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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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naval vessels, and for other purposes, reported by me with 
amendments yesterday from that committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report 
will be received and printed. 

Mr. WALSH. This report is an extensive one, otherwise I 
WOUld ask that it be inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. 
For the information of the Senate, the report discusses the 
following subjects: General Importance of Naval Defense; 
Insular Position of the United States; A Sound Military 
Policy Is Essential; Function of Aviation; Aircraft Versus 
the Battleship; With Adequate Sea and Air Power the 
United States Cannot Be Defeated; America and the War 
in Europe; The Cost of War to Our Liberties; The Scandi
navian Count.ries; America and the Far East; The Defense 
of America; Atlantic and Pacific Fleets; Why Not Face the 
Facts? Why Forego the Advantages of Our Peculiar Situa
tion? Naval Officers Do Not Determine Policy; The Needs 
of Our Navy Today; The Navy Authorized But Not Built; 
The Way to Speed Construction; Conclusions and Com
mittee Recommendations; Discussion of the Present Bill; 
Tables · showing cost of, and available tonnage, under the 
1934 and 1938 acts, and tonnage ·authorized under present 
bill; and statistical data on the present size of our Navy, 
ships building, ships appropriated for, number of useful 
planes on hand, and so forth. 

REPORTS ON DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE PAPERS 
Mr. BARKLEY, from the Joint Select Committee on the 

Disposition of Executive Papers, to which were referred, for 
examination and recommendation, eight lists of records 
transmitted to the Senate by the Archivist of the United 
States, which appeared to have no permanent value or his· 
torical interest, submitted reports thereon pursuant to law. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED 
Bills and a· joint resolution were introduced, read the 

first time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. HAYDEN: 
S. 3989. A bill for the relief of Erik W. Allstrom; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. TYDINGS: 

S. 3990. A bill to transfer the essential language of section 
518, title IV, of the Tariff Act of 1930, approved June 17, 
1930, into the Judicial Code of the United States, and to 
provide for its reenactment as part of said Judicial Code, 
to take effect from the date of its passage, including the 
allowance to the judges of the United States Customs Court, 
Government counsel and stenographic clerks as set forth 
therein for traveling expenses incurred for maintenance 
while absent from New York on official business and to 
repeal all acts inconsistent therewith to the extent of such 
inconsistency, and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALSH: 
S. 3991. A bill to authorize the disposal of tools and equip

ment on the New England hurricane damage project; to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

S. 3992. A bill granting the Distinguished Service Cross 
to Raymond P. Finnegan; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KING: 
S. 3993. A bill to authorize employees of the United States 

to testify on behalf of the District of Columbia and em
ployees of the District of Columbia to testify on behalf of 
the United States and of the District of Columbia without 
loss of salary or annual leave; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. Bn..BO: 
S. J. Res. 256. Joint resolution designating a day to be 

observed as Doctor's Day; to the Committee on the Library. 
RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL 

On motion by Mr WALsH, the bill (S. 2890) to permit per 
diem employees of the Naval Establishment . to work more 
than 8 hours per day under certain circmnstances was re
committed to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
On motion by Mr. HARRISON, the Committee on Finance 

was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
(S. 3809) for the relief of Eva H. Edwards, and it was re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

ELIMINATION OF OPPRESSIVE LABOR PRACTICE5--AMENDMENTS 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE submitted several amendments intended 

to be proposed by him to the bill (S. 1970) to eliminate cer
tain oppressive labor practices affecting interstate and for- · 
eign commerce, and for other purposes, which were severally 
ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 
AMENDMENT OF RULE VIII-CONSIDERATION OF BILLS AND RESOLU

TIONS ON CALENDAR OBJECTED TO IN WRITING 
Mr. ADAMS submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 

270), which was referred to the Committee on Rules: 
Resolved, That rule VIIT of the Standing Rules of the Senate is 

hereby amended by adding after the first paragraph thereof the 
following new paragraph: 

"At any time after a bill or resolution has been placed upon the . 
calendar any Senator may give written notice to the Senate that 
he objects to such bill or resolution. Such notice shall be en· 
tered on the Journal, and thereafter, whenever the calendar is 
under consideration as provided in the preceding paragraph, it 
shall not be in order, and the Presiding Ofilcer shall not entertain 
any request, to take any action by unanimous consent with respect 
to the bill or resolution to which such notice relates until the 
Senator who interposed the objection notifies the Senate that such 
objection is withdrawn." 

KEEP AMERICA OUT OF WAR-ADDRESS BY SENATOR CHAVEZ 
[Mr. HATCH asked and obtained leave to have printed in 

the RECORD an address delivered· by Senator CHAVEZ at the 
convention of the United Postal Employees of New Mexico, 
at Tucumcari, N. Mex., May 11, 1940, which appears in the 
Appendix.] · 
ADDRESS BY SENATOR TAFT BEFORE ADVERTISING AFFILIATION 

CONVENTION AT BUFFALO, N. Y. 
[Mr. HoLMAN asked and obtained leave to have printed in 

the RECORD an address delivered by Senator TAFT before the 
Advertising Affiliation Convention in Buffalo, N. Y., on May 
3, on the subject, "Advertising-the Spark Plug of Recovery," 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

SENATOR BURTON K. WHEELER-ARTICLE FROM NEW REPUBLIC 
[Mr. JoHNSON of Colorado asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the RECORD an article on Senator WHEELER 
entitled "Burton, the Bronc," written by Hamilton Basso and 
published in the New Republic of the issue of April 22, 1940. 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

ADDRESS BY SECRETARY PERKINS BEFORE NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF 
GOVERNMENT 

[Mr. MEAD asked and obtained leave to have printed iri the 
RECORD an address delivered on May 4, 1940, by Hon. Frances 
Perkins, Secretary of Labor, before the National Institute 
of Government, which appears in the Appendix.] 

NATIONAL DEFENSE 
[Mr. BYRD asked and obtained leave to have printed in the 

RECORD editorials from the New York Times and the Balti
more Sun of today relative to national defense, which appear 
in the Appendix.] 

PLAIN ECONOMICs--ARTICLE BY JOHN T. FLYNN 
[Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained leave to have printed 

in the RECORD an article by John T. Flynn, published in the 
Washington Daily News, entitled "Plain Economics," which . 
app~ars in the Appendix.] 

LETTER FROM JUDGE ALBERT H. SCHMIDT ON CITIZENSHIP DAY 
[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to have printed in 

the RECORD a letter from Judge Albert H. Schmidt, of Mani
towoc, Wis., relative to the origination of Citizenship Day 
in the United States, which appears in the Appendix.] 

CIVIL AERONAUTICS AUTHORITY AND AIR SAFETY BOARD 
[Mr. WILEY asked and obtained leave to have printed in 

the RECORD an editorial from the Milwaukee Journal of May 9, 
1940, entitled "The Fight tor Air Safety," which appears in 
the Appendix.] 



1940 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE 6121 
RELIEF FOR ARMY AVIATORS 

[Mr. GURNEY asked and obtained leave to have printed in 
the RECORD an article from the Washington Post of Sunday, 
May 12, 1940, entitled "Veteran Army Reserve Pilots Demand 
'Break,' " which appears in the Appendix.] 
ADDRESS BY SENATOR LUCAS ON G. 0. P. FAIRY TALES FOR FARMERS 

[Mr. BARKLEY asked and obtained leave to have printed in 
the RECORD a radio address delivered by Senator LucAS on May 
13, 1940, on the subject G. 0. P. Fairy Tales for Farmers, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 
ADDRESSES BY MRS. THOMAS F. M,ALLISTER AND MRS. FRANKLIN D. 

ROOSEVELT BEFORE NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF GOVERNMENT 
[Mr. BARKLEY asked and obtained leave to have printed in 

the RECORD an introductory address by Mrs. Thomas F. Mc
Allister, director of the women's division of the Democratic 
National Committee, and an address by Mrs. Franklin D. 
Roosevelt at the final session of the ·National Institute of 
Government held in Washington, D. C., May 4, 1940, which 
appear in the Appendix.] 

WAR AND THE INTERNATIONAL SITUATION 
[Mr. WHEELER asked and obtained leave to have printed in 

the RECORD articles by Ludwell Denny, Raymond Clapper, and 
Hugh Johnson, and an editorial from the New York Daily 
News and Washington Times-Herald on the subject of war 
and the international situation, which appear in the Ap
pendix.] 

AMERICA AND THE ALLIES 
[Mr. LUNDEEN asked and obtained leave to have printed in 

the RECORD two editorials, one entitled "Swap," published in 
the Washington (D. C.) News of May 15, 1940, and the other 
published in the Washington <D. C.) Times-Herald of May 
15, 1940, entitled "Suppose We Mind Our Business, Honorable 
Jimmie," which appear in the Appendix.] 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understood tluJ,t the 

Senator from Louisiana [Mr. OVERTON] desired to take up 
for consideration an appropriation bill. The Chair recog
nizes the Senator from Louisiana. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent, 
if the Senator from Louisiana will yield, that the pending 
unfinished business be temporarily laid aside in order that 
the Senator from Louisiana may move the consideration of 
the D:strict of Columbia appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kentucky? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered. 

Mr. OVERTON. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of House bill 9109, the District of Columeia 
appropriation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Parliamentarian advises the 
Chair that when a Senator makes a motion to take up an
other b'!.ll, aQ.d the motion is agreed to, it displaces the unfin
ished business, but that if he asks unanimous consent of the 
Senate that the Senate consider the bill, the unfinished 
business will not be displaced. 

Mr. OVERTON. Then I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of House bill 910a. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con

sider the bill (H. R. 9109) making appropriations for the 
government of the District of Columbia and other activities 
chargeable in whole or in part against the revenues of such 
District for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1941, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. OVERTON. I ask unanimous consent that the formal 
reading of the bill be dispensed with, that it be read for 
amendment, and that the amendments of the committee be 
first considered. 

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

The clerk will proceed to state the amendments reported 
by the comnuttee. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations 
was, under the heading "General expenses--Executive Office", 
on page 4, line 3, after the word "services", to strike out "in 
accordance with the Classification Act of 1923, as amended" 
and insert "including the salary of the poundmaster at $2,400 
per annum"; in line 6, after tlie word "motortruck", to insert 
"equipped with radio"; and in line 8, after the word "ex
penses", to strike out "$11,780" and insert "$12,280", so as to 
read: 

Office of poundmaster: For personal services, including the salary 
of the poundmaster at $2,400 per annum, purchase (including ex
change) of one motortruck equipped With radio, maintenance and 
operation of motor vehicles, and other necessary expenses, $12,280. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Care of the 

District buildings", on page 4, line 15, after the word "hour", 
to strike out "$191,210" and insert "$202,170", so as to read: 

For personal services, including temporary labor, and service of 
cleaners as necessary at not to exceed 48 cents per hour, $202,170: 
Provided, That no other appropriation made in this act shall be 
available for the employment of additional assistant engineers or 
watchmen for the care of the District buildings. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The ne(.Ct amendment was, on page 4, line 20, after the word 

"supplies", to increase the appropriation for fuel, light and 
power, repairs, laundry, and miscellaneous supplies under 
the subhead "Care of the District buildings" from $90,340 to 
$101,120. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 4, line 22, to increase 

the appropriation for personal services under the assessor's 
office from $291,340 to $293,940. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, line 5, to increase 

the appropriation for personal services under the Collector's 
Office, from $53,140 to $53,320. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Auditor's 

Office," on page 5, line 7, after the ·word "services", to strike 
out "$158,400" and insert "$159,640", so as to read: 

For personal services, $159,640; and the compensation of the 
present incumbent of the position of disbursing officer of the 
District of Columbia shall be exclusive of his compensation as 
United States property and disbursing officer for the National 
Guard of the District of Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Office of 

Corporation Counsel", on page 5, line 15, after the word 
"services", to strike out "$122,440" and insert "$122,880", so 
as to read: 

Corporation counsel, including extra compensation as general 
counsel of the Public Ut111t1es Commission, and other personal 
services, $122,880. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 8, line 4, to increase 

the appropriation for personal services under the Sur
veyor's Office, from $80,220 to $80,820. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Contingent 

and miscellaneous expenses," on page 10, line 21, after the 
·word "reference", to insert "including $1,000 for lawbooks 
and books of reference for the Corporation Counsel's Office", 
and on page 11, line 21, after the word "offices", to strike out 
"$33,000" and insert "$34,000", so as to read: 

For checks, books, lawbooks, books of reference, including $1,000 
for lawbooks and books of reference for the Corporation Counsel's 
Office, periodicals, newspapers, stationery; surveying instruments 
and implements; drawing materials; binding, rebinding, repairing, 
and preservation of records; ice; including $575 for affiliation with 
the National Safety Council, Incorporated; traveling expenses not 
to exceed $3,000; including payment of dues and traveling expenses 
in attending conventions when authorized b3t the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia; expenses authorized by law in conn£c
tion with the removal of dangerous or unsafe and insanitary build
ings, including payment of a fee of $6 per diem to each member of 
board of survey, other than the inspector of buildings, while actu
ally employed on surveys of dangerous or unsafe buildings; not 
exceeding $3,000 for the settlement of claims not in excess of $250 
each, approved by the ColllDlissioners under and in accordance with 
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the provisions of the act entitled "An act authorizing the Com
missioners of the District of Columbia to settle claims and suits 
against the District of Columbia," approved February 11, 1929 (45 
Stat. 1160), as amended by the act approved June 5, 1930 (46 Stat. 
500); not to exceed $250 to aid in support of the National Con
ference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws; maintenance and 
repair of wharves; and other general necessary expenses of District 
offices, $34,000: 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, line 8, after the 

word "binding", to strike out "$46,500" and insert "$48,125", 
and in line 14, after the name "Commissioners", to insert a 
colon and the folloWing additional proviso: "Provided further, 
That the unexpended balance of the appropriation under this 
head in the District of Columbia Appropriation Act, 1940, is 
hereby continued available until June 30, 1941", so as to read: 

For printing and binding, $48,125: Provided, That no part of the 
appropriation contained in this act shall be available for expendi
ture for printing and binding unless the need for such expendi
ture shall have been specifically approved by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, or by the purchasing officer and the 
auditor for the District of Columbia acting for such Commissioners: 
Provided further, That the unexpended balance of the appropria.,
tion under this head in the District of Columbia Appropriation 
Act, 1940, is hereby continueq. available until June 30, 1941. 

