cuba sells more of her sugar on the world 
market, and this will necessarily increase greatly the price of 
sugar to the consumers. The best guaranty the consumers of 
the United States have against excessive prices is the encour
agement and expansion of sugar production in the mainland 
areas. 
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Both the sugarcane and sugar-beet States of the conti

nental United States want a larger acreage and if given this 
increase it will then be possible for the domestic industry, 
with the help of our insular possessions, to produce practically 
all of the sugar which is necessary for our consumption. At 
least we will be less dependent upon foreign countries, who 
always sell in the markets where they can get the most money. 

It is well at this point to give some of the history and 
background of sugar production in the United States and our 
insular possessions, and especially will I mention Louisiana, 
with which I am more familiar. 

In 1904, which is 36 years ago, Louisiana produced 398,000 
tons of sugar. That same year the beet-sugar production for 
the entire United States was only 235,000 tons. Puerto Rico 
produced only 130,000 tons in 1904, Haw~ii produced 368,000 
tons the same year, the Philippine Islands exported only 
30,785 tons to the United States in 1904. 

In the act of 1937 the beet-sugar area was permitted to 
produce more ·than 1,550,000 tons of sugar ·and Florida and 
Louisiana together were permitted to market only 420,000 tons 
of sugar. In 1940 Louisiana has a quota of about 362,000 
tens, which is 36,000 tons less than we produced in 1904. 

In the period from 1909 to 1913 Louisiana produced an 
average of 2,212 pounds of sugar Jar each acre of cane har
vested. At the peak of the mosaic-disease infection the 
acreage production dropped to 755 p.ounds per acre. The 
peak of this infection was reached in 1926. 

With the introduction of improved varieties of cane and 
better methods of cultivation, the acreage production has 
greatly increased. In 1930 acreage production . was 2,i46 
pounds of sugar per acre; in 1933 the acreage production was 
2,125 pounds; iri 1934. the acreage production was 2;149 
pounds; in 1935 the acreage production was 2,8.56 pounds; in 
1936 the acreage production was 3,403 pounds; in 1937 the 
acreage production was 3,188 pounds of sugar per acre; ·in 
1938 the acreage production was 3,646 pounds; and in 1939 
the acreage produCtion was 3,681 pounds of sugar per acre. 
In other wo.rds, the acr·eage production since 1913 has in.: 
creased ·about 70 percent. · 
· According to data compiled by· the agricultural extension 
division ·af the Louisiana State University, the first reported 
commercial production of sugar in Louisiana was' 1n the year 
1.815, in which. LOuisiana produced 5,006-tons of 'sug-ar. How
ever, sugarcane was brought to Louisiana in 1750 by the 
Jesuits, · and the first · granulation of sugar was in 1794. · 
· At ·present,· there. are 82 sugar mills in Louisiana, although 
only 68 of these' op'erated in 1939. · · 

There are 7 refineries which melt raw sugar in Louisiana; 
powever, there are 10 or 12 additional factories which are 
equipped to make direct-consumption sugar and are pro
ducing white sugars. 

The moneys invested in factories and refineries in Louisi
ana amount to approximately seventy-five or eighty million 
dollars. The cost of replacing ·these mills would exceed 
$100,000,000. 

There are well over 100,000 individuals employed directly 
or indirectly in cultivating, harvesting, manufacturing, han
dling, transporting, buying, and selling sugar in LoUisiana. 

The number of people directly and indrrectly dependent on 
the sugar industry of Louisiana is, in round numbers, 800,
ooo. This figure includes thousands of extra workers im
ported from Mississippi and northern Louisiana during the 
harvesting season. This figure also includes all persons em
ployed in related trades. 

Louisiana has been allowed for 1940 only 263,000 acres 
under the proportionate share determination of the Depart
ment of Agriculture, although it is estimated that approxi
mately SlO,OOO acres have growing cane which could be 
harvested in 1940. In 1911, we harvested sugarcane from 
312,000 acres and in 1938-the year of greatest production
we harvested 288,000 acres of sugarcane, including seed, 
under restrictions, and produced 492,000 short tons of sugar, 
raw value. 

According to a survey made by the Louisiana State Uni
versity, the farmers in the Louisiana sugar belt have indi
cated a willingness and desire to plant sugarcane on 404,789 

acres which are presently available. This would mean an 
increase of 34 percent over the present acreage, and would 
also require a 34-percent increase in regular and extra 
workers, in workstock, in implements of agriculture for 
~ultivating and harvesting, new housing accommodations, 
additional factory capacity, and increased general commer
cial trading. 

