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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TUESDAY, MAY 14, 1940 

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

Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor of Gunton Temple 
Memorial Presbyterian Church, Washington, D. C., offered 
the following prayer: 

Almighty and ever-blessed God, by Whose mercies we are 
spared and by Whose power we are sustained, with bowed 
heads and uncovered hearts we are calling upon the great 
Father of our spirits. · 

We are coming unto Thee, compelled not only by our neces
sities but encouraged by every gracious invitation in Thy holy 
word. We rejoice that our ceaseless needs do not exhaust 
Thy patience, for Thy blessings are without number and the 
treasury of Thy goodness is infinite. 

We pray that in the duties and tasks of this day we may 
desire what Thou wiliest and will to do what Thou dost com
mand, for in Thy will is our peace. Make us ambassadors of 
good will, messengers of mercy, and partners in a holy quest 
and conquest. 

Hear us for the sake of the Christ, our Lord and Redeemer. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday 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 a bill of the House of the following title: 

H. R. 8357. An act to amend the Mount Rushmore Me
morial Act of 1938. 

The message also announced that the Senate agrees to the 
amendments of the House to joint resolutions of the Senate 
of the following titles: 

S. J. Res. 200. Joint resolution to provide for participation 
of the United States in the Golden Gate International Ex
position at San Francisco in 1940, to continue the powers 
and duties of the United States Golden Gate International 
Exposition Commission, and for other purposes; and 

S. J. Res. 217. Joint resolution to ainend the joint resolu-
·tion entitled "Joint resolution authorizing Federal participa
tion in the New York World's Fair, 1939, authorizing an 
appropriation therefor and for other purposes," approved 
July 9, 1937, to provide for participation in the New York 
World's Fair, 1940, to authorize an appropriation therefor 
and for other purposes. 

LXXX.VI--383 

CAPE HATTERAS NATIONAL SEASHORE (N. C.) 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. Speaker, because it is an emergency 

measure, I ask unanimous consent for the present considera
tion of the bill H. R. 9274 to amend the act entitled "An act 
to provide f()r the establishment of the Cape Hatteras Na
tional Seashore in the State of North Carolina, and for other 
purposes," which has a favorable report from the Department 
and a unanimous report from the committee. 

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

gentleman from North CaroliD.a [Mr. WARREN]? 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, reserving 

the right to object, I understand from the gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr. WARREN] that this measure has been 
approved , unanimously by the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

Mr. WARREN. That is correct and also by the Depart
ment. It merely guarantees and defines the hunting rights 
of the people in that area. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. It has nothing to do with 
the rest of the United States? 

Mr. WARREN. None whatever. 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. And requires no public 

expenditure of money? 
Mr. WARREN. None whatever. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. WARREN]? 
There being no objection, the Clerk read the bill, as fol

lows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the words "national seashore recreational 

area" are hereby substituted in lieu of the words "national sea
shore" wherever such words occur l.n the act of August 17, 1937 
(50 Stat. 669). 

SEC. 2. That section 3 of the a!oresaid act is hereby amended by 
striking out the period at the end thereof and the addition of the 
following: ": And provided further, That hunting shall be per
mitted, under such rules and regulations as may be prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Interior in conformity with the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act of July 3, 1918 (40 Stat. 755), as follows: (a) Upon 
the waters of the sounds included within the national seashore 
recreational area., (b) in the area north of the Currituck County 
line, (c) on Ocracoke Island, and (d) within not more than 2,000 
acres of land in the remaining portion of said national seashore 
recreational area, as shall be designated by the Secretary of the 
Interior; except on lands and waters included in any existing or 
future wildlife or migratory-bird refuge and adjacent closed waters." 

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. 

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

to extend my own remarks in the RECORD and to include two 
short letters I have received from Government departments. 

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

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

tend my own remarks in the RECORD and to include therein 
certain observations which I made with respect to a member 
of the House Military Affairs Committee. 

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

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

to extend my own remarks in the RECORD on the subject of 
the Communist Party and the Negro in the United States 
and to include therein a speech recently made by the former 
president of the National Negro Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from illinois [Mr. MITCHELL]? · 

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

extend my own remarks ip the RECORD on two subjects-first, 
to include a speech made by me on Saturday last before the 
Natioqal Democratic League in Washington; and, second, on 
the subject of farm-parity payments. 



6084 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE MAY 14 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. BRYSON]? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. CANNON of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent to extend my own remarks in the RECORD and to 
include a short newspaper article. 

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

There was no objection. 
INFORMATION ON NATIONAL DEFENSE 

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objecti'on to the request of the 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FERGUSON]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, I have today mailed to 

every Member a copy of my resolution asking that the House 
of Representatives, in executive session, be informed by the 
War and Navy Departments of the defense needs of this 
Nation. 

Congress is charged by the Constitution to provide for the 
national defense. Defenses that were adequate yesterday are 
obsolete today. Proposals to form a joint committee on de
fense would only mean long-drawn-out hearings. Then the 
House would only get such information as the committee 
deemed advisable. Every Member· of this House should know 
what the actual conditions of our defenses are, and then we 
Should proceed on an·tmmedlate program of putting our de
fenses in shape to meet any aggression. Merely providing 
funds to carry out existing authorizations will not provide us 
with adequate defense. We must embark on a 2- or 3-year 
program at top speed if we have any hope of defending the 
Americas. · The adoption of my resolution would avoid sui
cidal delay. Every Member of. the House of Representatives, 

·that must provide the necessary funds and is charged by the 
·Constitution to provide for the national defense, would know 
·immediately what our defense conditions actually are. 
Budget -limitations and debt limits are not important when 
our national existence and the life of the democracies in the 
Americas are at stake. Six months', three months', or even 
a month's delay may be too long. 

I am pleading with the Members of this House to read the 
resolution which I sent to your office and to urge the Rules 
Committee to take action. The fate of this Nation depends 
on immediate action. We must put our defensive house in 
order. Every Member should feel the awful responsibility 
that rests on him. The only way we can intelligently dis
charge that responsibility is to get accurate information from 
those in charge of our Army and Navy. The fate of unpre
pared European nations should be the handwriting on the 

. wall, handwriting in boxcar letters, that in this world, over
run by dictator nations looking for fat resources, the Americas 
are ripe-plum ready to be picked. Congress cannot shift this 
responsibility. Adopt my resolution. Get adequate informa
tion as to our defenses and then provide the legislation and 
funds, whatever may be needed, to keep the horrors of war 
and invasion away from this continent. [Applause.] 

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

tend my own remarks in the RECORD and to include therein 
an open letter addressed to me in an editorial from the Griffin 
<Ga.) Daily News and my reply to same. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CAMP J? 

There was no objection. 
OUR NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent to proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentlewoman from Massachusetts [Mrs. RoGERS]? 

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

agree with the gentleman who has just spoken on the neces-

sity for improving our national defense. I have today intro
duced a resolution, as follows: 

Whereas there exists an appall1ng situation in Europe and Asia 
at the present time, which may affect the foreign- and national
defense policies of the United States; and 

Whereas conditions abroad undergo rapid and startling changes, 
it is advisable that the Committees on Foreign Relations of the two 
Houses of Congress ought to be fully informed in order that, if 
necessary, the Congress may act promptly to meet an emergency as 
it relates to the preparedness and national economy of the United 
States: Therefore be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring}, 
That it is the sense of the Congress of the United States that the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations of the Senate meet jointly and 
daily with the Secretary of State or his representative in order to be 
advised by the most reliable and authentic source of the exact 
developments in Europe and Asia and so be prepared to take far
reaching steps for our national defense and our neutrality policy. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that every Member of the House and 
every Member of the Senate wants to do the right thing for 
this country so far as the protection of America is concerned, 
but in order to do that right thing, Mr. Speaker, I maintain 
that we should know exactly what is going on in Europe and 
Asia. I earnestly hope my resolution will be adopted. [Ap
plause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

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

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. Speaker,_ supporting the suggestion 

.made by the gentlewoman from Massachusetts, I feel as in
tensely as do almost all the Members of _this body .regarding 
the necessity of full information and careful consideration 
before we act. What is responsible for the tremendous defi
ciencies in our defense is perhaps first to be determined, and 
also to what extent any other than strategical and military 
considerations have entered into our action, particularly in re
gard to the location of air bases which we have recently seen 
established. 

Billions for defense have been poured out in the past 7 
years. Yet we are now told our defenses are woefully in
adequate. 

We know that our Regular Army and National Guard are 
75 percent short in mechanized equipment. Yet this seems 
to be the key to modern war. 

We are told that 90 percent of our planes are obsolete as a 
result of the lessons of the last few weeks. 

Yet 2 years ago it was pointed out on this floor that new 
limits were then being proposed on aircraft by the adminis
tration and that other countries were spending 10 times what 
we were for research in aeronautical defense. 

Lindbergh urged that more money be put into research and 
less money into aircraft that would soon be obsolete. His 
voice was not heeded. Lindbergh was eased out. 

Is it not time that Congress should determine without delay 
whether seven billions for defense have been spent to the best 
advantage? 

If some have sought to throw the program out of balance 
as a result of prejudice born of habit or sectional or other 
selfish interest, it would not be strange. Human nature does 
not change. 

Congress is responsible for bringing information to the 
council tables o.f. a democracy where all may see and under
stand. Blind voting is as perilous as blind flying. 

In determining the deficiencies in our defenses and the 
responsibility therefor it may be in order for Congress to 

. know the contents of the original report regarding the loca
tion of a northeastern air base under the Wilco.:x Act. 

It may be in order also to know why this report was re
turn.ed for reconsideration and revision. 

In 1936 the Chief of the Army Air Corpg indicated a very 
different geographical location than the one finally selected. 
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Meanwhile, Maine urges consideration of its location with 

relation to Europe. 
Strategically placed air bases seem today to be the primary 

objectives of military and naval operations. 
A glance at the globe reveals the great circle from Europe 

passing directly over or along the coast of Maine. 
Why was Houlton, Maine, selected as the receiving station 

for the trans-Atlantic telephone? 
Maine needs and must have a major air base, according to 

the opinion of many military and aeronautical experts who 
have studied the situation. 

Maine is air-minded. Maine must be air-conditioned. 
Establishment of a National Guard aviation squadron in 
Maine will give our defense program a tremendous impetus 
and will furnish Maine boys an opportunity to prepare. 

As a former member of the National Guard in Maine I 
know the splendid traditions and the high standards that 
characterize the guard of Maine. 

An aviation observation squadron could be tremendously 
serviceable to the Coast Artillery defending the coast of 
Maine. To be of value guns and planes must be coordinated 
by long training. · 

Interceptor squadrons of fighter planes are also now being 
considered in the guard organization. 

Maine is ready for aeronautical development. Its geogra
phy imperatively requires consideration for national defense. 
Its topography is ideal. 

All that Maine asks is what military experts uncontrolled 
by other influences shall indicate is advisable. It is high 
time that the Congress should determine whether any other 
than strategical and military considerations are influencing 
the preparation of our national defense. 

I wish to join with many other Members in urging that 
this Congress make searching inquiry as to the reasons for 
the deficiencies in our national defense. Let us then make 
the provision that is indicated to put us in a posture of 
defense. [Applause.] 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
DOES IT PAY UNCLE SAM TO ADVERTISE? 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I am interested in national de
fense, but the national defense I am interested in is trying 
to save the Treasury from being wrecked and in doing so 
from the expense of a lot of worthless publications that 
are being issued by various departments of the Government. 
The greatest publicity of the Government and much of it the 
most ridiculous. I wish to call your attention to the fact 
that the Census Bureau, under Harry Hopkins, the Secre
tary of the Department of Commerce, has seen fit to send 
out.over the country over 260,000 posters reading, "It's your 
America. Help the 10-year roll call," and it pictures Uncle 
Sam trying to notify the people that they ought to answer 
the questions of the Census, when they know they are com
pelled to do that very thing by law each 10 years. The 
departments of the Government are sending up to the Gov
ernment Printing Office more worthless material than I have 
ever seen or heard of in all the history of this Nation to be 
printed and plastered and posted over the country. Harry 
Hopkins is so used to posting all over our land W. P. A. 
signs and posters that since he is now looking over the 
Department of Commerce and the Census Bureau he thinks 
he should continue to waste the taxpayers' money on worth
less advertising. His name is on the posters, and it gives 
Mr. Hopkins some publicity. He has been a great publicity 
man for the New Deal and is responsible for much of it. In 
the name of America, stop the waste and extravagance of 
this _administration. If we are going to save this . Nation 
and have things ready for our national defense we do not 
want to break down the Treasury, and we cannot have a 

sound national defense unless we have a sound Treasury. 
We should stop the departments from publishing such 
ridiculous posters. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. COCHRAN. 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 Missouri? · 
There was no objection. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Speaker, this is one time the gentle

man from Pennsylvania [Mr. RicH] can blame the Republi
can party-his own party-for the necessity of the Census 
Bureau's doing some advertising. The Republican Party im
mediately after the announcement was made with reference to 
the taking of the census started to accuse the Director of the 
Census Bureau of violating the law, spreading such propa
ganda throughout the entire country. 

I placed in the RECORD a report showing that the people of 
this country, regardless of the accusations of the Republican 
Party and some of its Members in Congress, responded like 
true Americans, answering all questions. The people knew 
that the Constitution required the taking of the census every 
10 years. 

You know the speeches that were made assailing the Di
rector of the Census, and how our citizens were told to refuse 
to answer certain questions. Do you know those speeches 
cost your Government thousands of dollars, and required 
the printing of millions of additional blanks? Take for in
stance the question of income. Republicans, not Democrats, 
in and out of Congress, over the radio, and in the newspapers, 
told the citizens of our country they were not required to give 
this information to the enumerators. What did the Director 
of the Census do? He was obligated to get the information. 
Some of you thought and hoped he would cause the arrest of 
those who, refused to respond, but you were wrong. The Di- · 
rector of the Census had printed, at the Government Printing 
Office, a separate blank upon which those who did not care to 
disclose to the enumerator their income, could write it down. 
The enumerator carried a special _ envelope addressed to the 
Director of the Census and marked personal which the citi
zen could use in mailing in the information. It is my in
formation only a small number availed themselves of the 
privilege, but willingly gave the figures to the enumerators. 
Had certain Republicans not played politics the Government 
would have been saved the money that it cost to prepare the 
special blanks and envelopes. 

I say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania your criticism is 
not justified. 

Oh, some of you say read the law and you will find the Di
rector of the Census went beyond the law. Yes, if we ac
cept your definition of the law, but the Attorney General 
has another definition, and the Director of the Census made 
sure he was within the law before he prepared the questions. 

Your fight fo1· political purposes fell fiat. We will have a 
more complete census this year than we ever had. 

So I say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. RicH], 
if it had not been for the criticism of members of the gentle
man's own party it would not have been necessary to have 
put out such literature. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent t~ 

address the House for 1 minute. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from New York? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, in view of what the gentleman 

from Missouri has said, I believe it wise that he be advised 
on the status of the census law. If the gentleman had read 
the census law he would know that. section 4 of that law 
prohibits the personal, illegal questions that the Census 
Bureau is asking. It is because the Census Bureau has been 
asking questions that are absolutely and specifically pro
hibited by a law that they have gotten out a lot of cheap 
advertising and spent a lot of money in a most ridiculous 
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way. I want the gentleman from Missouri to · read the 
census law and · realize that it is the illegal operations of 
the Census Bureau that have caused the trouble. [Ap
plause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. ALLEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to extend my own remarks in the RECORD 
and include therein a letter from A. Philip Randolph, of the 
Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters, with relation to the 
:National Negro Congress. 

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

There was no objection. 
DEPORTATION OF UNDESIRABLE ALIENS 

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, hearings are being 

held on the bill <H. R. 8310) for the deportation of undesir
able aliens. I · have taken the stand that the committees of 
the House and this House itself can defend this country just 
as well as our Army, our Navy, and our air force can by de
porting those who may be part of a "fifth column." I beli~ve 
that if this country is destroyed by undesirable aliens who 
bore from within it; is just as much destroyed as if it is 
destroyed through the loss of our Army and our NavY. I 
think it is high time we took it unto ourselves at least to 
throw these people out of the country, if we do not put them 
in jail. . 
· Mr. RICH. How about putting them in concentration 
·camps? 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
PROTECTION FOR · TRAITORS, COMMUNISTS, AND RACKETEERS 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to address the House for 1 minute and to ·revise and extend 
my remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, from across ·the seas comes 

the terrifying lesson that traitors within gave material aid 
in the overthrow of the Governments · of Czechoslovakia, Po
land; and ·Norway. 

We know that the success of modern warfare depends upon 
·the maintenance, the successful, and the continuous opera
·tion of industrial plants in supp.Ort of the ·fighting men. 

It is not only foolish, it is wicked and traitorous,. to close our 
·eyes · to the ·fact that here in ·America Communists, whose 
acknowledged program is the overthrow of our Government 
by force, have infiltrated theni.Selves into essential industrial 
plants upon which, in time of war, our Nation will depend 
for its very existence and without the successful operation 
of which it will be destroyed. 

It is now well known that Communists, while comparatively 
few in number, occupy key positions in many a union organf
zation; that in mine, mill, and factory, in coal, steel, trans
portation, and oil industries Communists and those who _do 
not believe in our form of government; who would, to use their 
words, "remake America," are in positions where, through 
strikes, slow-downs, and sabotage they cannot only cripple but 
in some instances destroy industries which in wartime are 
vital to our very existence. 

John Brophy, described by John L. LeWis as one who was 
a "fakir, repudiated leader, traitor to the unions, oppor
tunist, and purveyor of every falsehood, slander, and decep
tion," and as one of those belonging to an organization en
gaged in-

Doing its dirtiest to capture the United Mine Workers and to 
transform this splendid union into a Communist organization-

For months has .been one of those high in authority in the 
C. I. 0. organization. · 

Here we have a · man who not so long ago Lewis himself 
. described as belonging to a group which sought the over
throw of our Government in a poSition -where he can do 
infinite harm. . 

Only a few weeks ago, on the floor of the House, I brought 
to public attention information from the then Acting Secre
tary of the Navy, Edison, showing ho.w a group of C. I. 0. men, 
strikers, in the city of Detroit, in the Bohn Aluminum & Brass 
Corporation, denied to the Federal Goveinment itself the 
plans, specifications, and materials belonging to the Govern
ment, which were necessary for the use of the Government 
in its defense program at the navy yard at Philadelphia. It 
was pointed out at that time that the refusal of this organi
zation to deliver to the NavY Department these materials and 
plans was hindering our national defense program. Yet no 
action was ever taken. In another land, under another gov
ernment, those men who interfered with the defense of the 
nation would have been shot as traitors. · 

Whatever may be the purpose -of the sponsors of S. 1970, 
introduced by Senator La Follette, it is none the less true that 
the effect of that bill, if enacted into law, would be to furnish 
protection to the traitors, to the Communists, and to the 
racketeers who would destroy our Government, prey upon 
our people. l 

Under that bill it would be unlawful for employers to arm 
themselves effectively to prevent the destruction of a mine, 
of a mill, of a factory by armed strikers who sought to in
vade and destroy their property. 

That bill, while making no provision for the punishment 
of the arming of strike .makers, of racketeers, of union organ
izers, and their hirelings in their attempted assaults upon 
peaceful employees, upon men-engaged in making motor units 
for the transportation of troops, in making clothing, guns, 
and munitions for the men in the front lines, makes it ·a 
criminal offense for those operating those mines or mills or 
factories to effectively aTm to resist such assaults. 

This bill is so devised that it would be unlawful for an 
employer to receive from an honest, patriotic, loyal employee 
information that there was. within his place of . employment 

. a Scalise, a Bioff, a murderer, a kidnaper. Behind the pro
tection given by this bill Scalise, Bio:fi, and their ilk could 
safely and securely hide, and a fellow employee who reported 
their criminal activities to the employer is designated as a 
labor spy. 

This bill, if enacted into law, would make it possible for a 
,comparatively few employees to destroy our aircraft fac
tories, put out of commission our motor industry, our steel 
mills. 

Let me_.repeat: If the purpose was to hamstring our national 
·defense in times of war, to protect traitors and the enemies 
of our Government in their plottings and tl:ieir conspiracies, 
no more subtle, misleading, or effective measure could have 
been drafted than S. 1970. 

As one analyzes this bill; considers its effect; remembers 
the activities of the National Labor Relations Board, under 
the National Labor Relations Act; recalls the subversive activ
ities of the Senate Civil Liberties Committee; and contem
plates the whole set-up, he is led to the conclusion that what
ever may have been the purpose the result is the forging of 
a weapon which, in the hands of the Nation's enemies, might 
well be the deciding factor should this Nation be called upon 
to defend itself either from the enemy without or the traitors 
within. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. THILL and Mr. JoHNSON of Indiana asked and were 

given permission to revise and extend their remarks in the 
RECORD. 

REINSTATEMENT OF BILLS ON PRIVATE CALENDAR 
Mr. BALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

the bills <S. 1326 and S. 1328) which were objected to on 
April 2, be restored to the Private Calendar and that the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization be permitted 
to file supplementary reports regarding these two bills. I 
have spoken with the objectors, and I understand this is 
satisfactory. 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Connecticut? 
There was no objection. 

DEPORTATION OF CERTAIN PERSONS 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to address the House for 1 minute. 

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

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

to extend my remarks in the RECORD and to include therein 
the bill (H. R. 8310) and a brief statement relating to the 
same. 

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

·There was no objection. 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, in connection with the 

statement made by my colleague the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. LELAND M. FoRD] who appeared before the Com
mittee on Immigration in support of his bill (H. R. 8310) to 
authorize deportation for any person who, while in the United 
States, is or has been, by his words or acts, sympathetic with, 
associated with, or affiliated with, or sought the support of 
Communists in the United States or elsewhere, I may say that 
the committee is very sympathetic to the proposed legislation, 
but that the bill itself, as it is drawn now, would not be con
stitutional if enacted into law in its present form. For the 
benefit of my committee and the House, I am going to insert 
the specific legal objections which show that the enactment 
of this bill as it stands would be unconstitutional. If we 
could find some method by which we could provide for de
portation of und~sirable aliens as indicated in the bill H. R. 
8310, I am sure the committee will give -it its full considera
tion. 

The bill and statement are as follows: 
.J). blll to authorize deportation for any person who, whlle in the 

United States, is, or has been, by his words or acts, sympa
thetic with, associated with or afftliated With, or sought the 
support of Communists in the United States or elsewhere 
Be it enacted, etc., That any allen shall be deported in the 

manner hel"einafter provided by law who, while in the United 
States, is, or has been, by his words or acts, sympathetic with, or 
is, or has been, associated with, or atlillated with, or seeks or has 
sought the support, or who has used or uses the support of Com
munists in the United States or elsewhere, whether communistic 
individuals or communistic organizations, either of domestic or 
of foreign origin in whole or in part, in the interference with the 
good order and happiness of any local community, or with the 
established democratic, economic, or domestic relations within this 
Republic, or who has used or uses such communistic individuals 
or communistic organizations for compelling the adoption of his 
views, aims, or purposes regarding such domestic or economic rela
tions, or who has · heretofore admitted any of the foregoing acts. 

RE H. R. 8310 
(1) The bill is so broad and general in its language as to be prae· 

tically impossible of enforcement. It has so many terms which are 
undefined and which are open to widely varying interpretations 
that it is impossible to list them all in a short memorandum. How
ever, the following is submitted for consideration: 

(a) Any alien '"who is or has been sympathetic with." Inter
preted literally, this would mean any alien who had ever exhibited 
any sympathy for an individual who was a Communist. (Note, as 
pointed out below, that Communist is undefined.) There is no 
limitation of time, and the sympathy may have been expressed either 
by acts or merely by words; therefore, any allen who since 1917 has 
ever said anything implying sympathy with a Communist or with 
a communistic organization (whatever that is) would come within 
the purview of the st atute. This is the literal interpretation, but 
if the language is not interpreted literally there is no guide at all 
to its application. 

(b) "Is, c.r has been, associated with." This would mean that any 
alien who had ever been associated with any Communist or com
munistic individual while he had been in the United States would 
be deportable. What on earth does this mean? Does it mean that 
any alien who has ever been a member of a labor organization 
which had as members one or more Communists is deportable? 
Does it mean any alien on a college faculty which contains a com
munistic individual is deportable? Would any alien member of a 
partnership be deportable 1! one of the other partners had been 
communistic? The possibilities are obvious and infinite. 

(c) "Afilliated with." The vagueness of this terminology, which 
is in the present law, has already been commented on by the courts 
and subject ed to widely varying interpretations. 

(d) "Seeks or has sought the support of." For what purpose and 
1n what connection the support of a Communist to an alien may 
have been given-In connection with entirely legitimate business, 
social, or political enterprises? The Red Oro:ss has undoubtedly 
campaigned for support among individual members of the Com
munist Party or communistically lncUned. Would an alien con
nected with the Red Cross, therefore, be deportable? 

(e) "Used or uses the support of." How does one use support? 
If the support of communistic individuals is unsolicited, but is, 
nevertheless, given to an a.lien in a business, social, or political 
enterprise, is he thereby rendered deportable unless he refuses it? 
Suppose a legally resident alien ls jailed for an offense which does 
not involve moral turpitude. Would an unsolicited campaign of his 
support for the International Labor Defense or a group of Com
munist individuals render him deportable? 

(f) "Communists 1n the United States or elsewhere .. : What is a 
Communist? Do they mean a member of the Communist Party? 
If so, of the Communist Party of the United States or of any 
other country? Then how about the Trotskyites, Lovestoneltes, 
the Socia.l..lst Labor Party, the Socialist Party, or any of the other 
Marxists' theory and doctrine and all originally stemmed from 
the first Communist Party of 1848? Or how about a group of 
"parlor intellectuals" who belong to no organization but openly 
express Marxist beliefs and who thereafter are associated with, 
affiliated With, given their support to, or are the objectives of sym
pathy by some alien? 

(g) "Communistic individuals, or communistic organizations'': 
The same comments immediately above apply to this language, 
except that the words are broader and seem more certainly to 
indicate that the bill is not limited to actual members of the 
Communist Party but to anyone who expresses Marxist beliefs. 

(h) "In the interference with the good order and happiness of 
any local community": In the first place, this is not grammatical; 
1n the second place, it is not known what it means. What is 
"good order"? What is "happiness"? What is a "local commu
nity"? (In this latter connection observe the difference of opin
ion between the district court of appeals and the Supreme Court 
in defining the word "local" in the Walsh-Healey Act.) And what 
is "interference" with these things? Does a strike interfere with 
"good order" or "happiness"; does peacefUl picketlng; does leaflet 
distribution, public speaking, or parades? Suppose the action, as 
would seem quite possible, contributed to the happiness of part of 
a "local community" and the unhappiness of another part. 

(i) "Established democratic economic or domestic relations 
within this Republic": What are the established democratic eco
nomic or domestic relations? Does the activity of an alien with 
communistic support in campaigning for amendments to the 
Wage and Hour Act interfere with the "established democratic 
economic relations••? How about a campaign for a more stringent 
enforcement of the antitrust laws; or for more stringent regula
tions of insurance companies and investment trusts? Would this 
language prohibit alien participation in any strike which had the 
support of Communists? What does the bill mean by "domestic 
relations"? In legal terminology the phrase ordinarily refers to 
relations between husband, wife, and children; if it doesn't mean 
that, what does it mean? 

Note that the bill is retroactive. Would an alien who, on 
"Marxist" beliefs, supported the adoption of the income-tax 
amendment in 1916 and secured the support of other Marxists, 
be, therefore, deportable? The amendment certainly interfered 
With "established economic relations within the Republic." 

(j) "Compelling the adoption of his views, aims, or purposes": 
Does this mean by duress? If not, how does one "compel the 
adoption of views or purposes, et-c. ?" 

In conclusion let me repeat that I have pointed out these 
weaknesses of Mr. FoRD's bill, not to criticize the measure 
but to bring some constructive observations before the Mem
bers of this House and of my committee in the hope that 
+-Jley will enable us to frame some other legislation which 
NOUld serve the same purpose but which would not violate 
the Constitution of the United States. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD and to include therein a 
letter which I received from the Nonsectarian Anti-Nazi 
League. 

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

There was no objection. 
DEPARTMENT OF LABOR-FEDERAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 

APPROPRIATION BILL, 1941 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I c~ll up the conference re
port on the bill <H. R. 9007> making appropriations for the 
Department of Labor, the Federal Security Agency, and re· 
Iated independent agencies for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1941, and ask unanimous consent that the statement on 
the part of the managers may be read in lieu of the report. 
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The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object I 

would like to ask the gentleman by what amount the app;o
priation has been increased since it went to the Senate. 

Mr. TARVER. As the bill passed the House it carried 
$1,021,639,700, and as it passed the Senate it carried _$1,025,-
054,670. The conference report, if it is adopted, will include 
within the appropriations $1,023,282,690. 

Mr. RICH. It will be increased only $1,000,000? 
Mr. TARVER. The figures I have given the gentleman 

are correct. The matter of the exact increase would be a 
matter of computation, but the conference figures are very 
substantially below the Senate figures. The Senate yielded 
more in the conference than did the House conferees, I may 
say to the gentleman. 

Mr. RICH. I am glad the gentleman got the Senate to. 
yield on some of these appropriations, and I hope that the 
gentleman will be able to keep the bill down, because this 
bill is over $1,000,000,000, which is one-sixth of the total 
amount of income we get in this country. 

Mr. TARVER. As the bill was reported to the House by 
our subcommittee it carried only $954,048,700, which was 
approximately $12,000,000 below the Budget. It was the 
action of the House and not the action of the committee 
which increased the bill to considerably above Budget 
figures. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia that the statement be read in lieu 
of the report? 

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. 9007) 
making appropriations for the Department of Labor, the Federal 
Security Agency, and related independent agencies, 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 2, 4, 12, 23, 30, 32, 33, 
and 40. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 5, 6, 7, 13, 14, 16, 19, 20, 21, 24, 
27, 29, and 34, and agree to the same. 