The amendment was agreed to. • 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Central 

garage", on page 13, line 22, after the word "services", to 
strike out "$62,520" and insert "$62,460"; in line 24, after 
the word ·"automobiles", to strike out "$10,000" and insert 
"$11,500", and on page 14, line 2, after the words "in all", 
to strike out "$74,460" and insert "$75,960", so as to read: 

For maintenance, care, repair, and operation of passenger-carry
ing automobiles owned by the District of Columbia, including per
sonal services, $62,460; for purchase (including exchange) of pas
senger-carrying automobiles, $11,500; and for purchase (including 
exchange) of one ambulance for the Health Department, $2,000; 
in all, $75,960. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Free public 

library", on page 17, line 2, after the word librarian", to 
strike out "$434, 780" and insert "$435,380", so as to read: 

For personal services, and fqr substitutes and other special and 
temporary services, including extra services on Sundays, holidays, 
and Saturday half holidays, at the discretion of the librarian, 
$435,380. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, line 7, after the word 

"recordings", to strike out "$72,500" and insert "$77,500", and 
in the same line, after the word "which", to strike out 
"$25,000" and insert "$30,000", so as to read: 

Miscellaneous: For books, periodicals, newspapers, and other 
printed material, including payment in advance for subscription 
books, and society publications, including not exceeding $300 for 
music records and sound recordings, $77,500, of which $30,000 shall 
be immediately available for the stocking of the new Southwest 
Branch Library: 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, line 18, after the 

word "services", to strike out "$17,500" and insert "$20,000", 
so as to read: 

For binding, including necessary personal services, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, line 21, after the 

word "expenses", to strike out "$48,000" and insert "$49,000", 
and in line 22, after the word "which", to strike out "$11,000" 
and insert "$12,000", so as to read: 

For maintenance, alterations, repairs, fuel, lighting, fitting up 
buildings, care of grounds, maintenance of motor delivery vehicles, 
and other contingent expenses, $49,000, of which $12,000 shill! be 
immediately available for furniture and equipment for the new 
Southwest Branch. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, line 6, after the 

figures "$200,000", to insert a colon and the following proviso: 
"Provided, That the unexpended balances of the amounts 
made available by the District of Columbia Appropriation Act, 
1940, for the preparation of plans and specifications for this 

building shall remain available for the same purposes and un
der the same conditions and limitations until June 30, 1941", 
so as to read: 

For continuing the construction in square ·491 of the first unit of 
an extensible library building, including quarters for the admin
istrative offices of t he Board of Education, $200,000: Provided, That 
the unexpended balances of the amounts made available by the 
District of Columbia Appropriation Act, 1940, for the preparation of 
plans and specifications for this building shall remain available for 
the same purposes and under the same conditions and limitations 
until June 30, 1941. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Sewers", on 

page 19, line 6, after the word "sewers", to strike out "$275,-
000" and insert "$300,000", so as to read: 

For assessment and permit work, sewers, including not to exceed 
$1 ,000 for purchase or condemnation of rights-of-way for construc
tion, maintenance, and repair of public sewers, $300,000, of which 
$75,000 shall be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 19, line 11, after the 

word "vehicles", to strike out "the replacement of two motor
cycles and package cars" and insert "purchase of three 
motortrucks at $550 each to replace three motorcycles and 
package cars", and in line 14, after the word "expenses", 
to strike out "$11,000" and insert "$13,050", so as to read: 

For the control and prevention of the spread of mosquitoes in 
the District of Columbia, including personal services, operation, 
maintenance, and repair of motor-propelled vehicles, purchase of 
three motortrucks at $550" each to replace three motorcycles and 
package cars; purchase of oil, and other necessary expenses, $13,050. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading ''Collection 

and disposal of refuse", on page 20, after line 23, to insert: 
For the acquisition of a site for the construction of a high

temperature incinerator, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Electrical 

Department", on page 21, line 2, to increase the appropriation 
for personal services under that department from $97,180 to 
$97,780. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, line 10, after the 

word "items", to strike out "$34,700" and insert "$36,700", so 
as to read: 

For general supplies, repairs, new batteries and battery supplies, 
telephone rental and purchase, telephone service charges, wire and 
cable for extension of telegraph and telephone service, repairs of 
lines and instruments, purchase of poles, tools, insulators, brackets, 
pins, hardware, cross arms, ice, reco.rd book, stationery, extra 
labor, new boxes, maintenance of motortrucks, and other neces
sary items, $36,700. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Public 

schools", on page 22, line 22, after the word "superintend
ents", to strike out "and including one first assistant super
intendent of community center and recreational activities at 
$5,600 per annum, $706,950" and to insert "$710,950", so as to 
read: 

For personal services of administrative and supervisory officers in 
accordance with the act fixing and regulating the salaries of 
teachers, school officers, and other employees of the Board of 
Education of the District of Columbia, approved June 4, 1924 ( 43 
Stat. 367-375), including salaries of presidents of teachers colleges 
in the salary schedule for first assistant superintendent, $710,950. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 23, line 2, to increase 

the appropriation for personal services of clerks and other 
employees under the public schools from $191,560 to $192,340. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 23, line 16, after the 

word "west", to strike out "$7,330,194" and insert "$7,358,594", 
and in line 22, after the words "Provided further", to strike 
out "That the average of the salaries paid librarians in the 
public schools shall not exceed the average of the salaries paid 
employees performing the same grade of work in the Free 
Public Library" and insert "That the Board of Education is 
hereby authorized to appoint three additional teachers, class 
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2-A, for instruction in automobile driving at a beginning 
salary of $2,000 each", so as to read: 

For personal services of teachers and librarians in accordance wlth 
the act approved June 4, 1924 ( 43 Stat. 367-375) , including for 
teachers colleges assistant professors in salary class 11, and pro~fes
sors in salary class 12, and including $12,900 for health and physical 
education teachers to supervise play in schools of the central area 
bounded by North Capitol Street on the east, Florida Avenue on the 
north, the Mall on the south, and Twelfth Street on thle west, 
$7,358,594: Provided, That teaching vacancies that occur during the 
fiscal year 1941 wherever 'found may be filled by the assignment of 
teachers of special subjects and teachers not now assigned to class
room instruction, and such teachers are hereby made eligible for 
such ass~gnment without further examination: Provided further, 
That the Board of Education is hereby authorized to appoint 3 
additional teachers, class 2-A, for instruction in automobile driving 
at a beginning salary of $2,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Americani

zation work", on page 25, line 11, after the name "District of 
Columbia", to insert "in accordance with the regulations of 
the United States Office of Education with reference to the 
distribution of George-Deen funds for the aid of vocational 
education", and in line 17, after "(49 Stat. 1488) ", to strike 
out "including teacher training and supervision, trades and 
industries, home economics, distributive occupations, and for 
salaries of teacher trainers and supervisors, clerical service, 
printing, supplies, and postage", so as to read: 

For the development of vocational education in the District of 
Columbia in accordance with the regulations of the United States 
Office of Education with reference to the distribution of George
Dean funds for the aid of vocational education, in accordance with 
the act entitled "An act to provide for the further development of 
vocational education in the several States and Territories," approved 
June 8, 1936 (49 Stat. 1488), $23,599. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Community 

Center Department," on page 26, line 19, after the word 
"the" where it occurs the first time, to insert "joint", and 
in the same line, after the word "the" where it occurs the 
second time, to insert "Commissioners of the District of Co
lumbia and the", so as to read: 

For all expenses necessary for the operation and maintenance of 
the Community Center Department, including the expense of 
keeping open the public-school playgrounds during the summer 
months, such expenses to include personal services of the director, 
general secretaries, and community se::retaries in accordance with 
the act approved June 4, 1924 (43 Stat. 369); clerks and part-time 
employees, including janitors on account of meetings of parent
teacher associations and other activities; directors, supervisors, and 
other playground personnel at rates of pay to be fixed by the Board 
of Education, without reference to the Classification Act of 1923, 
as amended; special and temporary services, directors, assistants, 
and janitor service during the summer vacation, and in the larger 
yards, daily after school hours during the school term; supplies; 
medals; trophies; awards; lighting fixtures; and equipment, $280,-
320: Provided, That such public-school playgrounds shall be kept 
open for play purposes in accordance with the schedule heretofore 
maintained for playgrounds whil~ under the jurisdiction of the 
playground department: Provided further, That the activities pro
vided for under this appropriation shall be operated under the 
joint control, supervision, and direction of the Commissioners of · 
the District of Columbia and the Board of Education. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Care of 

buildings and grounds," on page 26, line 25, after the word 
"building", to strike out "$981,145" and insert "$983,885", so 
as to read-: 

For personal services, including care of portable buildings at a 
rate not to exceed $96 per annum for the care of each building, 
$983,885. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Miscellane

ous", on page 27, line 3, to increase the appropriation for the 
maintenance of schooLs for crippled pupils from $3,500 to 
$4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 27, line 5, after the word 

"pupils", where it occurs the second time, to strike out 
"$15,000" and insert "$17,050", so as to read: 

For transportation for pupils .attending schools for sight-conser
vation pupils, and crippled pupils, $17,050. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, Iine 15, after the 
word "courses'', to strike out "$70,400" and insert "$70,800"~ 
.so as to read: · 

For purchase .and repair of furniture, tools, machinery, material, 
and books, and apparatus to be used in connection with instruction 
in manual and vocational training, and incidental expenses con
nected therewith, and for insurance and all other necessary expense~ 
in connection with the operation, maintenance, and repair of Dis
trict owned or loaned automobiles used in driver-training courses, 
$70,800, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment wa.s, on page 27, line 17, after the 

word "power", to strike out "$300,000" and insert ''$305,000", 
so as to read: 

For fuel, gas, and electric light and power, $305,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, line 4, after the 

words "in all", to strike out "$155,000" and insert "$165,775", 
so as to read: 

For contingent expenses, including United States flags, furniture 
and repairs of same, stationary, ice, · paper towels, and other neces
sary items not otherwise provided for, and including not exceeding 
$10,000 for books of reference and periodicals, not exceeding $1,500 
for replacement of pianos at an average cost of not to exceed $300 
each, and not exceeding $7,000 for labor; in all, $165,775, to be im
mediately available, of which not to exceed $2,100 may be expended 
for tabulating school census cards either by contract or by day labor 
as the Commissioners may determine. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 28, line 21, after the 

name "Banneker Junior High School", to strike out "$294,-
500" and insert "$313,843", so as to read: 

For completely furnishing and equipping buildings and addi
tions to buildings, as follows: Calvin Coolidge Senior High School; 
Thomas Jefferson Memorial Junior High School; Randall Junior 
High School; Dennison Vocational School; Ketcham School; Mont
gomery School; Banneker Junior High School; $313,843, to be 
immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29, line 2, before the 

w-ords "to be", to strike out "$190,000" and insert "$197,470'~. 
so as to read: 

For textbooks and other educational books and supplies as 
authorized by the act of January 31, 1930 (46 Stat. 62), including 
not to exceed $7,000 for personal services, $197,470, to be imme:.. 
diately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29, line 23, after the 

word "e~ceed", to strike out "$9,000" and insert "$11,110'', 
and on page 30, line 3, before the words "of which", to strike 
out "$464,475" and insert "$466,585", so as to read: 

For repairs and improvements to school buildings and grounds, 
including maintenance of motortrucks, and not to exceed $975 
for the replacement of one 1 Y2 -ton truck, not to exceed $20,000 for 
xepla.cement of boilers, not to exceed $12,000 for replacement of the 
heating plant at the Garfield School, not to exceed $3,000 for re
placement of insanitary drinking fountains, not to exceed $7,ooo· 
for replacement of insanitary toilet facilities, and not to exceed 
$11,110 for alterations and improvements to the building and 
grounds of the Health Schoof located on Thirteenth Street near 
Allison Street NW., and for the purchase and installation of equip
ment for such school, $466,585, of which amount $100,000 shall be 
immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "The deaf, 

dumb, and blind", on page 32, after line 18, to strike out: 
No part of the appropriations herein made for the public schools 

of the District of Columbia shall be used for the free instruction 
of pupils who dwell outside the District of Columbia: Provided, 
That this limitation shall not apply to pupils who are enrolled in 
the schools of the District of Columbia on the date of the ap
proval of thxs act. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 
The children of officers and men of the United States Army, 

Navy, and Marine Corps, and children of other employees of the 
United States stationed outside the District of Columbia shall be 
admitted to the public schools without payment of tuition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Buildings 

and grounds," on page 33, line 11, after the word "exceed", 
to strike out "$190,000" and insert "$215,000: Provided, That 
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not to exceed $4,515 of the amount herein appropriated may 
be transferred to the credit of the appropriation account 
'Municipal Architect's Office, construction services,' and to 
be available for the preparation of plans and specifications 
for said building", so as to read: 

For beginning construction of an eight-room addition to the 
Syphax School, including an assembly hall-gymnasium and the 
necessary remodeling of the present building, $95,000, and the 
Commissioners are authoriz.ed to enter into contract or contracts 
for such addition at a cost not to exceed $215,000: Provided, That 
not to exceed $4,515 of the amount herein appropriated may be 
transferred to the credit of the appropriation account "Munici
pal Architect's Office, construction services," and to be available 
for the preparation of plans and specifications for said building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 34, to strike 

out: 
For beginning construction of a new vocational school to replace 

the present Abbott Vocational School, to be located as determined 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia on land owned 
by such District and designated as parcel 84/ 196, $250,000, and 
the Commissioners are authorized to enter into contract or con
tracts for such building at a cost not to exceed $500,000. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 
For beginning construction of a. new vocational school to re

place the present Abbott Vocational School, to be located as deter
mined by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and the 
National Capital Park and Planning Commission in Brentwood 
Park, $250,000, and the Commissioners are authorized to enter 
into contract or contracts for such building at · a cost not to exceed 
$500,000: Provided, That not to exceed $10,500 of the amount 
herein appropriated may be transferred to the credit of the appro
priation -account "Municipal Architect's Office, construction serv
ices," and to be available for the preparation of plans and specifi
cations for said building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 34, after line 19, to 

insert: 
For the preparation of plans and specifications, including em

ployment of personal services by. contract or otherwise, for a new 
building in which to house the Wilson Teachers College, to be 
located as determined . by the Commissioners, on land owned by 
the District of Columbia and designated as parcel 84/196, $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 11, to 

insert: 
For the preparation of plans and specifications for a new ele

mentary school building to be qonstructed at a total cost 'of not 
to exceed $500,000, on a site to be purchased in the vicinity of 
Eleventh and G Streets SE., to replace the Cranch, Tyler, and Van 
Ness Schools, $10,500, which amount may be transferred to the 
credit of the appropriation account "Municipal Architect's Office, 
construction services," and be available for the above purposes; 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 35, after line 19, -to 

insert: 
For the preparation of plans and specifications for a new ele

mentary school building to be constructed at a total cost of not · 
to exceed $350,000, on a site to be purchased in the vicinity of 
New Jersey Avenue · and P Street NW., to replace the Morse and 
Twining Schools, $7,350, which amount may be transferred to the 
credit of the appropriation account "Municipal Architect's Otfice, 
construction services," and be available for the above purposes; 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 2, to 

insert: 
For the preparation of plans and specifications for a new ele

mentary school building to be constqicted at a total cost of not 
to exceed $500,000, on a site to be purchased in the vicinity of the 
Brent School, to replace the Brent, Dent, Lenox, and French 