The best argument the mainland cane area has in favor 
of increasing its quota is that the area produced 580,000 
tons in 1938 and it would have produced 580,000 tons again 
in 1939 if the farmers would not have been forced to plow 
under growing sugarcane, and it will produce 580,000 tons 
in 1940 ii we do not have to plow under growing sugarcane. 

I wish to file at this point a table which gives consump
tion and production of sugar in the continental United 
States and the production of sugar in insular possessions of 
the United States for the years 1935 to· 1939, inclusive. 

Following are the figures on sugar consumption in the 
United States for the past 5 years, 1935 to 1939, inclusive: . 

Year 
Short tons, Per capjta 
raw value co~1~p- · 

Pounds 
1935.------------------------------------------------------ 6, 632,516 104.0 
1936 ___________ ____ _______ ·--------------------------------- 6, 706,218 104. 0 
1937 --------------------------------------------------~---- 6, 669,992 103.0 
193~. -------------------------- ------------------------ ---- 6, 666, 69! 102. 0 
1939- : .----------------- ---------------------;--.-- -----"----,_6_, 8_6_5,_40_2_, ___ 10_5_. 0 

Average for the period. _______ ~ ______ : ______________ 6, 708, 164 103. 6 

Production of sugar in continental United States for years 1935 to 
1939, inclusive, in short tons, raw value 

Year 

1935.---------------------------------
~936.--- --------------------------------
19R7 ___ ---------------------------------
1938. ------ ---------------~-------------
1939--- ---------------------------------

Average_-------------------------

Domestic 
beet area 

1, 261,459 . 
1, 396,~26 
], 374,990 
1, 803,841 
1, 756,383 

1, 518,620 

Mainland 
cane area 

383,000 
437,000 
462,000 
580,000 
507,000 

473,000 

Total con
tinental 
United 
States 

1;644, 459 
1, 833,426 
1, 836,990 
2, 383,841 
2, 263,383 

1, 992,419 

Production of sugar in insular possessions of the United States 

Year 

1935 ___ ---------------------------1936 ____ _________________________ _ 

1937-----------------------------1938 _____________________________ _ 

1939 ___ ---------------------------

Hawaii 

1,073t ()()() 
920,629 
969,776 

1, 03.\000 
996,000 

Puerto 
Rico 

926,344 
996,303 

1, 077, 149 
870,000 
963,000 

Virgin 
Islands 

Cont;inental , 
United 
States 

1, 644,459 
1, 83.3, 426 
1, 836,990 ' 
2,383, 841 
2, 263,383 

Certainly there is need for expansion of a continental 
crop which today is restricted by law to the 'position of supply
ing less than three-tenths of our domestic consumption. 
Without question, there is room for expansion of any crop ' 
which will relieve other crops of the downward pressure on 
price that surplus acres bring about, and which will diminish . 
the extent of this subsidized acreage idleness. An expansion 
of continental sugar, in short, offers employment to thousands 
of idle acres and idle men, increased income to American 
agriculture, increased markets for American industry and 
labor, and a new frontier for American ingenuity. 

I believe that an allowance should be made for an ex
pansion of the sugar industry in the United States and her 
possessions before Cuba receives an allotment. I certainly do 
think that Cuba has been given every advantage in her allot
ment of sugar to the detriment of the sugar interests in the 
United States and her insular possessions. I believe, from 

· now on Cuba will be taken care of by the increased demand, 
caused by the European situation. Our imports from Cuba 
are many millions of dollars more than our ~xports to Cuba. 

One convincing example may be cited to show the superior-. 
ity of American purchasing power over any possible foreign 
market which might be developed for American products. 
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Purchases of American sugar-mill machinery by the 160 mills 
in Cuba during 1937 amounted to $521,000, and during 1938 
to but $198,000. In contrast, the 74 sugar mills in Louisiana 
alone bought $4,079,000 and $2,981,000 of machinery during 
these 2 years or a total of $7,060,000, practically 10 times 
the sales to Cuba, although Louisiana produces only one
seventh as much sugar. In fact, Cuban purchases during the 
entire 7-year period, 1932-38, amounted to only $1,744,000. 
Louisiana mills are kept in first-class condition by the Ameri
can initiative and efficiency that is engaged in the sugar 
business. Clearly, sugar-machinery manufacturers have a 
much larger stake in the welfare of the Louisiana sugar in
dustry as a unit than they have in the Cuban sugar industry. 
It must be emphasized that figures given above represent pur
chases solely by the Louisiana operators. Adding purchases 
by sugar mills in the beet sections, which according to partial 
reports amounted to more than $17,800,000 for 1937 and 1938, 
the total for the continental industry becomes $24,860,000, as 
compared to $719,000 for Cuba during the same 1937-38 
period. 