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: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert the following: "$1,628,000"; 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 the following: "~5,430 ,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. . . 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its dis-
. agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9,- and agree ' 
to the same with ·an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum 
proposed insert the following: "$1,4~7,000"; and the ~enate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 10: That the· House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 10, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum 
proposed insert the following: "$302,000"; and ~he Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 17! That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the ··Senate numbered 17, and 
agree to the same with an amendment. as follows: In lieu of. the 
sum proposed inser1; the following: "$6,200,000"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 18: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 18, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum 
proposed insert "$1,625,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 25: Tilat the Hou·se recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 25, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum 
proposed insert "$6,100,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 26: Tilat the H;ouse recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 26, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum 
proposed insert "$6,100,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 28: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 28, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter 
inserted by said amendment insert the following: "That the National 
Youth Administrator shall so distribute funds among the several 

State~ for the operation of the projects specified in paragraph 1 (b) 
of thiS title that the amount made available during the fiscal year 
for the operation of such projects for the benefit of the young 
people of each individual State shall bear the same ratio to the total 
funds made available for this purpose in all States as the youth 
population of that State bears to the total youth population of the 
United States"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 31 and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum 
named in said amendment insert "$90,000"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. · · 

The committee of conference report in disagreement amendments 
numbered 3, 11, 15, 22, 35, 36, 37, 38, and 39. 

M. C. TARVER, 
HARRY R. SHEPPARD, 
JOHN M. HOUSTON, 
ALBERT J. ENGEL, 
FRANK B. KEEFE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
KENNETH McKELLAR, 
RICHARD B. RUSSELL, 
PAT McCARRAN, 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 
H . C. LoDGE, Jr., 
STYLES BRIDGES, 

Managers on the part of th-e 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 Sen
ate to the bill (H. R. 9007) making appropriations for the Depart
ment of Labor, the Federal Security Agency, and related independ
ent agencies for the fiscal year ending J\ln~ 30, 1941, and for other 
purposes, submit the following statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in the accom
panying conference report as to each of such amendments, namely: 

Department of Labor · 
On amenct.ment No. 1: Appropriates $1,628,000 for traveling ex

penses,. instead of $1,544,000, as proposed by the House and 
.$1,684,000, as provided by the Senate. ' 

. On amendment No. 2: Appropriates $459,000 for printing and 
bmding, as proposec;t l?Y the House, instead of $434,000, as provided 
by the Senate. · 

On amendment No. 4: Appropriates $383,400 for salaries and ex
penses of the Conciliation Service, as provided by the House, instead 
of $352,380, as proposed by the Senate . 

On amendment No. · 5: Appropriates $319,100, as proposed by the 
Senate, for salaries and expenses of the Division of Public Contracts, 
instead of $318,800, as provided by the House. 

On amendment No. 6: Appropriates $962,580 for salaries and 
expenses of the Bureau of Labor Statistics, as proposed by the Senate, 
instead of $964,400, as provided by the House. 

On amendm€nt No. 7: Appropriates $7,979,110 for salaries in the 
field, Immigration and Naturalization Service, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $7,953,600, as proposed by the House. 

pn amend~ent No. 8: Approwiates $5,430,000 for salaries, Wage 
and Hour Division, instead of $4,830,000, as proposed by the House, 
and $5,830,000, as provided by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 9: Fixes the limitation on the amount that 
. may be expended for salaries in the District of Columbia, Wage and 
Hour Division, at $1,427,000, instead of $1,365,000, as proposed by the ' 

· House, and $1,468,300, as provided by the Senate. · ' 
On amendment No. 10: Appropriates $302,000 for miscellaneous 

expenses, Wage and Hour Division, instead of $275,000, as proposed 
by the House, and $320,000, as provided by the Senate. 

Federal Security Agency 
On amendment No. 12: Eliminates language, proposed by the 

Senate, to make available $22,960 in additional funds for the 
Otllce of the General Counsel under the om.ce of the Adminis
trator by transfer of sue~ a sum . from appropriations made for 
administrative expenses of the Civilian Conservation Corps and the 
National Youth Administration. · 

On amendment No'. 13: Makes a formal change in language 
·dealing with use of the funds appropriated to the Otllce of the 
Administrator, as proposed by the Senate. . 

On amendment No. 14: Makes a formal change in language of 
the appropriation for the Civilian Conservation Corps, as proposed 
by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 16: Adopts clarifying language proposed by 
the Senate respecting the apportionment of funds for cooperative 
vocational rehabilitation of persons disabled in industry, Bureau 
of Education. 

On amendment No. 17: Appropriates $6,200,000 for the Division 
of Venereal Diseases, Public Health Service, instead of $5,000,000, 
as proposed by the House, and $7,000,000, as provided by the 
Senate. 

On amendment No. 18: Appropriates $1,625,000 for salaries and 
expenses, disease and sanitation investigations, Public Health 
Service, instead of $1,600,000, as proposed by the House, and 
$1,650,000, as provided by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 19: Eliminates certain surplus language in 
the appropriation for salaries and expenses of the Social Security 
Board, as proposed by the Senate. 
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, On amendment No. 20: Makes formal change 1n language of 

appropriation for grants to States for old-age asSistance, Social 
Security Board, as proposed by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 21: Makes formal change in language of 
appropriation for grants to States for unemployment compensa
tion administration, Social Security Board, as proposed by the 
Senate. · · · 

On amendment No. 23: Retains language, proposed by the 
House, describing the program of the National Youth Adminis
tration as "Part-time youth work and student aid program" 
instead of having the caption read "Part-time youth work and 
student work program", as provided by the Senat e. 

On amendment No. 24: Appropriates .$95,984,000 for the in
school and out-of-school programs of the National Youth Admin
Istration, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $97,085,000, as 
provided by the House. 

On amendment No. 25: Appropriates $6.100,000 for salaries and 
administrative expenses. National Youth Administration, in
stead of $5,290,000, as proposed by the House, and $6,376,000, as 
provided by the Senate. 

On amendment No. 26: Corrects a figure to correspond with 
the action taken on amendment No. 25. 

On amendment No. 27: Places a limitation, as proposed by 
the Senate, of $783,000 on the amount that may be transferred 
from the appropriation for salaries and administrative expenses, 
National Youth Administration, to the Treasury Department for 
the cost of disbursement services rendered by the Treasury De
partment for the National Youth Administration. 

On· amendment No. 28: Approves Senate language dealing with 
the method of alloting funds of the National Youth Administra
tion among the several States, amended in such manner as to 
strike out authority for a variance of not to exceed 5 percent 
1n the formula prescribed. . / 

On amendment No. 29: Approves Senate language the e1fect of 
which is to require that all beneficiaries of National Youth 
Administration funds shall take the oath to support and defend 
the Constitution of the United States. The House language had 
specifically required the oath to be taken only by administrative 
and supervisory personnel of the National Youth Administration. 

On amendment No. 30: Eliminates Senate language the pur
port of which was to extend the benefits of employees compensa
tion and death benefit laws to youths benefiting from the in
school program of the National Youth Administration. · 

On amendment No. 31: Adopts Senate language making funds 
of the National Youth Administration available for transfer to 
the United States Compensation Commission for payment of 
disability or death benefits to youths or their survivors, as the 
case may be, which benefits flow from the activities of such 
youtlis on the out-of-school program of the National Youth 

·Administration, amended so as to make the - amount available 
for such transfer, $90,000, instead of $100,000, as proposed by the 

·Senate. 
National Labor Relations Board 

On amendment No. 32: Appropriates $2,072,000 for salaries, as 
proposed by the House, instead of $2,272,000, as provided by the 
Senate. . 

On amendment No. 33: Appropria-tes $621,000 for miscellaneous 
expenses other than salaries, as proposed by the House, instead 
of $674,000, as provided by the Senate. · 

On amendment No. 34: Appropriates $125,000 for printing and 
binding, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $150,000, as provided 
by the House. 

On amendment No. 40: Eliminates language proposed by the 
Senate to prevent fees, rentals, commissions, or chaJ"ges to be 

· levied or collected for taking and filming of sound or motion 
pictures on lands belonging to the United States within the 
jurisdiction of certain Bureaus 'lmder the Department of the 
Interior. 

On amendments Nos. 3, 11, 15, 22, 35, 36, 37, 38, and 3~. are 
reported as in disagreement. 

Managers 

M. C. TARVER, 
HARRY R. SHEPPARD, 
JoHN .M. HousTON, 
.ALBERT J. ENGEL, 
FRANK B. ~E, _ 

on the part of the House. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first amend

ment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 3: Oil page 3, in line 14, at the end of the line 

insert "Provided, That notwithstanding any other provision of law, 
the publication entitled 'Our Constitution and Government--Federal 
Text Book on Citizenship' may be sold by the Superintendent of 
Documents, Government Printing Office, in quantities of 10 or more 
copies at the rate of 25 cents per copy." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House recede 
and concur in the· Senate .amendment; and at this point I 
desire to yield 1 minute to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BOLAND]. 

Mr. BOLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consel'\t that 
my colleague the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SNYDER] 

be permitted to have the following telegram printed in .the 
RECORD at this point. 

1 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The telegram referred to is as follows: 

Hon. CLARENCE CANNON, 
House Office Building: 

ALEXANDRIA, LA., May 14, 1940. 

Observing United States Army maneuvers and inspecting the . 
many and various types of Army equipment Congress has bought 
for Army in the last few years. Army shows wonderful efficiency 
and spirit. Seventy thousand moved into sham battle at dawn this 
morning. Please read into RECORD. If I were present today I wo1Ld 
vote with the chairman, Mr. CANNON, on all votes on the conference 
report on the agriculture appropriation bill. 

J. BUELL SNYDER, M. C. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend
ment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment numbered 11: Page 15, line 22, after the word 

"elsewhere", · insert "Provided, That of the sum herein appro
priated the Admin1strator may expend not to exceed $2,500 for 
temporary employment of persons, by contract or otherwise, for 
special services determined necessary by the Administrator, with
out regard to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, and the civil
service and classification law." 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re
cede and concur in the Senate amendinent. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amend

ment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment numbered 15: Page 19, beginning in line 24, 

strike out the proviso down to the word "designate" and insert 
"That expenditures under the several classes of objects of ex
penditure for which this appropriation is available shall not 
exceed by more than 10 percent the amounts estimated for such 
objects of expenditure py classes, in the schedule for the fiscal 
year 1941 appearing in the Budget for such fiscal year under this 
head, such amounts to be amended to reflect any proportionate 
change which each should bear in connection with the total 
amount appropriated herein, and any such excess up to 10 percent 
must be approved in writing by the Federal Security Administra
tor in such amounts as he shall designate: Provided further." 

Mr. TARVER. 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: 
Senate amendment numbered 22: Page 39, in line 24, at the 

end of the line insert "Provided, That the Social Security Board 
is hereby authorized to certify to the Secretary of the Treasury 
for payment to the . Postmaster General for postage, out · of the 
amount herein appropriated, such amounts as may be necessal'y 
and at such intervals as shall be determined by the Board, under 
a procedure to be prescribed and agreed upon by and between 
the Board and the Postmaster General, for the transmission of 
official mail matter heretofore transmitted free · pursuant to the 
provisions of section 13 of the act entitled 'An act to provide for 
.the establishment of a national . employment system and for 
cooperation with the States in the promotion of such system, and 
for other purposes', approved June 6, 1933 (29 U. S. c. 491) and 
for the transmission of official mail matter in connection with 
the unemployment compensation administration of States receiv
ing grants out of the funds herein appropriated; the Postmaster 
General is hereby authorized and directed to extend to the States 
receiving such grants the privilege of transmission without pre
payment of postage of official mail of the class upon which the 
Board is hereinabove authorized to certify amounts for payment 
of postage." 

Mr. TARVER. 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 follO,ws: 
Senate amendment No. 35·: Page 63, strike out all of subsection 

702. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House further 
insist upon its disagreement to Senate amendment No. 35. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

Senate amendments 36, 37, 38, and 39 be considered- en bloc. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report Senate amendments 

36, 37, 38, and 39. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Senate amendment No. 36: Page 63, line 14, strike out the figures 

· "703" and insert "702." 
Senate amendment No. 37: Page 63, line 23, strike out the figures 

"704" and insert "703 " 
Senate amendment No. as': Page 64, line 4, strike out the figures 

"705" and insert "704." 
Senate amendment No. 39: Page 64, line 20, strike out the figures 

"706" and insert "705." · 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House fur
ther insist upon its disagreement to Senate amendments 36, 
37, 38, and 39. 

The motion was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider the vote by which the foregoing 

motions were agreed to was laid on the table. 
COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE CAMPAIGN EXPENDITURES 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the provisions of House Res:
olution 344, Seventy-sixth Congress, the Chair appoints as 
members of the Committee to Investigate Campaign Ex
penditures the following Members of the House: Mr. WAR
REN, of North Carolina; Mr. HART, of New Jersey; Mr. HEN
NINGS, of Missouri; Mr. HANCOCK, of New York; and Mr. , 
MICHENER, of Michigan. 

CALL OF THE HOUS}l: 
Mr. LEONARD W. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I make the point · 

of order that there is no quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York makes the 

point of order that there is no quorum present. Evidently · 
there is not. , 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
The .motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed 

to answer to their names: -

Andrews 
Barden, N.C. 
Bell 
Bender 
Boehne 
Bolton 
Brooks 
Buck 
Buckley, N.Y. 
Bulwinkle 
Cartwright 
Case, S. Dak. 
Casey, Mass. 
Celler 
Claypool 
Cooley 
Corbett 
crosser 
Crowther 

[Roll No. 108] 
Darrow 
Dlsney 
Duncan 
Dunn 
Edmiston 
Engle bright 
Fries 
Gifford 
Gilchrist 
Green 
Hare 
Harrington 
Harter, Ohio 
Healey 
Horton 
Jarman 
Johnson, W. Va. 
Jones, Ohio 
Kee 

Keller 
Kennedy, Md. 
Kirwan 
Lewis, Ohio 
McLaughlin 
Magnuson 
Merritt 
Miller 
Mouton 
Myers 
Osmers 
Pace 
Randolph 
Risk 
Rockefeller 
Rodgers, Pa. 
Rogers, Okla. 
Sandager 
Schifil.er 

Seccombe 
Shafer, Mich. · 
Sheridan 
Smith, Ill. 
Smith, W.Va. 
Starnes, Ala. 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Taylor 
Thorkelson 
Tinkham 
Treadway 
Weaver 
Whelchel 
White, Ohio 
Winter 
Wolverton, N.J. 
Wood 
Zimmerman 

The SPEAKER. On this roll call 354 Members have an
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

By unanimous consent further proceedings under the call 
were dispensed with. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. CHIPERFIEI.D. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con

sent to extend my remarks and include a short editorial from 
the Chicago Tribune, entitled "Arm Our Army at Once." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. REECE of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent to extend my remarks by including a speech delivered 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts, Hon. JoSEPH W. MAR
TIN, Jr., at the Arkansas Republican State Convention. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HOUSTON. · Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks and include a speech made by Paul V. 
McNutt in San Francisco. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION BILL---<:ONFERENCE 
REPORT 

The SPEAKER. The unfinished business is -the amend
ment in disagreement, on the farm tenancy question. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr~ Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that amendment No. 103 be again read for the infor
mation of the House. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it is so ordered. 
There being no objection, the Clerk again read amendment 

No. 103, as follows: 
Loans: For loans in accordance with title I of the Bankhead

Janes Farm Tenant Act, approved July 22, 1937 (7 U. S. C. 1000-
1006), $50,000,000, which sum shall be borrowed frorn the Recon
struction Finance Corporation at an interest rate of 3 percent per 
annum; and the Reconstruction Finance Corporation is hereby 
authorized and directed to lend such sum to the Secretary of 
Agriculture, who shall make repayment thereof out of all moneys 
collec.ted by him representing payments of principal and interest 
on the loans made out of the funds so borrowed, and the amount 
of notes, bonds, debentures, and other such obligations which the 

·Reconstruction Finance Corporation is authorized and empowered 
to issue and to have .outstanding at any one time under existing 
law is hereby increased by an amount sufficient to carry out the 
provisions hereof: Provided, however, That the Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized, when requested by the Federal Loan Ad
ministrator, to pay to the Reconstructi<m Finance Corporation 
from funds not otperwise appropriated an amount equal to the 
unpaid principal amount of . the loans made hereunder, together 
·with tbe interest accrued and unpaid tbereon, and thereafter any 
sums repaid on · account of said loans ·shall forthwith be covered 
into the general fund of the Treasury. · 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri.- Mr. Speaker, I move to recede 
and concur with an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri moves to 
recede and concur with an amendment, which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri moves that the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate No. 103 and concur 
in the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter 
inserted by said amendment insert the following: 

"Loans: For loans in _accordance with title I of the Bankhead
Janes Farm Tenant Act, approved July 22, 1937 (7 U. S. C. 1000-
1006) ., $50,000,000, which sum shall be borrowed from the Recon
struction Finance Corporation at an interest rate of 3 percent per 
annum; and the Reconstruction Finance Corporation is hereby au
thorized al_ld dire<;ted to lend such sum to the Secretary of Agri-

. culture upon ·the security of any obligations of borrowers from the 
Secretary under the provisions of title I of the Bankhead..:Jones 
Far~ Tenant Act,. approved July 22, 1931 (7 U. S. c. 1000-1006): 
Promded, That the amount loaned by the . Reconstruction Finance 
Corporation shall not exceed 85 percent of the principal amount 
outstanding of the obligations constituting the security there
for: Provided further, That the Secretary may utilize proceeds from 
payments of principal and interest on any loans made under such 
title I to repay the Reconstruction Finance Corporation the amount 
borrowed therefrom under the authority of this paragraph: Pro
vided further, That the amount of notes, bonds, debentures, and 
other such obligations which the Reconstruction Finance Corpora
tion is authorized and empowered to issue and to have outstanding 
at any one time under existing law is hereby increased by an 
amount sufficient to carry out the provisions hereof." 

M:r. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that there be a division 
of the question. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks for a 
division of the question. The question is, Shall the House 
recede from its disagreement with the Senate amendment. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I am at a loss to un
derstand my chairman. I do not know whether he is for the 
motlon to recede or not. I suppose he is, inasmuch as he 
made the motion to recede. I am again in the position of 
being the only House conferee that is supporting the atti
tude the House had when this bill · went to conference. I am 
opposed to receding at all on this proposition. The gentle
man's argument was entirely about parity and farm prices, 
which have nothing to do with the pending amendment. 
Perhaps he was long-headed and designing in using the t ime 
in talking about that, I do not know, and I 'should not guess 
what his purposes were. 

The House turned down this farm-tenancy proposition. 
I do not know why the House should recede now at all. If 
there is anything we can stand by, anybody, farmers or 
otherwise, it is this proposition of cutting out farm tenancy. 
My State·· has 12 and Nebraska has 6 or 7 farm tenants, I 
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understand. Why should we take Government money to 
encourage men to farm when the farmers are in such a · 
tough position as the gentleman has just said they were? If 
they are so much below parity, why should the Government 
do this? It is inconsistent to aid farmers to get into this 
game when they do not have a chance. That is the first 
inconsistency. 

-Let me now say a word about parity, in answer to a little 
the gentleman said about it. "Nobody dares to say a word 
against parity," says the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CANNON]. . 

Parity payments have nothing to do with farm prices .. 
Farm prices remain just the same. What the farmer gets 
is just a little extra, but the price has not been changed at 
all by farm parity. The farmers are accepting parity, my 
farmers and all other farmers~ becaus·e they are so hard up 
now, but no farmer in my district advocates parity. They 
accept it, but they do not advocate it. Their hands are tied 
and their mouths are closed about economies of any kind 
when they advocate parity. They cannot say a word about 
trade treaties, they cannot complain about labor standards 
and other things that hike the prices. They cannot complain 
at all about this whole program of economy if they advocate 
parity. Their mouths are shut. I believe my farmers are 
just smart enough so that they are taking the money but 
they do not have the conscience to advocate parity payments, 
because it does not solve the farm problem in any sense of 
the word. 

Coming back to the farm-tenancy question, let the House 
stand by its own proposition. We turned down this scheme 
after trial and a full discussion. It is not doing anybody any 
good; it is only handing farms to a few people at the most, 
and it is tantalizing to those about. It is not worthy of the 
name of being one of the things that has been done for 
agriculture. 

It is now proposed that the money will be ioaned by the 
R. F. C. to help men start farming. If there is anything we 
ought to be able to agree on being against, it is this proposi
tion.- Therefore, let us stand by the former House position 
and not recede. [ApplauSe.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 

to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TARVERL 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I wish I had time to discuss 

the major question involved here, but, of course, that is 
manifestly impossible in 5 minutes. Therefore, I intend to 
discuss an amendment which I propose to offer hereafter if 
the House shall vote to recede, there having been a division 
of the question, an amendment to the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CANNON]. This 
amendment was published in last Thursday's RECORD · to
ward the conclusion of the day's proceedings. I propose to 
insert at the proper point this language-

And which sum shall not be used for making loans under the 
terms of said act for the purchase of farms of greater value than 
the average farm unit in the county, parish, or locality in which 
such purchase may be made. 

You are advised of the fact that the average farm pur
chased in the program ·so far is of the value of around 
$5,300. You are doubtless also advised of the fact that there 
are many farming areas in the United States where the av
erage farm unit is rated at a considerably smaller amount 
than that. In my own congressional district in Georgia the 
value of the average farm unit is around $2,000, yet the 
authorities of the Farm Security Administration come :i:nto 
my district and buy for these tenant farmers farms worth 
$4,500 and $5,000, oftentimes more than twice as much as 
the value of the average farm unit. 

I am interested in this program, and I want to see it suc
cessful, but I believe one of the best ways to insure success 
is to try to do away with the things about it which are not 
fair and are not just, and are calculated to incite criticism. 
When you go into any county and undertake to take a ten
ant off of John Smith's farm, a farm that is worth $2,500, 
let us say, and buy that tenant entirely at Government 

expense a $5,000 farm or a $6,000 farm, with ·knowledge on 
the part of the farmer . from whose farm the tenant has 
gone that as a citizen of the United States he may at some 
time have to pay either directly or indirectly something in 
taxes on account of the program which is being carried out 
by the Government and which involves his former tenant, 
then you are doing something to bring the program into 
disrepute. 

Why take a tenant off of a $2,500 farm, bought perhaps by 
the accumulations resulting from the thrift and energy of 
the owner of that farm, and buy that tenant in the same 
community and in tne same county a farm entirely at Gov
ernment expense which is worth twice as much as the farm 
from which he came as a tenant? 

This amendment will not hamper the program. The 
amendment will make it possible in many sections of the 
country for the Farm Security Administration to buy at least 
twice as many farms and take care of the needs of twice as 
many tenants as it is being able to take care of now. 

I want you to think this over, because I intend to offer the 
amendment at the prbper time, and I certainly hope that 
the House will agree to it. It has been insisted in some 
quarters that it will be disadvantageous to the program. The 
authorities that are carrying on the program themselves, I 
may say frankly, do not want this limitation. They want to 
be allowed to proceed as they have been going heretofore and 
buy these more expensive farms for the tenants on the idea 
that it is necessary to buy expensive farms in order for them 
to be able to carry on successful farm operations; but if the 
average farmer in the county where the purchase is being 
made is able to make a living on the average farm in that 
county, what justification exists for putting the tenant in 
possession of a farm of a value twice that of the average 
farm? 

Mr. STEFAN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman ·yield? 
[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. TARVER. May I have 1 minute to answer the question 

of the gentleman from Nebraska? 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield the gentleman 1 addi

tional minute. 
Mr. STEFAN. I agree that it would be very profitable to 

spread this money to more people who want a farm. I am 
wondering, however, whether or not you would meet with 
considerable opposition on the part of some of the agents of 
the Government who feel that our farms should be somewhat 
larger, and how would the gentleman's amendment work in 
my State or in my district, for instance, where the average 
farm costs around $5,200? 

Mr. TARVER. The language of the amendment would 
permit the purchase of the average farm. 

Mr. STEFAN. It would prohibit the purchase of higher
priced farms? 

Mr. TARVER. Or more than the average farm. 
Mr. STEFAN. And that would give more people a chance 

to get a farm? 
Mr. TARVER. Absolutely; and, as I said a moment ago, if 

the farmer now living in your county or in mine is able to get 
along on the farm of the average value, and the average 
farmer, of course, is able to do that, then it does seem that 
the Government in the distribution of its aid ought not to 
provide for these tenant farmers in these counties farms of 
two or three times the average value. 

[Here. the gavel fell.] 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield such time 

as he may require to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
FERGUSON]. 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the chair
man of the subcommittee, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CANNON], on his resolution to recede and concur to the Senate 
amendment. This amendment provides $50,000,000 to con
tinue the farm-tenancy program. I know before the vote is 
reached opponents of this measure, including · the gentleman 
from Illinois, Representative DIRKSEN, will oppose this appro
priation on the grounds that agriculture is in a hopeless situ
ation and not worth the investment of Gevernment funds. 
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Several days ago, when this bill first came in, the gentleman 
from Dlinois, Representative DIRKSE~. talked for 8 minutes 
without mentioning one single fact about the administration 
of the farm-tenancy program. 

I want to take this opportunity to present the record of 
the farm-tenancy program to the House. They have made 
loans on approximately 10,000 farms in the last 3 years. At 
this good hour only 6 payments are in default. Six out of 
10,000 who have been extended Government credit have 
failed to meet their obligation. What better recommenda
tiiJn could we have for continuing this splendid program? 
'£his record has been made without resorting to the variable
payment plan which would allow the Administrator to ex
tend the period of payment in years of drought and crop 
failure. · If the House will adopt this Cannon motion a star 
of hope will continue in the heavens of the American tenant 
farmer. They will continue to look forward to the day that 
they .will become farm owners. Farm ownership means bet
ter farm management; means that the man operating the 
place can own livestock, can diversify his farming, make 
these payments to the Government, and provide for his 
fami!y year in and year out. 

In these days when nations are crumbling because of dis
content from within there is no better insurance of the future 
of the Nation than to have farmers own and operate their 
own places. Farm values are low today. Those who point 
to the delinquencies in the land-bank system and predict 
this will happen to the farm-tenancy program forget that a 
great many of the land-bank loans were made on highly 
inflated . values. Land values tOday represent the true pro
ductive value of the land. These farms are selected by a 
committee of farmers within the community. These farmers 
do not recommend the purchase of a farm that will not pro
duce to make the payment and allow the purchaser to live. 
In addition to that, this ·committee of farmers has in a great 
majority of cases chosen young, able tenant farmers who have 
already shown their ability by surrounding themselves with 
machinery and livestock. The selection of the tenants in 
most of the country has been a reward of merit to that 
farmer by his fellow farmers. If the House will make this 
appropriation,_ every ambitious tenant farmer in the United 
States will look forward to the day that he will be chosen by 
this ·committee of farmers in his community and that he can 
own and operate his own farm, living in his own house, rear
ing his family on their own land. 

I sincerely hope and pray that the House will vote for the 
Cannon amendment and provide this $50,000,000 to carry on 
this vital program. 
· Mr. CANNON of Mis~ouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen
tleman from Texas [Mr. MAHoN] such time as he may re
quire. 

A PROGRAM FOR FARM HOME OWNERSHIP 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, in view of the limitations of 
time I shall not seek to speak at length on this farm home
ownership program. I do have a deep conviction on the sub
ject. I know that the proposal here is not the complete 
answer, but it will help. 

The conference report under consideration includes an 
appropriation of two and a half million dollars to be used in 
administering the farm-tenancy program. Loans to the 
amount of $50,000,000 are authorized from the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation to finance the farm-tenancy program. 
The farm-tenancy program under which we are operating 
was passed in 1937. Only a small step has been taken in the 
direction of promoting home ownership · among all of the 
people who live on the farm, but it is obvious to all informed 
·persons that the problem of tenancy cannot be cured in a few 
years and cannot be cured without great labor and effort and 
without making, no doubt, many mistakes. However, it is 
well to point out that the farm-tenancy program has suc
ceeded as far as it has gone. It just has not gone far 
enough. Maturity payments on loans which have been made 
to farmers in order that they might become farm owners have 
·been paid in excess of the sums which have -become due. 

The $50,000,000 loan authorized in this bill by the R. F. C. 
to tenant farmers would enable about 10,000 tenants to start 
on the road to home ownership during the coming fiscal year. 
This appropriation bill would enable the Farm Security Ad
ministration to deal on a larger scale than has ever been pos
sible before under the. limited appropriation. If the program 
continues to succeed-and there is no reason to believe that 
it will not c.ontinue to succeed-it should certainly be possible 
to expand this program to where we could take care of a 
rp.uch larger number than 10,000 tenants per year. If we 
expand the program, we will approach the solution to the 
problem. 

It is needless for me to point out that in certain cotton
growing areas in the south about 70 percent of the people 
who Hve on the farms are tenants. I know that in my own 
congressional district, according to the latest figures which I 
have before me, about 61 percent of the farmers are •tenants. 
The much-discussed . book, Grapes of Wrath-and I do not 
express any opinion as to its accuracy:-has had a part, among 
other things, in focusing the attention of the entire Nation 
upon the great problem of farm tenancy and to the problem 
of the migration of agriqultural workers from Oklahoma and 
other States to the Pacific coast and elsewhere. To me it is 
unthinkable that at a time when there is so much national 
interest in improving rural conditions we should throw over
board the limited home-ownership program for the farm 
tenant which is embodied in this conference report being 
considered· today. . 

I remember a few years ago th~t the Gallup poll made a 
study of the feeling of the publi.c at large on the question of 
farm tenancy. In response to the question, "Do you favor 
long-time Government loans to tenants in order that they 
may be enabled to own farms?" 83 percent of the American 
public-not just farmers, mind. you-voted "Yes" on that 
question. Undoubtedly every sane-thinking American knows 
that a healthy condition in agriculture is positively necessary 
for the preservation ·of our national well-being. We do riot 
want migrants. We want happy families living in rural com
munities supporting the school, the church, and the state. 
· The defeat of the farm-tenant purchase program today 
would be a real tragedy.' It would be felt in the hearts of 
thousands of tenants in the more than 3,000 agricultural 
counties of the Nation. They realize that they cannot become 
home owners overnight; they realize that they might not 
secure any loans from the R. F. C. to purchase a home under 
the present bill; but they have been led to believe that the 
Government will continue to sponsor and expand a program 
which will ultimately enable the most deserving and ambi
tious and industrious tenants to own a home, to adequately 
support their families, to have a real part in the community 
li.fe of America. 