·Schools, $10,500, which amount may be transferred to the credit of 
the appropriation account "Municipal · Architect's Otfice, construc
tion services," and be available for the above purposes; 

The amendment was agreed to . . 
The next amendment was, on page 36,· line 11, after the 

words "In all", to strike out "$810,000" and insert "$868,-
350", so as to read: 

In all, $868,350, to be immediately available and to be disbursed 
and accounted for as "Buildings and grounds, public schools," 
and for that purpose shall constitute one fund and remain avail
able until expended: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 36, after line 24, to 
insert: 

For the purchase of a site for elementary-school purposes in the 
vicinity of Eleventh .and G Streets SE., for the replacement of the 
Cranch, Tyler, and Van Ness Schools. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 3, to insert: 
For the purchase of a site for elementary-school purposes in the 

vicinity of New Jersey Avenue and P Street NW., for the replacement 
of the Morse and Twining Schools. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, after line 6, to insert: 
For the purchase of a site for elementary-school purposes in the 

vicinity of the Brent School, for the replacement of the Brent, Dent, 
Lenox, and French Schools. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, line 10, after the 

words "In all", to increase the appropriation for the purchase 
of school building and playground sites, from $40,000 to 
$320,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading " Metropoli

tan Police-salaries", on page 39, line 11, after the word 
. "sergeant", to strike out "$2,924,280" and insert "$2,964,655", 
so as to read: ' 

For the pay and allowances of officers and members of the Metro
politan Police force, in accordance with the act entitled "An act to 
fix the salaries of the Metropolitan Police force, the United States 
Park Police force, and the Fire Department of the District of 
Columbia" (43 Stat. 174-175), as amended by the act of July 1, 1930 
( 46 Stat. 839-841) , including one captain, who shall be property 
clerk, and the present acting sergeant· in charge of police automo
biles, who shall have the rank and pay of a sergeant, $2,964,655. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from 
Louisiana, in charge of the bill, about this item on page 39? 
I notice that there has been an increase of approximately 

'$40,000 in· the provision made ·for Metropolitan Police. I 
Wish specifically to inquire whether that increase provides 
for additional police, or whether the money is intende"d for 
some other purpose; and, if it -.is intended for additional 
police, how many will it provide? · 

Mr. OVERTON. The increase in the appropriation is in
tended for additional police. The number will be 25 
additional. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
·the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment was, on page 39, line 13, after the 

word "services", to strike out "$148,145" and insert "$151,-
985", so as to read: 

For personal services, $151,985, including. not to exceed $1,265 for 
the sa~ary of one part-time physician to be paid at the rate of 
·$3,800 per annum. 

The. amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment - was; under the subhead "Miscel

laneous", on page 39, line 19, after the word "exceed", to 
strike out "$9,000" and insert "$10,900", and in line 21, 
after the word "Station", to strike out "$16,000" and insert 
"$17.000", so as to read: 

For repairs and improvements to police stations and station 
grounds, including . not to exceed . $10,000 for the erection of a 
modern cell block in No. 13 Police Precinct Station, $17,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 40, line 16, after the 

.word "patrol", to strike out "$76,150" and insert "$77,150", 
so as to read: 

For miscellaneous and contingent expenses, including rewards 
for fugitives, purchase of gas equipment and firearms, maintenance 
of card system, stationery, city directories, books of reference, 
periodicals, newspapers, telegraphing, telephoning, photographs, 
rental and maintenance of teletype system and labor-saving devices, 
telephone-service charges, purchase, maintenance, and servicing of 
radio broadcasting systems, purchase of equipment, gas, ice, wash
ing, meals for prisoners, medals of award, not to exceed $300 for 
car tickets, furniture and repair thereto, beds and bed clothing, 
insignia of office, police equipments and repairs to same, and 
mounted equipment, :fiags and halyards, storage and hauling of 
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stolen or abandoned property, and traveling and other expenses 
incurred in prevention and detection of crime, not to exceed $3,000 
for expenses of officers and members of the police force in attend
ing, without loss of pay or time, specialized police training classes 
and pistol matches, including tuition, entrance fees, travel and 
subsistence, and other necessary expenses, including expenses of 
harbor patrol, $77,150', of which amount $10,000 shall be available 
for expenditure by the Major and Superintendent of Police. for 
preveD.tion and detection of crime, under his certificate, approved 
by the Commissioners, and every such certificate shall be deemed 
a sufficient voucher for the sum therein expressed to have been 
ex~ended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 41, line 6, after the 

word "another", to strike out "$47,600" and insert "$49,475", 
so as to read: 

Uniforms: For furnishing uniforms and other official equipment 
prescribed by department regulations as necessary and requisite in 
the performance of duty to officers and members of the Metropolitan 
Police, including cleaning, alteration, and repair of articles trans
ferred from one individual to another, $49,475. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Fire Depart

ment-Miscellaneous", on page 42, line 23, after the word 
"hose", to strike out "$12,000" and insert "$13,000"; in line 24, 
after the word "fuel", to strike out "$20,500" and insert 
''$21,750"; and on page 43, at the end of line 2, to strike out 
"$20,000" and insert "$21,00&", so as to r~ad: 

For hose, $13,000. 
For fuel, $21,750. 
For contingent expenses, furniture, fixtures, oil, blacksmithing, 

gas and electric lighting, ftags and halyards, medals of award, and 
other necessary items, $21,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 43, at the end of line 5, 

to strike out "$44-,750:'' and insert "$51,750", so as to read: 
For repiacement of fire-fighting apparatus, including one pas

senger automobile at not to exceed $650, and not to exceed $1,100 
for one chief's automobile, $51,750. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Health De

partment", on page 43, line 10, after "(41 U.S. C. 5) ",to strike 
out "$77,000" ar1:d insert "$77,180", so as to read: 

General administration: For personal services and other neces
sary expenses, including not to exceed $4,500 for contract investi
gational services wfthout reference to section 3709 of the Revised 

·Statutes (41 U.S. C. 5), $77,180. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 43, line 20. after the 

word "rent", to strike out "$399,870" and insert "$430,000", 
so as to read: 

Medical services.: For all expenses necessary for the enforcement 
of the acts relating to the prevention of the spread of contagious 
and infectious diseW>eS in. the District of Columbia; the mainte
nance of tuberculosis and venereal-disease clinics. and dispensaries; 
the conduct of hygiene and sanitation work, including the main
tenance of free dental clinics in schools; the maintenance of a 
.maternal and child-health service, including clinics; and the main
tenance of a.. nursing service; such expenses to include personal 
se.rvices, books and periodicals, uniforms, an:d rent, $430,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on ·page 44, line 4, after the word 

"expenses", to strike out "$44,314" and insert ''$45,114", so as 
to read: 

Laboratories~ For operation and maintenance of laboratories, in
(:lUding personal services, books and periodicals, manufacture of 
eerums tor use in indigent cases, and other necessary expenses, 
~5-.114. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 44, line 14, after the 

word "travel",. to strike out "$123,656" and insert "$124,416", 
so as to read: 

Inspections~ For all expenses necessary for the enforcement of 
· the acts relating to the drainage of lots and abatement of nuisances 
tn the District of Columbia; the act relati:ng to the adulteration of 
foods, drugs, and candy; the act relating to the manufacture and 
sale of mattresses; the act relating to the manufacture, sale, and 
transportation of adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or dele· 

· teriotis foods, drUgs, medicines, and liquors; and the act relating 

to the sale of milk, cream, and ice cream; such expenses to include 
personal services, books and periodicals and travel, $124,416. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 44, line 23, after the 

word "Center", to insert "including not to exceed $4,500 for 
the installation of an elevator," and in line 24, before the 
words "to be", to strike out "$20,000" and insert "$24,500", so 
as to read: 

For completely furnishing and equipping the Southwest Health 
Center, including not to exceed $4,500 for the installation of an 
elevator, $24,500, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45. line 5, after the 

name "Commissioners", to strike out "$421,460" and insert 
"$423,760", so as to read: 

Tuberculosis sanatoria: For personal services, including $3,000 
for chief visiting consultant, and not to exceed $3,000 for com
pensation of consulting physicians at rates to be fixed by the 
Commissioners, $423,760. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, line 12, after the 

word "items", to strike out "'$212,000" and insert "$214,000", 
so as to read: 

For provisions. fuel, forage, harness and vehicles and repairs to 
same, gas, ·water, ice, shoes, clothing, dry goods, tailoring, drugs 
and medical supplies, furniture and bedding, kitchen utensils, 
medical books, schoolbooks, classroom suppUes, books of reference, 
and periodicals not to exceed $500, maintenance of motortrucks, 
and other necessary items, $214,000. 

The amendment was. agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, line 19, after the 

word "labor", to strike out $675,000" and insert "$713,160", 
so as to read: 
. Gallinger Municipal Hospital: For personal services, including 

two associate medical officers at $3,200 per annum each, to be ap
pointed without reference to civil-service requirements, and includ
ing not to exceed $2,000 for temporary labor, $713,160, of which 
$26,760 shall be available for out-patient relief of the poor, includ
ing medical and surgical supplies, artificial limbs, and pay of 
physicians: 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 46. line 12, after the 

word "expenses", to strike out "$291,000" and insert "$293,000", 
so as to read: 

For maintenance of the hospital; for maintenance of the quaran
tine station, smallpox hospital, and public crematorium, including 
expenses incident to furnishing proper containers for the reception, 
burial, and identification of the ashes of all human bodies of 
indigent persons that are cremated at the public crematorium and 
remain unclaimed a.fter 12 months from the date of such crema
tion; for maintenance and purchase of horses and horse-drawn 
vehicles; for medical books, books of reference, and periodicals not 
to exceed $500; for maintenance of non-passenger-carrying motor 
vehicles; and for all other necessary expenses, $293,000. 

'Ihe amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment wa.s, on page 46, line 16, after the 

word "system .. , to insert "and not to exceed $8,000 for the 
installation of an elevator in the Crippled Children's Build
ing,", and in line 18, to strike out "$15,000" and insert 
"$23,000", so as to read: 

For repairs and improvements to buildings and grounds, includ
ing acquisition (without reference to section 3709 of the Revised 
Statutes, 41 U. S. C. 5) of the necessary transformers for a 4,000-
-volt electrical distribution system, and not to exceed $8,000 for the 
installation of an elevator in the Crippled Children's Building, 
$23,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Public 

Welfare-Division of Child Welfare", on page 50, line 21, 
after the word "Board", to strike out "$:Ho~OOO" and insert 
"$315,000", so as to read~ 

For board and care of all children committed to the guardian
ship of said Board by the courts of the District, and for temporary 
care of children pending investigation or while being transferred 
from place to place, with ·authority to pay not more than $2,500 
each to institutions under sectarian control and not more than 
$400 for burial of children dying while under charge of the Board, 
$315,000. 

The amendment was. agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 50, line 22, to strike out 

the following proviso: 
Provided, That not more than $900 of this appropriation shall be 

available for continuous maintenance of two foster homes for 
temporary or emergency board and care of nondelinquent children. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
. The next amendment was, on page 51, line 12, after the 

word "exceed", to strike out "$20,920" and insert "$21,820", 
and in line 13, after the word "services", to strike out "$39,000" 
and insert "$39,800", so as to read: 

For the maintenance, under the jurisdiction of the Board of 
Public Welfare, of a suitable place in a building entirely separate 
and apart from the house of detention for the reception and 
detention of children under 18 years of age arrested by the police 
on charge of offense against any laws in force in the District of 
Columbia, or committed to the guardianship of the Board, or held 
as witness, or held temporarily, or pending hearing, or otherwise, 
including transportation, food, clothing, medicine, and medi·cinal 
supplies, rental, repair and upkeep of buildings, fuel, gas, electricity, 
ice, supplies, and equipment, and other necessary expenses, in
cluding not to exceed $21,820 for personal services, $39,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 13, to 

insert: 
For the preparation of plans for a new building for the reception 

and detention of children, to be located on land owned by the 
District of Columbia in square 2885, $3,675. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Jail", on 

page 52, line 4, after the word "services", to strike out 
"$101,580" and insert "$114,120", so as to read: 

Salaries: For personal services, $114,120. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 52, line 16, after the 

.word "jail",. to strike out "exclusive of walled yard, $44,000" 
and insert "$64,000", and in line 18, after the word "to", to 
strike out "$294,000" and insert "$314,000", so as to read: 

Addition to jail: For an additional amount for completing con
struction of an addition to, and for the ne.cessary remodeling of, 
the jail, $64,000, and the limit of cost of such construction is 
increased to $314,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "General ad

ministration, workhouse and reformatory, District of Colum
bia", on page 52, line 21, to in.crease the appropriation for 
personal services from $547,680 to $565,840. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 53, line 7, after the word 

"guards", to strike out "$479,000" and insert "$481,350", so as 
to read: 

For maintenance, care, and support of inmates, including sub
sistence of internes, discharge . gratuities provided by law, medical 
supplies, newspapers, books, books of reference and periodicals, 
farm implements, tools, equipment, transportation expenses, pur
chase and maintenance of livestock and horses; purchase of a 
moving-picture machine at not to exceed $1,500; purchase, ex
change, maintenance, operation, and repair of· non-passenger-car
rying vehicles and motorbus; fuel for heating, lighting, and power, 
and all other necessary items, including uniforms and caps for 
guards, $481,350. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 7, to insert: 
For construction of a bakery, including equipment, and neces

sary utilities, $25,000, to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "National 

Training School for Girls", on page 55, line 15, after the word 
"services", to strike out "including a superintendent at $3,800 
per annum to be appointed without reference to civil-service 
requirements, temporary labor, $500"; on page 56, line 1, after 
the word "girls", to strike out "$45,940" and insert "$41,920"; 
and in line 2, after the word "exceed", to strike out "$25,280" 
and insert "$23,060", so as to read: 

National Training School for Girls: For personal services, gro
ceries, provisions, light, fuel, clothing, shoes; forage and farm sup
plies; medicine and medical service (including not to exceed $2,000 
for medical care a11d. not to exceed $600 tor dental care); trans-

portation; maintenance of non-passenger-carrying vehicles; equip
ment, fixtures, books, magazines, and other educational supplies; 
recreational equipment and supplies, including rental of motion
picture films; stationery; postage; repairs; and other necessary 
items, including expenses incident to securing suitable homes for 
paroled or discharged girls, $41,920, of which sum not to exceed 
$23,060 may be expended for personal .services. 