This does not include the immense amount of agricultural 
machinery, motor trucks, livestock, and such other products 
as food and clothing which are used by the sugar planters 
of the United States and her possessions. 

We further have these facts to consider. Minimum wages 
in Cuba are 10 cents per hour, but there is no proof that 
they are enforced. In the United States and its island pos
sessions minimum wages are set at far higher rates by the 
Department of Agriculture, and they are enforced. Soil
conservation practice in American areas is prescribed by law 
and regulation; Cubans may drain their land of its wealth 
until their soil resources are gone, and then come asking our 
Government for still more favorable treatment to compensate 
for inferior soil. Every American community, individually or 
as a taxpaying part of the Nation, feels the obligation to pro
vide an education for its children, help for its unfortunate, 
pensions for its aged, and so forth. Cuba has been unable 
or unwilling to do even these elementary things adequately. 
And all of these things add up not to high profits but to 
higher standards of living for the men employed, which 
means the mass consuming power which is needed to keep 
American industry operating. 

From all of the above facts it seems to me that it is evident 
to all of us that it is to the best interest of the United States 
to permit the expansion and increase in the production of 
sugar in the United States. The comparison between the 
present quotas and the production in 1904, which I made in 
the beginning of this statement, shows the injustice under 
which Louisiana has suffered under the present act, whereby 
Louisiana, the oldest sugar-producing area for the American 
market, instead of being allowed to expand with the Ameri
can market has been obliged to shrink. This is the condition 
which LoUisiana is forced to fight. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr . Speaker, I move that 
the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 7 
minutes p.m.) the House, in accordance with the order here
tofore adopted, adjourned until tomorrow, Tuesday, May 28, 
1940, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

COMMITI'EE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 

There will be a meeting of the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce on Tuesday, May 28, 1940, at 10 a.m. 

Business to be considered: To continue hearings on S. 280 
and H. R. 145, motion pictures. The opposition will continue. 

COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS 

There will be a meeting of the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, room 247, House Office Building, Tuesday, May 28, at 
10:30 a. m., for the purpose of considering H. R. 9149, en
titled "A bill to amend the act of March 3, 1927, entitled 
'An act granting pensions to certain soldiers who served in 
the Indian Wars from 1817 to 1898, and for other purpose~' .. , 

COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING 

The Subcommittee on Mines and Mining that was ap
pointed to consider S. 2420 will continue hearings on Tues
day, May 28, and Friday, May 31, 1940, at 10 a. m., in the 
committee rooms in the New House Office Building. 

COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS 

There will be a meeting of the Committee on Indian Affairs 
on Wednesday, May 29, 1940, at 10 a.m., for the considera
tion of H. R. 3402 and H. R. 6583, and hearings on H. R. 9301 
at 11 a.m. 

COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 

There will be a meeting of the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization Tuesday, May 28, 1940, at 10:30 a.m., for 
the consideration of private bills now pending before the 
committee. 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 

There will be a meeting of the Committee on Public Build
ings and Grounds Wednesday, May 29, 1940, at 10:30 a. m., 
for the consideration of H. R. 9063. 

There will be a meeting of the Committee on Public Build
ings and Grounds Thursday, May 30, 1940, at 10:30 a. m., 
for the consideration of House Joint Resolution 472. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive communications 

were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
1679. A letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce, 

reporting that papers described in House Report 1732, Sev
enty-sixth Congress, third session, have been sold for 
$3,969.61; to the Committee on the Disposition of Executive 
Papers. 

1680. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropria
tion for the Civil Aeronautics Authority for the fiscal year 
1941, amounting to $32,000,000 <H. Doc. No. 789) ; to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

1681. A letter from the AttQrney General, transmitting a 
draft of a proposed bill to rectify the title to a strip of land 
adjacent to the Federal Detention Headquarters at New 
Orleans, La.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. 