INCREASE IN FARM INCOME NECESSARY 

I know that there are many who will say that this pro
gram is a mere drop in the bucket and will not remedy 
the tenancy situation. That is, no doubt, partially true. Of 
course, a program of increased farm income, better prices 
for farm products, must go hand in hand with a program of 
home ownership. This fight cannot be won in a day. 

MORE COMPREHENSIVE PROGRAM NEEDED 

Last year, and again this year, I expressed to the gentleman 
from Texas, .the Honorable MARVIN JoNES, and some of the 
other members of the Agricultural Committee my interest in 
a more comprehensive home-ownership program for the 
farmer. There has been pending for over a year a bill which 
would make it possible for one to purchase a farm on ·a basis 
similar to that used by the Federal Housing Administration. 
Both the House and the Senate Agricultural Committees have 
favorably reported this bill. In fact, the Senate passed such 
a bill (8. 1836) July 7, 1939-nearly a year ago. I have been 
supporting this measure from the beginning, and I shall con
tinue to work with my colleagues toward the improvement 
and passage of this bill. The bill will not solve all the prob
lems of farm tenancy, but it has real possibilities. I urge 
the passage of this bill at this session of Congress. I believe it 
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offers a better solution to our problem than the proposal 
which we are soon to vote upon today. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 
to my distinguished friend from Massachusetts [Mr. McCoR
MACK]. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, we have just listened 
to the gentleman -from Missouri [Mr. CANNON] and the gen
tleman from Georgia [Mr. TARVER], and the g-entleman from 
Georgia has made the suggestion of an amendment in rela
tion to the average farm in a community ·or county. I am 
a Utt1e bit confused as to whether the gentleman from 
Georgia is going to undertake to offer his amendment today~ 
which would necessitate voting down the Cannon motion, 
or whether he is going to support the Cannon motion and 
then, if the matter goes to conference again, undertake t-o 
work out the provisions of his amendment, or if he is going 
to offer it as an amendment to the Cannon amendment. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
· Mr. McCORMACK. I yield. , 

Mr. TARVER. I am going to offer this as an amendment 
to the Cannon amendment, and the gentleman from Mis
souri [Mr. CANNON] has advised me that he will accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. McCORMACK. That clarifies the situation. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I shall be pleased to accept the 

amendment of the gentleman from Georgia. 
Mr. McCORMACK. I received a communication from 

Jesse Jones, Chairman of the Reconstruction . Finance Cor
poration, in which he suggested an amendment, which I 
·called to the attention of the gentleman from Georgia, in 
connection with the method of repayment by the Treasury 
Department to the Reconstruction Finance Corporation. 
Does the gentleman intend to do anything in connection with 
the suggestion of Mr. Jones? 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I had prepared a motion to 
recede and concur in the Senate amendment, substituting 
the language prepared by Mr. Jones, but at that time I did 
not know that the chairman of the House conferees was 
himseli going to offer a motion to recede and concur with 
an amendment, and in view of his action in the matter, I 
do not pr<>pose to offer the amendment which I had prepared. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I wanted the RECORD to show that. 
·In other words, the parliamentary situation is such that 
·the gentleman from Georgia considers it difficult and unwise 
to incorporate in his amendment the suggestion of Mr. Jones. 

Mr. TARVER. That is true; and I feel that if there is 
anything about the language which is not satisfactory to 
Mr. Jones it can be cleared up in further conference between 
the House and the Senate. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, when this bill was 
pending in the House--in Committee of the Whole--:-1 spoke 
f<>r -an amendment to increase the appropriation $25,{)00,000. 
At that time the gentleman from Missouri l:Mr. CANNON] as 
.chairman of the subcommittee, opposed it and .the amend
ment was defeated, as I remember, by three votes on a 
teller's v.ote. 

Mr. CANNON of Missourt. My opposition at the time was 
n'Ot because I was in disagreement with the amendment it
-self, but because it was necessary .at the time to emphasize 
those items in the bill which would increase the price of 
farm products and would benefit all farmers, whereas the 
farm-tenancy proposition would have no effect on farm 
prices and wowd benefit only a few dozen fannezs in every 
100,000. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I am very glad the gentleman from 
Missouri accepts the Senate amendment with the amend
ment that he has offered. I have always favored legisla
tion of this type. We .all know the history of this legisla
tion, brought into being as .a result of constructive and 
courageous leadership on the part Df the gentleman who so 
graciously and in such a dignified and able manner presides 
over this body, our beloved Speaker~ the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. BANKml:ADJ. [Applause.] 

I am sorry to hear the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
I...A.MBERTSON] oppose this amendment. I hope that this 

will not be made a party issue. I respect profoundly the 
views of the gentleman from Kansas, and I listened with 
interest to what he had to say today, but I sincerely hope 
that the remarks he made will not be accepted by the 
Republican Members of the House as a party matter, and 
that the Republican Members will not vote against this 
meritorious provision that the House conferees have brought 
back into the House. This to me is one of the most con
structive programs that this Congress or any other Con
gress has enacted into law. It aims toward greater secu
rity of the American family. Family life, as I have said 
in prior debates, is the basis of society. It is the founda
tion on which not only society, but sound and sane govern
ment is predicated. A strong family lif-e coupled with 
strong religious life stands for a strong and stable gcwern
ment. Every time the Government . makes purchase of land 
and negotiates with some person to repurchase the land 
in carrying out this program, it is making a better family, 
is strengthening family life in this country, and in addi
tion to strengthening family life by lending encouragement 
and bringing about security, it is contributing toward the 
strengthening of our form of government. The Senatfi 
amendment should be agreed to by the House. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massa
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield the re
mainder of my time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
DIRKSEN]. 

Mr. DffiKSEN. Mr. Speaker, the matter now pending 
before the House relates to the question of farm tenancy. 
As the bill left here on the 2d of February 1940, there was 
no provision for farm tenancy in the bill. Subsequently 
the Senate of the United States wrote in a provision for 
$50,000,000 with the added provision that the money is to 
be derived from the R. F. C. in the form of loans. Ostensi
bly the Senate of the United States did not have much 
faith in this thing, despite the fact that they wrote in 
'$50,000,000, for if gentlemen will read the 1anguage of the 
Senate am-endment they will find they made provision that 
in case -of unpaid inst-allments, they shall go to the Treas
ury of the United States and get the money. That cann-ot 
refiect a great deal of confidence· in that kind of program, 
but that is the program that is before you today. The mo
tion is to recede from House disagreement, meaning to join 
with th-e position taken by the Senate, and· then to follow 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. C:ANNON] which in some respects differs fr<>m the Sen
ate language. I am opposed to the farm tenancy program, 
but not for partisan reasons. On the 27th of April 1'94{) 
the Secretary of Agriculture stood before thousands of 
peopie in St. Paul, Minn., and let me read to you what he 
said to the fanners · of the Northwest, placing it a bit more 
succinctly in the interest of time economy. The Secretary 
said to the Nation on the 27th of April that one-third of 
all the farms in the country today are mortgaged for 
$7,000,00'0,000~ 

Y-et here you wouid provide money for more farms at 
Government expense, with more mortgages ultimately to go 
into defaUlt. 

The Secretary of Agriculture said on that occasion that 
25 percent of ali mortgages held by the Federal land banks 
are delinquent. One out of every four held by the land 
banks today are delinquent, and yet you would authorize 
another $50,000,000 for more delinquent mortgages in the 
future. 

The Secretary also said that 60 percent of all farm-loan 
associations are insolvent. Those local organizations that 
prDvide the instrumentality for the farmer to get farm 
credit. Sixty percent, according to the Secretary of Agri
culture, .are today delinquent. 

The Secretary· of Agriculture also said th.at S5,000 farm 
borrowers have been foreclosed since the Farm Credit Ad
ministration was organized in 1933. "Uncle Sam, according 
to the Secretary <>f Agriculture, has taken 85,000 farms since 
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the New Deal came into ·power, and yet you would authorize 
another $50,000,000 for. more foreclosures in the future. 

Finally the Secretary said: 
I fear that the world problem is so great and will be so long 

continued that the A. A. A. and the Farm credit will need a lot 
of help from Farm Security. There are a m1lli.on farm fam111es 
who can be helped only slightly by the A. A. A. and Farm Credit. 
Those families need loans from Farm Security, and in drought 
years they will need grants. 

That is the Secretary talking. 
So you are going to add ·another $50,000,000 for mort

gages on farm lands in the coun.try, only to foreclose them 
in the future unless prices improve. Now let us see about 
that. 

In the colloquy that took place between Senator BYRNES and 
Mr. Alexander, Farm Security Administrator, Senator BYRNES 
said: 

Do you buy tracts from the Federal land bank? . 

Mr. Alexander said: 
Some are bought; yes. 

The Federal land banks foreclose and then the Farm Se
curity Administration comes along and buys the land and 
puts tenants on it for 40 years at 3 percent. What a magnifl
cient spectacle it is. One agency foreclosing; the other buy
ing the fo:reclosed land, putting another tenant there only to 
be foreclosed at some future date. 

We have had some experience. The outstanding one, of 
course, is the one they had in South Dakota. I placed in the 
RECORD in February a statement from the .man who is liqui
dating the South Dakota enterprise similar to this, in which 
ir; that one State alone the losses are estimated to be from 30 
to 40 million dollars. Will you project the people of the 
United States to a larger and more expensive program that · 
can only mean greater losses? · 

We have provided_ $75,000,000 already. It is a good time · 
to go back, to start backward from this program of 100 per
cent loans that cqst the taxpayers of the country $250 the 
first year in the service char.ge, and at least $50 a year every 
year thereafter. If_ you ~ant testimony on that, consult page 

. 430 of the hearings before the Senate committee on agricul
tural appropriations. . 

Now, I want to say a word about this matter of collections 
. because my good friend_ from O~laho.ma ,the other day took 
me to task for not having spun to a logical conclusion the 
question of collections. He made so bold as to affirm to the 

· :House that the coliections were more than 100 percent of . 
. maturity. Now, let us _take a look. That is probably true, 
but do you know how much the collections were for the first 
year? $150,000 ~against $9~,ooo · of maturity; a mere drop 
ip the _bucket. We give away more money in 5 minutes 
on this. floor than all those maturities represent. But wait 
until it gets ·into the upper brackets. Wait until we get 
into the millions of dollars and hundreds of millions of 
dollars and then let us see whB.t the story may be. 

Finally, let me say to you, my good friend, if you have 
not read the record, that the Farm Security Administration 
has authority, under the variable payment plan, to be ab
solutely in the red and never have it reflected on the books. 
Read the testimony of Mr. Alexander. In bad years they 
can let the maturity slide in the hope of making it up in the 
good years, at the election of the man who buys the farm. 
But I will take those books, I will take Mr. Alexander's job 
and I will show you a better· balance sheet and be withi~ 
the provisions of the law, and at the same time be away in 
the red, only ultimately to save up a headache for the tax
payers of the country. · 

Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Let me continue for a moment, please. 
That is what they call the "variable payment plan." Yes, 

a very euphemistic term, believe it or not, that will cover a 
multitude of sins, and that will wind up with a healthy, heart
rending deficit when the time comes. 

There. is plenty of private capital available for this type of 
loan today. Sena.tor O'MAHONEY stated in the committee 
over on the other side that from 1929 to 1938 the insurance-

company holdings have gone from $81,000,000 on farm lands 
to $525,000,000. Think of it! Why? Is it because the 
M~tropolitan Insurance Co. wants to own a farm? Oh, no. 
Is It because the New York Life or the Equitable or the Aetna 
or some other insurance company wants a farm? Oh no 
It is because they had to foreclose. They had t~ tak~ th~ 
land-alm~st $475,000,000 worth of land in 9 years, and now 
you are gomg to add another $50,000,000 on mortgage loans 
to be foreclosed in the future and to come out of the pockets 
of_ the taxpayers. It was testified before the Senate com
mit~ee that the_ large lending agencies of the country were 
sellmg farms Without down payments. If this be true, why 
must the Federal Government be projected into a land pur
chase and sale program which can only mean difficulties and 
deficits in the future? 

Is that what yo~ want to do? Very well, then, vote to 
recede from our disagreement with the Senate and let the 
amendment of the gentleman from Missouri be adopted. I 
want no p~rt of that progra_m. I want no part of a pro
gra~ that Is launched at a time of inadequate prices under 

. which a man cannot hold onto his land today. The chair
man of the subcommittee was right when he talked about 
the necessity firs~ ?f all of finding increased prices for agri
cultural commodities. Before the Agricultural Committee 
a bill is pending now to provide for a complete readjustment 
o~ farm credit and a readjustment of interest rates. In that 
bill they have a formula for readjusting it to the productive 
value of the ~arm. Mr. Speaker, that is confe-ssion that this 
program is full of holes, yet you would give your solemn vote 
today for another $50,000,000 so that the aggregate of mort
gages, speculative, doubtful mortgages held by the Federal 
Treasury will be as much as $125,000,000 at the end of the 
next fiscal year. Yes, there are private funds available if this 
must go on, but why project Uncle Sam -into this kind of en
terprise? Let us look -for a moment at the balance sheet of 
the Federal land banks for the 30th of November 1939 
for further light on the subject. · ' 

Does the gentleman from New York, Mr. FITZPATRICK, know 
how much land the Federal land bank holds today? One 
hundred and seven million dollars' worth . 

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

Mr. DffiKSEN. Do you· know how many sheriffs' certi
ficates they hold? Over $20,000,000 worth of these certi-
ficates. · 

Mr. FITZPATRICK., Mr. Speaker, will the · gentleman 
yield? He mentioned my name. · -

Mr. DIRKSEN. I carmot yield. 
Do you know how many delinquent installments there are 

today? Over $39,000,000 of delinquent installments; over 
$21,000,000 of ·loans that are ready for foreclosure. And then 
when we look at the Commissioner's loans, there probably i~ 
not a man in this body today who, unless he has refreshed 
himself from the record, can tell how many of the so-called 
Commissioner's loans are delinquent. I will tell you. The last 
figure was 116,586 now delinquent; another 119,061 of land
bank loans delinquent now; almost 250,000 delinquent. Yet 
you will spend more of the people's money and project them 
into greater debt, when the primary need of today is a pro
gram which effectuates more adequate prices. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

Mr. DffiKSEN. You will project him into greater debt and 
develop a greater list of foreclosures than we see at the 
present time. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. Speaker, will not the gentleman 
yield? He mentioned my name. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I am sorry, I cannot yield, Mr. Speaker. 
I will say to the gentleman that if this is good financing, 

if it is good financing to go to the R. F. C. and get money with 
which to buy farms for 100 percent of the purchase price then 
our problem of national defense is settled. They tell us in 
the newspapers that the President will send a message asking 
for $500,000,000 for national defense. Is there any difference 
in principle between getting $50,000,000 from the R. F. c. t(l 
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buy farms and getting $SOO,OOO,OOO to buy battleships? You 
can beautifully exceed the debt limit. It is tbe back door 
approach, and I commend to your best thinking today that 
if this is good sound financing to ta.p the Treasury of the 
United States by the back door, then let us jus~ torpedo the 
statutory debt limit of 1917 and get all the money we ·need 
for battleships, for accouterments, for materiel, for military 
eqUipment through the R. F. C. and forget about the . debt 
limit. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 
Mr. TABER. Is the gentleman aware that the Farm Se

curity Administration to whom it is proposed to appropriate 
this money already shows losses of $239,000,000? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Exactly so. 
Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 
Mr. BURDICK. Will the gentleman tell us how many of · 

the tenant loans are in default? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Does the gentleman mean the crop and 

seed loans? 
Mr. -BURDICK. No; I mean money that we advanced to 

tenants with which to buy farms in the last 2 years. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. The gentleman means through the Farm 

Security Administration? 
Mr. BURDICK. Yes. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. There are some in default. Some, of 

course, have paid ahead, and that is why so-called payments 
are in excess of 100 percent of maturity. But it amounts to 
only $94,000. Wait until we get right down into this pro
gram involving hundreds of millions of dollars. Then let us 
cast up the score, and I am satisfied it will take on an alto
gether different arithmetical complexion, even as the land
bank system today is glutted with land and delinquencies. 

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

Mr. DIRKSEN. With great pleasure to my good friend 
from New York. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. According to the gentleman's own 
statement, the farmers of America must be in pretty good 
condition, because 66% percent of them have no mortgage 
whatever on their property. Is that correct? The gentleman 
just made that statement. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I quoted the words of the Secretary of 
Agriculture. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. And the gentleman agreed with that. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. He estimates that one-third of all the 

farms are mortgaged. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. That means, then, that two-thirds 

are not mortgaged, does it not? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. That may be so for all I know. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. But the gentleman from Illinois is 

quoting those figures. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes; I rather fancy that is substantially 

correct. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. The gentleman admitted that the 

tenant farmers who have made the purchases are up to date 
and there is no delinquency? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The Secretary of Agriculture was not 
talking about tenant farmers here .. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. They are·· in pretty good shape ac
cording to the gentleman's statement. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. That was an altogether different class 
from those who owned their farms at one time. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I have always helped out the farmers 
and voted for them. 

Mr. DffiKSEN. This is simply projecting the Federal Gov
ernment into a wholesale nest of debt that will ultimately 
have to be washed through the Treasury of the United States. 
If that had not been the case then the Senate never would 
have included the language it did that the so-called Loan Ad
ministrator could go to the Treasury and get that which was 
unpaid upon the principal and installments of these loans. . 

Mr. Speaker, I hope this motion will be voted down. When 
all is said and . done the fact remains as indicated by fore
closures that farmers in large degree cannot meet their 
debt burdens because prices are too low. If that is the case, 
how, by all the rules of logic, can we justify a farm-tenant 

. purchase program either with borrowed funds or R. F. C. 
loans until, we first make it possible for farmers to hold on to 
their farms. That is the proposition before us today. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. JoNES] and 
the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN] 
may have, respectively, 10 minutes in which to close the 
debate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia). 
Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from Mis
souri [Mr. CANNON]? 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, the gentleman means Mr. JoNES of Texas? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Yes. 
Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob

ject, I understood my colleague the gentleman from Cali
fornia desired some time. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. That will be given on the hour 
which we have following this. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 min

utes to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. AUGUST H. AN
DRESEN]. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. Speaker, I am taking 
this time because I want the Members of the House to know 
that I favor ownership of homes, whether it be on a farm 
or in a city. I believe that opportunities of home owner
ship_ should be afforded upon reasonable terms with the 
lowest possible interest rate. But, before urging an expan
sion of the present farm-tenant purchase program, I feel 
that we should first examine existing programs in operation 
under Farm Security and the Farm Credit Administration. 

When a person buys a farm home from an individual or 
the Government, and gives a mortgage for the -purchase 
price, the holder of the mortgage expects payment of inter
est and principal. In order to make such payments, the new 
farm owner must receive a sufficiently large income from 
the products raised on the farm to provide a living for his 
family, meet running expenses and have enough left over 
to make his payment on the mortgage. If the farm prices 
continue as low as they have been during the past 8 or 10 
years, these obligations cannot be paid, and the new farm 
owner will lose his farm, and again become a tenant. In 
such a case, the extension of credit without given assurance 
for a decent income, will result in a sad disillusionment for 
the man who seeks to acquire a home on a farm. 

EXPERIENCE OF FARM CREDIT ADMINISTRATION 

Since March 4, 1933, the Farm Credit Administration, un
der the benevolent control and exclusive manage~ent of the 
New Deal, has foreclosed and taken title to approximately 
85,000 farms. In other words, this governmental agency has 
made 85,000 farm tenants out of as many farm home owners. 
Most of these home owners lost their farms to the Govern
ment through foreclosure because of insufficiency of income 
from the sale of their farm products to meet the payments 
demanded by the Government. These unfortunate fellow 
citizens were literally chased out of their farm homes by New 
Deal agents because they could not meet their mortgage pay
ments. 

Secretary Wallace, the New Deal Cabinet member in 
charge of the Department of Agriculture, is now in full con
trol of the Farm Credit Administration. He and Dr. BJack, 
the Governor of the F. C. A., tell us of the deplorable condi
tion confronting American farmers. They sadly, but re
luctantly, admit the failure of the New Deal farm program to 
materially raise farm prices after 7 long years of regimented 
experimentation. Both officials have informed Congress and 
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the country that there is now a delinquency of around 30 per
cent on the 620,000 farm mortgages owned by the Farm Credit 
Administration. If the Government forecloses on these 
farms, there will be another 180,000 new farm tenants. All 
of which is taking place because of low farm prices and in
sufficient income to take care of obligations under•the New 
Deal farm program. 

FARM SECURITY ADMINISTRATION 

The Farm Credit Administration creates tens of thousands 
of tenants out of farm owners, and the Farm Security Ad
ministration seeks to make farm owners out of tenants. In 
other wo·rds, we have one governmental agency engaged in 
dispossessing home owners, which furnishes a surplus of 
applicants for another governmental agency that attempts 
to function in the opposite direction. Unfortunately, the 
supply of dispossessed clients from the F. C. A. far exceeds 
the ability of the F. S. A. to provide farm homes for them. 
Up to January 1, 1940, the Farm Security Administration had 
received 133,000 applications for farm homes. Only 7,000 
of these applicants were taken care of, at a cost of $75,000,000 
over a 3-year period. It will take billions of dollars to pro
v!de for all who desire to secure a farm home, and a large 
part of the funds invested by the Government for this pur
pose, will be wasted, unless methods are devised whereby the 
new farm owners will receive decent prices for the products 
of their farms. 
NEW DEAL FARM PROGRAM WILL END IN FAILURE AND BRING DISTRESS 

AND DISLOCATION FOR AMERICAN AGRICULTURE 

Farm owners are losing their farms and homes by the 
thousands each year because of small returns received for 

. the sale of their products. American farmers only ask for 
decent prices for the things they produce. They know that 
Government checks from the Treasury as benefit payments 
cannot continue indefinitely. They realize, also, that with 
recurring deficits, mounting national debt, and increased 
taxes, the tax collectors will soon be calling upon them to 
repay the sums now being received to increase agricultural 
income. The farmers want satisfactory credit facilities, but 
whatever the amount of the individuals' loans may be or the 
rate of interest charge, they want to be assured of a good 
income from the products of their soil so they can repay 
their obligations and live according to our American 
standard. 

Mr. Speaker, after 7 long years of New Deal ex:I:erimenta
tion upon American farmers, the time has come when we 
should take stock as to the effectiveness of the A. A. A. pro
gram and other policies designed to aid domestic agriculture. 
These poli.cies may have served a useful purpose as a matter 
of emergency treatment, but the farmers cannot survive long 
on this kind of medicine. The programs have not increased 

·prices for farm products. 
The success of the A. A. A, program was dependent upon 

the ability of Congress to appropriate money for benefit pay
ments. When the time comes that the Government will no 
longer be able to pay out funds for agricultural and other 
pur}:oses, the entire farm program will come to an end. The 
program is therefore not of any permanent value, as was . 
hoped for at its inception. Unless something is done about 
it at once, farmers will find themselves without any pro
gram. Large agricultural surpluses will continue because of 
the loss of our export market, which will result in low prices 
and generaJ distress for everyone in this country. 

For the past 5 years, as a member of the Committee on 
Agriculture, I have repeatedly urged the Democratic major
ity and Secretary Wallace to permit a nonpartisan effort 
toward the solution of the farm problem. The Secretary and 
his leaders in Congress have stubbornly refused to consider 
the fundamentals of the farm problem, and therefore nothing 
is being done in Congress to enact legislation which will at
tempt to give farmers permanent parity prices for their 
:r:roducts. 

Do or die, Secretary Wallace insists that the present 
A. A. A. program must be continued. He calls it the farmers' 
program, but he writes all the rules of the game. 

I have repeatedly pointed out that the continuance of the 
Wallace program of planned economy and regimentation of 

American farmers would bring about dislocation and distress 
for domestic agriculture. This has now taken place. In 
addition, the program has resulted in a transfer of produc
tion to foreign countries of products like wheat, cotton, and 
tobacco, which we had heretofore sold in the world's mar
kets in large volume. The loss of our export market r-or 
these commodities has driven millions of farmers into the 
production of diversified products which are already being 
raised in surplus quantity. 

While we need a healthy export trade for certain surplus 
farm products, the domestic dislocation will no doubt prove 
more disastrous. Under the A. A. A. program more than 
40,000,000 acres of good farm land have been taken out of 
the production of cotton, wheat, and corn. The dairy and 
hog producers of the northern States may well wonder 
what happened to some of these acres taken out of historic 
production. 

Let us examine the case of cotton production in this coun
try. Fifteen million acres of cotton land has been taken out 
of historic production since 1933. Under the direction of 
Secretary Wallace and his associates, much of this acreage 
has been turned to the production of what have been con
sidered as northern crops. 

For example, 5 years prior to 1933 average corn acreage in 
Iowa and Dlinois was 20,776,000 acres, while in 1939 the cor
responding acreage was 17,884,000. And for. 1940 the 12-
percent reduction will place the total at 15,637,920 acres. 
But, while the acreage in these two States was being reduced 
approximately 3,000,000 acres, farmers in South Carolina, 
Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Arkansas, and Louisi
ana have increased their corn, planting 3,584,000 acres. The 
Iowa and Illinois corn farmers are under Government con
trol, while the farmers in the Southern States are outside of 
the program and are encouraged to plant as much corn as 
they can upon their ideal cotton land. 

Corn-hog farmers living in Iowa, Illinois, and other States 
of the commercial-corn area, which come under the domina
. tion of the A. A. A., may wonder at some of the reasons for 
the prevailing low prices for hogs. It was natural . for the 
southern farmers to go into hog production with their new 
supply of corn, which contributed materially to the reduction 
in the price of pork. The Iowa and lllinois hog crop went 
down 1,476,000 hogs per year, while Southern States, including 
Maryland, Virginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, Oklahoma, and 
Texas, reported an increase in production of 7,575,000 hogs 
per year. This illustration demonstrates how partial crop 
control unbalances markets and stimulates production in one 
area while cutting down in another. 

Not all of the 15,000,000 acres of ideal cotton land went 
into corn, but practically all of it went 'into what might be 
properly called crops . which ·compete with northern agricul
ture. Official records show that 3,317,000 former cotton acres 
are now growing hay, a million acres are in soybeans, and 
one-half million acres in oats, all in addition to several mil
lion acres put into pasture and forage crops. As a result, in 
addition to a 7,500,000 annual gain in hogs, the Southern 
States have increased their cattle population by 3,076,000 
head. It is therefore not surprising that some 25 new meat
packing plants and scores of creameries, condenseries, and 

· cheese "factories were established in the South between 1933 
and 1939. · 

The southern cotton farmer lost his world market for 
cotton to Brazil and other foreign countries. The Secretary 
of Agriculture, through the A. A. A., pays southern ·farmers 
to develop corn, hog, dairy, and beef production, and the 
northern farmer receives similar pay for keeping acres idle 
and producing less. The northern farmer cannot retaliate 
by growing cotton, and therefore the solution of a problem 
for one section has created a serious problem in another. 
This dislocation in agricultural production will become more 
distressing as time progresses, for northern farmers have 
higher labor and housing costs than their new southern 
competitors. Furthermore, the results of 7 years of planned 
economy for American agriculture from Washington will 
make the solution of the farm problem more difficult. 
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Other well-intended New Deal programs to aid domestic 

agriculture have failed to solve the farm problem. I refer, 
in particular, to the foreign-trade policies of the New Deal. 
These will now be briefly discussed. 
SEVEN LONG YEARS OF NEW DEAL GENEROSITY TO FOREIGN PRODUCERS 

HAS CONTINUED THE DEPRESSION FOR AMERICAN FARMERS 

Mr. Speaker, why have farm prices remained far below 
parity or cost of production for the 7 years of the New Deal? 
Here are some of the answers: 

In 1932, as a candidate for President, Franklin D. Roosevelt 
solemnly promised American farmers that he would pro
tect their home market from the disastrous effects of cheap 
foreign competition. He emphatically pledged that he would 
not reduce tariff duties on cheaply produced agricultural im
ports sought to be sold in this country by saying: 

"I know of no etfective excessively high taritf duties on farm 
products. I do not intend that such duties shall be lowered. To 
do so would be inconsistent with my entire farm program, and 
every farmer knows it and wtll not be deceived." 

Did President Roosevelt keep this promise to American 
farmers? Let the record speak for itself. 

As a part of his good-neighbor policy to foreign farmers, 
the President negotiated 22 trade agreements with foreign · 
nations and drastically reduced tariff duties on 163 competi
tive farm products, which made it easier and cheaper for 
foreign producers to :flood our markets with products cheaply 
raised on foreign soil. 

Partial list of foreign farm imports upon which duties were 
cut 25 to 50 percent: Cattle, hogs, pork, bacon, milk, cream, 
cheese, chickens, ducks, turkeys, eggs, honey, barley, corn, 
oats, rye, apples, berries, clover, alfalfa, cabbage, potatoes, 
and other vegetables, and so forth. All of these products 
are produced in surplus quantities in the United States. 
While the Government is spending millions of dollars to re
move these domestic surpluses, it permits the importation of 
hundreds of millions of dollars worth of the same products 
to glut the market and further depress domestic prices. 
A record of several foreign farm imports to the United States tor . 