The amendment was agreed to . 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "District 

Training School", on page 56, line 11, after the word "labor'~ 
to strike out "$148,620" and insert "$150,620", so as to read: 

For personal services, inclucUng not to exceed $500 for compen
sation of consulting physicians at rates to be fixed by the Commis
sioners, and not to exceed $2,5.00 for temporary labor, $150,620. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment :was, on page .56, line 17, after the 

word "periodicals", to strike out "$105,000" and insert 
"$110,000", so as to read: 

For maintenance and other necessary expenses, including the 
maintenance of non-passenger-carrying motor vehicles, the purchase 
and maintenance of horses and wagons, farm machinery and imple
ments, and not to exceed $300 for the purchase of books, books of 
reference, and periodicals, $110,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Industrial 

Home School for Colored Children", on page 56, line 23, after 
the word "services", to strike out "$40,205" and insert 
"$40,505", and in line 24, after the words "in all", to strike 
out "$40,705" and insert "$41,005", so as to read: 

Salaries: For personal services, $40,505; temporary labor, $500; in 
all, $41,005. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Industrial 

Home School", on page 57, line 9, after the word "services", 
to strike out "$36,310" and insert "$36,530", and in line 10, 
after the words "in all", to strike out "$37,310" and insert 
"$37,530", so as to read: 

Salaries: For personal services, $36,530; temporary labor, $1,000; 
in all, $37,530. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Public 

assistance", on page 58, line 18, after the name "District 
of Columbia", to strike out "$900,000" and insert "$1,000,000"; 
·on page 59, line 1, after the word "exceed", to strike out 
"$25,000" and insert "$35,000"; in line 3, before the word 
"including", to insert "and relief milk~'; in the same line, 
after the word "including", to strike out "$5,300" and insert 
"$25,000"; and in line 4, after the word "services", to insert 
"which shall be in addition to such services herein author
ized", so as to read: 

For the purpose of affording relief to residents of the District 
of Columbia who are unemployed or otherwise in distress because 
of the existing emergency, to be expended by the Board of Public 
Welfare of the District of Columbia by employment and direct 
relief, in the discretion of the Board of Commissioners and under 
rules and regulations to be prescribed by the Board and without 
regard to the provisions of any other law, payable from the revenues 
of the District of Columbia, $1,000,000, and not to exceed 12 percent 
of this appropriation and of Federal grants reimbursed under this 
appropriation shall be expended for personal services, including 
the employment of one general superintendent of public-assistance 
services at $5,600 per annum, ohe assistant superintendent of such 
services at $4,600 per annum, and one stenographer-typist (secre
tary) at $2,000 per annum, to be appointed without reference to 
civil-service requirements, not to exceed $35,000 may be expended 
for the distribution of surplus commodities and relief milk, includ
ing $25,000 for personal services, which shall be in addition to such 
services herein authorized, and not to exceed $49,960 for per
sonal services, which shall be in addition to such services herein 
authorized, to certify persons eligible for work relief and surplus 
commodities. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 59, after line 15, to 

insert: 
For the purchase of food stamps from the Federal Surplus Com

modities Corporation· in connection with the food-stamp plan of 
that Corporation for the distribution of surplus commodities, 
$150,000, to be expended under regulations to be prescribed by 
the Board of Public Welfare and approved by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia: ProvidedA That this appropriation 
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shall continue available without reference to fiscal-year l~ta
tions and shall constitute a revolving fW!d to be reimbursed from 
time to time from the proceeds of the sales of such stamps. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 60, line 18, after the 

word "expenses", to strike out "$575,000" and insert '$590,-
000", so as to read: 

Assistance against old-age want: To carry out the provisions of 
the act entitled, "An act to amend the Code of Laws for the Dis
trict of Columbia 1n relation to providing assistance against old
age want", approved August 24, 1935 (49 Stat. 747), including not 
to exceed $57,265 for personal services and other necessary ex
penses, $590,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 60, line 24, after "(49 

Stat. 744) ", to strike out "$40,000" and insert "$50,000", so 
as to read: 

Pensions for needy blind persons: To carry out the provisions 
of the act entitled "An act to provide aid for needy blind persons 
of the District of Columbia and authorizing appropriations there
for", approved August 24, 1935 ( 49 Stat. 744), $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 61, line 11, after the 

word "Want", to strike out the comma and "and Aid for 
Needy Blind Persons", and in line 13, after the word "per
son", to insert a semicolon and "Aid for Needy Blind Per
so·ns: Not more than $40 per month shall be paid therefrom 
to any one person'', so as to read: 

In expending appropriations contained in this act under the 
caption "Public Assistance", not more than the following monthly 
amounts shall be paid therefrom: Emergency Relief of Residents: 
Single persons, not more than $24; family of two persons, not 
more than $30, and for each person in excess of such number 
under 16 years of age, not more than $6; and not to exceed a total 
of $60 to any one family; Home Care for Dependent Children: 
Family of two persons, not more than $30, and for each person 
in excess of such number under 16 years of age, not more than $6: 
and not to exceed a total of $60 to any one family; Assistance 
Against Old Age Want: Not more than $30 per month shall be 
paid therefrom to any one person; Aid for Needy Blind Persons: 
Not more than $40 per month shall be paid therefrom to any one 
person. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead Sponsor's 

contribution to Work Projects Administration, on page 61, 
line 21, after the word "woodyard", to strike out "and 
recreation" and insert "recreation, art, music, writers, and 
historical records", so as to read: 

For alllount required by the District of Columbia as sponsor's 
contributions toward Work Projects Administration nonconstruc
tion projects for free lunches for necessitous school children, 
sewing, household service, housekeeping aids, adult education, 
woodyard, recreation, art, music, writers, and historical records, 
including the purchase of food, supplies, materials, streetcar and 
bus fares, rent, equipment, rental of equipment, personal services, 
and other necessary expenses, $177,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 62, to strike 

out: 
EDUCATION OF HANDICAPPED CHILDREN 

For the education of handicapped children, including personal 
services, at rates of pay to be fixed by the Commissioners on the 
recommendation of the Board of Public Welfare, and other neces
sary expenses, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 62, line 16, in the 

subhead after the word "Home", to insert "and St. Anns 
Infant Asylum, and Maternity Hospital"; in line 20, after 
the word "Home", to insert "and", and in line 21, after the 
word "Maternity", to strike out "Home, and other like insti
tutions" and insert "Hospital", so as to read: 
FLORENCE CRITrENTON HOME AND ST. ANNS INFANT ASYLUM AND 

MATERNITY HOSPITAL 

For care and maintenance of women and children under con
tracts to be made by the Board of Public Welfare, with the 
Florence Crittenton Home, and St. Anns Infant Asylum and Mater
nity Hospital, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead "Nonresident 
insane", on page 64, line 3, before the word "at", to strike out 
"$300" and insert "$500", so as to read: 

For deportation of nonresident insane persons, in accordance 
with the act of Congress entitled "An act to provide for insanity 
proceedings in the District of Columbia", approved June 8, 1938, 
including persons held in the psychopathic ward of the Gallinger 
Municipal Hospital, $12,000. 

In expending the foregoing sum the disbursing officer of the 
District of Columbia is authorized to advance to the Director of 
Public Welfare, upon requisitions previously approved by the 
auditor of the District of Columbia, and upon such security as the 
Commissioners may require of said Director, sums of money not 
exceeding $500 at one time, to be used only for deportation of 
nonresident insane persons, and to be accounted for monthly on 
itemized vouchers to the accounting officer of the District of 
Columbia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Militia", on 

page 65, line 12, after the word "serVices", to strike out 
"$27,600" and insert "$27,660"; and on page 66, line 15, after 
the word "all", to strike out "$48,880" and insert "$48,940", 
so as to read: 

For personal services, $27,660, including compensation to the com
manding general at the rate of $3,600 per annum; tempo
rary labor, $5,800; for expenses of camps, including hire of 
horses for officers required to be mounted, and for the pay
ment of commutation of subsistence for enlisted men who may be 
detailed to guard or move the United States property at home sta
tions on days immediately preceding and immediately following the 
annual encampments; damages to private property incident to 
encampment; reimbursement to the United States for loss of prop
erty for which the District of Columbia may be held responsible; 
cleaning and repairing uniforms, arms, and equipment; instruction, 
purchase, and maintenance of athletic, gymnastic, and recreational 
equipment at armory or field encampments, not to exceed $500; 
practice marches, drills, and parades; rent of armories, drill halls, 
and storehouses; fuel , light, heat, care, and repair of armories, offices, 
and storehouses; machinery and dock, including dredging alongside 
of dock; construction of buildings for storage and other purposes at 
target range; telephone service; printing, stationery, and postage; 
horses and mules for mounted organizations; maintenance and 
operation of passenger and non-passenger-carrying motor vehicles; 
streetcar fares (not to exceed $200) necessarily used in the transac
tion of official business; not exceeding $400 for traveling expenses, 
including attendance at meetings or conventions of associations per
taining to the National Guard; and for general incidental expenses 
of the service, $15,480; in all, $48,940. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "National 

Capital Parks-Salaries, public parks, District of Columbia", 
on page 67, line 11, to increase the appropriation for personal 
services under the National Capital Parks from $345,390 to 
$350,990. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Highway 

fund, gasoline tax and motor vehicle fees-Department of 
Vehicles and Traffic", on page 71, line 3, after the word "hire", 
to strike out "$177,420" and insert "$177,720", so as to read: 

For .personal services, including $6,000 for temporary clerk hire, 
$177,720. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Police 

traffic control", on page 72, line 18, after the word "high
ways", to strike out "$516,050" and insert "$523,175", so as to 
read: 

For expenses necessarily involved in the police control, regulation, 
and administration of traffic upon the highways, $523,175, which 
amount shall be transferred to the appropriation contained in this 
act for pay and allowances of officers and members of the Metro
politan Police foree. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Highway 

Department", on page 72, line 23, to increase the appropria
tion for personal services under that department from $250,-
360 to $251,740. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Street im

provements", on page 73, line 2, after the word "materials", 
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to insert "printing and binding, postage, and miscellaneous 
expenses", s.o as to read: 

For paving, repaving, grading, and otherwise improving streets, 
avenues, and roads, inclu ding temporary per diem services, survey
ing instruments and implements, and drawing materials, printing 
and binding, postage, and miscellaneous expenses, and the main
tenance of motor vehicles used in this work, including curbing and 
gutters and replacement of curb-lin'e trees where necessary, and in
cluding assessment and permit work and the several purpooes pro
vided for thereunder, as follows: 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in the items for street improve

ments, on page 74, after line 10, to insert: 
Northwest: Seventh Street, Concord Avenue to Nicholson Street, 

$6,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 78, after line 2, to 

insert: 
The unexpended balance of the appropriation of $25,000 con

tained in the District of Columbia Appropriation Act for the fiscal 
year 1940 for the preparation of studies, plans and surveys, esti
mates and investigation of foundation conditions for a grade sepa
ration structure in the vicinity of Fourteenth Street and Maine 
Avenue SW., is hereby continued available for the same purposes 
during the fiscal year 1941. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The. next amendment was, on page 80, line 9, after the 

words "In all", to strike out "$3,677,500" and insert "$3,684,-
100", so as to read: 

In all, $3,684,100, to be immediately available, to be disbursed 
and accounted for as "Street improvements", and for that purpose 
shall constitute one fund: 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 81, to insert: 
The Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in connection 

with the highway planning survey now in progress as a cooperative 
project with the Public Roads Administration, are directed to 
make a thorough study to determine the most feasible program for 
providing parking facilities , other than the public streets, for 
motor vehicles in the District of Columbia. Such study shall be 
made with a view to det ermining, among other things, the type or 
types and the quantity of such facilities which should be pro
vided, the proper location and the probable cost of such facilities, 
and the appropriate method of financing the cost of such facili
ties. The Commissioners shall make a report to the Congress, of 
the results of their study, together with their recommendations 

-at the earliest practicable date. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 82, after line 9, to 

strike out: 
No part of the appropriations contained in this act shall be used 

for the operation of a testing laboratory of the highways depart
ment for making .tests of materials in connection with any activ
ity of the District government. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the heading "Water 

Service-Washington Aqueduct", on page 84, line 10, after · 
the word "therewith", to strike out "$485,350" and insert 
"$513,350", so as to read: 

For operation, including salaries of all necessary employees, 
maint enance and repair of Washington aqueducts and their ac
cessories, including Dalecarlia, Georgetown, McMillan Park, first 
and second High Service Reservoirs, Washington aqueduct tun
nel, the filtration plants, the pumping plants, and the plant for 
the preliminary treatment of the water supply, ordinary repairs, 
grading, opening ditches, and other maintenance of Conduit Road, 
purchase, installation, and maintenance of water meters on Fed
eral services; purchase, care, repair, and op(;lration of vehicles, 
including the purchase and exchange of one passenger-carrying 
motor vehicle at a cost not to exceed $650; purchase and repair 
of rubber boots and protective apparel; printing and binding; 
and for each and every purpose connected therewith, $513,350. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 84, after line 10, to 

insert: 
For the development of a plan to insure an adequate future 

water supply for the District of Columbia, including engineering 
and other professional services by contract or otherwise, without 
reference to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes, the Classifica

. tion Act of 1923, as amended, or the civil-service requirements, 
$20,000, to continue available until June 30, 1942. 