1682. A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, trans
mitting the draft of a proposed bill to amend section 2 of 
the act of April 13, 1938 (52 Stat. 215) ; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

1683. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropria
tion for the Department· of State, for the fiscal year 1941, 
amounting to $1,000,000 <H. Doc. No. 788) ; to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMI'ITEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, 
Mr. PETERSON of Florida: Committee on Merchant 

Marine and Fisheries. H. R. 9349. A bill authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to grant to the city of Fort Lauder
dale, Fla., an easement or easements authorizing such city 
to construct and maintain a highway and utility facilities 
over the United States Coast Guard Reservation known as 
Base 6 at Fort Lauderdale, Fla.; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 2309). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RABAUT: Report of Special Joint Committee to In
vestigate Strength and Safety of Roofs of Senate and 
House Wings of the Capitol (Rept. No. 2310). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of rule XXII. the Committee on Pensions 

was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9458) granting a pension to Louise Phillips, and the same 
was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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PUBLIC Bn..LS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. MAY: 
H. R. 9896. A bill to authorize appropriations for construc

tion at military posts, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

H. R. 9897. A bill to authorize the acquisition of additional 
land for military purposes; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

H. R. 9898. A bill to further amend section 13a of the 
National Defense Act so as to authorize officers detailed for 
training and duty as aircraft observers to be so rated, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEA: 
H. R. 9899. A bill extending the jurisdiction of the Civil 

Aeronautics Authority over certain air-mail services, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. MAAS: 
H. R. 9900. A bill to provide for the commissioning of offi

cers of the Navy from civil life, to abolish the United States 
Naval Academy as an institution for the training of midship
men, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. · 

By Mr. MALONEY: 
H. R. 9901. A bill to extend the times for commencing and 

completing the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
River between New Orleans and Gretna, La.; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Washington: 
H. R. 9902. A bill to provide for the construction by the 

Secretary of the Treasury of a Federal building for use as a 
National Guard armory in Longview, Wash.; to the Com
mittee on Public Buildings and GroUnds. 

By Mr. SNYDER: 
H. R. 9903. A bill for preventing the illegal entry of aliens; 

to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky: . 

H. R. 9904. A bill to authorize the acceptance of donations 
of property for the Mammoth Cave National Park in the 
State of Kentucky, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. O'LEARY: 
H. R. 9905. A bill to make emergency provision for the 

maintenance of essential vessels affected by the Neutrality 
Act of 1939, and for adjustment of obligations with respect 
to such vessels; to the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

. By Mr. HOFFMAN: 
H. R. 9906. A bill relating to the acquisition of foreign silver 

by the UnitedBtates; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. NICHOLS: 

H. R. 9907. A bill to provide for the recording and releasing 
of liens by entries on certificates of title for motor vehicles 
and trailers, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PATRICK: 
H. R. 9908. A bill granting to certain claimants the prefer

ence right to purchase certain public lands in the State of 
Florida; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. VINCENT of Kentucky: 
H. R. 9909. A bill to amend sections 2803 (c) and 2903 of 

Internal Revenue Code; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. VOORms of California: 
H. R. 9910. A bill to provide for the employment of rural 

unemployed persons upon projects for the conservation of 
soil, water, and forest resources; to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

By Mr. CELLER: 
H. J. Res. 553. Joint resolution to authorize the Federal 

Bureau of Investigation of the Department of Justice to con
duct investigations in the interests of national defense, and 
for that purpose to permit wire tapping; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GUYER of Kansas: 
H. Con. Res. 71. Concurrent resolution authorizing repro

duction in colors of the Howard Chandler Christy painting, 
The Signing of the Constitution, and the printing of 300,000 
copies thereof; to the Committee on Printing. · 

By Mr. BARRY: 
H. Res. 501. Resolution providing for the consideration of 

H. R. 7636; to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BOEHNE: 

H. R. 9911. A bill granting an increase of pension to Maggie 
Crist; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLEOD: 
H. R. 9912. A bill to authorize the presentation of a Distin

guished Service Cross to Thomas E. Lane;· to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. O'TOOLE: 
H. R. 9913 (by request>: A bill for the relief of Anthony Di 

Maio; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. PACE: 

H. R. 9914. A bill for the relief of H. B. Wilson; to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SOMERS of New York: 
H. R. 9915. A bill for the relief of Gertrude Koenig (also 

known as Genendel Kukielka, nee Litniak) ; to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions and papers were 

laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
8440. By Mr. DICKSTEIN: Petition of Joseph Delibert, P. B. 