7 New Deal years 
[1933-39, Department of Commerce reportsl 

Product Imports 
7-year total 

Cattle ___________________ number of bead__ 2, 568,610 
Beef, pork, poultry ____________ pounds__ 885, 993, 786 

~~~r tr:-8ti~~a.ii==================~~==== 1, ~~: ~: ~~ Hides and skins __________________ do____ 1, 972, 141,987 
Barley malt ______________________ _ do ____ 1, 498,553, 097 
Barley __________________________ bushels__ 19, 430, 020 
Corn ____________________________ do____ 165,063,882 
Oats _____________________________ do____ 20,327,193 
Flaxseed ________________________ do____ 120,343,301 
Molasses ________________________ gallons__ 1, 580,046,530 
Eggs and poultry products, value _________ ---------------
Potatoes and other vegetables, value _____ -------------

Gain to 
foreign 
farmers 

$66, 079, 238 
163, 974, 550 
97,760,243 

290, 103, 938 
329, 276, 751 
39,820,586 
16,855,522 
94,703,172 

6, 307,511 
135, 293, 478 
75,043,141 
17,610, 216 

129, 903, 449 

Lost to 
.American 

farmers 

$99, 079, 238 
219, 974, 550 
130, 313, 000 
385, 000, 000 
439, 034, 751 
53,093,000 
22,470,000 

126,237, 88~ 
8, 407,511 

202, 293, 000 
100,057,000 
26,410,216 

173, 903, 000 

United States farm exports declined 9.2 percent 1933-39, 
and have now practically stopped. Competitive foreign farm 
imports to the United States increased 30 percent in same 
period. 
- The A. A. A. required American farmers to take 40,000,000 
acres a year out of cultivation to produce less. Total reduc
tion 7 years, 280,000,000 acres. Foreign farmers used over 
400,000,000 foreign acres in 7 New Deal years to produce com
petitive farm crops, valued at billions of dollars, which were 
sold in the United States. The 1938 acreage in United States 
for 45 main crops, 342,000,000 acres. New Deal generosity 
gav~ foreign farmers our markets for their products for more 
than 1 year's acreage out of the last 7. 

Results of 7 years of New Deal planning: Glutted markets, 
low prices, and billions of dollars in lost income for domestic 
producers. American f~-mers will not be deceived. They 
now know that the first step for agricultural recovery is to 
protect our home market from cheap foreign competition, and 
that this necessary and promised protection has not ·been 
given by the New Deal. 

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

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

Mr. JENSEN. What effect does the gentleman believe the 
reciprocal trade treaty program has had on the price of hogs 
and lard? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. There is no question but 
that the reciprocal trade treaty program, which permitted all 
the imports of bacon, shoulders, hams, pork, and competitive 
oils and fats to come into this country, has depressed the 
price of hogs to American farmers. The responsibility for 
this condition lies right here in Washington under the New 
Deal program, which is trying to regiment American agricul
ture and dislocate every branch of our greatest economic 
industry. [Applause.] 

Mr. VOORIDS of California. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man yield'? · 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Would the gentleman favor 
a cost-of-production price program as a means of protect~g 
the farmer's income? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I will favor any sound pro
gram that will bring to American agriculture parity prices or 
a decent American income. 

Mr. VOORIDS of California. I am trying to get at what 
the gentleman's proposal is. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I say this in all seriousness, 
because the farm problem with me is not a political problem. 
I say that after 7 long years it is about time that the leaders 
on both sides of the aisle, the leaders in this country, sit down 
around a round table and try to find a sound solution for 
American agriculture, rather than to pursue a vacillating 
policy which will eventually banlqupt the Government and 
ruin all American agriculture. 

Mr. VOORms of California. Does the gentleman believe 
that one can have a protective tariff and at the same time 
increase the export market? Are not these two things mu
tually exclusive? Do you not have to take your choice of one 
or the other? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Some reason that way, but 
let me tell the gentleman from California that beef products 
from the Argentine come into the United States, but we do 
not ship any beef products to the Argentine. Butter and 
some dairy products come from New Zealand, but we do not 
ship butter and cheese and such products to New Zealand. 
We do not ship cattle to Canada and we do not ship cattle to 
Mexico. What we milst do here is to trade with the countries 
that produce things that we do not raise in surplus quantity 
in the United States. There is no sense in giving away our 
domestic market to cheap foreign production from other 
countries in the world. [APPlause.] 
LOSS OF EXPORT MARKETS FOR AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS UNDER NEW DEAL 

TRADE PROGRAM 

Supposedly for the purpose of bringing about the promised 
restoration of our export trade in 1933 and 1934, especially in 
the field of agriculture, President Roosevelt demanded of 
Congress and secured legal authority to try out three experi
ments. These experiments are enumerated as follows: · 

First. The devaluation of the American dollar to 59 cents, 
so -as to· place our money on a par with the English pound 
and other depreciated foreign currencies. This experiment 
did not. restore our export market for farm products, nor in
crease domestic price levels. 

Second. The gold- and silver-purchase programs of foreign 
producers, which provided for the payment of a 69-percent 
subsidy for all foreign gold and a larger premium for the 
purchase of foreign silver. In spite of the fact that we have 
purchased nearly $12,000,000,000 in foreign gold and that the 
United States Treasury ha.s paid foreign producers of gold a 
·premium of approximately $4,500,000,00&, our export market 
for farm products gradually decreased. In 1939 our farm ex
ports were 9.2 percent under exports for 1932. 

Third. The enactment of the reciprocal trade agreement 
law, which had for its special purpose the recovery of our 
export market for cotton, wheat, pork products, and tobacco. 
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This program may have been designed to restore agricultural 
exports, but it did not work that way. Manufacturers of war 
materials and military supplies are the principal beneficiaries. 

New Deal cheer leaders hail all of these programs as huge 
successes, but the official records disclose a dismal failure for 
each experiment to the detriment of American agriculture. 
At a later date I hope to secure the time for a full discussion 
of these New Deal policies. They should be thoroughly de
bated and understood by the people of this country. 
· Let me say in conclusion that the farm problem is a serious 
matter. The future welfare of our entire country depends 
upon its solution. · It should be clear to every farmer and 
every Member of this House that ·the New Deal experiments 
have failed to rai'se farm prices, that our export market has 
been lost;and that the program·has·brought general disloca
tion for American agriculture. The failure of these experi
ments and the present state of domestic · agriculture makes 
the solution of the farm problem difficult. However, I know 
that· you will agree· with me when · I · say that we should dis
continue programs that are now definitely known to be 
proven failures. 

In formulating a ·new · farm program we should profit by 
the experiences of the past 7 years. The beneficial features 
of the present program can be retained and strengthened. I 
have particularly ·in mind· the· continuance of a voluntary 
soil-conservation program and the retention of a sound com.;. 
modity loan policy. In addition, we must establish a new 
policy for the restoration of our foreign trade for surplus 
farm products without jeopardizing our home market for the 
diversified products produced in this country - in sufficient 
quantity to meet -domestic requirement.- As -I have stated 
many times, our first step in a: . new farm program should be 
to protect the home market for American farmers. 

Our ·leaders· should forget political partisanship in the 
drafting of a sound and beneficial program for the future 
welfare of American agriculture. This can and must be 
done. 

We must look to the future. · When the war ends in Eu
rope and millions of men now engaged in military purposes 
get back into productive employment, disaster will face all 
America unless we take action to prevent it. Our first duty 
is to protect the future welfare of American citizens, and to 
do so before it is too late. [Applause.] - . 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes 
to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. JoNES]. 

Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I have a great admira
tion for both the last two gentlemen who have spoken. Both 
of them can talk until I can almost see visions, but when we 
coldly analyze, as the gentleman from California did by his 
questions, the argument of the last speaker, we find frequently 
that it will not bear the light of analysis. 

The last speaker suggests that we should have foreign trade 
·and yet have a higher tariff. There was an old darky one 
time who was sick and asked the doctor to prescribe. The 
doctor told him to eat plenty of chicken and not go out after 
dark. The Negro said, "That is impossibJe advice; that is 
conflicting. No colored man can eat plenty of chicken and 
not go out after dark." [Laughter.] 

It is difficult to have genuine world trade and ultrahigh 
tariff at the same time. How can they pay us if we refuse to 
accept goods in any form? 

A great deal has been said in the discussion the last few 
days that I believe has some sophistry in it about what is in
cluded in the farm problem. There are many wings to the 
farm problem. The chief one is that of price and income. I 
do not believe there is any student who does not believe we 
should have a better income and should have parity prices. 
We will all agree on that. The question is the method of 
securing it. I believe my committee has worked about as 
hard as anyone or &~J.Y group of men to increase the farmers' 
income and the prices of farm products. It is not a simple 
matter. One of these days before the Congress adjourns I 
want to make a speech on what has been done and what I 
believe can be done. But let us come back to the questions 
of farm home ownership. 

· Here are the cold facts according to the census. · The num
ber of tenants has increased every 10 years since 1880 and 
has increased more when farm prices were high than when 
farm prices were low. Does this argue that there should not 
be a high price for farm products? Why, no; but it argues 
that there is more than one wing to the program. If you ask 
me which is more important to a human being, food or water, 
I would say, "You cannot do without either." Someone asked 
Lincoln what was most important of three essential qualities 
of a citizen, and he said, "Which is the most important leg 
of a three-legged stool?" It takes all of them. 

We had the lowest prices of farm products from 1930 to 
1933 that we have had in many years. The census every 10 
years has shown that the percentage of farm tenancy in
creased up until 1930. In 1930 it was 42.4 percent of all farms. 
In 1935, according to the census, it was 42.1 percent. In other 
words, it decreased three-tenths of 1 percent during that low
price period. · Of course; we do not want those low prices. 
But when we increase farm prices we must also protect the 
family sized farm, else the large landowner will get the major 
advantage. 

Mr. CANNON of Missourt. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-
man· yield? · 

Mr. JONES of Texas. I am sorry; i will yield a little later. 
In 1880 the price of corn was 34 cents a bushel .and the 

average price of land $31.80 an acre; in other words, a hun
dred bushels of corn would more than buy _ an acre of land. 
In 1920, when we had l;ligh prices of farm products, corn 
got to. . $1.62 a bushel and land was $187 per acre. It took 
about 125 bushels of corn With those prices to buy an acre 
of land. In 1930 it took more than 100 bushels; and I want 
to put both of these tables in the RECORD, showing how the 
speculation in land offsets, insofar as home ownership is con
cerned, the contact with the land, and in order to have char
acter in America there must be contact with an ownership in 
land. 

Now, let us brush aside the cobwebs and get down to the 
facts about how this program has worked, and I have here 
the latest figures from the administrative officials. My friend 
the -gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. DIRKSEN], for whom I have 
a high regard, says that only $150,000 had been paid, as I 
understood him. There. has been $685,000 repaid on maturi
ties. There has been $1_08,000 extra _paid before maturities. 
This report is brought down practically to date. There are 
only 4 delinquencies out of over 10,000 farms that have been 
sold. I recall that some of the Members predicted, when 
we first passed this act, that we would be swamped with 
delinquencies the first year. As a matter of fact, the delin
quencies are less today than they were the first year. -They 
are less than they were the second year. Out of over 10,000 
farms that have been purchased under this program only 
4 of those farms· are delinquent. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JONES of Texas. I will yield in just a moment. 
Now, listen! If you are going to have a yardstick to deter-

mine whether a program is successful, does not this program 
meet the test? 

The question of the Home Owners' Loan has been men
tioned. There is no basis of comparison as between the two 
programs. · They loaned more than $1,000,000,000 the first 
year and they had delinquencies the first year because they 
had paid little attention to collections. They were saving an 
emergency situation. So in that situation they were com
pelled, of course, to put out loans to save homes and they 
paid little attention to collections at first. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JONES of Texas. I yield for a question. 
Mr. TABER. Out of a little over $30,000,000 in 2 years, 

$600,000 has been -paid back. Is not that the story? 
Mr. JONES of Texas. It is on a 40-year basis. The same 

amount is due this year that Will be due 20 years from now 
on each of the loans outstanding. 

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
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Mr. JONES of Texas. ·I would like to yield to my friend 

because I know he is for the plan, but I have not the time 
now. 

There are identical payments throughout the whole period~ 
so if ·they are not delinquent and if they are getting less 
delinquent all the time, how can you brand the program as 
a failure? 

The effort was made here . to show that there are some 
delinquencies in the land-bank system. Do you know where 
those delinquencies · and foreclosures came from? They 
came from these high land prices I told you about in the 
twenties. There have been very few foreclosures on loans 
that were made after 1933. Those foreclosures were made 
after loans on speculative land prices. For that reason 
I say that we should yoke the price structure-and it is im
portant-with the l~tnd contracts. I want to say to my friend 
the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. MASSINGALE] that if we 
ever adopt a price-fixing structure in this country, and we 
may come to it, it must be linked with the family sized farm; 
otherwise the suitcaae farmers, some of whom could put in 
thousands of acres, in cine operation will run away with the 
ball and run away with the land. [Applause.] 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from 
Texas yield for a brief question? 

Mr. JONES of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from 
Alabama. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Does not the gentleman regard as re
markably significant: in view of the very negligible delin
~uencies in this program, that these tenant farmers have 
made these payments during a period of years when they 
were receiving far from parity on their farm products? 

Mr. JONES of Texas. I certainly do, and I thank my 
friend who has taken a great dea.l of interest in this program. 

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

Mr. JONES of Texas. I yield. 
Mr. FITZPATRICK. Is it not much better to appropriate 

money so they can stay on the farm and make a living from 
the soil rather than to send them back into the industrial 
areas of the country? · 

Mr. JONES of Texas. Certainly. I think it is a great trib:
ute to the home purchasers on the family size basis, particu· 
larly in view of the fact that when they have been given an 
opportunity they have made good on so nearly universal a 
scale. 

The four primary pillars of a free government are the 
church, the school, the workshop, and the home. 

No argument is needed to convince the American people of 
the value of the church as a pillar of our society. Everyone 
recognizes the value of the school and the power that comes 
from knowledge. The school is accepted without argument. 
The workshop, whether on the farm or in the city, is the 
means by which the material things of life are secured and 
through which the physical life of the individual and the Na· 
tion is maintained. None the less important is the mainte
nance of the home. 

While the physical and mechanical things are important, 
they furnish only the substance of physical life. Standing 
alone, they are not sufficient to hold together a great people 
nor to establish and maintain a great nation. No matter 
how wealthy a nation or a pebple may become, something 
more is required. Sentiment, religion, loyalty, patriotism, 
and ·many other spiritual qualities are essential to a well
rounded being. 

Whatever debate might be carried on in reference to many 
of the issues of life, there can be no difference of opinion 
as to the value of home ownership in the maintenance of a 
free country. A nation rarely has trouble with a home
owning citizenship. The doctrines of communism and the 
various other "isms" can find little encouragement among a 
home-owning people, no matter how humble those homes 
may be. 

Our philosophy of government calls for recognition of the 
value of private ownership. We all like to have something 
which we can call our own. It may be a simple thing. I 
have always thought that one of the chief glories of a free 
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government is the fact that you cannot take the shirt from 
the back of a ragged street urchin without either securing 
the lad's consent or paying him for the rags. It is his own, 
and therefore is sacred. 

How much more sacred is that ownership when it pertains 
to the home. It has been my privilege to be in many of the 
homes of our land. I believe the sentiment is almost uni
versal among both men and women that they would rather 
live in a shack that is their own than in a gilded palace on 
which they must pay rent and in which they live subject to 
the will of someone else. 
· The universal desire of American people to have a home 
is evidenced . by the fact that so many of them under the 
rather limited program that has been established have made 
their payments in advance. Already approximately 10,000 
have purchased homes under this program, and by the end 
of this fiscal year approximately 13,000 tenants will have 
obtained loans under this program to buy farms. One hun
dred and sixty-five percent of the payments due have been 
made. In other words, 65 percent of the payments have been 
made in advance of the due date. 

When this measure was up for passage in the House, I read 
you the story of Walter Collins, of Lamar County, Tex., who 
had been a tenant for many years and who had never been 
able to purchase a farm. Under this provision, he purchased 
the farm on which he had lived for 17 years, and has made 
his payments 2 years ·in advance. 

I have before me the . account of another man, James C. 
Greene, who had been a tenant farmer near Tyler, Tex., for 

-15 ·years and who celebrated Texas Independence Day by 
paying $1,000 on a new farm which he purchased from the 
Farm Security Administration last year. He grows cotton, 
cattle, and roses, and expects to have the farm paid for and 
to burn his mortgage in less than 10 years. He says he 
would have remained a tenant the remainder of his life 
rather than to try to buy a farm under ordinary conditions, 
but that under the provisions of this measure he can buy and 
pay for a farm, and that he and his wife will make it their 
home as long as they two shall live. 

The total cost of the farm was $4,685, including the 
dwelling that was built on the place. Eleven contractors 
bid on the dwelling and the winner built it for $1 ,194. It 
has three bedrooms, kitchen, living room, and bath. This 
is a simple story, but these simple, individl,lal stor:ies have 
been the romance of American life and the secret of Amer
ican success. 

The rugged strength of character that is built by individ
ual activity and individual responsibility has been of vital 
importance in both the building and maintaining of the 
American way of life. 

The tenancy problem has been developing for more than 
a hundred years. It cannot be solved overnight. Certainly 
it cannot be solved if it is treated in a cynical way. I thought 
the . problem so vital that I wanted to start with an original 
provision of more than a billion dollars. Less enthusiastic, 
and perhaps wiser counsel, insisted that the program should 
be started on a modest basis until its worth should be 
proven. 

By what yardstick can the opponents claim that it is not 
proving successful? Some who have not thought this mat
ter through insist that the prices of farm products are at 
the heart of this problem and that the only way to solve the 
tenancy problem is to have an increase of prices for farm 
products. I believe that these men have not thoroughly 
studied the facts of history on this particular subject. 

No one has been more anxious than I have to increase 
the prices of farm products. This is a vital thing. I ap
preciate more than I can express the fine attitude which 
this Congress has taken in the difficult program of increas
ing the income of the American farmer and the prices of his 
products. · 

Here, however, is where one of the tragedies lies. Natur
ally land prices go up when we have an era of good prices for 
farm products. These farms are to be paid for . ·aver a 
period of 40 years. We may have _several. periods during 
those years of comparatively high and comparatively low 
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prices. The best time in the world to purchase a farm home 
that is- to be paid for over a long period is to purchase it. at 
a time when the price of farm land is low. Then if the 
prices of farm products and the income of the farmer can be 
brought up to a proper basis, it will be all the more easy for 
the man to pay for his home. 

The world today is torn by destructive forces. The dogs 
of. war have been unleashed. Poverty and want will probably 
stalk like hungry skeletons over many lands before the gods 
of war are satisfied. I hope our country may remain at peace 
and continue to use the building forces of creation. I am 
persuaded to believe that the financing of individual owner
ship of family-sized farms is of vital national interest in 
building for the future. 

Will you vote to strike down the entire provision for a 
program that is so vital to our national life and to dismantle 
the organization that has made the program so far such a 
success? 

Will you vote to close the door of hope in the face of the 
farm tenants of America? 

I do not believe you will. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 

from Texas has expired. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move· the pre

vious question. 
The previous question was ordered. . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is, Shall the 

House recede from its disagreement to the Senate amend
ment? 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri) there were--ayes 118, noes 110. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were--yeas 198, nays 

153, not voting 79, as follows: 
[Roll No. 109] 

YEAS-198 
Allen, La. Dickstein Keller Pierce 
Andersen, H. Carl Dies Kelly Poage 
Anderson, Mo. Dingell Kennedy, Martin Polk 
Arnold Daughton Keogh Ramspeck 
Barnes Doxey Kerr Rankin 
Barry Drewry Kllday RaybUrn 
Bates, Ky. Durham Kitchens Richards 
-Beam Eberharter Kocialkowskl Robinson, Utah 
Beckworth Ell1ott Lanham · · Romjue 
Bland Ellls Larrabee Ryan 
Bloom Fay Lea Sabath 
Boehne Ferguson Leavy Sacks 
Boland Fernandez Lemke Sasscer 
Boren Fitzpatrick Lynch Schaefer, ID. 
Boykin Flaherty McAndrews Schuetz 
Bradley, Pa. Flannagan McArdle Schulte 
Brown, Ga. Flannery McCormack Scrugham 
Bryson Folger McGehee Shanley 
Buckler, Minn. Ford, Miss. McGranery Shannon 
Burdick Ford, Thomas F._ McKeough . Sheppard 
Burgin Fries McMillan, Clara Smith, Conn. 
Byrne, N.Y. Fulmer McMillan, John L. Smith, Dl. 
Byrns, Tenn. Garrett Maciejewski Smith, Wash. 
Byron Gathings Mahon Somers, N.Y. 
Caldwell Gavagan Maloney South 
Camp Gehrmann Mansfield Sparkman 
cannon, Fla. Geyer, Calif. Marcantonio Spence 
cannon, Mo. Gibbs Martin, m. Steagall 
Celler Gore Massingale Stefan 
Clark Gossett Mllls, Ark. Sutphin 
Cochran Grant, Ala. Mllls, La. . Tarver 
Coffee, Wash. Gregory Monroney Tenerowicz 
Cole, Md. Griffith Mundt Terry 
Collins . Hart Murdock, Ariz. Thomas, Tex. 
Colmer Havenner Murdock, Utah Thomason 
Connery Hendricks Nelson Tolan 
Cooper Hennings Nichols Vincent,~. 
Costello _ Hill _ Norrell Voorhis, Calif. 
Courtney Hobbs Norton WallgrEm 
cox Hook O'Connor Walter 
Cravens Houston O'Day Ward 
Creal Hull O'Toole Warren 
Crowe Hunter Parsons Welch 
Cullen Izac Patman West 
Cummings Jacobsen Patrick White, Idaho 
D'Alesandro Johnson,Luther A. Patton Whittington 
Davis Johnson, Lyndon Pearson Williams, Mo. 
Delaney Johnson, Okla.. Peterson, Fla.. . Zimmerman 
Dempsey Jones, Tex. Peterson, Ga. 
DeRouen Kefauver Pfeifer 

Alexander 
Allen, Ill. 
Allen, Pa. 
Anderson, Calif. 
Andresen, A. H. 
Andrews 
Angell 
Arends 
Austin 
Ball 
Barton, N.Y. 
Bates, Mass. 
Blackney 
Bolles 
Bradley, Mich. 
Brewster 
Brown, Ohio 
Carlson 
Chapman 
Chiperfield 
Church 
Clason 
Clevenger 
Cluett 
Coffee, Nebr. 
Cole, N.Y. 
Crawford 
CUlkin 
Curtis 
Dirksen 
Ditter 
Dondero 
Douglas 
Dworshak 
Eaton 
Elston 
Engel 
Englebright 
Evans 

Barden, N.C. 
Bell 
Bender 
Bolton 
Brooks 
Buck 
Buckley, N.Y. 
Bulwinkle 
Burch 
Carter 
Cartwright 
Case, S. Dak. 
Casey. Mass. 
Claypool 
Cooley 
Corbett 
Crosser 
Crowther 
Darden, Va. 
Darrow 

NAY8-153 
Faddis 
Fenton 
Fish 
Ford, Leland M. 
Gamble 
Gartner 
Gearhart 
Gerlach 
Gillie 
Goodwin 
Graham 
Grant, Ind. 
Gross 
Guyer, Kans. 
Gwynne 
Hall, Edwin A. 
Hall, Leonard W. 
Halleck 
Hancock 
Harness 
Harter, N.Y. 
Hartley 
Hawks 
Hess 
mnshaw 
Hoffman 
Holmes 
Hope 
Jarrett 
Jeffries 
Jenkins, Ohio 
Jenks, N.H. 
Jennings 
Jensen 
Johns 
Johnson,ru. 
Johnson, Ind. 
Jonkman 
Kean 

Keefe 
Kllburn 
Kinzer 
Kleberg 
Knutson 
Kramer 
Kunkel 
Lambertson 
Landis 
LeCompte 
Lesinski 
Lewis, Colo. 
Luce 
Ludlow 
McGregor 
McLaughlin 
McLeod 
Maa.s 
Marshall 
Martin, Iowa 
Martin, Mass. 
Mason 
Michener 
Monkiewicz 
Moser 
Matt 
Murray 
O'Brien 
O'Leary 
Oliver 
O'Neal 
Pittenger 
Plumley 
Powers 
Rabaut 
Reed, Dl. 
Reed, N.Y. 
Rees,Kans. 
Rich 

NOT VOTING-79 
Disney Lewis, Ohio. 
Duncan McDowell 
Dunn McLean 
Edelstein Magnuson 
Edmiston May 
Gifford Merritt 
Gilchrist Miller 
Green Mitchell 
Hare Mouton 
Harrington Myers 
Harter, Ohio Osmers 
Healey Pace 
Horton Randolph 
Jarman Reece, Tenn. 
Johnson, W.Va. Risk 
Jones, Ohio Rockefeller 
Kee Rodgers, Pa. 
Kennedy, Md. Rogers, Okla. 
Kennedy, Michael Sandager 
Kirwan Schimer 

So the motion to recede was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
On this 'vote: 

Mr. Cooley (for) with Mr. Treadway (against). 

Robertson 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Routzahn 
Rutherford 
Satterfield 
Schafer, Wis. 
Schwert 
Seger 
Short 
Simpson 
Smith, Ohio 
Smith, Va. 
Springer 
Stearns, N. H. 
Sumner,Dl. 
Sweet 
Taber 
Talle 
Thill 
Thomas, N. J. 
Tibbett 
Tinkham 
VanZandt 
Vorys, Ohio 
Vreeland 
Wadsworth 
Wheat . 
Wigglesworth 
Wiliams, Del. 
Winter 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden, Pa. 
Woodruff, Mich. 
Woodrum, Va. 
Youngdahl 

Seccombe 
Secrest 
Shafer, Mich. 
Sheridan 
Smith, W. Va. 
Snyder 
Starnes, Ala. 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Sweeney 
Taylor 
Thorkelson 
Treadway 
Vinson, Ga. 
Weaver 
Whelchel 
White, Ohio 
Wolverton, N. J. 
Wood 

Mr. Vinson of Georgia (for) with Mr. May (against). 
Mr. Pace (for) with Mr. Osmers (against). 
Mr. Jarman (for) with Mr. Lewis of Ohio (against). 
Mr. Wolverton of New Jersey (for) with Mr. Bolton (against). 
Mr. Barden of North Carolina (for) with Mr. Seccombe (against). 
Mr. Claypool (for) with Mr. Case of South Dakota (against). 
Mr. Harrington (for) with Mr. Gifford (against). · 
Mr. Starnes of Alabama (for) with Mr. Darrow (against). 

.Mr. Gilchrist (for) with Mr. Corbett (against). 
Mr. Sheridan (for) with Mr. 1\IDler (against). 
Mr. Cartwright (for) with Mr. Bender (against). 
Mr. Brooks (for) with Mr. Jones of Ohio (against). 
Mr. Bell (for) with Mr. White of Ohio (against), 
Mr. Mouton (for) with Mr. ~ndager (against). 
Mr. Weaver (for) with Mr. Reece of Tennessee (against). 
Mr. Hare (for) with Mr. Schimer (against). 
Mr. Sullivan (for) with Mr. Risk (against). 
Mr. Kennedy of Maryland (for) with Mr. Rockefeller (against). 
Mr. Michael J. Kennedy (for) with Mr. Crowther (against). · 
Mr Edelstein (for) with Mr. McDowell (against). 
Mr. Merritt (for) with Mr. Rodgers ot Pennsylvania (against). 
Mr. Buckley of New York (for) with Mr. McLean (against). 

General pairs: 
Mr. Johnson of west Virginia with Mr. Thorkelson. 
Mr. Healey with. Mr. Carter. 
Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Horton. 
Mr. Wood with Mr. Shafer of Michigan. 
Mr. Magnuson with Mr. Darden of Virginia. 
Mr. Snyder with Mr-. Harter of Ohio. 
Mr. Sweeney with Mr. Kee. 
Mr. Secrest with Mr. Burch. 
Mr. casey of Massachusetts with Mr. Buck. 
Mr. Myers with Mr. Crosser. 
Mr. Green With Mr. Taylor. 
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Mr. Duncan with Mr. ·Sumners of Texas. 
Mr. Edmiston with Mr. Whelchel. 
Mr. Kirwan with Mr. Smith of West Virginia. 
Mr. Disney with Mr. Randolph. 

Mr. KRAMER changed his vote from "aye" .t.o "no." 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
Mr. BLAND. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, the gentleman 

from Virginia, Mr. DARDEN, is compelled to be at the Maritime 
Commission on important business. For that reason he did 
not vote. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 
right to object, the request does not come within the rules. 
I trust that after all these years we will not permit the 
custom to establish itself, as in another body, of announcing 
how Members who are absent would vote if present. It is 
against the rules, and is an injustice to others who fail to 
answer, and amounts to a proxy vote, and encourages 
absence from the House. However, in view of my warm 
affection for the gentleman from Virginia and our colleague 
for whom he speaks, I shall not object. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague the gentleman 
from Georgia, Mr. VINSON, is absent attending a conference 
at the White House. If he had been present, he would have 
voted "yea·, on the motion to recede. 

Mr. C.ANMON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, may I make the 
same observation? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on 
the motion of the gentleman from Missouri, to concur in · 
the Senate amendment with an amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 
to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TARVER] for the purpose 
of offering an amendment. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend
ment which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. TARVER moves to amend the amendment of Mr. CANNON of 

MiEsouri as follows: After the words in lines 4 and 5, "an interest 
rate of 3 percent per annum", strike out the semicolon and 
insert: "which sum shall not be used for making loans under the 
terms of said act for the purchase of farms of greater value than 
the average farm unit in the county, parish, or locality in which 
such purchase may be made." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 
· Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, jn view .of .the fact that the 
gentleman from Missouri has announced that he will accept 
the amendment which I have offered to bis amendment, and 
in view of the fact that since I undertook to address the House 
a few moments. ago relative to this subject, no Member of the 
House has indicated any oppositi.:>n to the amendment which 
I have offered, I do not . think I would be .justified in taking 
up the time of the House to discuss it. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. TARVER. Yes. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. 'I'he purpose of this amend

ment is to reduce the price of farms so that the money will 
spread over more territory and allow more farms to be pur-
chased? . 

Mr. TARVER. The effect of the amendment ought to be to 
enable the Farm Security Administration to provide farms 
for a great many more tenants than otherwise it would, and 
it does not prevent them from buying a farm anyWhere of 
average value in the locality ·nhere the purchase may be 
made. 
· Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I think the amendment is an 
excellent one. 

Mr. TARVER. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 

yield? 
Mr. TARVER. Yes. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. Has the gentleman any information 

that it has been the practice to buy rather high-priced farms 
for these tenants? 

Mr. TARVER. The evidence before the subcommittee of 
which I am a member disclosed that the average price of 

farms purchased under this program has been about $5,300. 
In my own section of the country farms have frequently 
been bought at $4,000 to $5,000 in value, although the value 
of the average farm unit is not greater, in most areas in my 
State, than $2,000 or $2,500. 

I am very much for the prog_ram, but 1 would like to see it 
go a little further and help more men. I do not think it is 
right to take a tenant off of a man's farm and buy him a .flll'm 
that is worth twice as much as that of the man on whose 
farm he was a tenant. I do not think it is fair to the tenant, 
because most of those men, as a rule, have not had any ex
perience in the management of a farm. I think it would be 
better if you put them in possession of a farm of average 
value, rather than a larger farm which would require much 
more experience than would the operation of a more moderate 
valued farm unit. 

I may say-and I say this because the President in his· 
letter the other day indicated that the language of this 
provision should be satisfactery to Mr. Jesse Jones of the 
Reconstruction Finance Corporation-! have submitted the 
exact langoo.ge of my amendment to Mr. Jones and have 
been advised by him that in his opinion it is a very wise 