The amengment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead "Water De
partment", on page 8&, line 3, after the word "services", to 
strike out "$214,480" and insert "$214,580", so as to read: 

For revenue and inspection and distribution branches: For per
sonal services, $214,580. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 85, line 19, after the 

word "maintenance", to strike out "$340,000" and insert 
"$347,370", so as to read: 

For the maintenance of the water-department distribution sys
tem, including pumping stat ions and machinery, water mains, 
valves, fire and public hydrants, and all buildings and accessories, 
and motortrucks, and mot or vehicles such as are now owned and 
the replacement by purchase and exchange of the following motor
propelled vehicles: Two t rucks at not to exceed $650 each; one truck 
at not to exceed $800; two trucks at not to exceed $2,500 each, and 
the purchase of one passenger-carrying automobile at not to exceed 
$650; purchase of fuel, oils, waste, and other materials, and the 
employment of all labor necessary for the proper execution of this 
work; and for contingent expenses, including books, blanks, sta
tionery, printing and binding, not to exceed $3 ,300; postage, pur
chase of technical reference books and periodicals not to exceed 
$275, and other necessary items; in all, for m aintenance, $347,370, 
of which not exceeding $5,000 shall be available for operation of 
pumps at Bryant Street pumping station ur:on interruption of 
service from Dalecarlia pumping station. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 86, line 1, after the 

word "system", to strike out "$250,000" and insert "$270,000, 
of which amount $20,000 ·shall be immediately available", so 
as to read: 

For extension of the water-department distribution system, laying 
of such service mains as may be necessary under the assessment 
system, $270,000, of which amount $20,000 shall be immediat ely 
available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 87, line 2, after the 

figures "$80,000", to insert a semicolon and "for the construc
tion of approximately 13,200 linear feet of 20-, 24-, and 
36-inch trunk-line water main from Fourth Street and Florida 
Avenue NE., to the vicinity of Kentucky Avenue and East 
Capitol Street, $250,000; in all, $330,000; to continue available 
until June 30, 1942", so as to read: 

For the construction of approximately 5,450 linear feet of 24-inch 
trunk-line water main from the Anacostia pumping station to the 
Anacostia second high-service storage tank at St anton School, 

. $80,000; for the construction of approximately 13,200 linear feet of 
20-, 24-, and 36-inch trunk-line water main from Fourt h Street and 
Florida Avenue NE., to the vicinity of Kentucky Avenue and East 
Capitol Street, $250,000; in all, $330,000; to continue available until 
Ju,ne 30, 1942. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 93, after line 10, to 

insert the following new section: 
SEC. 11. The Commissioners of . the District of Columbia are au

thorized and directed to prepare a capital improvement program 
for the District of Columbia covering a 5-year period commencing 
with the fiscal year ending June. 30, 1942, which shall include neces
sary building requirements of all departments of the District gov
ernment, including major repairs and renovations of existing build
ings, and also including all other capital needs. The Commissioners 
shall submit such program with their report and recommendations 
thereon to Congress at the earliest practicable date. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 93, line '21, to change the 

section number from 11 to 12. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I have been authorized by 

the Committee on Appropriations to submit an amendment, 
which I ask to have stated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the amend
ment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed, on page 77, line 14, after 
the figures "$30,000", to insert a colon and the following 
additional provisos: 

Provided further, That not exceeding $15,000 of the foregoing 
appropriation shall be available for the preparation of plans, work
ing drawings, and specifications for the construction of an under
pass at Scott Circle, including neces~at.:y changes in surface and 
underground structures within public property areas now occupied 
by roadways, sidewalks, walkways, parking, and park reservations: 
Pravided further, That upon the completion and approval of such 
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plans by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia the said 
Commissioners are authorized to submit the project as a Federal-aid 
highway project to the Public Roads Administration under the 
provisions of the Federal Aid Highway Act of June 8, 1938 (52 Stat. 
633), and upon approval of such project by the -Public Roads Ad
ministration the Commissioners are authorized to construct such 
underpass and perform such necessary incidental work and pay the 
cost thereof from the appropriation contained in this act for Fed
eral-aid highway projects and the District's allocation of funds by 
the Public Roads ft.dministration authorized by the said Federal 
Aid Highway Act: Provided further, That the necessary transfer of 
jurisdiction of public land and the relocation of monuments is 
authorized and directed under the pro"tsions of the Land Transfer 
Act of May 20, 1932 (47 Stat. 161): And provided further, That the 
Commissioners are authorized to employ necessary engineering and 
other professional services, by contract or otherwise, without refer
ence to section 3709 of the Revised Statutes (41 U. S. C. 5), the 
Classification Act of 1923, as amended, and civil-service require
ments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to be 

inserted on page 24. . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the amend

ment. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed, on page 24, to strike out 

lines 9 to 12, inclusive, and in lieu thereof to insert: 
For financing 110 lectures on the effect of alcohol, marihuana, and 

other narcotics to be delivered by physicians and/or other qualified 
lecturers in all the public-school buildings in the District of Colum
bia which have auditoriums or other seating facilities for student 
assemblies, including elementary schools, high schools, and teachers' 

·colleges, $550. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I desire to pay tribute to the 

very fine work that has been done on the pending bill by the 
Senator having the bill in charge, the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. OVERTON]. His has been a painstaking and faithful 
service, of great value to the Senate and to the District of 
Columbia. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the engross
ment of the amendments and the third reading of the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 
Mr. OVERTON. Mr. President, I move that the Senate 

insist upon its amendments, ask for a conference with the 
House on the matters in disagreement, and that the Chair 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Vice President appointed 
Mr. OVERTON, Mr. GLASS, Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, Mr. 
CHAVEZ, Mr. KING, Mr. NYE, and Mr. CAPPER conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

ARMY PROMOTION SYSTEM 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 

9243) to provide for the promotion of promotion-list officers 
of the Army after specified years of service in grade, and 
for other purposes. - · 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the third 
reading o.f the bill. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, is this the Army promo
tion bill, in charge of the senior Senator from Texas? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill pending before the 
Senate is the bill in charge of the senior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD]. 

Mr. CONNALLY.- The Senator from Colorado [Mr. JoHN
soN] has some amendments he desires to offer, I believe. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I have some amendments 
on the desk. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I desire to submit a 
brief explanation of the measure. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas is 
recognized. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, the present Army pro
motion system has resulted in .stagnation of promotions in 
the · grades of captain, major, lieutenant colonel, and colo
nel. Congress should provide a system which would afford 
opportunity to officers to exercise command and perform 
executive and staff functions appropri~te to every grade at 

an age when the officers are in full possession of the mental 
and physical capacity required for such command duty. 
Such a system is provided in the proposed legislation. 
. Let me illustrate the system the bill would put into effect. 

A young man originally commissioned in the Army as a 
second lieutenant, at the age of 21 years, would in 3 years 
become a first lieutenant; his age would then be 24 years. 
Seven years later he would become a captain, and his age 
would then be 31 years. Seven years later he would be
come a major; his age would then be 38 years. Six years 
later he would become a lieutenant colonel; his age would 
then be 44 years. Flve years later he would become a 
colonel, and he would then be 49 years old. It is obvious 
that a system which will enable an officer to reach the 
grade of colonel at the age of 49 will not only vitalize the 
officer corps, but will substantially make for efficiency, and 
greatly add to the preparedness of the Army. 

The present system is ineffective by reason of the fact that 
it harbors what is commonly known as the "hump." The 
problem of dissipating the "hump" as expeditiously as pos
sible, and affording early promotion to officers of the "hump" 
should be definitely settled at once, without further delay. 

The present promotion system has over a number of years 
had a demoralizing effect upon the World War officers, which 
group primarily comprise the "hump." Without question, 
such conditions do not make for preparedness. 

.Let me cite an example to show how greatly stagnation 
in promotion has affected one officer. A senior captain with 
22 years' service is one of the 900 World War officers still in 
the group of captains. He has the age and experience ap- · 
prop:riate for the grade of lieutenant colonel, but under the 
present system it will take this officer 10 years to go up 
through the grade of major. This officer is about the same 
age as the junior lieutenant colonel, and has within 1 Y2 
years the same length of service. 

Let me give some of the reasons why there is stagnation 
in promotion. In 1920 the Army was greatly increased. 
Some 7,200 World War officers were commissioned in the 
Regular Army, creating a "hump" of officers of approxia
mately the same average age and length of iS.ervice. The 
"hump" now numbers 4,200, over one-third of all promotion
list officers. The "hump" includes the lower 400 files of 
lieutenant colonels, the entire grade of majors, 2,900, and 
the upper 900 files of. captains. Being about the same age, 
on the average, 46, their attrition rate is low and does not 
provide a sufficient number of vacancies to create flow of 
promotion. Under the present system, with the expected 
attrition, it will take the "hump" 11 years to pass through 
the grade of colonel, and by 1953 these officers will average 
62 years of age, and all field grades will be filled with officers 
seriously overaged. 

Stagnation in promotion seriously affects preparedness of 
the Army, and I will give the reason for that statement. 
Continuity of leadership is vital to provide an efficient corps 
of officers. Such continuity must extend from the high
ranking officer down through each grade in the chain of 
command. Continuity of leadership is secured by having in 
each grade a bOdy of officers of the proper age and expe
rience. That .is lost when officers remain too long in one 
grade or are promoted so rapidly that they jump a grade, or 
pass through grades too rapidly. 

It is lost when, as at present, there is a large body of 
officers of about the age and experience of those in the 
"hump" occupying three grades and preventing· the orderly 
promotion of younger officers to the higher grades. 

The ideal continuity is provided in the pending bill by 
service of 3 years as second lieutenant, 7 years as first lieu
tenant, 7 years as captain, 6 years as major, 5 years as lieu
tenant colonel, and then the officers will enter the grade of 
colonel after 28 years of service, at an average age of 52. 
That is the ai:rp. of the. measure. 

I understand that the Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
THoMAs] wishes to speak on the general military situation, 
and at the conclusion of his address I may resume. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, yesterday I 
gave notice that as soon as I could secure the floor today I 
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would occupy some time in making a brief survey of our 
present Military Establishment. The bill now pending before 
the Senate affords me the opportunity. 

Mr. President, I would not assume to occupy the time of the 
Senate were it not for some recent developments in this body 
and throughout the country. Recently we heard two very 
able and timely speeches made upon this floor, one by the 
distinguished junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
LoDGE] and the other by the distinguished senior Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS]. In the public press of today, 
and in the pubric press of yesterday, and the days before, we 
have seen much abQut the United States being unprepared for 
military activity. 

Mr. President, wars are not being declared any more. When 
a nation decides to take over other territory, such nation in
vades the sought territory, and unless the nation attacked is 
prepared, little or no resistance can be made, and the invad-

-ing nation takes over the territory at will. 
In former times nations declared war against each other. 

Then they prepared for combat, and later the actual fighting 
began. 

Mr. President, that time has passed. Today the nations 
of the world which are militaristic have already prepared, 
and are now evidence of their preparedness. Europe and 
Asia are nothing more or less than armed camps. The 
other continent of the Eastern Hemisphere, Africa, is in the 
main made up of provinces belonging to countries lccated 
in Europe and in Asia; so whatever happens to Europe and 
Asia will likewise happen to Africa, and the present war 
thus embraces the entire Eastern Hemisphere. 

So, Mr. President., while no one can prophesy today what 
may happen, it is obvious to me that some one nation or 
some group of nations will emerge from this conflict on the 
Eastern Hemisphere as the victor. It may be one single 
nation which will become the victor. It may be a group or 

· coalition of nations which shall become the victor. But, 
when that time comes, be the victor one nation or more 
than one nation, such nation or nations will dictate the 
policies of the Eastern Hemisphere, which includes Europe, 
Asia, ·and Africa. But the control will not end there. The 
power which controls the Eastern Hemisphere will, in my 
opinion, control a vast portion of the seas--certainly a great 
number of the islands of the seas. Then the question is: 
Will this power which dominates the Eastern Hemisphere 
stop with such domination? I cannot speak for the future. 

Mr. President, columnists, radio speakers, and others are 
putting forth articles in the public press of today calling 
the attention of Americans to the fact, as they see it, that 
we are unprepared. 

We have a Military Establishment. The Constitution gives 
the Congress the power to declare war, and when war comes, 
in theory, the Congress makes that d~claration. But, as I 
stated a moment ago, in modern times declarations of war 
are not made as formerly. It is not necessary that a decla
ration of war be made in order to begin to :fight. The 
nations at war in the Eastern Hemisphere today, as a rule, 
have not declared war. They have gone out and begun to 
fight, and they are fighting today. 

So, Mr. President, while the Congress has the power to 
declare war, other instrumentalities of the Government have 
the power to make. conditions such that Congress has no alter
native. I am not criticizing the other branches of the Gov
ernment. When the Congress is not in session someone must 
carry on. We depend upon the War Department and tlie 
Navy Department to protect and defend not only the people 
but the property and the honor of the United States. 

Mr. President, the Military Establishment embraces two 
divisions. One is the NavY and the other is the Army. I shall 
not discuss the status of the preparedness of the United States 
Navy. When we came to the Senate today we found upon our 
desk a report from the Committee on Naval Affairs, and I 
desire to refer very briefly to that report. I have not had a 
chance to read the report in detail. On page 7 of the report 
I find a headline reading as follows: 

The United States can be defeated unless it possesses adequate 
sea power. 

On the same page I find another headline, as follows: 
With adequate sea and air power the United States cannot "be 

defeated. 

Mr. President, the great Naval Affairs Committee of this 
body in its report of yesterday made two points. First, it 
stated that we should have an adequate sea power, and that 
unless we do we may at some time in the future suffer defeat. 
The second statement made by the committee is that if we 
have adequate sea power and if we have adequate air power 
we cannot be defeated. 

Those are the statements which come from one of the great 
committees of the Senate. 

Then, Mr. President, on the back page of the report, which 
is 32 pages long, we find the summary or conclusion by the 
committee. In order that the RECORD may embrace some 
information as to the status of the development of our 
naval strength, I ask unanimous consent to have printed at 
this point in connection with my remarks the matter under 
the heading "Statistical data," found on page 32 of the re
port just referred to. 

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

The matter referred to· is as follows: 
STATISTICAL DATA 

The total authorized composition of the United States Navy in 
combatant underage vessels is approximately 272 vessels with a 
total tonnage of 1,557,480 tons. 

The present bill increases the composition of the Navy by 
167,000 tons in the combatant class, making a total of approxi
mately 294 vessels of a total tonnage of 1,724,480 tons. 

On March 1, 1940, there were 150 underage vessels and 151 
overage, a total of 301 combatant vessels in commission. There 
were also 1 underage and 71 overage vessels not in commission. 