Nortman, and others; to the Select Committee on Govern
ment Reorganization. 

8441. Also, petition of Bernard J. Kelly, president, Field 
Employees' Association, Immigration and Naturalization Serv
ice; to the Committee on Immigration .and Naturalization. 

8442. By Mr. ENGEL: Petition of Benjamin Doll, Daniels. 
Meyer, Mrs. William Kieler, all of Ludington, Mich., urging 
enactment of the Tolan bill (H. R. 8963), which would elimi
nate existing discrimination against chiropractors in the 
treatment of United States employees; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

8443. By Mr. HART: Petition of Disabled American Vet
erans of the World War, Department of New Jersey, endors
ing and supporting the message of the President of the United 
States on the defense program and requesting that Congress 
and the War Department authorize that veterans of the 
World War be declared a part of the armed reserves to guard 
and defend all military points of value in the Nation during 
periods of war; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

8444. Also, petition of the Executive Council of the Inter
national Association of Machinists, expressing gratitude to the 
President of the United States for·the leadership he has taken 
in the defense program, and pledging the support of the 
membership of the association; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

8445. Also, memorial of Gen. Quincy A. Gillmore, Atlantic 
City, N. J. (formerly commanding general, New Jersey Na
tional Guard) , recommending steps be taken to insure an 
adequate national defense; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

8446. By Mr. HARTER of New York: Petition of the 
Fourth Circuit of the Polish National Alliance of America, 
favoring the adoption of legislation to aid the peopl~ of 
Poland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

8447. By Mr. KEOGH: Petition of the American Fed
eration of Labor, Washington, D. C., referring to section 2 of 
the War Department civil functions appropriation bill (H. R. 
8668), conference report; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
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8448. Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the 

State of New York concerning national defense and the Eu
ropean crisis; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

8449. By Mr. PFEIFER: Petition of the Marine Draftsmen 
and Technicians, Navy Yard, N. Y., Chapter 24, Brook
lyn, N.Y., urging enforcement of civil-service rules and regu
lations when hiring additional personnel for defense pro
gram; to the Committee on the Clvil Service. 

8450. Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of the 
State of New York, New York City, concerning our national 
defense and the European crisis; to the Committee on For
eign Affairs. 

8451. Also, petition of the American Federation of Labor, 
Washington, D. C., concerning the War Department civil 
functions appropriation bill <H. R. 8668}; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

8452. By Mr. SCHIFFLER: Petition of Paul Wharton, 
commander, and Arch R. Bayles. acting adjutant, Veterans 
of Foreign Wars, of McMechen, W.Va., urging that no effort 
be spared in contacting all organizations and individuals 
for the purpose of securing an airplane or munitions factory 
in the vicinity of the First Congressional District of West 
Virginia; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

8453. By Mr. SCHWERT: Resolution adopted at the an
nual convention of the Women's Division, Fourth Circuit o! 
the Polish National Alliance of America, comprising the 
western part of New York State and part of Pennsylvania 
State, urging passage of the bill to provide $15,000,000 ~or 
the relief of war-stricken victims of Poland; to the Commit
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

8454. Also, statement and resolutions adopted at the an
nual convention of the diocese of western New York, pertain
ing to the war in Europe; to the Committe~ on Foreign 
Affairs. 

8455. By Mr. SHANLEY: Petition of the Connecticut De
partment of Sons of Union Veterans of the Civil War; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

8456. By Mr. WOLCOTT: Petition of Donald Boardwell 
and 21 other members of the crew of the steamship Comet, 
marine post offi.ce, Detroit, Mich., supporting the Maritime 
Unemployment Insurance Act <H. R. 2553 and H. R. 6534) ; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

8457. Also, petition of Mary Caverly, secretary-treasurer 
of the Townsend Club ·1, and 104 other residents of Elkton, 
Mich., favoring the enactment of the Townsend plan; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

8458. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Franklin County 
fiscal court, Franklin, Ky., petitioning consideration of their 
resolution with reference to appropriation for national 
defense; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

8459. Also, petition of International Longshoremen and 
Warehousemen's Union, Local 26, district 1, ·Los Angeles, 
Calif., petitioning consideration of their resolution with refer
ence to a bill to deport Harry Bridges; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

8460. Also, petition of the Ladies Garment Workers Union, 
I. L. G. W. U., Cleveland, Ohio, petitioning consideration of 
their resolution with reference to anti-alien bills; to the 
Committee on Immigration· and Naturalization. 