provision and ought to be incorporated in the law. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Speaker, Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TARVER. I yield. 
Mr. NICHOLS. Will the gentleman point out how it is 

going to be possible unless you set up some yardstick to 
arrive at what the average price of a farm is in a particular 
county or parish? 

Mr. TARVER. Your farm census shows that. I have had 
the figures furnished me by the Farm Security Administra
tion itself, showing the average value of farm units in many 
States and counties throughout the United States. There is 
no difficulty whatever about that. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Those figures are available in every 
county? 

Mr. TARVER. Yes. 
Mr. RICH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentleman from Pennsyl

vania. 
Mr. RICH. Is there anything that would designate the 

size of these farms? 
Mr. TARVER. There is not anything in the language of 

my amendment which would do that. My amendment 
simply seeks to restrict the purchases to farms of not more 
than the average value. That is, the value of the average 
farm unit. 

Mr. RICH. It would necessarily, then, limit the expanse 
of acreage that they could take on? 

Mr. TARVER. Necessarily so. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield· further? 
Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentleman from Kansas. 
-Mr. REES of Kansas. Did the committee give any con-

sideration to folloWing the policy of giving first place to buy
ing lands that have been taken over by . these Federal 
agencies? That is, making them preferred in some way? 

Mr. TARVER. No. 
Mr. REES of Kansas. In other words, take land that had 

been taken over by the Federal land bank and give prefer
ence to .those cases? ~ 

Mr. TARVER. No. The committee is not a legislative 
·committee and did not undertake to make any changes in 
the legislation under which the program is being carried on, 
nor would the provision which I submit involve the making 
of any change other than by way of limitation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WoODRUM of Virginia) . 
The time of the gentleman from Georgia has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the amendment 
proposed by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TARVER] is a 
very salutary provision. I shall be glad to have it incorpo
rated as a part of the pending amendment. If no one de
sires further time for debate on the amendment, I ask for a 
vote on the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Georgia to the 
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amendment· offered by .the gentleman from Missouri [Mr.
CANNON]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 

to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. MURRAY] for the 
pil.rpose of offering an amendment. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Wis

consin offers an amendment to the pending amendment 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MURRAY to the amendment offered 

by Mr. CANNON: In the fifth line of the amendment, after the 
words "3 percent per annum", strike out the remainder and 
insert: "and which sum shall be used for making loans to refi
nance delinquent farm mortgages and farms held by the Farm 
Credit Administration." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I reserve a point 
of order against the amendment, in order that the gentle
man may proceed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mis
souri reserves a point of order. The gentleman from Wis
consin is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, during the last several days 
many crocodile tears on behalf of the farmer have been 
shed. I am sure if we had them out in the Dust Bowl it 
would be sufficient to irrigate that Dust Bowl for the next 
hundred years. 

Here is one more example of getting the cart before the 
horse. We are going ahead and appropriating money to 
put more people into the farming business and not doing 
anything for the man who is already losing his farm. I do 
not like to oppose any agricultural legislation, but I say to 
you in all fairness and all frankness that if anybody really 
has a heart for the farming people of this country, he 
would support such an amendment, because, as I have told 
you time after time, we are making tenants much faster 
than we can make farm owners. For that reason I would 
like to see these policies mesh. I would like to see this 
money used for people already on their · farms who are in 
difficulties and who have lost their farms. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin.. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. MURRAY. I yield. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. This bill proposes to take 

$50,000,000 of the taxpayers' money and set up a few selected 
farmers throughout the country in the farming business, 
arid most of this money is going to be used for the purchase 
of farms. 

In view of the fact that Uncle Sam now has title to many 
hundreds of thousands of farms which were taken under fore
closure proceedings, why should not these tenants be placed 
on these farms which Uncle Sam owns instead of having the 
Government purchase farms from real-estate speculators? 

Mr. MURRAY. I will say to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
that that is the purpose of my amendment. There are 711 
Federal farms in my district at the present time. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I insist upon the 
point of order that the amendment is not germane to the bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia) 
The gentleman from Missouri makes the point of order that 
the pending amendment dealing with the Farm Credit Admin
istration and interest rates to be charged by it relates to _a 
different subject matter than that under consideration, farm 
tenancy. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER]. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, there are two or three things 
about this farm-tenancy proposition to which I wish to call 
the attention of the House. In the first place it is in the con
trol of the Farm Credit Administration. They go out and buy 
farms in a most reckless manner and fix them up in the most 
expensive way, costing probably twice what it would were an 
ordinary farmer to fix them up; and when they get all through 
the Federal Government has a lot of money tied up in things 
that it ought not to be tied up in. In my own community 

they bought an old wreck of a farm, about 300 acres, which 
had been on the market for 15 years. They bought it 2 or 3 
years ago and paid approximately $18,000 for it when no one 
in the world would have imagined it would have brought more 
than $3,000. That farm has been allowed to stand idle and 
tot unoccupied and unused._ It i.s a glowing monument to the 
Farm Credit Administration and its _operations: It is right on 
the main highway across the State. 'The only trouble about 
it is that there should ·be' a sign on it reading, "This is the 
prize project of the Farm Security Administration." 

They had come before us in a peculi~r sort of way. On 
page 940 of the hearings they say that $911,000 was to be 
allotted to projects in the State of Ohio. ·On page 944 they 
show 26 projects in the State of Ohio for the same year. That 
means $35,000 an average on projects. The -whole thing· is 
running along in just about that haphazard, slipshod way. 
For instance, on page 952 of the hearings they show approxi
mately 168 projects in Puerto Rico costing an average of 
$5,000 apiece, and the Puerto Rico Reconstruction Adminis
tration comes in and tells us that under the set-up for the 
rehabilitation of farmers they are spen~iing approximatelY 
$1 ,000 or $1,200 to build the house and provide them with the 
land. The stuff just does not go together anywhere . . It is an 
extravagant, slipshod policy. 

They had this same sort of thing in Denmark. There the 
people who were set up in the farming business, these farm~ 
tenant projects, had a small stake in the project to begin 
with. On the average the Government owned 90 percent, the 
farmer putting up 10 percent. In this country the average 
will be less, the average will be 2 percent owned by the farmer 
and 98 percent by the Government. Without a substantial 
land-owning element in the community where they really 
have some money in it you can get no interest in protecting 
the Government or the country. The situation in Denmark 
showed that there was absolutely no interest on their part in 
protecting their situation because they did not have enough 
in it. The idea of financing 100-percent people to go into 
the farming business at a time when we are paying farmers 
to reduce their crops is just absolutely ridiculous. 

I hope that the amendment to concur with an amendment 
will not be agreed to. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 
to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, before an
swering the bitter and somewhat impassioned speech of the 
gentleman !rom New York [Mr. TABER], let me ~;iay I have 
talked to many members of the farm groups who are 
especially interested in farm tenancy, and there seems to 
be no particular objection to the amendment offered by th~ 
gentleman from ;M:issouri [Mr. CANNON], the distinguished 
chairman of the agricultural Subcommittee on Appropria
tions. 

May I say further that I congratulate the gentleman 
from Missouri on his sudden change of heart with reference 
to farm tenancy. It was only -a few days ago that the 
gentleman from Missouri was so vicious in his opposition to 
the farm-tenancy amendment. If the minor changes in the 
language of the amendment will -secure his support, then 
those of us who are so eager to contiriue and expand this 
important program will offer no objection to the change. 

May I at this time offer my congratulations to the farm 
gl'OUP here, especially for the fine way you have functioned 
iii connection with these farm amendments. You have re
mained on the floor and voted a.nd, up to this hour, we have 
been able to carry each of the amendments. Last week 
the passage of the frt.rm-tenancy amendment appeared al
most hopeless, but now it Seel!lS certain Of passage. It is an 
excellent demonstration of what cooperation and organiza
tion will' do. Although some criticism has been leveled at 
our group, I have no apology to offer for our activities. In 
fact I feel highly honored to have been selected as chairman 
of the farm group of this House to le_ad the fight for the 
farm amendments to the pending bill. · 

It is not at all surprising that the gentleman from New 
York, who has consistently opposed any kind of farm-tenancy 
legislation from its inception should continue that opposition 
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to the pending amendment to the agriculture appropriation 
bill, authorizing the R. F. C. to lend $50,000;000 to continue 
this important farm-tenancy program throughout the coun
try. The gentleman from New York, who never has been 
able to discover any New Deal set-up or agency that was 
commendable in his eyes, has at least been consistent in his 
cpposition. He and his colleagues on the Republican side of 
this Chamber have voted almost to a man against any of 
the several amendments that mean so much to agriculture. 

Mr. Speaker, it is almost inconceivable the minority in 
this House has decided to make a political issue of farm 
tenancy. No vote should be cast on political expediency 
and .certainly it should not be made a partisan issue. We 
should vote here today to do our part to help alleviate the 
appalling situation with reference to the sorry plight of mil
lions of farm tenants throughout the Nation. 

If YOU read the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD you Will find that 
in the early stages of the Bankhead-Jones farm-tenancy 
bill the same distinguished gentleman from New York, who 
so bitterly opposes an extension of the farm-tenancy pro
gram, made many solemn predictions about how this law 
was doomed to failure. The RECORD will disclose that he and 
others who so bitterly opposed_ this legislation predicted that 
there would be hundreds and hundreds of delinquencies. 
Ah, they made many, many predictions about how the law 
was going to fail, but the record tells us an entirely different 
story. . 

Even the opposition must admit that it has been far more 
successful than they predicted. It is much more successful 
than those who helped sponsor the original bill ever dreamed 
it would be at the outset. Still the gentleman from New 
York talks about slipshod administration. The record shows 
that out of more than 10,000 farm-tenant loans thus far 
made .only 4 delinquencies have occurred in the entire United 
States. [Applause.] This record speaks louder than dire 
predictions and gloomy forecasts of delinquencies from the 
gentleman from New York or other constant objectors. Oh, 
no; it has not been handled in a slipshod fashion. 

Of course, it is a sort of popular pastime on the part of 
some Members to stand here on the floor of the House and 
criticize the Farm Security Administration, but it is one 
thing to criticize but entirely a different thing to face the 
facts and figures. The facts show conclusively that Farm 
Security Administration has .made a most commendable 
record in connection with the making of these loans. The 
F~um Security Administration -has laid down the hard and 
fast rule from the beginning that only those tenant farmers 
with good records be considered for these loans. They must 
not only have excellent records for honesty and fa:lr play 
but the Farm Security Administration has selected outstand
ing farmers. Great care has been exercised in the selection 
of farmers to receive the loans. 

Then, agq.in, they have permitted the farm tenant to go 
out with the local committee anQ. help select his own farm. 
In addition to that, they have selected good farms, on which 
the average farmer could make a living for himself and 
family. Some criticism has been leveled against the Farm 
Security Administration today because it has s«JJ:ecte farms 
that were above the average price in the locality in which 
the farm was located, but those of us who come from farm
ing areas know that the average farm is not making an 
average living for the average farmer. The Farm Security 
Administration has been very careful not to select a farm 
that has eroded away, a farm that has "gone with the wind" 
or down the Mississippi into the Gulf of Mexico. Yes; it 
has selected excellent farms, and that is one of the reasons 
why there are only four delinquencies out of over 10,000 
loans thus far made. So we do not have to apologize for 
the present law or the way it is administered, except that 
it has only touched the surface so far as actual needs are 
concerned. [Applause.] 

While I am in sympathy with what the gentleman from 
Georgia is evidently trying to do in his amendment, namely, 
to make certain that the farm selected and sold to the 
tenant would not be too high, I am afraid of what the 

practical effect of the Tarver amendment might be. I am 
fearful it . is going to be most difficult to administer, espe
cially in the poorer counties. In any community where the 
average farm is only worth $1,000, as the gentleman states is 
the case in his own county, I do not hesitate to say there is 
not one tenant farmer or farm owner in a thousand who 
can make a decent living on that kind of a farm. So I am 
afraid we are placing a restriction here, if the Tarver 
amendment is permitted to remain in the bill, that may de
feat the purposes of . this bill in areas where relief for the 
growing farm tenancy problem is most urgent. On the 
other hand, all of us are as anxious as is the gentleman 
from Georgia that as many farm tenants as possible secure 
benefits from this bill who can take advantage of the law 
and repay -the loans in the future as they have done in the 
past. I sincerely trust that the Members will give their full 
support to this measure. It will hold out a new ray of hope 
to thousands of landless farmers who are praying for an 
opportunity to own their own homes and sit by their own 
firesides. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 

to the gentleman from California [Mr. HAVENNERJ. 
Mr. HAVENNER. Mr. Speaker, I do not represent an agri

cultural constituency. My district lies entirely within the 
city of San Francisco. I merely desire this afternoon to 
discuss briefly the direct interest which the city dwellers and 
the city workers in particular have in the pending farm
tenant legislation. 

This program is of immediate interest to organized labor 
because it constitutes one of the most-promising methods of 
halting the drift of surplus -labor from the.farms to the cities. 
I am authorized to say that the American Federation of 
Labor strongly favors approval of the Senate amendment. 
During the last decade many thousands of displaced tenants 
and sharecroppers have moved to the cities in search of jo-bs 
or in hope of relief. These job hunters have, of course, 
thrown a depressing burden on the labor market, which is 
growing heavier year by year. · Th,e .tenant loans under the 
Bankhead-Jones Act have proved highly effective in checking 
this trend by anchoring farm famUies on their own land. 

In addition, the tenant-purchase loans have increased 
activity in the rural-housing field and furnished considerable 
employment · for building-trades workers. Tenant-purchase 
loans are made large enough to cover-not only the cost of the 
farm land, but also the cost of placing the farm buildings in 
good repair. · In many instances this has required all new 
construction. ' 

The first 2 years of the program, for instance, out of a 
total of $35,000,000 available for the tenant-purchase pro
gram more than $6,500,000 was spent for construction. 

An analysis of the construction work done in connection 
with the 6,180 loans completed as of June 30, 1939, discloses 
that new dwellings were erected on 2,056 farms (33.2 per
cent) at an average cost of $1,313 per dwelling. Repairs to 
existing dwellings were made on 3,726 farms <60.3 percent) 
at an average cost of $378 per job. Building improvements 
to other than dwellings were made on 5,725 farms (92.6 
percent) at an average cost of $439 per farm. 

Preliminary reports on the loans now being maQ.e indicate 
that a correspondingly large percentage of funds loaned will 
be used for erection of new buildings and the repair of exist
ing structures. 

All new construction. and a large portion of the repair work 
under the tenant-purchase program, is accomplished by con
tract between the farmer and a local building contractor. 
Although not required to do so by law, the Farm Security Ad
ministration has established the rates to be paid under these 
contracts and has insisted that prevailing wage rates be paid. 

The Senate amendment would not impose any burden on 
the Federal Treasury for the tenant loans, and would involve 
only a very small appropriation for administrative expenses. 
All funds for the loans themselves would be advanced by the 
R. F. C. This procedure is sound and highly desirable, since 
.the loans are entirely self-liquidating. In fact, at the end 
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of the first year of operation the borrowers actually had 
repaid 165 percent of maturities since many of them were 
able to make substantial payments in advance. Moreover, 
every loan is secured by a first mortgage on real estate, which 
is conservatively valued both by Government appraisers and 
by committees of local farmers. 

The Bankhead-Janes farm-tenant loan program has 
proved extremely popular with both tenants and landlords, 
and has received wholehearted support from the press and 
from the businessmen in farming areas. If the House should 
refuse to accept the Senate amendment, it would destroy 
this program after 3 years of successful operation. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HAVENNER. I yield to the gentleman from Cali

fornia. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. The gentleman from New 

York said that this is a measure to finance people to go 
into the farming business. Does the gentleman understand 
that is true, or does he understand that by means of these 
loans a man who is already on a farm but who is a tenant 
may be enabled to become the owner of a piece of land and 
thereby stabilize his position in life? 

Mr. HA VENNER. I believe the man already on the farm 
is the beneficiary of this program, and the workers of 
America are directly interested in helping to keep him there. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre

vious question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the 

gentleman from l\4issouri [Mr. CANNON] to concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. TABER) there were-ayes 85, noes 70. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were-yeas 194, nays 

144, not voting 92, as follows: 
[Roll No. 110] 

YEAS-194 
Allen, La. D'Alesandro 
Andersen, H. Carl Darden, Va. 
Anderson, Mo. Davis 
Arnold Delaney 
Barnes Dempsey 
Barry ~Rouen 
Bates, Ky. DicksteJ.n 
Beam Dies 
Beckworth Dingell 
Bland Doughton 
Bloom Doxey 
Boehne Duncan 
Boland Durham 
Boren Eberharter 
Boyktn Elliott. 
Bradley, Pa. Ellis 
Brown, Ga. . Fay 
Bryson Ferguson 
Buckler, Minn. Fernandez 
Burdlck Fitzpatrick 
Burgin Flaherty 
Byrne, N.Y. Flannagan 
Byrns, Tenn. Flannery 
Byron Folger 
Camp Ford, Miss. 
cannon, Fla. Ford, Thomas P. 
Cannon, Mo. Fries 
Celler Fulmer 
Clark Garrett 
Cochran Gathings 
Coffee, Wash. Gavagan 
Cole, Md. Gehrmann 
Colllns Geyer, cali!. 
Colmer Gibbs 
Connruy Go~ 
Cooper Gossett 
CoStello Grant, Ala. 
Courtney Gregory 
Cox Grtmth 
Cravens Hart 
Creal Havenner 
Crowe Hendricks 
Cullen Hennings 
~ Hill 
,Jurt1s Hobbs 

Hook Nelson 
Houston Nichols 
Hull Norrell 
Hunter Norton 
Izac o•eonnor 
Jacobsen O'Day 
Johnson, Luther A. O'Toole 
Johnson, Lyndon Parsons 
Johnson, Okla. Patman 
Jones, Tex. Patton 
Keller Pearson 
Kelly Peterson. Pia. 
Kennedy, Martin Peterson, Ga. 
Keogh Pfeifer 
Kerr ~eroe 
Kllday Poage 
KJ.tchens Polk 
Kocialkowski Ramspeck 
Lanham Rankin 
Larrabee Rayburn 
Lea Richards 
Leavy Robinson, Utah 
Lemke Romjue 
Lyncb Ryan 
McAndrews Sasscer 
McArdle Schuetz 
McCormack Schulte 
McGehee Schwert 
MeGranery Scrogham 
McKeough Shannon 
McMillan. Clara Sheppard 
McMillan, John L. Smith, Conn. 
Maclejewsld Smith. ill. 
Mahon Smith. Va. 
Maloney Smith, Wash. 
Mansfield Somers, N.Y. 
.Marcantonio South 
Martin, Ill Si>arkman 
Massingale Spence 
~.Ark. Steagall 
Mills, La.. Stefan 
Monroney Tarver 
Mundt Tenerowlcz 
Murdock~ Ariz. Terry 
Murdock. ~tab. Thomas, Tex. 

Thomason 
Tolan 
Vincent, Ky. 
Voorhis, Calif. 

Alexander 
Allen, ru. 
Allen,Pa. 
Anderson, Calif. 
Andresen, A. H. 
Andrews 
Angell 
Arends 
Austin 
Ball 
Barton, N.Y. 
Bates, Mass. 
Blackney 
Bolles 
Bradley, Mich. 
Brewster 
Brown, Ohio 
Carlson 
Chapman 
Chiperfield 
Church 
Clason 
Clevenger 
Cluett 
Coffee , Nebr. 
Cole, N.Y. 
CraWford 
Dirksen 
Ditter 
Dondero 
Douglas 
Drewry 
Dworshak 
Eaton 
Elston 
Engel 

Wallgr~n 
Walter 
Ward 
Warren 

Welch 
West 
White, Idaho 
Whittington 

NAY8-144 
Englebright Johnson, Ind. 
Evans Jonkman 
'Faddis Kean 
Fenton Keefe 
Ford, Leland M. KJ.lburn 
Gamble KJ.nzer 
Gartner Kleberg 
Gearhart Knutson 
Gehrlach Kunkel 
Gill1e Lambertson 
Goodwin Landis 
Graham LeCompte 
Grant, Ind. Lesinski 
Gross Lewis, Colo. 
Guyer, Kans. Luce 
Gwynne Lu~ow 
Hall, Edwin A. McGregor 
Hall, Leonard W. McLaughlin 
Hancock McLeOd 
Harness Maas 
Harter, N. Y. Marshall 
Hartley Martin, Iowa 
Hawks Martin, Mass. 
Hess Mason 
Hinshaw Michener 
Hoffman Monkiewicz 
Holmes Moser 
Hope Mott 
Jarrett Murray 
Jeffries O'Brien 
Jenkins, Ohio O'Leary 
Jenks, N.H. Oliver 
Jennings O'Neal 
Jensen F1ttenger 
Johns Plumley 
Johnson, Til. Powers 

NOT VOTING-92 
Barden, N.C. Edmiston May 
Bell Fish Merritt 
Bender Gtfford Miller 
Bolton Gilchrist Mitchell 
Brooks Green Mouton 
Buck Halleck Myers 
Buckley, N.Y. Hare Osmers 
Bulwinkle Harrington Pace 
Burch Harter, Ohio Patrick 
Caldwell Healey Randolph 
Carter Horton Reece, Tenn. 
Cartwright Jarman Risk 
Case, S. Dak. Johnson. W. Va. Rockefeller 
Casey, Mass. Jones, Ohio Rodgers, Pa. 
Claypool Kee Rogers, Okla.. 
Cooley Kefauver Sabath 
Corbett Kennedy. Md. Sacks 
Crosser Kennedy, Michael Sandager 
Crowther Kirwan Schaefer, Til. 
Culkin Kramer Schiffi.er 
Darrow Lewis, Ohio Seccombe 
Disney McDowell Secrest 
Dunn McLean Seger 
Edelstein Magnuson Shafer, Mich. 

So the motion was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
On this vote: · 

Williams, Mo. 
Zimmerman 

Rabaut 
Reed, Til. 
Reed,N. Y. 
Rees, Kans. 
Rich 
Robertson 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Routzahn 
Rutherford 
Satterfield 
Schafer, Wis. 
Short 
Smith, Ohio 
Springer 
Sumner,m. 
Sutphin 
Sweet 
Taber 
Talle 
Thill 
Thomas, N. J. 
Tibbott 
Tinkham 
VanZandt 
Vorys, Ohio 
Vreeland 
Wadsworth 
Wheat 
Wigglesworth 
Williams, Del. 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden, Pa.. 
Woodruff, Mich. 
Woodrum, Va. 
Youngdahl 

Shanley 
Sheridan 
Simpson 
Smith, W. Va. 
Snyder 
Starnes, Ala. 
Stearns, N. H. 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Sweeney 
Taylor 
Thorkelson 
Treadway 
Vinson, Ga.. 
Weaver 
Whelchel 
White, Ohio 
Winter 
Wolverton, N.J. 
WoQd 

Mr. Vinson of Georgia (for) with Mr. May (against). 
Mr. Pace (for) with Mr. Osmers (against). 
Mr. Jarman (for) with Mr. Lewis of Ohio (against). 
Mr. Wolverton of New Jersey (for) with Mrs. Bolton (against). 
Mr. Barden of North carolina (for) with Mr. Seccombe (against.) 
Mr. Brooks (for) with Mr. Jones of Ohio (against). 
Mr. Cooley (for) with Mr. Treadway (against). 
Mr. qAaypool (for) with Mr. Case of South Dakota (against). 
Mr. Harrington (for) with Mr. Gifford (against). 
Mr. Mouton (for) with Mr. Sandager (against). 
Mr. Starnes of Alabama (for) with Mr. Darrow (against). 
Mr. Weaver (for) with Mr. Reece of Tennessee (against). 
Mr. Gilchrist (for) with Mr. Corbett (against). 
Mr. Sheridan (for) with Mr. Miller (against). 
Mr. cartwright (for) with Mr. Bender (against). 
Mr. Bell (for) with Mr. White of Ohio (against). 
Mr. Hare (for) with Mr. Schi.ffier (against). 
Mr. Patt:ick (for) with Mr. Rockefeller (against). 
Mr. Sulllvan (for) with Mr. Risk (against). 
Mr. Michael J. Kennedy (for) With Mr. Crowther (against). 
Mr. Edelstein (for) with Mr. McDowell (against) . 
Mr. Merritt (for) with Mr. Rodgers of Pennsylvania. (against). 
Mr. Buckley o! New York (for) with Mr. McLean (against). 

Gi!neral pairs: 
Mr. Johnson of West Virginia. with Mr. Thorkelson. 
Mr. Healey with Mr. carter. 
llr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Horton. 
Mr. Wood with Mr. Shafer of .Michigan. 
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Mr. Snyder with Mr. Harter of Ohio. 
Mr. Sweeney with Mr. Kee. 
Mr. Secrest with Mr. Burch. 
Mr. Casey of Massachusetts with Mr. Buck. 
Mr. Myers with Mr. Crosser. 
Mr. Green with Mr. Taylor. 
Mr. Caldwell with Mr. Sumners of Texas. 
Mr. Edmiston with Mr. Whelchel. 
Mr. Kirwan with Mr. Smith of West Virginia. 
Mr. Disney with Mr. Randolph. 
Mr. Magnuson with Mr. Fish. 
Mr. Kefauver with Mr. Halleck. 
Mr. Shanley with Mr. Culkin. 
Mr. Sabath with Mr. Seger. 
Mr. Kramer with Mr. Simpson. -
Mr. Kennedy of Maryland with Mr. Stearns of New Hampshire. 
Mr. Sacks with Mr. Winter. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. WooDRUM of Virginia). 

The Clerk will report the next amendment in disagreement. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent that Senate amendments Nos. 101, 102, and 104, 
which are subsidiary to the amendment v,:hich has just been 
concurred in, be considered as one amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro teinr:ore. Is there objection to the 
request of the gentleman from Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: . 
Amendment No. 101: Page 87, after line 11, insert "farm ten

ancy." 
Amendment No. 102: Page 87, after line 12, insert the following: 
"To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the 

provisions of title I of the ·Bankhead-Jones Farm Tenant Act, ap-
proved July 22, 1937 (7 U. S. C. 1000-1006), as follow~: . 

"Salaries· and expenses: For .administrative expenses m connect10n 
with the making of loans under title I of the Bankhead-Jones Farm 
Tenant Act, approved July 22, 1937 (7 U. S. C. 1000-1006), and the 
(:ollection of moneys due the United States on account of loans here
tofore made under the provisions of said_ act, including the employ
ment of persohs and means in the District of Columbia, and else
where, exclusive of printing and binding as authorized by said act, 
$2,500,000, together with the unexpended· balance of such part of the 
appropriation made under said act for the fiscal year 1940 (53 Stat. 
976) available for such administrative expenses." 

Amendment No. 104: Page 89, line 20, strike out "$3,600,000" 
and insert "$6,100,000." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House recede and concur in the Senate amendments. · 

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. 19: On page 25, after line 18, insert the fol

lowing: "Provided further, That -not to exceed $5,000 of the amount 
herein made available may be used to purchase and supply beef to 
the Seminole Indians of the Big Cypress Swamp area, Hendry 
County, Fla., during the time that deer infested with cattle ticks 
are being removed from said area and until such area is restocked 
with deer." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede 
and concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. Speaker, this provides for beef for the Seminole In
dians, who are largely dependent for food on the local deer. 
Provision must be made for them during the period of ex
termination of the tick-infested deer and the time required 
to restock the reservations. I believe there is general con
cw·rence on this amendment; and if no one desires to be 
heard on the amendment, Mr. Speaker, I move the previous 
question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

next amendment in disagreement. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask 'unanimous 

consent that amendments Nos. 20 and 21 be considered to
gether. 

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

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 20: Page 27, llne 21, strike out "$12,414,440" and 

ins~rt "$12,464,440." · 
Amendment No. 21: Page 29, line 6, strike out "$12,414,440" and 

insert "$12,464,440." 

- Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendments. 

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. 37: On page 43, line 6, strike out "$245,000" and 

insert "$270,935." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, we have already 
considered this amendment in c·onsidering amendment No. 17, 
so I move that the House insist on its disagreement to the 
Senate amendment. 

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. 39: Page 43, line 21, strike out "$12,795,000" and 

insert "$14,891,720." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

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. 40: Page 45, line 25, after "amount" insert "here

tofore or hereafter." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House recede and concur in the Semite amendment . . 
· 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. 41: Page 46, line 11, strike out "$1,000,000" and 

insert "$2,000,000." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that amendments Nos. 41 and 42 be considered as one 
amendment. 

Mr. TARVER. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 

House insist on its disagreement to Senate amendment No. 41. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I o1Ier a preferential motion. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. TARVER moves that the House recede from its disagreement to 

Senate amendment No. 41 and concur therein. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 
to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TARVER]. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, this amendment involves the 
forest-land acquisition program. For the last 2 or 3 years we 
have had $3,000,000 each year for this purpose. Of course, 
there are certain employees in the Forest Service who have 
been engaged in this particular branch of work in Washing
ton and in the field. It is essential to carry on an orderly 
program tpat there be some regularity about the amount 
which is appropriated by the Congress from year to year. The 
e1Iect of reducing the appropriation from $3,000,000, which it 
was in the present fiscal year, to $1,000,000 will be to cripple 
and handicap seriously this particular branch of the activities 
of the Forest Service. 
- I am sorry that in 5 minutes I cannot read to you any of 
the considerable amount of evidence which appears in the 
hearings regarding this subject matter, but let me point out 
that Mr. Silc-ox, now deceased, who was the bead of the Forest 
Service at the time of our hearings, asked for $10,000,000 for 
this purpose instead of the '$1,000,000 which was included in 
the House bill. I believe it is not improper for me to advise 
you also that four members of the subcommittee handling 
this bill were in favor of raising this amount from $1,000,000 
to $3,000,000. The Senate raised the amount from $1,000,000 
to $2,000,000, which is still $1,000,000 under the appropriation 
for the current fiscal year. 

I wish to point out to you that of the five Democrats on th~ 
subcommittee, four are in favor of concurring in the Senate 
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amendment, and making this amount $2,000,000, as provided 
in the Senate amendment. 

They cannot take $2,000,000 and establish any new forest 
unit, and they do not propose to do it. They would use this 
money in buying connecting links where they already have 
acquired forest lands within existing :forest units and where 
the tracts which they hav-e already acquired are scattered 
and separated from each other by land that needs to be 
acquired for them to be able to put these units on a manage
ment basis. 

The amount sought here is comparatively small-very small 
in proportion to the program which really ought to be carried 
on. As I pointed·out, it is only one-fifth of the amount which 
Mr. Silcox and the Forest Service asked for the carrying on 
of the program. It is supported by four of the five Democrats 
on the subcommittee, and it certainly seems to· me the House 
ought to be willing to agree to the Senate amendment pro
viding this very small increase. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? · 

Mr. TARVER. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Utah. What is the Budget estimate 

for this item? 
Mr. TARVER. The Budget estimate is $1,000,000. My 

recollection is that the Budget sent up an estimate last 
year of $3,000,000 and the year before an estimate of $3,{)00,-
000, and those amounts were appropriated. The drastic 
reduction here proposed will disrupt the personnel which 
has been handling this matter, will seriously hamper this 
part of the program of the Forest Service, which I think 
most of you will agree with me is a very valuable portion of 
its program and very essential to the conservation of our 
national resources. I sincerely hope that the House will be 
willing to go along with the members of the subcommittee 
who feel that the Senate amendment ought to be agreed to. 
[Applause.] · 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 min

utes to the gentleman from Washington [Mr. LEAVY]. 
Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, my interest in this item is gen