On March 1, 1940, there were 110 vessels under construction, 
as follows: 

~~;~r~hiE:;~ie~s============================================ ~ Light cruisers---------------------------------------------- 6 
Submarines------------------------------------------------- 14 
Destroyers-------------------------------------------------- 30 
Destroyer tenders------------------------------------------- 2 
Mine sweepers-----------------------------------·--------- 2 
Repair shiP------------------------------------------------ 1 
Subn1arine tender------------------------------------------- 1 
~eet tugs--------------------------~----------------------- 2 
Seaplane tenders: 

Large--------------------·------------------------------ 2 
Small-------------------------------------------------~ 4 Mine layer--------------------- _____ ..;. ________ _;______________ 1 

Submarine chasers----------------------------------------- l6 
Motor torpedo boats----------------------------------------- 19 

Initial funds have been included in the 1941 appropriations for 
24 vessels, as follows: 
Battleships------------------------------------------------- 2 
Aircraft carrier--------------------------------------------- 1 
Cruisers------------------------~-----~------------------- 2 
~troyers-------------------------------------------------- 8 
Subn1arines--------------~--------------------------------- 6 
SubD1arine tender------------------------------------------- 1 
Seaplane tender, large----------------------------~--------- 1 
Seaplane tenders, smalL----------- ------------------------- 2 
Mine sweeper-----------------~----------------------------- 1 

At the present time there are on hand 1,780 useful naval air
planes, 952 on order, and appropriated for but not yet ordered 171. 
These are exclusive of those appropriated for by the appropri
ation bill for the fiscal year ending June 30, '1941. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, 2 days ago the 
distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LoDGE] in 
addressing the Senate made the st~tement that our Army 
is not what it ought to be.. Until we find out just what it 
ought to be we cannot debate that question with the · dis
tinguished Senator from Massachusetts. He further made 
the statement that with an Army of 423,000 men we have 
weapons today for only 75,000 men. Later on in my remarks 
I shall take up this item more in detail. 

Mr. President, these 2 statements in my judgment ha.ve 
misled a large number of people throughout the country. 
During the past 24 hours I have received telegrams contain
ing hundreds of signatures. I have 1 telegram which con
tains 3 solid pages of signatures. I have before me pFob
ably 25 telegrams which have come to me this morning. 
The 25 messages have been sent by perhaps 300 persons. 
They are residents of my State of Oklahoma. In order to 
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show that the speech of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LODGE] and the speech of the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. TYDINGS] and the articles in the newspapers have had 
some effect in my State, I desire to read at this time 1 or 
2 of these telegrams. The first I call attention to ·was 
sent from Oklahoma City on the 13th of May. The message 
reads: 

Stop Hitler at any cost. 

I take up the next one. It comes from Ponca City, Okla. 
It reads: 

Urge you stay in Washington. National defense must be 
strengthened. 

Another message comes from Perry, in my State: 
Noble County organization of the American Legion, Oklahoma, 

passed a resolution asking Congress to remain in session until the 
present war crisis is past. 

Another message from Oklahoma City reads: 
We urge immediate measures be taken toward strengthening 

national defense before adjournment. 

The other messages are of a similar import. They are in 
the nature of an instruction to me to give whatever time 
is available and whatever effort I can to seeing to it that our 
national-defense program is speeded up, strengthened, and 
perfected. 

Mr. President, I desire to refer very briefly to some of the 
newspaper articles in this connection, because I think the 
RECORD should be made complete. In the public press of 
yesterday I noticed an article written by one of the columnists, 
Mr. Clapper. He writes an article under the heading "Pic-

. ture of War." In the . same newspaper I find an article by 
Gen. HughS. Johnson. In the body of his article he refers 
to what we should do in order to build up our national de
fense. The import of his article is that we are not prepared. 
and that we should proceed with speed to prepare for what
ever emergency may arise. 

I find an article by Ludwell Denny entitled "Popgun De
fense." 

I also find an article written by Mark Sullivan under the 
heading "If Hitler Triumphs." 

I also find an article by 'Walter Lippmann under the head
ing "The Necessary Plan of American Defense." 
· The Washington Herald carried an editorial under the 

heading "Whatever Happens, We Need an Army." 
The News, of Washington, D. C., had an editorial entitled 

"Let Us Look to Our Arms." 
Then in this morning's \oVashington Post we find a special 

article contributed by the only general of the Army we have 
today, General Pershing. I send his statement to the desk, 
and ask to have it read at this point. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the 
clerk will read. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
[From the Washington Post of May 15, 1940] 

WE MUST NOT DELAY-PERSHING PLEADS WITH NATION TO SPEED UP ITS 
DEFENSES 

Gen. John J. Pershing last night issued on his own initiative the 
following statement on the Nation's defenses: 

"Preparedness is as necessary today as it was for us when war 
was declared in 1917, and we find ourselves in practically the same 
condition. Congress has made certain appropriations for materiel, 
but that is far short of what I think America must do. 

"Every energy in this country should be devoted to the idea of 
putting the United States in a condition of thorough preparedness 
against the possibility of war. 

"None of us can tell when we may become involved in the struggle 
now raging with such tremendous fury in Europe. In my opinion 
the very life of this Republic depends on the energy and determina~ 
tion with which our people undertake the task of placing the United 
States in a state of thorough preparation in both men and equip-
ment. . 

"The time factor should be the dominant consideration. In 1917 
I sailed for Europe with nothing material available other than the 
will to do and a hasty plan as the basis for doing it. . 

"Our Allies protected us during more than a year of preparation. 
They provided us with the materiel. 

"Today the situation is utterly different. This great country 
must, within itself, be prepared for whatever instant action is re
tl~:.~ for our security. We must not delay longer in our prepara-

LXXXVI-386 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, these 
speeches, articles, and statements have caused the people to 
wonder whether or not we have an Army, and if we do not 
have an acceptable Army, then just what is the status oi 
our Army? I have letters and telegrams which lead me to 
believe that some of our people think we have neither an 
Army nor a Navy. They think we have no men in our 
Military Establishment, no uniforms, no guns, no planes, no 
ammunition, no Navy, and no defense policy. 

Mr. President, if any one thinks we have no defense he 
is sadly mistaken. We do have an Army, and we do ha~e a 
Navy. I shall not discuss the Navy, but I have confidence 
that the American NavY is the best navY in the world. · 

What does preparedness mean? 
Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for a 

question? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH. For how long has the Senator been a mem· 

ber of the subcommittee . of the Committee on Appropria
tions ~hich receives requests from the Army? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Some 10 years. 
Mr. WALSH. In connection with what the Senator has 

said, there has been much comment in the press to the 
effect that Congress is responsible for whatever limitations 
or deficie~cies there may be in our national-defense policy. 
I should like to ask the Senator if he can state any instance 
in which his committee has failed to appropriate money in 
compliance with requests made by the Army. . 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. To answer that question, let 
me say that I know of no instance in which the Senate com
mittee has not recommended to the Senate the full amount 
allowed by the Budget Bureau, and oftentimes we have gone 
beyond the Budget estimate. In particular, let me refer to 
two instances: 

At one time the late Senator Copeland made a determined 
fight to increase the appropriations for building new antiair
craft guns. The Senate subcommittee accepted Senator 
Copeland's recommendation. The full committee accepted 
such recommendations. The Senate likewise adopted the 
suggestions and recommendations. However, for some rea
son the recommendation did no.t meet with favorable action 
in the House of Representatives. 

At another time Senator Copeland went beyond the Budget 
estimate and beyond the request of the War Department, and 
asked for money to modernize a number of our French 75 
cannon. The committee accepted his recommendation, the 
Senate accepted his recommendation, but for some reason 
the House did not go along. Whether or not the House was 
advised by the War Department that it was not necessary, 
I cannot say; but, so far as I can remember, at no time has 
the Senate committee or the Senate itself refused the amount 
of money requested by the War Department. 

Mr. WALSH. I know of no instance in which the Naval 
Affairs Committee of the Senate or the Appropriations Sub
committee having charge of naval appropriations has refused 
to grant a single request made by the Navy for construction 
or for the improvement of our NavY. Money has been granted 
for all battleships, cruisers, destroyers, and submarines recom
mended to be built. Even today, outside the pending bill, 
there is authority for building 41 additional naval vessels for 
which the money has not been appropriated or asked for by 
the Budget. So I think it is important for the country to 
know that there has been no dereliction on the part of 
Congress in granting the funds requested for naval defense 
in recent years. Of course, the situation in the past has been 
entirely different from today. The public sentiment is in 
favor of a rapid expansion of our national defenses and has 
been in the last 2 years. 

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

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield for a question. 
Mr. KING. I have examined the appropriations which 

have been made for the past 5 or 6 years. My recollection 
is that during the past 5 or 6 years we have appropriated 
for the Army and the Navy. for national defense. more than 
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any other country in the world has appropriated for such 
purposes, unless it be Germany. We do not know what Ger
many has appropriated, because Mr. Hitler has concealed his 
activities. However, generally speaking, our appropriations 
for the Army and Navy have exceeded $5,000,000,000 or 
$6,000,000,000. 

So Congress has been generous in its appropriations. I 
have believed...:....and I hope I shall be pardoned for making 
the observation-that those who administer the law have 
not been as scrupulous, careful, and active as they should 
have been. Certainly they have not been as economical as 
they might have been. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I think this subject is very interesting. 

I think it is only fair to say that the situation which exists 
today was not the situation which existed 1 year ago, 2 years 
ago, 3 years ago, 4 years ago, or 5 years ago. Four years 
ago, 3 years ago, 2 years ago, or 1 year ago it did not seem 
to any of us to be as necessary to increase our armed forces 
as it seems to most of us today. 

I do not think the criticism of the Army, the Navy, the 
Congress, or the administration necessarily has to be bitter 
criticism, or criticism of the past. There is no desire to 
criticize. The fact is that the situation today is a new 
one; and we have to meet the new situation, just as we 
would have to meet a new situation tf we should find the 
world building 60,000-ton battleships while we had 35,000-
ton battleships. 

Mr. President, I think this subject is so interesting that I 
suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following 

Senators answered to their names: 
Adams Davis King 
Andrews Donahey La Follette 
Ashurst Ellender Lee 
Austin Frazier Lodge 
Bailey George Lucas 
Barbour Gerry Lundeen 
Barkley Gibson • McCarran 
:Bilbo Gillette McKellar 
Bone Glass McNary 
Bridges Guffey Mead 
Brown Gurney Miller 
Bulow Hale Minton 
Burke Harrison Murray 
Byrd Hatch Norris 
Byrnes Hayden Nye 
Capper Herring Overton 
Caraway Hill Pepper 
Chandler Holman Pittman 
Chavez Hughes - Radcliffe 
Clark, Mo. Johnson, Calif. Reed 
Connally Johnson, Colo. Reynolds 

Russell 
Schwartz 
Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Slattery 
Smathers 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Tobey 
Truman 
Tydings 
VanNuys 
Wagner 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White 
Wiley 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SCHWARTZ in the chair). 
Eighty-three Senators having answered to their names, a 
quorum is present. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, just before 
the roll call a suggestion was made indicating that I had 
criticized the War Department for no.t being more energetic 
in asking for funds with which to build up the Military Estab
lishment. I do not desire to be placed in the attitude of 
criticizing the War Department or anyone else. 

Mr. President, for 20 years the American people have been 
led to believe that we were to settle our difficulties With other 
nations, if we had any, by diplomacy rather than by war. 
The World War, in which we participated, was fought, as 
many believed, "to end war"; it was fought to convince the 
world that nothing could be gained through. war, and, after 
that war was over, the United States took the lead in trying 
to create a tribunal of world-Wide import through which 
international troubles might be adjusted. The United States 
suggested a League of Nations, and the League of Nations 
was created, but, either fortunately or unfortunately, America 
did not go into the League of Nations. Later on the World 
Court was suggested as a tribunal for the adjustment of world 
disputes. We did not go into the World Court. Later on, 
under the administration of President Harding, and under the 
leadership in that administration of the Secretary of State, 
Mr. Hughes, there was called here in the Capital of the 

United States a Disarmament Conference, the purpose of 
which was to ~et the nations of the world to agree to reduce 
their navies, to reduce their armies, and look forward to the 
settlement of their internatio_nal disputes by diplomacy 
rather than by war. Still later the administration of Presi
dent Coolidge was interested in the same proposition. Mr. 
Coolidge's Secretary of State, Mr. Kellogg, joined With Mr. 
Briand, of France, and brought forth what is known as the 
Kellogg-Briand Peace Pact. Again we had, as we thought, 
a plan set up for the settlement of international disputes 
without actual resort to war. The people of America were 
led to believe that this was the way we would settle our future 
problems, if we should have any future problems, With the 
other nations of the world. Unfortunately these peace 
tribunals have not functioned sufficiently to prevent war, 
for as I said a moment ago, the eastern world is now en
gulfed in war and con:fiict. 

Mr. President, it took another world war to awaken Amer
ica to the necessity for preparedness. We went along com
placently. We did not pay much attention to our Army and 
to our Navy. We knew we had to have an Army and a 
Navy; we supported the Army and Navy, and recently we have 
heard the Army and Navy criticized for having spent vast · 
sums of money and today not being prepared. 

Mr. President, the Army and Navy could spend only as 
much money as the Congress appropriated for them, but I 
wish to call attention to the fact that the personnel of our 
Army and our Navy are the best-paid soldiers in the world. 
They receive the largest remuneration for their services of 
any soldiers in the world. They are the best uniformed of 
any soldiers in the world; they are the best· clothed; they 
are the best housed; they are the best fed; and they are 
the best equipped of any soldiers in the world, unless, per
chance, some soldiers that we do not now know -very much 
about are better equipped than are our soldiers. The standard 
of living in America is so high that it is expensive to main
tain a soldier, and that is the occasion for the vast appro
priations Congress has made to support our Army and our 
Navy. Other nations can- equip a Navy with much less 
expense than can the United States; other nations can equip 
an Army With much less expense than can the United States, 
because the salaries of officers and the remuneration of the 
enlisted personnel which other nations pay are less. The 
cost of materials in other countries is less than it is in the 
United States. So, to equip an Army and Navy in this 
country costs more than it costs any place else on the face 
of the globe. Therefore, I am not criticizing the Army 
and Navy because they have not asked for more money. 
They probably asked for as much money as Congress was 
willing to ~rant at the time they requested the money. But 
that is neither here nor there. The question today is: What 
shall we do; what can we do to speed up preparedness in 
our Military Establishment to the degree which the Congress 
thinks is essential. 

I desire to place in the RECORD some facts that have been 
secured from the hearings before the Senate subcommittee 
of the Appropriations Committee. We have now an Army 
and we have a Navy, and, as I said a moment ago, the 
Navy is the best Navy in the world. The Army is far from 
being the worst Army in the world. It may not be the best, 
but it is nearly the best Army in the world today. We have 
a large number of men in our Army. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. MINTON. Will the Senator elal;lorate a little upon 

his "best army" statement? 
Mr. THOMAS·- of Oklahoma. Well, Mr. President, we 

have at this moment in the confines of the United States 
over a million men subject to call, .and those men have had 
more or less military training. We have, first, the Regular 
Military Establishment, which we maintain at all times. 
Of course, those men are subject to call; are under orders 
at all times; are equipped with what equipment we have
and I shall come to that in a few moments-and are ready 
for action. 
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We have the National Guard. I shall place in the 

RECORD the figures which are a part of the hearings. The 
Regular Military Establishment embraces approximately 
225,000 men; the National Guard · embraces nearly 250,000 
men. The Navy and Marines combined embrace together 
about 255,000 men. I am not exactly accurate; I am not 
trying to be; but I give the figures in round numbers. 