8461. Also, petition of the Pontiac Industrial Union Coun
cil, Pontiac, Mich., petitioning consideration of their resolu
tion with reference to Senate bill 591, United States Housing 
Authority program; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

8462. Also, petition of the Fisher Body Local, No. 596, 
• United Automobile Workers of America, Congress of Indus

trial Organizations, Pontiac, Mich., petitioning consideration 
of their resolution with reference to Senate bill 59!, United 
States Housing Authority program; to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency. 

8463. Also, petition of the International Union, United 
Automobile Workers of America, Local No. 180, Racine, Wis., 

petitioning consideration of their resolution with reference 
to Senate bil1591, United States Housing Authority program; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

8464. Also, petition of the United Mine Workers of America, 
Local No. 6814, Unionville, Mich., by Joe Karas, Jr., of Sagi
naw, Mich., petitioning consideration of their resolution with 
reference to Senate bill 591, United States Housing Authority 
program; to the Committee on Banking and Cur:rency. 

8465. Also, petition of the United Farm Equipment Workers 
of America, Chicago, Ill., petitioning consideration of their 
resolution with reference to Work Projects Administration; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

8466. Also, petition of the Woman's Club, Jacksonville, Fla., 
petitioning consideration of their resolution with reference to 
all saboteurs and repudiators of our flag be routed out, 
labeled, and imprisoned; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

8467. Also, petition of the International Union, United 
Automobile Workers of America, Local 271, San Francisco, 
Calif. petitioning consideration of their resolution with 
reference to the United States Housing Authority program; 
to the Committee on Banking and Currency. · 

8468. Also, petition of Local No. 17, International Wood
workers of America, Astoria, Oreg., petitioning consideration 
of their resolution with reference to House bills 9195 and 
8813 concerning labor; to the Committee on Labor. 

8469. Also, petition of the International Federation of 
Architects, Engineers, Chemists, and Technicians, Washing
ton, D. C., petitioning consideration of their resolution with · 
reference to the Wagner Act; to the Committee on Labor. 

· 8470. Also, petition of the International Union, United 
Automobile Workers of America, Local No. 27, Kenosha, 
Wis., petitioning consideration of their resolution with ref
erence to Senate bill 591, United States Housing Authority 
program; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

8471. Also, petition of Local Union No. 356, United Auto
mobile Workers of America, Milwaukee, Wis., petitioning con
sideration of their resolution with reference to Senate bill 
591, United States Housing Authority program; to the Com
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

8472. Also, petition of the International Union, United 
Automobile Workers of America, Local No. 32, Cleveland, 
Ohio, petitioning consideration of their resolution with refer
ence to Senate bill 591, United States Housing Authority 
program; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

8473. Also, petition of Liga Pro Democracia, San Juan de 
Puerto Rico, Santurce, P.R., petitioning consideration of their 
resolution with reference to war; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

8474. Also, petition of the Labor's Nonpartisan League, of 
Los Angeles County, Los Angeles, Calif., petitioning considera
tion of their resolution with reference to a bill to deport Harry 
Bridges; to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza
tion. 

8475. Also, petition of the Los Angeles Newspaper Guild, 
petitioning consideration of their resolution with reference 
to a bill to deport Harry Bridges; to the Committee on Im
migration and Naturalization. 

8476. Also, petition of the German-American Educational 
Club, Detroit, Mich., petitioning consideration of their reso
lution with reference to antialien bills; to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

8477. Also, petition of the United Office and Professional 
Workers of America, Local 24, Chicago, Ill., petitioning con
sideration of their resolution with reference to House bills 
9195 and 8813, concerning labor; to the Committee on Labor. 

8478. Also, petition of the Michigan Federation of Post 
Offi.ce Clerks at Manistee. Mich., petitioning consideration of 
Postal Service; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
their resolution with reference to Senate bills 487 and 3147 
and House bills 3649 and 7767, concerning employees in the 
Roads. 
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