eral. I have no reason to believe that any part of it will be 
expended in my district or my State. But because of my 
general interest, I am convinced that the item has such merit 
as to dictate acceptance of the figure fixed by the Senate. I 
personally have visited a number of the national-forest areas 
in which these land purchases are being conducted, have 
seen the results of the program, and know the importance of 
its continuation on a reasonable scale. 

With minor exceptions this land-purchase program has 
been conducted in the States east of the Rockies, those which 
contain the greatest proportion of forest land, the smallest 
proportion of national-forest area. Through the program a 
better balance between private and public ownership and 
management of forest resources is being established. 
Through it the Nation is taking over certain problems of for
est perpetuation and regeneration which cannot be met 
through private initiative and yet which must be met if 
sound social and industrial economy is to be maintained, if 
:floods are to be curbed; if soil erosion is to be checked. 

The policy was established by act of Congress 29 years ago. 
Its continuity has been unbroken through six different ad
ministrations, receiving from the present one a greater sup
port and impetus than ever before. The sound considera
tions of public interest and welfare which motivate it have 
been recognized by both political parties and by representa
tives from all sections of the land. 

The program is more than a mere bureau activity. Its con-
trol is vested by law in a commission consisting of the Secre
tary of War, the Secretary of the Interior, the Secretary of 
Agriculture, two Members of the Senate, and two Members of 
the House. Thus, all interdepartmental and congressional 
factors, all national aspects, are subject to careful consider
ation. 

Throughout the past 29 years that Commission has, from 
time to time, approved the establishment of a total of 80 

specific areas known as national forest-purchase units, within 
which purchases of lands would be ~pproved if the prices and 
terms were equitable. Such action was taken only after 
convincing demonstrations that it would be in accord with 
the purpose and intent of the act of March 1, 1911, and was 
dictated by major considerations of public welfare and inter
est. These 80 units are situated in 31 of the States and in 
Puerto Rico. In their present status they are rather definite 
obligations to carry the work of acquisition forward as 
rapidly as the Nation's circumstances will permit. · 

The 80 purchase units enclose within their exterior boun
daries a gross area of 52,635,411 acres; of which, however, 
7,908,304 acres is more valuable for purposes other than for
estry. The acreage which should be owned by the United 
States and managed in the public interest therefore is 44,-
727,000 acres. Of that acreage, at the present time, the 
United States owns or is acquiring 21,128,557 acres; of which 
3,194,394 acres has been reserved from the public domain, 
369,983 acres acquired by exchange, transfer, or donation, and 
17,564,180 acres purchased for cash under the act of March 
1, 1911. 

The average price paid for the seventeen and one-half mil
lion acres purchased to date has been $3.75 per acre. For 
that expenditure the Government has full value received. 
Timber-sale receipts from the eastern national-forest regions, 
comprised largely of purchased lands, are beginning to com
pare favorably with those of the western regions; while the 
crop and marketable timber is increasing rather than dimin
ishing. But receipts from timber are only one of several 
very important beneficial returns from these national forests. 

The present problem is the 23,598,000 acres within these 
units which remain to be acquired by the United States. 
To purchase them will cost about $125,000,000. To fail to 
purchase them may cost a great deal more, for their exploita
tion by private owners largely may nullify the benefits of 
careful administration of the lands owned by the Govern
ment. To postRone their purchase also may cost a great 
deal more, since the work done by the Government in con-. 
trolling fire, insects, and disease, and in establishing systems 
of transportation and other improvements adds to the private 
lands new values which the Government must pay to acquire 
them. 

Appropriations for this purpose for the past several years 
have been: 
Fiscal year: 

1937----------------------------~---------------- $2,500,000 
1938--------------------------------------------- 3,000,000· 1939 _____________________________________________ 3,000,000 
1940 _____________________________________________ 3,000,000 

Even those appropriations, compared to the requirements 
of the situation, have been obviously inadequate. At such 
rates it will take 50 years to acquire the land within the 80 
existing purchase units, to say nothing of other areas in 
which equal need exists for similar Federal acquisition and 
management. At the rate proposed by this bill as it pasesd 
the House 125 years would be required to complete the 
established projects. It hardly seems possible that the 
Nation can wait that long to take constructive action in 
areas of such critical importance. 

On an average, the cost of the twenty-three and one-half 
million . acres that remain to be acquired will be about $5.30 
per acre. The increase of $1.55 over the past average cost 
partly will be due to a higher proportion of the lands sup
porting values in commercial timber, to the existence of more
advanced stands of second-growth timber, to better soil 
quality and cover, to higher levels of value arising out of 
better transportation and protection resulting from the Gov
ernment's activities within the purchase areas. The differ-
ence in price will be offset by equal differences in quality and 
value. The lands to be acquired will yield commensurately 
greater returns. Their preservation in the interest of social 
and industrial stabilization will be of proportionately greater 
necessity and importance. 

Drastic reduction in the appropriation for land acquisition 
will mean, too, rather drastic disintegration of the corps of 
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appraisers, surveyors, . abstractors, title attorneys, and so _ 
forth, built up to conduct the work and qualified by years of 
experience and training. Since the ultimate resumption of 
the work seems inevitable, and since the development of a 
new corps of men to handle it will necessarily entail heavy 
outlays of time and money, there is definite economy in main
taining as much of the existing personnel as is practicable. 

Conceding without argument the need f.or economy at this 
stage in the Nation's finances, the question nevertheless 
arises as to whether the proposed reduction of two-thirds · 
from the previous level of appropriation is not too severe; 
whether a cut of one-third is not more in accord with all 
the circumstances. In my opinion, a cut of one.:.third is all 
the item should be asked to bear. [Applause.] 

Mr. CANNON of Missow·i. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 
to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY]. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. LEAVY] has very thoroughly covered this 
subject. I rise to add that as a member of the Subcommittee 
on Appropriations I was keenly interested in this land ac
quisition of the Forest Service program, and as has been 
told you, a majority of the Democrats on the subcommittee 
voted to raise the item from one million to three million 
dollars, as was provided for in the appropriation bill for the 
current year. The Forest Service does not go out and buy 
this land haphazard. They have -a National Forest Reserve 
Commission consisting of two Senators, two Representatives, 
and three members of the Cabinet, who go thoroughly into 
the question of the advisability of acquiring this land and 
in what territory it shall be acquired. We have heard in 
various States of the impatience that a number of people 
have in connection with the forest-purchase program. I 
know that down in my own district a number of my con
stituents come to me and say that the Forest · Service land 
appraisers have come to them arid have agreed to purchase 
their land at so much, and have taken an option upon it, 
and that then they neve:r,: hear from them again, and they 
do not know whether to go ahead with their cultivation of 
the land, or wait for the consummation of the option 
agreement. _ 

That is one of the disadvantages that we encounter when 
we have no set program· of a certain amount e~ch year. 
The Forest Service never knows how much land they should 
option or what appropriation they can rely on. 

As has been told you by the gentleman from Washington 
[Mr. LEAVY] the Forest Service recommended a program of 
$10,000,000 a year. Dr. Silcox, head of the Service, who di~d 
last fall and who was one of the ablest foresters that this 
country has ever known, recommended that we do not go 
below the $3,000,000 as an annual program. He told us that 
the Forest service has to set up a program. They have to 
hire their appraisers, their timber cruisers, and the men who 
go out in the various portions of the country and take these 
options on the land, and they build up their force, and then 
when you have a great diminution in the appropriation for 
that purpose, they have their personnel with nothing to do, 
and they have to disrupt their organization and their land
purchase program. 

This is not throwing away the money of the Government. 
One of the things that Mr. Silcox told us was that we should 
not consider this program as an expenditure of Government 
funds for operating expenses, but that it is a capital invest
ment. Down in my State, where the Ouachita and Ozark 
National Forests are located, the Forest Service gives the 
mills the privilege of purchasing and cutting the timber of 
a certain size. I know of one purchase contract where a 
local cooperage company acquired 25,000,000 feet, for which 
they paid the Forest Service $625,000. 

[Here the gavel fell.l 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD by including therein 
an article written by Rev. Dr. Joseph F. Thorning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

There was no objection. 
DEPARTMENT . OF AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION BILL, 1941-CON

FERENCE REPORT 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 

to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JENKINS]. 
Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I wonder if the House 

will agree with me when I say that the Forest Service is one 
of the finest services in the Government? If you admit that, 
you admit a proven fact. If you deny that, then you still 
deny a proven fact, because this is one of the finest services 
in the Government. 

Let us approach this subject under discussion from the 
standpoint of economy. That seems to be the watchword 
everywhere. I have voted consistently for economy. The 
Bureau of the Budget reduced this appropriation under dis
cussion 33% percent. That was a fair reduction, was it not? 
That was a much larger reduction than many other branches 
of the Government had to suffer, and much larger than the 
average. That was a tremendous reduction-33% percent. 
The Bureau of the Budget ·estimate came before the com
mittee of the House and the House reduced it another 33% 
percent. They cut down the finest service known-one of .the 
finest services of the Government-66% percent. . That was 
done by a committee of t~is House. · The S~nate increased 
the appropriation $1,000,000, back to $2,000,000, just exactly 
where the Bureau of the Budget had it. We maintain that 
this appropriation should remain at $2,000,000. Then it 
would be 33% percent lower than last year. 

On the Republican side I hear Republicans complain that 
the money all goes to certain sections. They complain be
cause such a large proportion o{ all expenditures go to the 
Southland. Here is a chance for . you me;n trom Michigan;_ 
here is a chance for you men from Ohio, you men from Tili
nois, and from New England to get an even break on these 
appropriations with()ut being sectional, because this mmJ.eY 
goes to 31 different States. It does not go to any on~ par
ticular State. No great amount of it goes into my State, but 
it does go to all the States in a fair distribution. It goes 
irito Indiana, some into Kentucky, some into Illinois, arid 
much into Michigan and much into New England . . 

Why do we want to cut 66% percent one of the fi:nest .ac
tivities of the Nation? Whenever you cut an appropriation 
33% percent, that is fair economy. Now, we ought to be fair 
about this. You Members from New York have every reason 
to vote for this extra million dollars, because the Senate has 
agreed to it. The Bureau of the Budget has agreed to it. It 
is not a wasteful proposition. On the other hand, it increases 
the wealth of the Nation's natural resources. 

You Members from Chicago ought to support it because it 
is in line with the Civilian Conservation Corps activities. . It 
is in line with the President's program. It is in line with 
common sense and common business acumen. You cannot 
justify a vote for a reduction of 66% percent on any of ·the 
fine activities of the Government. I agree you could justify a 
cut of 66% percent in some places; you could justify a cut 
of 100 percent in some places. But why lose your sense of 
justice in a moment of thoughtlessness? Why did not some 
of you Members from sections who are always crying for 
economy take a 662,6-percent reduction on some other items? 
We are all so much inclined to want to hold up our batting 
averages on voting for economy that we sometimes lose sight 
of justice and follow after expediency. 

There is no use being foolish -about economy. There is no 
use cutting a fine, legitimate activity much more than you 
have cut anything else. I repeat, my record for economy is 
good; but it is poor economy to depreciate an activity many 
millions of dollars just to save one million. This 66%-per
cent reduction will almost stop the activity of this depart
ment. Projects in progress of construction will have to stop. 
All this will be disastrous to the Service and will be the poorest 
kind of economy. 



6108 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-· HOUSE MAY 14 
I repeat that the President will be satisfied with this; I 

understand that the Bureau of the Budget has indicated that 
it is satisfied with it-

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Will the gentleman yield? The 
Bureau of the Budget has never indicated that it approved of 
more than $1,000,000. 

Mr. JENKINS qf Ohio. I understand the Bureau of the 
· Budget figures were $2,000,000. If I am mistaken, I withdraw 

that. 
[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 

to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. LAMBERTSoN]. 
Mr. LAMBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 

Ohio is wrong in two particulars. This is no activity. Ac
quiring forest lands is not an activity. It is something new. 
This is new and outside. Second, it is above the Budget 
figures. That is what I wanted to emphasize. First, this is 
not an activity. It is something new. We can cut a pro
posed new thing rather than to cut an activity that is 
operating. 

Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAMBERTSON. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Why does the gentleman say it is 

something new? It has only been 4 or 5 years ago when 
this Department spent thirty or forty million dollars for this 
activity. 

Mr. LAMBERTSON. I do not believe so. Every time you 
buy a new piece of forest land that is a new acquisition, 
an added undertaking. That is why it is not something old 
that we have to maintain. 

I was interested in the comment of two Democrats who 
reported what happened in the subcommittee. They em
phasized that a majority of the Democrats voted for this. 
I would remind them that the attitude of the House is the 
President's Budget attitude. That ought to appeal to the 
Democrats of the House as much as the viewpoint of four 
Democratic members of the subcommittee. 

And then I want to say, that the gentleman from Georgia 
who in his opening speech on this bill claimed that he 
yielded to no man on economy, has not failed to vote to 
recede on every single amendment and to concur in the 
Senate increases-this in spite of his opening statement. 

Then there is another man, the gentleman from Washing
ton, who has the Grand Coulee Dam in his district. He has 
voted for every increased appropriation since he has been 
here. I have never known him to vote against an appro_; 
priation; and he cannot very well for he has the biggest 
baby in the United States to protect. He has got to have 
all the votes from all the other spenders to help carry his 
big baby along. I think we have got to come to our senses 
pretty soon, however. · 

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAMBERTSON. No. The gentleman from Wash

ington is a very splendid gentleman and a fine friend, but 
I cannot yield. We have got spenders in our subcommittee. 
Somebody wants to sell some land to the Government, of 
course, but this is a time when you Democrats should stand 
by the Budget-should stand by your President. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 
to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. HooK]. 

Mr. HOOK. Mr. Speaker, I believe that to call this a 
land-acquisition program is a mi&P.omer. I come from a 
forested area; I come from a lumbering district. Let me 
say that I have found it to be a fact that the acquisition 
of land under this program has been the acquisition of cut
over land to such an extent that it is a question of man
agement, not a question of the buying of land. 

I feel that the paramount point we should discuss is how 
to preserve some of the standing timber that is still left 
with us today instead of trying to acquire more cut-over 
land to reforest. · In my district, for instance, we have one 
of the largest stands of virgin timber east of the Rocky 
Mountains, yet during the last 5 years when we were sup
posed to be protecting the forests, preserving the forests, 

and acquiring land for the purpose of their protection, the 
lumbermen have been slashing tbat timber without any 
regard for the future. Within the next 6 years that great 
timbered area will be a barren waste. 

If the Forest Reservation Commission follows out their 
present program they will spend money to acquire it and 
reforest it. Why not protect it now, and then we will not 
have to reforest it? Let us close the door before the horse 
is stolen. 

I say if we are going to . protect anything let us protect 
the standing timber we have today, not slash it out and 
then come in and say we are going to acquire that land 
and reforest it. Yes, we need a reforestation program, but 
we need to protect the forests we have right now also. 

I think we ought to have an appropriation far greater 
than this for the protection of our forests, but we should 
send word back to the Forestry Department and to the 
Forest Reservation Commission that they should be more 
careful as to the kind of land they acquire and what they 
are protecting. If we are going to protect our forests we 
cannot do it without a selective logging program. We 
cannot do it until we put into effect proper logging opera
tions in order to preserve and protect the timber we have 
standing. Until we do that we are not carrying out a real 
forestry program. And let me warn you that this is not a 
forest-acquisition program, it is a cut-over land acquisition 
program for reforestation. I hope we will protect some of 
our standing timber in the interest of our tourists and 
recreation in the interest of the people of America. 
[Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL, 1941 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gen
tleman from Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR], chairman of the Com
mittee on Appropriations, to submit a unanimous-consent 
request. 

Mr. TAYLOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
have until midnight tonight to file a conference report on 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. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without . objection, it is so 
ordered. 

There was no objection. 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION BILL. 1941-cON

FERENCE REPORT 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 

to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN]. 
Mr. DffiKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope that the 

House will stand by the subcommittee and insist on its dis
agreement with the Senate·. The Budget provided $1,000,-
000. That amount is allowed in the House bill. When the 
bill. went to the Senate, in true senatorial fashion, they 
raised the amount to $2,000,000. The House should insist 
on its disagreement to the amendment of the Senate and 
keep the amount at $1,000,000. I subscribe to that view
point· and for a number of reasons. In the language of 
Rube Goldberg, the old cartoonist, who once ran a series 
of very entertaining cartoons under the title, "It Is Not the 
Original Cost, It Is the Upkeep," that is the best reason I 
know of for standing by the position of the House to spend 
only $1,000,000. 

Do not forget that it costs 20 cents an acre to maintain 
every acre of this forest land that is acquired. The more 
land we acquire the more normal maintenance expenditure 
there is upon the Federal Treasury. 

If we carry out a program in accordance with the desires 
of those who have gone hog wild on this matter, we will 
be following the Chief Forester of the United States who 
came before the committee and said that we ought to have 
$10;000,000 a year for 35 years in order to buy 100,000,000 
acres of forest land. Do not forget that you are buying 
this land with borrowed money and you have interest year 
after year on that borrowed money. 
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Mr. Speaker, this land is not going to get away. In the 

very essence of natural functions those trees are going to 
continue to grow. We have been able . to buy this land for 
a great many years for $3.50 an acre or less. So why reach 
out for money that is not there on which ·there comes the 
responsibility for an annual interest charge and dump it into 
a forest-land acquisition program on which there is an ad
ditional maintenance charge of 20 cents per acre per year? 
If you will look at the 1939 :figures you will find that the 
receipts were less than $5,000,000 for 1939, and that the 
maintenance cost was over $13,000,000. So, little by little 
we are wearing away what little resistance, what little forti
tude there is in protecting the Federal Treasury. That ,is 
why an item of this kind, which involves onl:y a million 
dollars, it is true-chicken feed in the language of today
is important enough in principle that this House should 
stand by the subcommittee. 

Mr. LEAVY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DffiKSEN. I yield to the gentleman from Washington. 
Mr. LEAVY. In the interest of accuracy and fairness, and 

the gentleman from Dlinois has always shown that he is 
interested in both, the maintenance of the national forests is 
not 20 cents. The appropriation made this year involves 
about 6 Y2 cents-·an acre only. 

Mr. DffiKSEN. As I remember the testimony, both before 
the House committee and the Senate committee, in the main 
the maintenance cost was about 20 cents per acre per year. 
· Mr. LEAVY. I beg to differ from my colleague. He will 
find that there was an allowance of $12,000,000-- · 

Mr. DffiKSEN. Thirteen million dollars. 
Mr. LEAVY. It was reduced. That is less than 6% cents 

an acre and the income from the forests . is up tQ nearly 
$5,000,000. 
· Mr. DffiKSEN. And about $9,000,000 below what the op
erating expenses are. 

Mr. LEAVY. If we had not permitted the forests to have 
been devastated, exploited, and ruined, the income would be 
well above the expense. As it is, in the Black Hills, where 
the forest is maintained on a State accrual basis, the receipts 
exceed expenditures very substantially. · 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The only thing we are interested in is the 
average impact on the Federal Treasury year after year. 
Whether it is 30 cents in one locality and 6 cents in another 
does not make any difference. We are :figuring in aggregate. 
amount as it is charged against the taxpayers of the country~ 
I am sure the gentleman will agree with that position. 

Mr. LEAVY. I am taking the average at 6¥2 cents. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the motion of the 

gentleman from Georgia will be voted down. 
. [Here the gavel fell.] 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CROWE]. 

Mr. CROWE. Mr. Speaker, in reference to the matter of 
acquisition of forest lands, I know of nothing in this Gov
ernment in the long run for the amount of money expended 
that would do more for the Nation than the preservation of 
the resources of the Nation. · I know. of <me tract of land in 

·lndiana where the growth of timber per year on ·land pur
Ghased. by the State 33 years ago is pow 200 board feet per 
year of tiJllber .which is worth $L50 per hundred feet, or $3 
per acre. This land cost only $7 per ~ere when it was pur
chased -some 33 years ago. 
. Mr. Speaker, we should preserve the natural resources of 
the Nation; we should bUild up the forest lands; and we 
should build for the future. Preserving forests also restores 
the water level, causes a more even supply o'f water in 
streams, also restores fish, game, and fowl. We cannot do 
anything better than purchase lands on which the timber 
is being destroyed and restore those forests for posterity, as 
well as restore them for the present generation. To service 
this land costs only a few cents per acre, and in the long run 
we will have millions of dollars of reserves through· these 
forest lands. It is short-sighted, penny-wise, pound-foolish
this saving at the spigot. Under the Forest Service the fire 

menace is greatly . reduced, . useless growth is removed, and 
suitable timber is grown and greatly increased. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. CANNON, of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, let me appeal 

to the sober· judgment of the House. Of all the amend
ments that have been offered to the pending bill this is 
the most unjustifiable. In the first place, it is above the 
Budget estimate. Furthermore, the Government already 
owns one-seventh of all the land in the United States. Not 
only is the cost of upkeep tremendous but every acre we add 
to the public domain reduces the taxable property in the 
local jurisdictions and creates a growing problem of support 
of local county, State, and municipal government. 

Every dollar of the appropriation proposed in this amend
ment must be borrowed. At a serious time like this when we 
are about to take up the relief bill, and a way must be 
found to provide food and shelter, this proposal to buy 
sagebrush, poison ivy, and scrub oak is the most ridiculous 
thing that could be suggested at this time and would be laugh
able if it were not fraught with such serious consequences. 

Mr. Speaker, the amendments to this bill already ap
proved by the House have now consumed all the combined 
savings made on every other supply ·bill passed this year. 
With the amendments added today a larger amount is being 
appropriated for 1941 than we are spending for the current 
year. ·With the approval of these amendments it is now 
the largest appropriation bill for this purpose ever passed 

. in the annals of any nation since time began, and still they 
come in here and want to spend more money to buy more 
rocks, ·stagnant water, and tree stumps. 

Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope the House will vote down 
this motion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the gentleman from Georgia to recede and concur in . the 
Senate amendment. · 

The question was taken; and on a division <demanded by 
Mr. TARVER) there were-ayes· 56, noes 115: 

So the motion was rejected. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. - The question is on the mo

tion of the gentleman froni Missouri that the House insist on 
its disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 
' • The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

next 'amendment in disagreement. 
· TQe Clerk read as follows: 
. Am.endment No. 42: Page ·46, line 12, after "exceed", strike out 

"$80,000" and insert "$90,000." 

· Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House-insist on its disagreement to the-Senate amendment. 

The motion was agreed to, 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. - The Clerk, will i"eport the 

next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as ·follows: 
Amendment No. 43: Page 47, line 4, strike out "$16,366,000" and 

in~ert "$19,462,720." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

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. 44: Page 47, line 19, strike out "$7,500,000" and 

insert "$10,000,000." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede 
and concur with an am~ndment, which ! .send to the desk. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that amendments 
Nos. 44 and 45 be considered together. 

Mr. TARVER. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri moves that the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate No. 44 and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum of 
$10,000,000, inserted by Senate amendment No. 44, insert 
"$9,000,000." 
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 

to the gentleman from Idaho <Mr. WHITE.> 
Mr. WHITE of Idaho. Mr. Speaker, this is one of the 

most important appropriation items in this bill, to my way 
of thinking. We have in the forest States vast holdings of 
Government-owned land. We have vast holdings of Govern
ment timber located in one of the most rugged sections of 
the country. I have here a relief map of the State of Idaho, 
which I have the honor to represent. I call the attention of 
the House to the rugged nature of the State of Idaho, which 
lies just aver the Continental Divide. I call your attention to 
the area indicated in green, which composes practically all 
of the northern part of the State of Idaho. In addition to 
the national forest in Idaho, when you t~ke in Montana 
and all the States where national forests are located, we 
have the largest amount of undeveloped Government-owned 
resources, both mineral and timber, in the United States, 
resources that are now inaccessible, resources which the 
country must open up if we are to continue the program of 
development of our country and our national resources. 

This item of $10,000,000 for forest roads and trails is the 
Budget allowance and goes to Alaska and all the Western 
States. I hope that when this House comes to consider this 
small item, which is in the nature of a capital investment to 
open up the resources of our country, it will vote for the full 
amount. It is stated by the Forest Service that $60,000,000 
would not be enough to build the necessary roads in the na
tional forests in Alaska and the Western States. Every com
munity in the United States is interested in and has a direct 
benefit from the development of these vast resources. In the 
inaccessible areas of the national forests we have timber, we 
have minerals, we have water power, we have everything in 
that great country that will develop and increase the value of 
the resources of our country and bring benefit to all com
munities by employing labor and expanding our domestic 
market. 

With this idea in mind, and with a full appreciation of 
what can be done with this small investment of $10,000,000 
in the roads of Alaska, in Idaho, and in all the Western 
States in land that is Federally oWned, In land where there 
is no taxable property, in land that must depend on the 
action of this Congress and the Federal Government if it is 
to be opened up for the utilization of our resources, I ask 
that the House vote for the full amount. As I understand, 
the authorization is $13,000,000, the Budget allowance is 
$10,000,000, and the House cut the amount to $7,500,000. 
The Western Senators of the Conference Committee, fully 
understanding the benefit that would flow from this invest
ment in · building roads to open up our resources, adhered to 
the full amount voted, and would not recede, and I ask that 
the House vote to recede and concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER ·pro tempore. The question is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to. 
EXTENSI<?N OF REMARKS 

Mr. CROWE, Mr. JENKINS of Ohio, and Mr. TERRY asked 
and were given permission to revise and extend their own 
remarks in the RECORD. 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION Bll.L, 1941--cON· 

FERENCE REPORT 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

next amendment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 45: On page 47, line 22, strike out "$500,000" and 

insert "$3,000,000." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House recede and concur in the Senate amendment with an 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri moves that the House recede !rom 1ts 

dis~greement to the amendment of the Senate No. 45, and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: "In lieu of the sum 
of $3,000,000 inserted by Senate amendment No. 45 insert $2,000,000." 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. - ·Tne Clerk will report the 
next amendment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 60: On page 58, 1n line 2, strike out "$526 800" 

and insert "$909,608!' : 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker,- I move that the 
House further insist on its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment. 

Mr. KLEBERG. Mr. Speaker,-! offer a preferential motion; 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. KLEBERG moves that the House recede and concur in amend

ment No. 60. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the pref
erential motion offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
KLEBERG]. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. KLEBERG) there were--ayes 37, noes 68. 

So the motion was rejected. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 

offered by the gentleman from Missouri that the House fur
ther insist on its disagreement to the Senate amendment. 

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. 61: Page 58, after line 2, insert: "White-fringed 

beetle control: For the control and prevention of spread of the · 
white-fringed beetle, $600,000." · 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House recede and concur in the Senate amendment, and I 
yield 5 minutes, Mr. Speaker, to the. gentleman from Tilinois 
[Mr. DIRKSEN]. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, the chairman of the subcom
mittee has just moved to recede and concur in a· Senate 
amendment which would call for the expenditure of $600,000 
for the control and prevention of the white-fringed beetle. 
Apparently, this beetle came from South America in fertilizer 
in 1936 and has been found in four of the Southern States. 
If there were really a danger as a result of this beetle, I would 
not mind so much, and would probaply go along with the 
committee; but let me read to you some excerpts from letters 