We have in the Reserve Officers' Corps men to the num
ber of 116,000. We have in the Regular Army Reserve 
about 21,000 men. We have in the R. 0. T. C. 168,000 men; 
and in the C. M. T. C. approximately 36,000. So, the total 
is well over 1,000,000 men who this afternoon are subject 
to call. That, however, is not all the men we have. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
further? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. MINTON. Will the Senator discuss later on what 

equipment we have for these men in case they should be 
called? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I shall. 
We· have a nation of 130,000,000 people, and of that num

ber more than a million men have been trained and are now 
competent soldiers. Many others in this country have had 
training. We have the C. C. C. camps, for example, and in 
those camps during the past few years over 2,000,000 boys 
have been enrolled; I think the number approaches nearly 
3,000,000 boys. They have not been trained in a military 
way, but they ha.ve had every other kind of training which 
soldiers have save military training; they are of war age, 
and, if the opportunity should be afforded, many, if not 
most of those boys-! would not say all-would enlist with
out being drafted, because they have been trained in military 
activities if not in warfare. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, is it not accurate to say, 
though, that the men who have gone through -the C. C. C. 
camps have not been trained to use a single weapon? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Not a military weapon; 
that is correct; but they have been given discipline, have 
been trained physically, they know what a cantonment is, 
all they lack is military training and being made familiar 
with military weapons. 

Mr. President, in addition to these groups, we have at 
least 10,000,000 more boys and young men of military age. 
So we have a vast reservoir of men on which to draw in case 
of emergency. 

Mr. President, I am going to take up now the different 
branches of the Military Establishment. I forego a discus
sion of the Navy because the Navy does not come under my 
committee, and inasmuch as the distinguished senior Sen
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. W ALSHJ yesterday made a 
report, which is now on our desks, I shall not take time even 
to refer to the Navy. My remarks will be confined exclu
sively to the Army side of our Military Establishment. 

Mr. LUNDEEN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr . . THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. LUNDEEN. Before the able Senator enters upon a dis

cussion of the different branches, and, referring to his state
ment as to the total number of our armed forces, I should 
like to make a statement and include in my remarks figures · 
giving the number of men in our military service. I have the 
:figures from correspondence with the various departments. 
Our Regular Army is placed at 624,200 men, in a letter to me 
by the Secretary of War, but that is not a complete picture. 

SECRETARY WOODRING LISTS TOTAL ARMY STRENGTH 

Hon. ERNEST LUNDEEN, 
United States Senate. 

MARCH 18, 1940. 

DEAR SENATOR LUNDEEN: Receipt is acknowledged of your letter 
dated March 13, 1940, in which you inquire whether the R. 0. T. C. 
and the C. M. T. C. are considered a part o! our armed forces, thus 
increasing the total estimated strength of the Army furnished you 
in response to your letter of February 27, 1940. 

The strength of 624,200 men furnished you in answer to your 
letter of February 27 was the total strength of the Army of the 
United States on January 31, 1940. 

The R. 0. T. C. established under section 40, National Defense 
Act, as amended, and the C. M. T. C. established under section 47 (d) 

of the same act, are agencies to provide military instruction and 
training to civilians and are not components of the Army of the 
United States as contemplated under section 1, National Defense 
Act, as amended. 

Sincerely yours, 
HARRY H. WOODRING, 

Secretary of War. 

Secretary Woodring states that the R. 0. T. C. and C. M. 
T. C. are not components of the ~rmy of the United States. 
Perhaps not in legal language, but the R. 0. T. C. and 
C. M. T. C. turn out men well trained in the art of war. These 
men do not go to camp each year for fun. They are trained 
in warfare, and therefore must be considered a part of our 
armed strength. 

We have to date 1,015,970 men in our armed forces. We 
hear the cry that we have no army or navy. Let us look at 
the figures. We have 186,750 R. 0. T. C. men-as of Sep
tember 1939; Colonel Thompson, War Department-35,579 
C. M. T. C. men-enrollment as of July 1939-not included 
in the 624,200; a total of 836,529. Then, if the Senator will 
permit me, we have a total Navy enlistment of 179,441 men, 
the Marine Corps and Coast Guard included. These :figures 
bring the total armed strength of the United States Army 
and Navy to 1,015,970 men who are available for service 
today. 

These figures, in tabular form, are: 
Armed strength of the United States, 1940 

Army: 
Total Army strength as given by Secretary of War 

Woodring as of Jan. 31, 1940 ____________________ _ 
R. 0. T. C. figures given for September 1939 (latest 

available) by Colonel Thompson, War Department_ 
C. M. T. C., July enrollment (does not include men 

that have been trained over a period of years) ___ _ 

Total Army strength-------------------------
(NoTE.-These figures include air-force personnel.) 

Navy: 
Officers-------------------------------------------
Enlisted personnel--------------------------------
Coast <Juard--------------------------------------Marine Corps, officers _____________________________ _ 
Marine Corps, enlisted personneL------------------

Total Nary strength ____________________________ _ 
Total combined strength (Army and Navy): 

Total Army strength-----------------------------
Total Navy strength-------------------------------

624,200 

186,750 

35,579 

836,529 

10,454 
129,575 

12,928 
1,419 

25,065 

179,441 

836,529 
179,441 

United. States armed strength, Army and Navy ____ 1, 015,970 
Source: These statistics have been compiled from various sta

tistics given by the Navy and War Departments, Mar. 2, 1940. 

Those figures do not include 2,588,019 C. C. C. boys who 
have received civilian and semimilitary camp training since 
the inception of the C. C. C. in 1937-figures from War De
partment C. C. C., February 1940. I was very much in favor 
of that training which takes unemployed boys off the crowded 
streets and gives them plenty of fresh air and food. I 
believe in it. However, in any discussion of our armed 
strength these C. C. C. men must be considered, for they have 
been hardened into camp life which is a great part of Army 
training. The armed strength of 1,115,770 men does not 
include veterans ·of all wars, Regular Army veterans, and 
National Guard veterans, a total which would stagger those 
who insist we are not prepared. Many of these men are 
capable of service today. Perhaps two or three million are 
unfit, but there are always several hundred thousand who can 
go to camp and account for themselves very well. 

This is no Lilliputian army or navy-over a million men. 
Yet we hear the cry in the daily press that we have no 
defenses. If that is the case, I ask what has been done with 
over $35,000,000,000 appropriated for defense since 1890? 
What has been done with the money exacted by taxes from 
the American people? 

The huge total expenditures give us a right to ask, What 
became of the money? · 

If we have no defenses, for what was the money spent; 
where did it go? 

I thank the Senator. 
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Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I appreciate the additional 

information given me by the distinguished Senator from 
Minnesota. 

I now desire to take up the various branches of the Military 
Establishment and comment briefly upon them. 

I take up, first, the Cavalry. 
In former times our Cavalry was associated with horses. 

In order to have a cavalryman we had to have a horse. We 
still have some horses in our Cavalry, but very rapidly the 
Cavalry is becoming mechanized. That means that the Cav
alry forces are now using tanks instead of horses. 

On our tour of inspection we saw at Fort Knox, Ky., a com
pletely outfitted mechanized Cavalry organization. There 
was not a horse in the Cavalry. It was entirely a mechanized 
unit. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. MINTON. How many such units have we in the United 

States? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. So far as I know, those at 

Fort Knox are the only ones. I would not be sure about that. 
Mr. MINTON. How large is that unit? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Only a few thousand. 
Mr. KING. How many tanks have we? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I cannot give the number of 

tanks. I do not want to go too much into detail for the 
RECORD as to the equipment of the Army. ·I do not think it 
would serve any good purpose; but suffice it to say that we 
have a very large number of the various size tanks. We have 
the small tanks which correspond to a horse, but these small 
tanks carry two men. I think the smallest tank carries two 
men. Then we have a larger tank that carries more men and 
is armored with heavy plate and carries large guns or 
cannon. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. LODGE. It happens that I have served some active 

duty with that mechanized force, and -I agree with what the 
Senator says about the good quality of the vehicles; but at 
the present . time we have only two mechanized Cavalry regi
ments, the First and the Thirteenth. We have only one 
mechanized Cavalry brigade in comparison with the other 
countries of Europe, where the mechanized cavalry runs into 
several divisions. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank the Senator for his 
contribution. 

Mr. President, in addition to the mechanized Cavalry or
ganizations, we still have a large number of horse Cavalry. 
At Fort Bliss, Tex., we saw a review in which there were more 
than 5,000 men equipped with horses, and they made a fine 
showing as a horse Cavalry organization; so we still have 
Cavalry supplied with horses, and we have Cavalry supplied 
with tanks. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. MINTON. I am sure the Senator will recall that in 

Poland, which had the greatest horse cavalry in the world, 
they never got a horse out of the stables, so far as anybody 
knows. Horse cavalry just will not work against the mecha
nized cavalry that is now thrown into the field. All the 
horse cavalry that we have in San Antonio might just as well 
be turned out to pasture. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I do not want to interrupt 
the Senator all the time. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. LODGE. Although I very much believe in mecha

nized cavalry, I cannot agree with my good friend from In- _ 
diana, that the horse is valueless. The Germans used horses 
in Norway. There are pictures of the Germans showing 
horse-mounted troops in Belgium. There are all kinds of 
terrain where only an animal can go; and I believe we should 
keep alive, in the Army, the art of caring for animals. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield, I 
am talking about cavalry. I am not talking about horses 
which pull artillery. I should like the Senator from Massa
chusetts, or any other Senator, to tell me where any cavalry, 

as we know cavalry in the Army, and have known it for a, 
hundred years-any horse cavalry-has done any business in 
the war in Europe. 

Mr. LODGE. I have, on my desk, a newspaper picture 
showing horse cavalry being used by the Germans in Bel
gium; and, if we are to believe the press, one of the things that 
enabled the Germans to operate so successfully in Norway 
was the fact that they used pack animals to bring their guns, 
ammunition, and so forth, up into the mountain areas where 
no wheeled vehicle could go. 

Mr. MINTON. The Senator does not call that cavalry; 
does he? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; I call that a form of cavalry. 
Mr. MINTON. It is not cavalry at all. There is no use 

in arguing it. Whatever else it may be, it is not cavalry. 
I am talking about cavalry as we know it as one of the 
arms in the Army. 

Mr. LODGE. Cavalry is the branch of the service which 
moves fastest over the surface of the earth. 

Mr. MINTON. On a horse. 
Mr. LODGE. No; on anything. If it moves on an ele.:. 

phant or on a camel, it is cavalry. 
Mr. MINTON. We know that horse cavalry is obsolete; 

and the sooner we quit feeding horses and start doing 
something else toward getting a mechanized cavalry the 
better off we shall be. -

Mr. LODGE. I am for that, too. 
Mr. LUNDEEN. Mr. President--
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield to the Senator from 

Minnesota .. 
Mr. LUNDEEN. The reference to the Polish war reminds 

me of our very able Colonel Smith, who was our military 
attache in Germany before, during, and after the German
Polish war. In his review of his experiences there he in
formed us that the German planes moving in large masses to 
their objectives--cavalry regiments well hidden in the forests 
and placed behind ridges--shelled them with so-called 
mother bombs that burst into many small bombs, both in
cendiary and explosive. Of course, when they burst on that 
cavalry, there just was not any cavalry. You can imagine 
what happened to those spirited horses. They simply dis
persed in a few moments. 

Of course, there will always be use for the horse. We shall 
have to admit that. We cannot get along without that noble 
animal. Nevertheless, the great cavalry masses of the old 
days are gone. There was no finer cavalry in all Europe than 
the Polish cavalry, and perhaps no other cavalry could chal
lenge it unless it were the Russian Cossacks; and the Poles 
claimed superiority of their cavalry over that of any other 
country. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. President, it is obvious that not all persons agree on 

what is an adequately prepared or adequately equipped army. 
When our committee reached Fort Knox, Ky., we were advised 
that there was only one kind of cavalry that was worth any
thing, and that was mechanized cavalry. We saw a review 
that was miles long, equipped with every kind of traveling 
vehicle, and there was not a horse in the review; and we were 
led to believe that horses were a thing of the past so far as 
the Army was concerned. When we got down as far as San 
Antonio, we saw another review of many thousands of sol
diers of all branches, and there was not a single horse in the 
review from beginning to end. 

When we got down as far as El Paso and Fort Ells~. we 
saw horse cavalry. We saw there acres and acres of land 
literally covered with horses and men; and we were told at 
that point that, while mechanized cavalry might be worth 
something, it was not worth much, and if we wanted to have 
an efficient army we must retain and maintain and build up 
horse cavalry. By "horse cavalry" I mean horses that are 
used by soldiers carrying a saber and a pistol and perhaps a 
gun and going out to fight on the horses. I refer to cavalry 
as that kind of an organization, and not to horses drawing a 
wagon, or a cannon, or something of that character. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I was present at Fort Knox, and, with 

the Senator from Oklahoma, witnessed the review of the 
mechanized cavalry. I will say that if the other fellows get 
into a contest with that horse cavalry, we can take Kentucky 
horses and beat any country on earth. But we may not be 
able to get them to use horses, and if they use mechanized 
units, as so many have done, and we use horses, we will be 
in bad shape. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, we witnessed 
at Fort Knox, in the home State of the distinguished Senator 
from Kentucky, a demonstration with a mechanized cavalry 
unit. It was late in the evening, slightly before dark. There 
was supposed to be an enemy over on a hill. The hill was very 
rough, and was covered with briars, and sumac, and bushes 
of various kinds. There was supposed to be an enemy located 
on that hillside. Then came the mechanized cavalry or
ganization on a neighboring hill to engage in combat with 
an imaginary enemy over on this hill across the ravine. There 
were some moving targets over there. The mechanized unit 
consisted of little armored tanks, and they happened to be 
using tracer bullets in the guns. A tracer bullet looks very 
much like a pellet coming out of a Roman candle. A tank 
came over the hill and began to use a machine gun. There 
were shooting out from the little tank innumerable small 
pellets, which looked like red-hot pieces of iron going through 
the air, hitting on the other hillside and bouncing into the 
air. The cavalry tanks went right on down the hill through 
the briars, and through the brush, where a horse could not 
have gone. They went over raVines which I doubt a horse 
could have crossed. They went up the opposite hill, and 
these little armored tanks got mixed up over there. They were 

. right in the midst of the firing. They were hit on all sides 
· by these red-hot bullets, as they appeared to us, but the tanks 
were immune to rifie fire and small machine-gun fire. 