which I have received from the beetle country down in 
Louisiana. Here, for instance, is a letter, dated March 30, 
from a gentleman by the name of Mr. Jess Dalton, who is the 
chairman of the executive committee of the Louisiana Honey 
Producers. He wrote to the chairman of the subcommittee
and get this-about the damage done by this beetle, for the 
control of which they want $600,000: 

Practically no danger has been caused by the beetle, but hun
dreds of . th~usands of ~oll';l-rs of property lOS!? has been caused by 
this indiscrlminate pmsomng with airplanes over cities in their 
attack upon the beetle. . . 

Then the Bee Keepers Association of Louisiana says: 
We request the disapproval of further requests for cash for 

the white-fringed beetle. - . 

. This comes from the country that is ostensibly infested 
with this pest, and here is a telegram that came from Mr. 
R. F. Pope, treasurer of the Emergency Bee Keepers League 
of Southwest Louisiana, dated February 26, 1940, and I am 
quoting now from Mr. Pope's telegram: 

The flagrant dusting of calcium arsenate for control of white
fringed beetle in this area has caused thousands of dollars' dam
age to beekeepers and others. The beetle itself has caused no 
damage. Entire bee yards have been wiped out by the poison 
used. * • • • Implore you, before appropriating more money, 
to investigate the apparent uselessness of this program. 

And, finally, there is a letter from Mr. Lawrence A. Stone; 
also of Louisiana, who states as follows: 

In my opinion, the whole project is a useless expe,;se and en
tirely unnecessary. 

This comes from the area where this beetle is alleged to 
be doing so much damage, and here are gentlemen who are 
beekeepers, who have seen the real damage caused in trying 
to control and prevent the spread of the white-fringed beetle 
with the indiscriminate scattering of calcium arsenate. 
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On the bas.is of that I submit that the Congress is war
ranted in voting down the motion made a moment ago to 
recede from our disagreement to the Senate amendment 
and thereby save $600,000. I adjure :vou to vote "No." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 min
utes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. TARVER]. 

Mr. TARVER. ·Mr. Speaker, these letters from beekeepers 
in Louisiana did not come into this matter at all until after 
we went into conference. The beekeepers did not appear 
before the subcommittees either in the House or in the Sen
ate. They wrote a lot of letters after the bill went to con
ference about the damage done by endeavors to control the 
white-fringed beetle; and now we are asked to turn down 
an appropriation based upon a Budget estimate, amply justi
fied by authorities of the Department of · Agriculture who 
have appeared before both the House and the Senate com
mittees, because, forsooth, some beekeepers in Louisiana have 
written some letters in which they claim that the beekeeping 
business has been damaged by efforts of the Department to 
destroy this white-fringed beetle pest. 

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TARVER. Yes. 
Mr. HOBBS. Have not the authorities in the Department 

of Agriculture certified that the damage and depredation of 
this pest is more than all of the other six known pests that 
attack vegetation? 

Mr. TARVER. They have certified this is one of the most 
dangerous pests menacing agriculture today. It is true that 
it ha.s taken hold so far only in some portions of the Gulf 
section, but wherever it goes it destroys every vestige of vege
tation with which it comes in contact: You can control this 
pest now because you start in time. If you do not eradicate 
it it is likely to destroy practically all of southern agriculture 
and perhaps agriculture in other sections of the country. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. TARVER . . Yes. 
Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. If this pest is so damaging 

as the gentleman says that it is, why did not the Committee 
on Appropriations recommend it? 

Mr. TARVER. I am very glad to tell the gentleman. 
The subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations
and-I presume the gentleman refers to that--upon the advice 
·of the chairman of the subcommittee, came to the conclu
·sion that this was not specifically authorized by law, and, 
although we had a Budget estimate for it, we left it- out of 1 

·the bill in the House for that reason. So far as I know, 
there is not a member of the subcommittee who, after hear
ing the evidence regarding the pest, indicated he thought 
·it ·aught to be left out or that the appropriation ought not 
·to be made, and when the bill went to the Senate and the 
Senate put in the Budget estimate of $600~000 the chairman 
of our committee, than whom there is no more economically 
minded Member of this body, acceded to the proposal that 
the House recede and concur, and he has for that reason 
offered the motion now pending before you. There is, as I 
repeat, evidence in the record from the departmental au
thorities amply justifying the full amount of the appropria
tion here sought, sustained by a Budget estimate, and the 
only thing we have to the contrary is some letters from 
beekeepers in Louisiana submitted presumably to the chair
man of our subcommittee. I do not think there ought to 
be a vote in the House against the approval of this particular 
appropriation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
has expired. The question is on the motion of the gentle
man from Missouri to recede and concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The question was ·taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. TARVER) there were-ayes 49, noes 80. 

Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote upon the 
ground that there is no quorum present, and I make the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from 
Georgia makes the point of order that there is no quorum 
present. The Chair will count. [After counting.l One 

hundred and eighty Members present, not a quorum. It is 
an automatic roll call. The question is on the motion of the 

, gentleman from Missouri to recede and concur. The Door
keeper will close the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify 
absentees, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were-yeas 138, nays 
189, not voting 103, as follows: 

[Roll No. 111] 
YEAS-138 

Allen, La. 
Arnold 
Bates, Ky. 
Beam 
Beckworth 
Bloom 
Boland 
Boykin 
Brown, Ga. 
Burdick 
Burgin 
Byrne, N.Y. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Byron 

Eberharter Kilday Rayburn 
Elliott Kitchens Richards 
Ellis Kleberg Robertson 
Fay Kramer Romjue 
Ferguson Lanham Sasscer 
Fernandez Lea Schulte 
Flaherty Leavy Shanley 
Flannagan Lemke Shannon 
Ford, Miss. McCormack Smith, Ill. 
Fries McGehee Smith, Va. 
"Garrett McLaughlin Smith, Wash. 
Gathings McMillan, John L. South 
Gehrmann Mahon Sparkman 
Geyer, Calif. Mansfield Spence 

Camp 
Cannon, Fla. 
Cannon, Mo. 
Clark 
Cochran 
Coffee, Wash. 
Collins 
Colmer 
Cooper 
courtney 
Cox 

Gibbs Marcantonio . Steagall 
Gore Massingale Stefan 
Gossett Mlils, Ark. Sutphin 
Grant, Ala. Mllls, La. Tarver 
Gregory Murdock, Ariz. Tenerowicz 
Griffith Murdock, Utah Terry 
Havenner Nelson Thomas, Tex. 
Hendricks Norrell Thomason 
Hennings O'Connor Tolan 
H111 O'Day Vinson,.Ga. 
Hobbs Patman Voorhis, Calif. 

Cravens 
Crowe 
Cummings 
Davis 
Dempsey 
DeRouen 
Dies 

Hull Patrick Wallgren 
Izac Patton Walter . 
Jacobsen Pearson Warren 
Johnson,J_.uther A.Peterson, Fla. West 
Johnson, Lyndon Peterson, Ga. White, Idaho 
Johnson, Okla. Pittenger Whittington 
Jones, Tex. Poage Williams, Mo. 

Doxey 
Duncan 
Durham 

Kefauver Polk Zimmerman 
Keller Ramspeck 
Ke_rr Rankin 

NAYS-189 
Alexander Engel Kean 
Allen, Ill. Englebright Keefe 
Andersen, H . Carl Evans Kelly 
Anderson, Calif. Faddis Kennedy, Martin 
Anderson, Mo. Fenton Keogh 
Andresen, A. H. Fish Kilburn 
Angell Flannery Kinzer 
Arends Ford, Leland M. Knutson 
A us tin Fulmer Kocialkowski 
Ball Gamble Kunkel · 
Barnes Gartner Lambertson 
Barry Ga vag an Landis 
Barton, N.Y. Gearhart Larrabee 
Bates, Mass. Gerlach LeCompte 
Blackney Gillie . Lesinski 
Boehne Goodwin Lewis, Colo. 
Bolles Graham Luce · 
Boren Grant, Ind. Ludlow 
Bradley, Mich. Gross Lynch 
Bradley, Pa. Guyer, Kans. McAndrews 
Brewster Gwynne McGranery 
Brown, Ohio Hall, Edwin A. McGregor 
Bryson Hall, Leonard W. McKeough 
Buckler, Minn. Halleck McLeod 
Burch Hancock McMillan, Clara 
Carlson Harness Maas 
Chiperfield Hart Maciejewski 
Church Harter, N.Y. Magnuson 
Clason Hartley Maloney 
Clevenger Hawks Marshall 
Cluett Hess Martin, Ill. 
Cole, Md. Hinshaw Martin, Iowa 
Cole, N.Y. Hoffman Martin, Mass. 
Connery Holmes Mason 
Costello Hook May 
Cullen Hope Michener 
Curtis Houston Monkiewicz 
D'Alesandro Hunter Monroney 
Darden, Va. Jarrett Moser 
Delaney Jeffries Mott 
Dickstein Jenkins, Ohio Mundt 
Dingell Jenks, N.H. Murray 
Dirksen Jennings O'Leary 
Dondero Jensen Oliver 
Drewry Johns O'Neal 
Dworshak Johnson, Ill. O'Toole 
Eaton Johnson, lnd. Pfeifer 
Elston Jonkman Pierce 

Allen, Pa. 
Andrews 
Barden, N.C. 
Bell 
Bender 
Bland 

NOT VOTING-103 
Bolton 
Brooks 
Buck 
Buckley, N . Y. 
Bulwinkle 
Caldwell 

Carter 
Cartwright 
Case, S.Dak. 
Casey, Mass. 
Celler 
Chapman 

Powers 
Rabaut 
Reed, Ill. 
Reed, N.Y. 
Rees, Kans. 
Rich 
Robinson, Utah 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Routzahn 
Rutherford 
Sacks 
Sandager 
Satterfield 
Schafer, Wis. 
Schwert 
Seger 
Sheppard 
Short 
Smith; Conn. 
Smith, Ohio 
Somers, N. Y. 
Springer 
Stearns, N. H. 
Sumner, Ill. 
Sweet 
Taber 
Talle 
Thill 
Thomas, N. J. 
Tibbott 
Tinkham 
VanZandt 
Vincent, Ky. 
Vorys, Ohio 
Vreeland 
Ward 
Wheat 
Wigglesworth 
Williams, Del. 
Winter 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden, Pa. 
Woodrum, Va. 
Youngdahl 

Claypool 
Coffee, Nebr. 
Cooley 
Corbett 
Crawford 
Creal 
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Crosser Healey O'Brien 
Crowther Horton Osmers 
Culkin Jarman Pace 
Darrow Johnson, W . Va. Parsons 
Disney Jones, Ohio Plumley 
Ditter Kee Randolph 
Daughton Kennedy, Md. Reece, Tenn. 
Douglas Kennedy, Michael Risk 
Dunn K irwan Rockefeller 
Edelstein Lewis, Ohio Rodgers, Pa. 
Edmiston McArdle Rogers, Okla. 
Fitzpatrick McDowell Ryan 
Folger McLean Sabath 
Ford, Thomas F. · Merritt Schaefer, Til. 
Gifford Miller Schiffier 
Gilchrist Mitchell Schuetz 
Green Mouton Scrugham 
Hare Myers Seccombe 
Harrington Nichols Secrest 
Harter, Ohio Norton Shafer, Mich. 

So the motion was rejected. 

Sheridan 
Simpson 
Smith, W.Va. 
Snyder 
Starnes, Ala. 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Sweeney 
Taylor 
Thorkelson 
Treadway 
Wadsworth 
Weaver 
Welch 
Whelchel 
White, Ohio 
Wolverton, N.J. 
Wood · 
Woodruff, Mich . . 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
On this vote: 

Mr. Scrugham (for) with Mr. Plumley (against). 
Mr. Caldwell (for) with Mr. Ditter (against). 
Mr. Pace (for) with Mr. Miller (against). 
Mr. Claypool (for) with Mr. Crawford (against). 
Mr. Cooley (for) with Mr. Treadway (against). 
Mr. Barden of North Carolina (for) with Mr. Seccombe (against). 

General pairs: 
Mr. Jarman with Mr. Lewis of Ohio. 
Mr. Brooks with Mr. Jones of Ohio. 
Mr. Harrington with Mr. Gifford. 
Mr. Mouton with Mr. O'Brien. 
Mr. Starnes of Alabama with Mr. Darrow. 
Mr. Weaver with Mr. Reece of Tennessee. 
Mr. Cartwright with Mr. Bender. 
Mr. Bell with Mr. White of Ohio. 
Mr. Hare with Mr. Schiffi.er. 
Mr. Sullivan with Mr. Risk. 
Mr. Michael J. Kennedy with Mr. Crowther. 
Mr. Ejelstein with Mr. McDowell. 
Mr. Merritt with Mr. Rodgers of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Buckley of New York with Mr. McLean. 
Mr. Johnson of West Virginia with Mr. Thorkelson. 
Mr. Healey with Mr. Carter. · 
Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Horton. 
Mr. Wood with Mr. Shafer of Michigan. 
Mr. Parsons with Mr . Douglas. 
Mr. Bland with Mr. Andrews. 
Mr. Nichols with Mr. Woodruff of Michigan. 
Mr. Chapman with Mr. Simpson. 
Mr. Allen of Pennsylvania with Mr. Wadsworth. 
Mr. Schaefer of Illinois with Mrs. Bolton. 
Mr. Fitzpatrick with Mr. Wolverton of New Jersey. 
Mr. Folger with Mr. Gilchrist. 
Mr. Creal with Mr. Culkin. 
Mr. Coffee of Nebraska with Mr. Osmers. 
Mrs. Norton with Mr. Rockefeller. 
Mr. Celler with Mr. Welch. 
Mr. Schuetz with Mr. Case of South Dakota. 
Mr. Sumners of Texas with Mr. Corbett. 
Mr. Sweeney with Mr. Kee. 
Mr. Casey of Massachusetts with Mr. Buck. 
Mr. Myers with Mr. Crosser. 
Mr. Green with Mr. Taylor. 
Mr. Kirwan with Mr. Smith of West Virginia. 
Mr. Disney with Mr. Randolph. 
Mr. Edmiston with Mr. Whelchel. 
Mr. Sheridan with Mr. Harter of Ohio. 
Mr. Sa.bath with Mr. Snyder. 
Mr. Secrest with Mr. Dunn. 

Mr. RICHARDS changed his vote from "no" to "aye." 
Mr. RAYBURN changed his vote from "no" to aye." 
The resUlt of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
on motion by Mr. CANNoN of Missouri a motion to re-

consider the vote was laid on the table. 
The doors were . opened. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 

House insist upon its disagreement to Senate amendment 
No. 61. 

The motion was agreed to. 
CALENDAR WEDNESDAY 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that the business in order on tomorrow, Calendar Wednes
day, may be dispensed with. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. WOODRUM of Virginia). 
Is there objection to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, · reserving the right to 
object-

Mr. RAYBURN. Well, then, I will move it tomorrow, if 
you are going to object. 

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

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
APPOINTMENT OF ADDITIONAL DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT JUDGES 

Mr. WALTER submitted a conference report and state
ment on the bill (H. R. 7079) to provide for the appointment 
of additional district and circuit judges for printing in the 
RECORD. 

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

extend my retnarks in the REcoRD and include a letter from 
Federal Housing Administration Director Stewart McDonald. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to revise and extend my remarks and include therein a speech 
made by Mr. Ray C. Kirkpatrick of the Federal Works Ad
ministration, at Daytona, Beach, Fla., on April 9. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HENDRICKS. Mr. Speaker, I also ask unanimous con

sent that my colleague the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
BoREN J, may be granted permission to extend his own re
marks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

There was no objection. 
By unanimous consent Mr. DINGELL was granted permis

sion to extend his own remarks in the REcoRD. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to extend my remarks and include therein a let
ter received from Dr. Leiserson, of the National Labor Rela
tions Board. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. VANZANDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to extend my remarks in the Appendix and include a letter 
from General Hines concerning a new Veterans' Administra
tion hospital for Pennsylvania. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to extend the remarks I made today and in
clude certain tables therein. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection it is so 
ordered. 

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

unanimous consent to revise and extend my remarks and in
clude tharein a letter from General Hines regarding a new 
veterans' hospital for Massachusetts. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GEARHART. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to extend my own remarks and to include therein an address 
by Hon. Carl B. Robbins, president of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. BoREN] may be per
mitted to revise and extend his remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I had unanimous consent 

to address the House for 10 minutes this aftemoon, but. owing 
to the lateness of the hour, I ask unanimous consent that I 
may be permitted to speak tomorrow for 10 minutes, after the 
disposition of the business on the Speaker's desk and the legis
lative program of the day. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
. There was no objection . . 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that it may be in order any time after it is · reported to call 
up the so-called relief bill; and, further, that general debate, 
if the bill is called up by Thursday, may extend- throughout 
Thursday and Friday, the time to be equally controlled by 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CANNON] and the gentle
man from· New York [Mr. TABER]; with the understanding 
also that the bill will come up for reading on Tuesday. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Spea;ker, reserving the right to object, 
1; talked with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CANNON] 
about the debate and understood from him that it would be 
agreeable, if desired by either side, that the House meet at 
11 o'clock on Thursday and Friday and run to 6 o'clock if the 
demand for debate required it. Would that be satisfactory? 

Mr. RAYBURN. That is p_erfectly satisfactory. 
Mr. TABER. One other_ thing. I propose to offer an 

amendment. 'rhe only question as to whether it might be 
germane is that it will provide for direct relief as well as work 
relief. I want to be sure that I may have the privilege of 
qffering this amendment, and I would like to have it under
stood in the request that this amendment may be considered 
germane to the bill. · · 

Mr. RAYBURN. I doubt if the granting of such permission 
by unanimous consent would hold, because it would not bind 
Members who are not here. ·The gentleman might get a 
rule on it. · · · · 

Mr. TABER. I think I can get it in without any consent. 
I have not much doubt about it. · · 

Mr. RAYBURN. I have not discussed a matter of that kind 
with the members of the committee. So far as I am con
cerned personally, I would dislike -very nitich even to commit 
myself on such a proPosition. - · 
· Mr. TABER. I will get it in some other way. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. WOODRuM of Virginia). 
Does the gentleman from Texas include in his request the 
additional proposition that the House meet at 11 o'clock on 
Thursday and Friday? 

Mr. RAYBURN. If it is desirable, I will include that also. 
Mr. TABER. I think it would be. 
Mr. RAYBURN. I so modify my request, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 

asks unanimous consent that it may be in order at any time 
after it is reported to call up the ' relief bill; that general de
bate, if the bill is called up on Thursday, shall extend through
out Thursday and Friday, the time to be equally divided and 
controlled by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CANNON] 
and the gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER]; that the 
bill be read for amendment on Tuesday. The gentleman 
from Texas further asks that when the HQuse adjourns on 
Wednesday it adjourn to meet at 11 o'clock on Thursday, 
and that when the House adjourns on Thursday it adjourn 
to meet at 11 o'clock on Friday. 

Is there objection? · 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the previous order of 

the House, the gentleman from New York [Mr. DICKSTEIN] is 
recognized for 20 minutes. 

SUBVERSIVE ACTIVITIES 
l'l.[r. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I do not like to repeat 

what I said 4, 5, and 6 years ago with regard to subversive 
activities, but what we see reported.in the press today I pre
dicted 5 years ago. Although we-as Americans want to keep 
as far away as possible from any controversy or conflict that 
is going on in the European countrie~and it is horrible
and although we are supposed to be at peace with the world, 
nevertheless, it seems to me we are taking matters too lightly 
with regard to propaganda that is still being spread in all sec
tions of the country by well-organized groups, well financed 
and supported by foreign dictators and their governments. 

Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that we are not properly or
ganized in any respect to detect sabotage, espionage, and 
subversive foreign -activities. In my opinion, the so-called 
United States Army Intelligence, as well as Navy Intelligence 
Service, are not well enough equipped to combat this menace 

of foreign agitation. There is not a group in this country 
that could keep a check on activities emanating from and 
financed by . foreign sources. The Department of Justice, 
Bureau of Investigation, under the leadership of J. Edgar 
Hoover, has done a great job. Unfortunately that Bureau 
has no power of subpena and could not possibly bring the 
culprits before it to determine the length and breadth- of 
their activities. 

I call attention to the fact that in this very country there 
is operating a concern known as the Board of Trade for 
German-Am·erican Commerce, Inc. It was originally in-

, corpor"ated to foster trade ·relations between the United States 
and Germany. In the last 3 or 4 years, however, the Nazi 
Government discharged all -Americans working for that cor- · 
poration because they would not do the bidding of the Nazis 
and further their activities in this ·country. The Nazis have 
made of this organization in the city of New York and other 
parts of the United States a one-man Nazi propaganda bureau 
to spread un-American doctrines and to engage in un-Ameri
can .activities. I propose in my remarks to give the. names · 
and addresses and . the activities of some of the leaders of 
this group. This is a one-man organization dictated to by 
the Nazi Government. 

It seems to me that this has gotten beyond the control of 
committees of Congress and our so-called Intelligence Serv
ice. The Congress must think very seriously how and in 
what manner we can effectively 'dispose of and rid this coun:.. 
try of these groups that are. here toda~. which .groups are 
seeking · to hurt the citizenry of the country and are under
mining the Government of the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, I have talked on this question quite a number 
of times and I have given to the House definite and concrete· 

· information. The propaganda of· this particular outfit to · 
which I referred before, which is damaging our democratic 
institutions, will hurt ·materially unless· some organization; 
whether it be the Dies committee or some other group, goes 
into these questions and determines whether this so-called 
Board of Trade for German-American Commerce, Inc., and 
a few more I will enumerate, are in this country for com
mercial or propag~nda purposes. When a corporation of 
this size, that formerly employed hundreds of people, is run 
by a few men who come in and go out ·of the United States 
and travel between the United States and Germany and 
the United States and Mexico constantly, something is wrong 
in Denmark. You can go up to that office and get all sorts 
o.f propaganda .to show that we are all wrong and that the 
German Government is all right. I say it is wrong to permit 
them to do it, because all of this stuff is being smuggled in on 
the North German Lloyd ships or through other channels at 
their disposal. 

Mr. Speaker. we are asleep, we are not giving heed and 
attention to one of the most important problems the country 
is facing. We should look into this foreign propaganda, be
cause it destroyed all Europe, and God knows what else will 
happen over there as a result of the successful Trojan horse 
tactics of the Nazis. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman Yield? 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield to the gentleman from Wis

consin. 
Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Does the gentleman also 

propose to investigate the great British and French propa
ganda that is being disseminated on the air, in the head
lines and the· bylines of the metropolitan press throughout 
the country? 

Mr . . DICKSTEIN. I think I have made my position clear. 
I am not exempting any group of' individuals or societies 
that are attempting to uproot our democratic form of govern
ment. I do not care who they are or where it hits. The fact 
of the matter is that we have no such evidence concerning 
the countries the gentleman is talking about, and I shall be 
glad to go after them if there should be such evidence. We 
have definite evidence, however, that certain groups sub
sidized by the Nazi Government in this country are actually 
spreading poisonous propaganda throughout our schools and 
other public places, yet we do nothing about it. This is not 
only true of the particular group to which I have referred, 
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but you will find a hundred more organizations in this 
country that are doing similar things and are on the pay 
roll of foreign governments. We do not seem to be able to 
get to them. 

Mr. THILL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DICKSTEIN. I yield to the gentleman from Wis

consin. 
Mr. 'rH!LL. The gentleman is aware, is he not, that the 

German Library of Information, through Heinz Beller, is 
spreading propaganda, and of the British Library of Informa
tion, which is also spreading British propaganda? 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. I have that in my files, but I only re
ceived it this morning. If I had received that earlier I 
would have provided for it in my talk at this time. 

Mr. Speaker, these organizations are a menace and ought 
to be disposed of. There is such a thing as free speech and 
freedom of the press, but there should be some limit when 
these groups come in here for the sole purpose of spreading 
this propaganda which eventually they hope will undermine 
the confidence of our people in our Congress and in our form 
of government. They even go so far as to attack the Con
gress and what we stand for. 

Mr. Speaker, there ought to be a standing committee of 
some kind to go into these questions, or else we should decide 
whether or not we ought to give the power to the Department 
of Justice to issue subpenas, or whether we ought to improve 
our intelligence service, which does not have a large enough 
staff except during time of war. Now is the time to do this. 
Do not let them spread this propaganda, because it is not 
healthful to the American people or to our institutions. 

I know that the Dies committee has a big job before it, but 
I still think it could do a still bigger and better job if it 
would bring before it all of these so-called groups, whether 
they be Fascist, Nazi, or Communist, and expose them, then 
recommend some sort of legislation by which we can once and 
for all rid this country of all these subversive groups. Now, 
let me show you the set-up of the Board of Trade for Ger
man-American Commerce, Inc: 

It was originally a corporation for promotion of trade 
between the United States and Germany. 

Since the Hitler regime came into power, however, the 
Board of Trade for German-American Commerce slowly 
changed its policy and since the last 3 or 4 years has become 
an organization absolutely controlled and financed by Ger
many, and one playing a very important role in the United 
States in distributing German propaganda and supervising 
espionage activities. 

The above corporation is under the direct control of the 
Deutsch-Amerikanischer Wirtschaftsverband, Berlin, and 
one of their executives, Mr. Munks, is traveling frequently 
from Berlin to the United States, bringing orders here cover
ing the activities of their various members. This Mr. Munks 
has the power to hire and fire employees for the Board of 
Trade for German-American Commerce, Inc., in the United 
States. Last fall, when Mr. Munks was in New York he de
manded the dismissal of a number of members of the staff 
of the New York branch of this organization, employees who 
had been with the organization for more than 10 years, 
without giving any reason for this action. This action was 
taken because the men in question, American citizens, could 
not fall in line With orders coming from Berlin. 

The president of the Board of Trade for German-American 
Commerce is Dr. Robert Reiner, of the Robert Reiner, Inc., 
who is very sympathetic toward the present German regime. 
The executive work in the organization is done by Albert 
Degener, who has the title of executive secretary. This 
Degener is an absolutely mediocre type of man and as long 
as the late General Metz was the president of the organiza
tion, Degener's duties were nothing more than those of an 
office boy because Metz knew his limitations. Degener, who 
has resided in the United States for more than 15 years, has 
never thought it necessary to become an American citizen. 

When he was asked at various times in the past why he had 
not become an American citizen his answer usually was that 

it was good enough for him to be a German and that he did 
not want to become an American citizen under any Circum
stances. Degener receives his orders direct from Berlin, and 
these orders, as an ardent Nazi, he blindly follows and car
ries out. He speaks openly against everything that is done 
in the Unitsd States, and when he is reproached by someone 
or when someone mentions the fact that an American who 
would dare to use the same tone of criticism in ·Germany 
would most likely be shot, he always insists that it is his 
constitutional right to speak freely and to do whatever he 
pleases, adding that it is not his fault that the American Con
stitution gives him this right. Even though Degener denies 
it, he is in control of the complete set-up in the United States 
and Mexico, and a number of affiliated organizations in both 
countries are also taking orders from him. 

Shortly before Labor Day Hasso von Bismarck, assistant 
treasurer-an agent of the GestapO--who covered the west 
coast, organizing the sabotage and espionage activities of their 
members in the various industrial areas th€re, thought it 
advisable to leave the United States. For about 2 weeks no 
one knew of his whereabouts. Even Mr. Degener was wonder
ing why he did not show up at the office. But suddenly he 
returned and it was announced that he had been put in charge 
of organization activities in Mexico, where he was to have 
everything prepared in the event the United States should 
enter into the war on the side of the Allies so as to start some 
trouble in Mexico, thereby keeping the United States busy at 
home. 
· An assistant of Degener's, one Heinrich Freytag, assistant 

secretary and treasurer, is the man who visits the people in 
New York and surrounding territory delivering the orders. 
received by him from Degener. 

Another character is Dr. Gratwohl, who has been in this 
country about 15 years, and whose activities were quite sus
picious even before the Hitler regime came into power. 

The Board of Trade for German-American Commerce, 
before the Hitler regime, was financed by Americans of Ger
man descent and other types of merchants who had business 
dealings With Germany. When this policy began to change, 
their Jewish and anti-Nazi members resigned and the or
ganization's finances went from bad to worse. That was the 
time when the German Wirtschaftsverband took it over 
unofficially and from that time on they have been getting 
all the money for their expenses from Germany. 

If it were possible to attach the books, safety boxes, and 
other secret documents which belong to the Board of Trade 
for German-American Commerce, it would be very easy to 
find out the names of the higher-ups, the organizers and the 
contact men of Mr. Kuhn's and others' un-American organ
izations in this country as well as the plans thus far made 
for sabotage and espionage. 

Among the officers, only the folloWing members are paid 
regularly: Albert Degener, Julius Wuensche, Hasse von Bis
marck, and Heinrich Freytag. None of these men is an 
American citizen and they are proud to be Germans. They 
all have passports in their possession which enable them to 
leave the United States on a moment's notice and since they 
have the necessary visas they can go to Mexico or to S-outh 
America. 

Among the members of the executive committee the fol
lowing three should be mentioned: J. Schroeder, of the 
North German Lloyd, who organiZ€d all the sailors and mari
time workers who are in the United States at the present 
time; Ernst Schmitz, of the German Railroad, has his con
tact men all over the country at American railroad systems; 
Theodore H. Thiesing, who is an American lawyer, and who 
enjoys a social position in the upper classes in the United 
States which is very useful for propaganda purposes. He is 
very active in Nazi affairs here and also has a close relative 
of his by the same name working as an assistant to the 
Prussian Minister of Justice in Berlin. 

The Board of Trade for German-American Commerce has 
a monthly publication, the German-American Commerce 
Bulletin, which is full of Nazi propaganda. Up to November 
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1009' this publication listed -the names o-f its staff and its 
executive officers, but since the December issue of 1939-No. 
10-they have seen fit to leave that information out. This 
organization is in constant contact with and is to a certain 
degree controlled by the German Library of Information at 
17 Battery Place, room 1923, which is next to the German 
Consulate in New York City. 

There is no doubt that the central bureau of the German
inspired sabotage and espionage activities may be found in 
the offices of the Board of Trade for German-American Com
merce, Inc., 10 East Fortieth Street, New York City, and that 
the key man there is Albert Degener. A check-up should be 
made to find out whether this organization is registered with 
the State Department as is required by law of all agents of 
foreign governments. [Applause.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SPARKMAN). Under a 
previous special order, the gentleman from lllinois [Mr. 
SMITH] is recognized for 25 minutes. 

THE AMERICAN FARMER: AN APPRECIATION 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, if you meet the 
farmer only in public, even by report in the House of Rep
resentatives, you must thinl{ him our national problem child. 
Newspapers ever parade his predicament, and we politicians 
are always about to solve his woes. Now, assuredly the farmer 
is not without his troubles. Some of them are as old as the 
world and some are as new as the latest market report. They 
range from the sour grapes of surplusage to the grapes of 
wrath of tenantry. But does any group lack its problems, and 
is the farmer to be made a problem personified because he has 
a little more than his share of trouble? Let us, then, leave 
aside for the once the farmer's woes and go forth with him 
to count his blessings, blessings of earth's best disciple of the 
open way: 

The little cares that fretted me, 
I lost them yesterday 

Among the fields above the sea, 
Among the winds at play; 

Among the lowing of the herds, 
The rustling of the trees; 

Among the singing of the birds, 
The humming of the bees. 

Those of us who have mixed the very soil with our fibers, 
how deeply we know in our bones that farming is itself a 
way of life; the original and still honorable American way of 
life. Our farmer is but a man like other men, who breathes 
and eats and sleeps, with the normal mixture of grudges and 
more than th~ normal stock of good humor and homely cheer. 
It was from a farmer, a farmer in the Texas of my rural 
youth, that there ever echoes through my own farm-formed 
soul this smiling maxim for any day of troubles: "Anybody 
who'd complain at such and such," said he, "would kick at 
dying." And so he would, and so he would. 

Who would complain at the weather, for instance, save a 
fool? At this goodly earth, save a grouch? At this lovely 
land, save a sorehead? At this old and lasting freedom of 
the American way, save a weakling and a cheat? The farmer 
complains but little at what he has found must be endured. 
He has long been disciplined at the fountain of necessity to 
drink whatever water nature yields. He has learned that it 
is not the lot of mortal man to live at ease. He, of all men, 
knows what is within human powers .and what is not. It . 
must be left, therefore, to men of lesser piety than the farmer 
to kick at dying or to fail to attune his course to that of 
Providence. "Who best bears their mild yoke, they serve 
Him best." 

Problems still aside, therefore, let us count with our. coun
tryman his advantages so often forgotten. When we meet 
the farmer himself in person it is easy to sing in quiet key the 
homely sweets of his fruitfulness. Men of the city may be 
indifferent to his freedoms, but none can be for long indif
ferent to the fruits of his endeavors; for all must wear what 
the farmer grows, all must eat what he produces, all do share 
with him fidelity to our native land and joyous contemplation · 
of our American skies of liberty. We yield to him and to his 
way of life the simple testimony of truth as part of our thanks 
for his ag~-old service to the Nation. 

LXXXVI-385 

r 
The larger truth is that the earth was already old and 

mellow when early man planted savage foot upon the soil. 
The first human act was, perforce, to make partnership with 
nature, pledging mutual troth under open skies. Fruitful 
was this early covenant between man and mother nature. The 
testament of its fertility is to this day corn and cotton, is 
pear and apple, forgetting not the luscious peach nor Yet 
the royal watermelon red within as wine. and many times more 
simply sweet. From this partnership with nature comes. 
marrow for our bones and all sweet sustenance for our 
sinews. And from it, too, comes at its best a large and roomy 
sanity to clothe man's soul in peace. 

It is a wise person who knows what must be borne and bears 
in quietness the genuinely inevitable. That is the farmer, 
nature's first and oldest child. It is a wiser person who sees of 
all our ancient woes what science can improve and so takes 
upon himself to remedy burdens men have carried long but 
need no longer bear. That is the. progressive farmer, na
ture's last and strongest child. The farmer has the first and 
last of wisdom-resignation for the inevitable, remedy for the 
reparable. 

n 
Little wonder, then, that the old folly of romantic hope 

called communism finds so little root on American soil. With 
all their hardships, our farmers have not lost their senses. 
The American farmer knows too well that wishing is not will
ing, that complaining is not remedying, that hope is extrava
gant folly when its roots are up side down. Trusting the 
turn of fate, as the Communist does, to usher in some classless 
society, he leaves our farmer cold. Every son of the soil sees 
for himself that horses vary in strength and excellence, that 
cows yield different qualities of milk, that hogs run from use
less ra.zorbacks to prosperous thoroughbreds. He kno.ws too 
that men differ in willingness to work, in capacity to think, 
and most of all in practical ability to turn the bad into the 
better through quiet sagacity and lasting patience. Our 
farmer will not accept the run-around of romance founded 
on mere loose talk. Revolution is not a word of any magic 
down on the farm. No intoning of the phrase "dialectical 
materialism" solves a single problem, or adds an iota of con
tentment to the life of man. Propaganda does not make two 
blades of grass grow, but none at all, where one grew before. 

Son of earthly sanity, the American farmer is too wise to 
be a radical. He knows deep down the painful price in pa
tience which lasting progress takes. He knows the quick 
limit to self-indulgent hope, he who has wrestled with stock 
and stone and tussled with all forms of weather. Yet he 
knows too that the bad can at times be made into the better 
if men but pull together up the slow path of knowledge and 
down the hard, rough way of work. His sanity helps keep this 
Nation sane against the pathetic illusions of foreign fanati
cisms. 

His sanity is indeed antidote to all the "isms" that beckon 
us from abroad. The braggadocio of fascism leaves the 
farmer unaided for all its paraded pomp. The cruelties of 
nazi-ism but add man's inhumanities to the ancient burdens 
laid upon man by the maxim that he who will not work shall 
not eat. What will it boot the farmer, he asks, to generate 
hate among men from race or creed? Is life not hard enough 
without going out of our way to make it harder? What good 
does conquest do, asks the farmer, when it only adds empty 
pomp to problems already hard enough to solve or bear? 

No; our farmer has little fancy for foreign fads. He exem
plifies an integrity so leveled down to the very ground that he 
is hardly touched by the churning of the fanciest ideologies, 
and never helped by the short cuts of those hungry for power 
or fanatical of creed. It is not the least of debts this Nation 
owes the farmer, thanks that his sanity serves as ballast to 
keep rigged and running our ship of state. 

m 

It is, however, no dead level of national life' which the 
farmer illustrates and promotes. He is in this Nation a. factor 
dynamic as well as an influence conservative. He stands at 
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once for both change and stability because he has found a way 
of life that in itself is good and capable yet of betterment. 
From his backlog of dependable value he can reach for the 
better yet to be without letting go of the good that is. Each 
stage of his living. and striving has meaning in itself, and yet 
each is a step to some importance coming on. He never has 
all that he needs, but he never has to risk all that he has. 
Thus it is that the farmer combines, as perhaps does no other 
worker, the staid and the progressive aspects of human ex-

. istence. Under him he feels the· stable earth, above him sees 
the steadfast stars. And all about he beholds in teeming 
multitude both animals and plants; alive with growth. He 
becomes participant organic in the ordered change of old 
earth's eternal seasons. 

When, therefore, winter settles upon his fields, however 
heavy its hand, the farmer rests in confidence that spring 
will follow in its course. In cosmic trust, he readies himself 
cfor a new lease on· effort and soon goes forth with his own 
energy replenished to meet the rising sap of weed and wood.:. 
land and to harness for fruitful ends the animal friskiness 
of lot and barn. As- spring slips into summer, the farmer 
may lean back for a moment of respite to survey what he and 
nature together have made or marred. As summer passes 
into autumn, he matures into bounteous lord of the harvest 
or, as fate decrees, deepens his. piety to accept once again 
the . discipline of hope deferred. As the gods of the outer 
-order call the turns of the zodiac, our lord of the land stands 
.at each turn to· do his part. To .match thus ·with mood ap.,. 
propriate to each the succession of the seasons is to have 
become wise like the .gods, knowing. good and evil without 
surrendering to the_ pride of the one or to the blight of the 
other. 

IV 

I dared forth one d'ay to spy upon the census taker as he 
.assessed the lot of one such son of toil. I would see for 
myself, I thought, whether with all its questioning, science 
can turn into figures cold· the_ unassessable wealth and won
der of the open way. I had heard and more than half be
-lieved what the city saviors of the farmer were saying-that 
the .farmer is ill-housed, ill-fed, ill-clothed; that he lan
guishes for. parity of- purchasing power; that he must have 
hospitals, schools, roads. . I had .heard, too, what other city 
.saviours of the farmer. were saying, ·saviours intent upon 
saving the farmer from the first set. of city saviours. They 
-were saying that the farmer .needs only to be . let alone; that 
he is being regimented; that even the census taker himself 
invades the farmer's privacy. and drives an opening wedge 
for later destruction of all our ancient liberties. I spied 
upon the census taker, I confess, to find what his job was 
like and to see for myself what government conceives to be 
the weal of the farmer's ancient commonwealth. 

The farmer answered the prescribed questions as best he 
might. His children played upon the floor while they were 
tur·ned by question and ·answer into ciphers. · The blue-eyed 
baby, whose ·rollicking laugh from clean mouth made my old 
bones feel young once ·more; went in as a figure indistin
_guishable from other babies of dirty mouth and crying mood. 
Through it all I saw no rebellion on the farmer's part, only 
cautious reluctance as old _and fine as character produced 
from daily contact with the soil. The questioner did not 
-prod, and the answerer did not kick; nor did I find the two 
together conspiring to subvert our older way of liberty. All 
was done with decency and order, as knowledge grows from 
<mor-e -to more. 
, ·But the philosopher in me reflected sadly that the -ciphers , 
would not be different -from one- another when statistical 
-machines -made the national pile complete. The :t:oet in me 
made mental note, too, that no ciphers at all went in to ma-rk 
the shy smile that passed -between -the farmer and his still 
pretty wife when her age was asked. The blue sky above 
did not get into the figures, nor the wholesome breezes from 
the meadowland across the way. And even the majestic oak 
-in the front yard was ignored, though its leafy branches had 
no doubt transformed many a heated day into shaded de
light; though its bark bore testimony to the childish joy of 

climbing; and though from its largest limb was suspended a 
swing that made my own heart palpitate to the long memory 
of "up in the air we ~0 :flying_ again, up in the air and down." 

v 
When science had finished with its questions, the census 

taker went on his way to swell these figures with other fig
ures in our national assessment of material well-being. The 
politician waited at the other end to find from the figures 
what required immediate :r:emedy, what might simmer for 
another decade untouched by oratory. By invitation I went 
with the friendly farmer as he rounded out his evening 
chores. · 

One of the cows that had just gone into a nation's assets 
was named Winnie, and as the farmer in passing called her 
by her given name, she stretched her neck to lick his hand 
for its pleasant salt. ·Yet the Government knows Winnie 
not. She might as· well be Moochie for all the figures 
show. A young mule kicked at me when I got too near, but 
neither his mulishness nor my old Texas grudge against this 
beast got recorded in that book down the road under the 
enumerator's arm. · Old Nellie whinnied as the farmer rubbed 
her underthroat; andhe called her name twice over with the 
same-fibered a-ffection: I thought, that had graced the fugi
tive smile to his wife when she hesitated to tell her age. No 
such affections, nor any shadowy recollections stirred in me 
by them, were enumerated as assets on this farm. Neither 
the runt pig which -the farmer picked up tenderly nor the 
boar which he had to kick out of his way was marked down 
in the books of a nation as significantly different. They 
both went in as hogs. I noted at the end a pneumatic 
cushion on the tractor seat and in front of it an upright 
antenna through which flowed the news of the world as dusty 
acres were turned beneath the plow. 

The farmer stopped a moment as we left the farm lot for 
the house, stopped and stood to mark in silence the afterglow 
of sunset. I had for_ all my city years forgotten the glory that 
gloaming can be .in the country. I wonder, indeed, if I had 
ever in my whoie life seen the sky -so richly ruddy. The 
smoke in which we city dwellers live and move and have our 
being was altogether ~pissing. Even the East had stolen the 
.glories of its opposite, and yet left the West full-breasted in 
its pride and beauty. The farmer peered· down t}1e road at 
the now almost . vanished census taker, looked again at the 
:flaming sky, and turned to meet my contemplative gaze with 
.what was hardly more than the sideswipe of a smile. 

[Applause.] 

We scarce had need. of words at all, 
As died that bless~d day: 

The smile that lighted in his eyes 
Said what there was to say. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. PARSONS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that that committee had examined and found truly 
enrolled a bill of the House of the folloWing title, which was 
thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H. R. 8357. An act to amend the Mount Rushmore Me
morial Act of _1938. 
. The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled 
bill and joint resolutions of the Senate of the following 

. titles: 
s. 3251. An act_ to amend sections 16 arid 17 of chapter n 

'of the act of' June . 19, 1934, entitled "An act to regulate the 
business o-f life insurance in the District of Columbia." 

s. J. Res. 200. Joint resolution to provide for participation 
·of the-. United States in the Golden · Gate International .Ex
.position at San Francisco in 1940, to continue the powers and 
duties of the United States · Golden Gate International Ex
-position Commission, and. for other . purposes. 
· s. J. Res .. 217. Joint resolution to amend the joint resolu..,. 
tion entitled "Joint resolution authorizing Federal participa
tion in the New York World's Fair, 1939, authorizing an ap
.propriation therefor and for other purposes," approved July 
-9, 1937, to provide for participation in the New York World's 
-Fair, 1940, to authorize an appropriation therefor, and for 
other purposes. 
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BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. PARSONS, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re· 
ported that that committee did on this day present to the 
President, for his approval, a bill of the House of the follow· 
ing title: 

H. R. 8357. An act to amend the Mount Rushmore Me· 
moria! Act of 1938. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
52 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned until tomorrow, Wed
nesday, May 15, 1940, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
COMMITTEE ON PATENTS 

There will be a meeting of the Committee on Patents on 
Thursday, May 16, 1940, at 10:30 a. m., for the consideration 
of H. R. 9384, H. R. 9386, and H. R. 9388, all of which relate 
to amendments to the patent laws. 

COMMITTEE ON MERCHANT MARINE AND FISHERIES 

The Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries will 
hold the following hearings at 10 a.m. on the dates specified: 

Thursday, May 16, 1940: 
H. R. 9477, to apply laws covering steam vessels to certain 

passenger-carrying vessels. 
Tuesday, May 21, 1940: 
There will be a meeting of the Committee on Merchant 

Marine and Fisheries on Tuesday, May 21, 1940, at 10 a. m., 
at which time the committee will consider the subject of 
maritime unemployment insurance. 

COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING 

The Subcommittee on Mines and Mining that was ap. 
pointed to consider S. 2420 will hold hearings beginning 
Thursday, May 16, 1940, at 10 a.m., in the committee rooms 
in the New House Office Building. 

COliiiM:ITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 

There will be a meeting of the Qo~itte~ on Immigration 
and Natuntlization Wednesday, May 15, 1940, at 10 a. m., 
for the consideration of unfinished business and private bills. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

There will be held bef'Ore subcommittee No. IY of the Com
mittee on the Judiciary a hearing on H. R. 8963, to amend 
section 4·0 of the United States Employees' Compensation 
Act (to include chiropractic practitioners). The hearing will 
be held at 10 a. m. May 22, 1940, in the Judiciary Committee 
room, 346 House Office Building. 

There will be continued before subc.ommittee No. IV of the 
Committee on the Judiciary on Friday, May 17, 1940, at 10 
a. m., a hearing on the bill (H. R. 7534) to amend an act to 
prevent pernicious political activity <to forbid the require
ment that poll taxes be paid as a prerequisite for voting at 
c.ertain elections) . The hearing will be held in the Judiciary 
Committee roo~, 346 House Office Building. 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BuhDINGS AND GROUNDS 

There will be a meeting of the Committee on Public Build· 
tngs and Grounds at 10:30 a. m. on Wednesday, May 15, 1940, 
for the consideration of H. R. 8076 and House Joint Resolu· 
tion 517. 

There will be a meeting of the Committee on Public Build
ings and Grounds at 10:30 a.m. on Thursday, May 16, 1940, 
for the consideration of H. R. 9116. · 

EXECUTIVE CO:MMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
· Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive communications 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

1632. A letter from the Acting Postmaster General, trans
mitting a report that experiments conducted by the Post 
Office Department in compliance with the wishes of Congress, 
as expressed in H. R. 7448, appear to have demonstrated 
conclusively that both pick-up and rotary-wing services can 

provide improved air-niail service, and it is recommended 
that such types of service be authorized by Congress on such 
routes as are granted certificates of public convenience and 
necessity by the Civil Aeronautics Authority; to the Com-

·mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 
1633. A letter from the Acting President, Board of Com

missioners, District of Columbia, transmitting a draft of a 
proposed bill amending the new Juvenile Court Act of the 
District of Columbia, approved June 1, 1938; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

1634. A letter from the legislative representative of the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, transmitting the proceedings of 
the Fortieth Natiomil Encampment of the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars of the United States (H. Doc. No. 750) ; to the 

. Committee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed 
with an illustration. 

1635. A communication from the President of the United 
States, transmitting supplemental estimates for the Treasury 
Department for the fiscal years 1940 and 1941 amounting 
to $8,748,140, together with a draft of proposed provision 
pertaining to an existing appropriation (H. Doc. No. 749); 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, 
Mr. WEAVER: Committee on the Judiciary. House Report 

No. 1616 (pt. II) . Supplemental report to accompany H .. R. 
7230. Referred to the Committee of t}?.e Whole House op 
the state of the Union. 

Mrs. O'DAY: Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza
tion. House Report No. 1831 (pt. ID. Supplemental report 
to accompany S. 1326. Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mrs. O'DA Y: Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza
tion. House Report No. 1832 (pt. II). Supplemental report 
to accompany S. 1328. Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOBBS: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 9462. 
A bill designating the person who shall act as President if a 
President shall not have been chosen before the time fixed 
for the beginning of his term, or when neither a President
elect nor a Vice-President-elect shall have qualified; without 

· amendment <Rept. No. 2171). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LESINSKI: Committee on Invalid Pensions. H. R. 
7731. A bill to provide for the burial and funeral expenses 
of deceased veterans of the Regular Establishment who 
were discharged for disability incurred in the service in line 
of duty; without amendment <Rept. No. 2172). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. TAYLOR: Committee of conference on the disagree
ing votes of the two House. · H. R. 8745. A bill making 
appropriations for the Department of the Interior <Rept. No. 

· 2173). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas: Committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses. H. R. 7079. A bill to 
provide for appointment of additional district and circuit 
judges (Rept. No. 2174). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BYRNE of New York: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 8086. A bill to make it a crime to wreck or attempt 
to wreck a train engaged in interstate commerce; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2175). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
Under clause 2 of rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions was discharged from the consideration of the bill 
<H. R. 9496) granting an increase of pension to Kate L. 
Schultze, and the same was referred to the Committee on 
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. GATHINGS: 
H. R. 9762. A bill to increase the Federal contribution to 

States for old-age assistance by amending section 3 of the 
Social Security Act, approved August 14, 1935, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VOORHIS of California: 
H. R. 9763. A bill to provide for the establishment of ~ 

Youth Reference Center in the Library of Congress; to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. WHITTINGTON: 
H. R. 9764. A bill to provide for applying customs receipts 

. to attain parity prices for and encourage exports of agri
cultural commodities; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WALL()REN: 
H. R. 9765. A bill to provide for exercising the right with 

respect to red-cedar shingles reserved in the trade agreement 
concluded November 17, 1938, between the United States of 
America and Canada, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HENDRICKS: 
H. R. 9771. A bill to authorize the Secretary of the Treas

ury to grant to the Road Department of the State of Florida 
an easement for a road right-of-way over the Coast Guard 
reservation at Flagler Beach, Fla.; to the Committee on Mer
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CELLER: 
· H. J. Res. 543. Joint resolution for the appointment of a 
joint committee of the Senate and House of Representatives 
to examine into our national defense in collaboration with 
military, naval, and industrial experts; to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. TAYLOR: 
H. J. Res. 544. Joint resolution making appropriations for 

work relief and relief for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1941; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Pennsylvania: 
H. Con. Res. 64. Concurrent resolution creating a special 

. joint committee to formulate a military policy for the United 
States; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts: 
H. Con. Res. 65. Concurrent resolution to have the Com

mittee on Foreign Affairs and the Committee on Foreign 
Relations meet every day with the Secretary of State or his 
representative during the grave and critical situation in 
Europe; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: 
H. Res. 492. Resolution to authorize the Committee on the 

Disposition of Executive Papers . to direct and approve the 
manner in which useless papers in the files of the House of 
Representatives may be disposed; to the Committee on the 
Disposition of Executive Papers. 

By 1\fr. RANKIN: 
H. Res. 493. Resolution authorizing the Committee on World 

War Veterans' Legislation to make a comprehensive survey 
and inspection of soldiers' hospitals and other Veterans' Ad
ministration facilities; 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. ALLEN of Louisiana: 

H. R. 9766. A bill to authorize the deportation of Harry 
Renton Bridges; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. BOLAND: 
H. R. 9767. A bill for the relief of Llewella J. Welsh; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. DINGELL: 

H. R. 9768. A bill for the relief of Julius Porath; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HOBBS: 
H. R. 9769. A bill for the relief of certain former employees 

of the National Reemployment Service; to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin: 
H. R. 9770. A bill for the relief of Julius Meyer; to the 

Committee on Vvorld War Veterans' Legislation. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions and papers were 

laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
8255. By Mr. FLAHERTY: Petition of the Civil Liberties 

Committee of Massachusetts, Boston, Mass., urging the pas
sage of the Geyer bill <H. R. 7534) ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

8256. Also, petition of the Work Projects Administration 
Committee of Worcester County Selectmen, Hardwick, Mass., 
urging Congress to vote for a sufficient deficiency appropria
tion to restore the Work Projects Administration quota to 
the level of April 1, 1940, and for an appropriation for the 
fiscal year 1941, sufficient to employ all eligible cases; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

8257. Also, petition of the Boston (Mass.) Terminal Asso
ciation of Railway Postal Clerks, with reference to retire
ment legislation affecting · all railway postal clerks; to the 
Committee on the Civil Service. · · 

8258. Also, petition of the Chelsea Chamber of Commerce, 
Chelsea, Mass., urging Congres-s to vote against the passage 
of House bill 57; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

8259. By Mr. HART: Petition of the Inland Boatmen's 
Division of the National Maritime Union of America, oppos

. ing any crippling amendments whatever to the National 
Labor Relations Act; to· the Corrimittee on Labor. 

8260. Also, petition of the General Council of Riverworkers. 
condemning attacks on the constitutiomtl rights of organ
ized labor and supporting the Congress of Industrial Organ
izations in its drive to amend the Sherman antitrust laws 
so that it will be impossible to misuse these laws in future 
attacks on organized labor; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. · 

8261. By Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois: Petition of 27 residents 
of Sutter, Til.._ urging the promotion of peace between the 
nations, and to keep the United States out of war; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. ' 

8262. By Mr. KEOGH: Petition of Joseph P. Coyne, presi
dent, Building and Trades Department, American Federation 
of Labor, favoring earmarking $50,000,000 relief funds for 
equal division between flood-control and river-harbor work; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

8263. By Mr. LAMBERTSON: Petition of C. F. Markley 
and 83 other citizens of northeast Kansas, urging Congress 
to provide pensions for all honorably discharged World War 
veterans who are handicapped by permanent disabilities (not 
proved to be service connected) , on the same basis and in the 
same amounts, as provided for disab~d veterans of the 
Spanish-American War and their dependents; to the Com
mittee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

8264. By Mr. SCHWERT: Resolution adopted by the 
Board of Supervisors of the County of Erie, State of New 
York, urging support of House bill 9575, so that much
needed funds may go to New York State for the improve
ment of its highways and the elimination of grade crossings; 
to the Committee on Roads. 

8265. By Mr. WHITTINGTON: Petition of the Legislature 
of Mississippi, to call a constitutional convention to repeal 
the sixteenth amendment, and to provide tax limitations on 
incomes and inheritances; to the Committee on Ways and 
M~ans. 

8266. Also, petition of the Senate of the Mississippi Legis
lature, requesting passage of Senate bill 3509 and House bill 
8748; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

8267. Also, petition of the House of Representatives of the 
Legislature of Mississippi, requesting passage of Senate bill 
3509 and House bill 8748; to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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8268. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the United Federal 
Workers of America, Local No. 2, Washington, D. C., peti
tioning consideration of their resolution with reference to 
House bill 4402 and Senate bill 1436, concerning automatic 
salary increases; to the Committee on tlie Civil Service. 

SENATE 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 15, 1940 

(Legislative day ot Wednesday, April 24, 1940) 

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

The Chaplain, Rev. Z~Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the 
following prayer: 

Almighty God, whose supreme glory consists not only of 
Thy majesty but also of Thy tender mercy, who art revealed 
not merely as transcendent power but more especially as un
wearying care and unquenchable pity: We beseech Thee to 
look upon the children of Thy love, especially those who suf
fer from the sins of others, those whose only refuge is the 
sheltering heart of God, and grant them surcease from their 
pain and grief. 

Help us all to find in these days of long, slow discipline, 
these dreary hours of dim insight and paralyzed emotion, 
Thy plan of safety for our souls that will redeem a nation's life 
from mediocrity. When prayer itself seems smitten dumb 
before the revelation of the abyss from which mankind is 
rescued only at so great a cost, let the feeble tendrils of our 
trust and the humble gifts and opportunities which we despise 
in days of pleasantness bind us closer unto Thee as we are 
strengthened by the indwelling · of Thy blessed Son, Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by unanimous consent, the 

reading of the Journal of the proceedings of the calendar 
day of Tuesday, May 14, 1940, was dispensed with, and the 
Journal was approved. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 
Mr. MINTON. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

·The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names: · 
Adams 
Andrews 
Ashurst 
Austin 
Bailey 
Barbour 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Bone 
Bridges 
Brown 
Bulow 
Burke 
Byrd 
Byrnes 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chandler 
Chavez 
Clark, Mo. 
Connally 

Davis 
Donahey 
Ellender 
Frazier 
George 
Gerry 
Gibson 
Gillette 
Glass 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hale 
Harrison 
Hatch 
Hayden 
Herring 
Hill 
Holman 
Hughes 
Johnson, Cali!. 
Johnson, Colo. 

King 
La Follette 
Lee 

· Lodge 
Lucas 
Lundeen 
McCarran 
McKellar 
McNary 
Mead 
Miller 
Minton 
Murray 
Norris 
Nye 
Overton 
Pepper 
Pittman 
Radcliffe 
Reed 
Reynolds 

Russell 
Schwartz 
Sheppard 
Ship stead 
Slattery 
Smathers 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Tobey 
Truman 
Tydings 
VanNuys 
Wagner 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White 
Wiley 

Mr. MINTON. I announce that the Senator from Wash
ington [Mr. ScHWELLENBAcHJ is absent from the Senate be
cause of illness in his family. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. GREEN] is unavoid
ably detaim~d. 

The Senator from California [Mr. DOWNEY] is absent on 
official business. 

The Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD], the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. CLARK], the Senators from South Carolina 
[Mr. BYRNES and Mr. SMITH], the Senators from West Vir
ginia [Mr. HoLT and Mr. NEELY], the Senator from Connecti
cut [Mr. MALoNEY], and the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHoNEYJ are necessarily absent. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I announce that the junior Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. DANAHER] is absent attending the Repub
lican State convention in Connecticut, and that the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG l is necessarily absent. 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. Eighty-three Senators have an
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

PETITIONS 
Mr. WALSH presented the petition of the tenth annual 

convention of World War Mothers of New England, signed 
by Lillie M. Moffett, State secretary, Haverhill, Mass., pray
ing .that the United States be kept out of war, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Worces
ter, Mass., praying that the shipment of American war 
materials to Japan be stopped during the present invasion 
of China, which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

REPORTS OF CO~TTEES 
Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Public Lands and 

Surveys, to which was referred the bill (S. 1251) for the 
relief of certain settlers in the town site of Ketchum, Idaho, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report 
<No. 1609) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred 
the following bills and joint resolution, reported them sev
erally with amendments and submitted reports thereon: 

S. 769. A bill authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
furnish mats for the reproduction in magazines and news
papers ·of photographs of national-park scenery (Rept. No. 
1610); 

H. R. 6560. A bill relating to placer-mining claims for de
posits of phosphate, sodium, potassium, oil, oil shale, or gas 
on the public domain <Rept. No. 1611); and 

S. J. Res. 92. Joint resolution declaring the conservation of 
petroleum deposits underlying submerged lands adjacent to
and along the coast of California, below low-water mark and 
under the territorial waters of the -qnited States of America, 
essential for national defense, maintenance of the Navy, and 
regulation and protection of interstate and foreign com
merce; reserving the same as a naval petroleum reserve, 
subject to any superior vested right, title, or interest; and 
authorizing appropriate judicial proceedings to assert, ascer
tain, establish, and maintain the right and interest of the 
United States of America in such reserve, and to eject 
trespassers <Rept. No. 1612). 

Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to which was referred the bill (S. 3887) for the relief of 
Laura Trice Converse, reported it without amendment and 
submitted a report <No. 1613) thereon. 

Mr. BILBO, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 1492) to provide for a 5-year build
ing program for the United States Bureau of Fisheries, 
reported it with amendments and submitted a report <No. 
1616) thereon. 

Mr. PITTMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
to which was referred the bill <H. R. 9271) to extend the 
existence of the Alaskan International Highway Commission 
for an additional 4 years, and for other purposes, reported 
it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1617) 
thereon. 
PRELIMINARY REPORT ON THE TELEGRAPH INDUSTRY (S. REPT. 

NO. 1614) 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Interstate Com
merce, pursuant to Senate Resolution 95 (agreed to June 
19, 1939), submitted a preliminary report of a study of the 
telegraph industry in the United States, which was ordered 
to be printed. 
COMPOSITION OF THE NAVY AND ·coNSTRUCTION OF NAVAL VESSELS 

(S. REPT. NO. 1615) 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs I ask consent to file a report to accompany 
the bill (H. R. 8026) to establish the composition of the 
United States Navy, to authorize the construction of certain 
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