They were so armored that an ordinary rifie or machine 
gun would have no e1fect on them. One could shoot at them 
as much as he pleased with a rifie or machine gun, and the 
tank would race right ahead and pay no attention, because 
the man on the inside was· protected by armor. I wonder 

. what would have been the effect if we had had on the hillside 
a unit of horse cavalry, when those red-hot bullets were 
shooting through the air, hitting the ground and bouncing. 
I leave to the imagination what might have happened. I do 
not know what would happen. I do not know the relative 
effectiveness of horse cavalry as against mechanized cavalry. 

Mr. President, the whole Army is in a process of evolution. 
Twenty years ago we thought we had the last word in fighting 
equipment. Today that equipment is passe. During the 
World War we procured about 3',500 of the finest cannon in 
the world. We did not at that time make cannon in this 
country, but we got our cannon from abroad. We purchased 
about 3,500 of the French 75's, the most modern gun at that 
time the world had seen. We have those guns now, but they 
are equipped with big wooden wheels with steel tires. They 
are equipped to be drawn by mules or horses. If we should 
hook one of those cannon to a tractor, or truck, or something 
else which could pull it, and start across the country at 25 or 
40. or 60 miles an hour, the cannon would be shaken to pieces 
in a few minutes. Those cannon are obsolete. They are no 
longer any good. The barrels are all right and the machinery 
is all right, but the wheels are not all right. The cannon will 
not swing far enough to the right or left. They cannot be 
elevated high enough to produce -the maximum efficiency. 

For years the Senate Committee on Appropriations has 
been favorable to an appropriation to modernize these cannon 
by giving the cannon a wider swing to the right and left and 
making it possible to raise the cannon higher so that it will 
shoot on a larger angle, and have modern wheels, equipped 
with rubber tires, placed on the cannon so that they can be 
hooked behind a truck or tractor and taken across the coun
try at a speed as fast as the tractor or truck can go. But we 
could not get the money. During the lifetime of Senator 
Copeland he made a determined effort, and the Senate stood 
by him and voted for the appropriation of money to modernize 
these cannon. That effort was not successful, because the 

other body of the -Congress would nqt agree to the Senate 
action in this matter. As a result, we now have only some 
500 of those cannon, either modernized or in process of 
modernization, and we have today 3,000 of the best cannon in 
the world, provided they are modernized. In my judgment, 
the Senate would appropriate the money to modernize those 
cannon in a sufficient number to equip an army of at least 
450,000 men. 

Mr. President, the Coast Artillery is next. I do not think 
we have a very effective Coast Artillery. I inspected a num
ber of Coast Artillery units and organizations, and in some 
places I found guns supposed to be placed so as to protect 
cities which had not been fired for 20 years. The person
nel taking care of these guns think they will fire all right, 
but for one reason or another some of them have not 
been fired for years. The great city of San Francisco I think 
is rather adequately protected by coast defense. I think 
the Panama Canal is adequately protected by coast defense, 
but there are many cities which are not, as for instance Los 
Angeles, and San Diego. I could name many others, but 
it is not necessary to encumber the RECORD. So our Coast 
Artillery may not be a very important adjunct in the na
tional-defense program. I do not pose as an expert; I do not 
know. It is my judgment, however, that in the future we 
will see very little use for a coast-defense gun. The coast
defense guns as a rule are very large. They range from 
16 inches down to 6 inches. A 6-inch .coast-defense gun is 
not of much benefit, unless it be an antiaircraft gun, and I 
am not talking about antiaircraft guns, I am talking about 
coast-defense guns. It is my judgment that battleships will 
not be in range of any of these guns, unless the invaders have 
control in the air. Then they can go ahead and silence the 
coast-defense units, and come in safely with the battleships. 

The next item is the infantry. I desire to place in the 
RECORD some facts pertaining to the infantry organization 
of the United States Army. We hear it said on all sides 
that we do not have rifies for our infantry. That is a 
mistake; we do have rifies for our infantry. We have 1,850,-
000 Enfield rifies. It is true those rifies were secured during 
the World War. They are as good as any single-shot small 
military weapon in the world. There is none superior. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President---
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SCHWAI\Il'Z in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Oklahoma yield to the Senator from 
Indiana? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. MINTON. Did the Senator refer to the Enfield, .or 

the Springfield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Enfield. 
Mr. MINTON. Do we make the Enfield rifie? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. No. We procured the En

field rifie from commercial plants. 
Mr. MINTON. The Enfield rifie was not standard equip

ment of the Army in the field, certainly, during the World 
War. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. We had first the Krag
Jorgenson rifie, which was discarded prior to the World War. 
That rifie was used in the Spanish-American War and dur
ing the Philippine Insurrection. 

Along about 1903 the Army began to experiment with a 
different type of gun, and the Enfield rifie was the-result of 
that experimentation. After the Enfield had been per
fected, the next rifle was the Springfield, made in the 
Arsenal at Springfield, Mass. 

The record shows that we have 1,850,000 of the Enfield 
rifies and 800,000 of the Springfield rifies, and in both the 
same ammunition is used. They are single-shot, .30-caliber 
guns, and they work similarly, and they could be no better, 
as single-shot weapons of their caliber. 

In recent years we have been experimenting with a semi
automatic gun; that is, a gun which can be shot more than 
once without reloading. After years of experimentation the 
Ordnance Bureau of the War Department has developed 
what is known as the Garand rifie, which is a semiautomatic 
weapon. It is about the size of the old Springfield rifle, is 
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a weapon with a short barrel, but so made that you can slip 
a clip containing eight shells into the breech. The moment 
the clip is inserted, the gun is ready to fire. Then, by 
pulling the trigger eight times you can shoot as fast as you 

·can pull the trigger, and after the last shot is fired the clip 
rues out. Then the soldier slips into the breech another 
clip containing eight shells. It is a -very rapid firing gun, 
and ·a very accurate gun. Whether or not it is the best 
automatic gun in the world remains to be demonstrated. 

We had a test before our committee for some days. There 
was a competing gun known as the Johnson rifle, a similarly 
made rifle, which looks about the same as the Garand, and 
shoots clips of shells. We had a demonstration at Fort 
Belvoir last Thursday, and these two guns were demon
strated, and gave a very satisfactory account of themselves. 
Each is a good gun. As to which is the better gun perhaps 
our committee would not be able to determine. We are 
willing to leave that to the Military Affairs Committees of 
the House and the Senate and to the War Department. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, if the Senator will refer 
back to the Enfield rifle, he says we have 1,800,000 Enfield 
rifles, but that rifle has not been used as standard equip
ment in the field certainly in 20 years. As one who was· in 
the World War, I know that the Enfield rifle was used only 
for drill purposes, and was never used in the field. So it 
does not make any difference ·bow many Enfield rifles we 
have, we might as well have as many squirrel rifles, because 
they are no good in the field in time of war. . 

The Springfield rifle is the rifle we used as standard 
equipment in the World War, and it is a very good rifle. It 
does not fire fast enough, of course, and that is the reason we 
are now experimenting with · the Garand and Johnson rifles, 
as I understand. It does not make any difference how many 
Springfield rifles we have; they are not good for anything 
except for drill purposes. They have not been used as 
standard equipment to my knowledge for 20 years. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, without 
undertaking to reply to the Senator from Indiana, I shall 
place in the RECORD at this point in my remarks the testi
mony given to us on behalf of the Ordnance Department. 
We were shown the various types of guns in use back in the 
early part of the eighteenth century and up to the present 
time. The Enfteld rifle was described in the record, and 
descriptions were given of a number of other rifles. The 
record will show when the variouS rifles were adopted. 
Without undertaking to depend upon my memory, I ask 
unanimous consent to place in the RECORD the exact testi
mony that was given to our committee by the representatives 
of the Ordnan.ce Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. ScHWARTZ in the chair). 
Without objection, it is' so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
1917 MODEL 

Captain JERVEY. The next model is the 1917. It was"not made at 
an arsenal. It was made in commercial plants. It is patterned 
after the British Enfield pattern 14, and it was made because the 

. commercial plants in this country were in production for these on 
European orders. 

Senator THOMAS. That is known as the Enfield rifle? 
Captain JERVEY. It was the Enfield pattern 14, which wa,s recham· 

bered for the caliber .30 cartridge, model 1906, in place of _the 
. caliber .303, British cartridge. 

General WESSoN. The British caliber .303 rounds are of different 
shape from ours, and we had to chamber the Enfield rifle so as to 
take our-own type of ammunition. · 

NUMBER OF ENFIELD PATTERN 14 RIFLES ON HAND 
Senator THoMAS. How many of those guns were procured by the 

Government? 
Captain JERVEY. Over 2,000,000. 

• • • • • 
Senator THOMAS. Where are those gUns now? 
Captain JERVEY. They are in storage. 
Colonel KUTz. We still have 1,850,000. 
Senator ADAMS. Have you sold any? 
General WESsoN. We sold 7,000 last year, I think, to the National 

Rifle Association's members. 
NO RIFLES, CANNON, OR TANKS SOLD TO EUROPEAN POWERS 

Senator LoDGE. How many have you sold to foreign governments? 
·Colonel KUTZ. Only to the Ph111ppines. We sold the Philippine 

Commonwealth 75,000. 

Senator HAYDEN. We have made no rifles available to European 
powers? 

Colonel KUTZ. No, sir. 
Senator HAYDEN. Have we made any tanks or cannon for them? 
Colonel KUTZ. Not that I know of. 
Senator LoDGE. Can that point be verified? 

. General MooRE. That can be verified; yes, sir. 
Colonel KUTZ. No tanks or cannon have been made by the Gov

ernment for any European power. 
ENFIELD ~ATTERN 14 RIFLE 

Senator HAYDEN. How does the Enfield rifle you have in your 
hands compare both for accuracy and for serviceability with the 
Springfield? 

Captain JERVEY. The Enfield rifle has some advantages, a few 
advantages, over the Springfield. It has a longer sight radius; 
the rear sight is closer to the eye. That is conducive of better 
accuracy. It has no Wind adjustment as has the model 1903, so 
in that respect it is not as accurate for long-range shooting. 

General WESSON. No soldier ever changes his sight in battle. 
That is a well-known fact. Is that not true? 

Col. ALBERT BROWN. In general the sight is set at a battle range 
which is maintained. -

General WESsoN. Small peep sights are designed primarily for 
long-range target shooting but have little application in battle. 

Senator HAYDEN. In actual service does this Enfield prove to be 
as durable; or does it get out of order any more frequently than 
the Springfield? 

Captain JERVEY. The Enfield rifle has a somewhat higher per· 
centage of breakage than the other; the extractor is Ot;le particular 
component that gave considerable trouble; . also the ejector. 

General WEssoN. I think that is due to poor manufacture more 
than poor design. 

Captain JERVEY. But, all in all, it was a very satisfactory combat 
rifle. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH. I observe that the Senator from Texas [Mr. 

SHEPPARD], the chairman .of the Senate Military Affairs Com
mittee, yesterday introduced a bill for the purpose of adopting 
the semiautomatic rifle as a standard arm of the military and 
naval forces. I thought the Senator might like to know that 
fact. I had intended to join the Senatdr from Texas in 
introducing the bill, but was unable to contact him yesterday. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I was not 
aware of that fact. 

Mr. WALSH. Evidently the Committee on Military Affairs 
had under consideration the subject 'matter to which · the 
Senator referred. I inquire of the Senator what the possible 
production of rifles is per annum? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. At this time the War Depart
ment has ceased the production of the Springfield rifle, and is 
now concentrating on what is known as the Garand -rifle. 
That rifle is being made by the Government in its own arsenal 
at Springfield, Mass. In addition to that, the Government has 
made a contract with the Winchester . Arms Corporation for 
65,000 Garand rifies. That contract was let about a year ago. 
The Winchester people have been securing tools, dies, and 
jigs in order to make these rifles. Our committee is advised 
·that the Winchester company will start prqduction some
time this fall, and that during. the succeeding months Garand 
rifles of the standard make will be delivered by the Winches
ter company on their contract of 65,000, but the full contract 
will not be completed until sometime during the coming year. 

Mr. WALSH. I was informed-and the Senator from 
Oklahoma will correct me if I am incorrectly informed
that the production of rifles during the World War reached 
a total possible production of a million rifles a year. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I do not 
think production of rifles ever reached a million a year. 
I think production got up to 500 rifles a day, if I remember 
correctly. That was about the limit reached. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, the reason for the inquiry 
is to indicate that it is quite possible to produce rifles with 
great rapidity after a standard rifle is agreed upon. , The 
Senator will ·agree to that? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. It is. When our committee 
visited the arsenal at Springfield, Mass., in December, the 
arsenal was then turning out rifles at the rate of 100 per 
day. The factory or establishment was working one shift 
a day, completing 100 rifles a day, and sending them out as 
soon as completed. We were advised by Colonel Stewart, 
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in charge of the plant, that by putting on another shift 
he could double production immediately. 

The production has now increased from 100 ·per day to 
200 per day, so at the present time we are making 200 
Garand rifles per day, which means a thousand a week, or 
4,000 a month, or approximately 50,000 per year. By doubling 
the shifts the production can be doubled, and by trebling 
the shifts, the production can be almost trebled. So it will 
be possible at least to make 500 rifles per day, if we so 
desire, by making available appropriations to pay for ma
terial and to pay the added personnel. 

Mr. President, in addition to all these guns which we have 
for the soldiers, which, as I stated, amount to over two and 
a half million, the infantry is in fairly good condition other
wise. We have over a million pairs of surplus shoes that 
might be issued to the Army. These shoes are now in stock. 
And we could equip a very large expansion in the Military 
Establishment with· shoes. 

We have additional uniforms which could be used for our 
soldiers. Yet the overcoats and the uniforms themselves are 
too few in n'ilmber. They a're ample for the regular peace
time number of soldiers, but if we should expand the Army 
to anticipate an ·emergency we would have to buy more uni
forms, and buy more overcoats, and more blankets, and more 
shoes, of course. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. WILEY. What al;>out antiaircraft guns and antitank 

guns? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I will take up 

first the antiaircraft guns. As .suggested a moment ago, we 
tried, and have tried for years, to get more antiaircraft guns. 
We do not have very many now . . We have antiaircraft guns 
delivered and in production . . I will place the exact number 
in the RECORD. We do not have as many for our entire 
Nation as they have around the city ·of London, as I under
stand, to protect that one city. But, as I stated, it takes time 
to get these things produced after we decide to get them. If 
we were to appropriate a billion dollars for new equipment, it 
would take time to get the equipment delivered. If the fac
tories do not have the machinery ready, they must have the 
machinery made. Then the factories must train men to use 
the machines. Then the factories must obtain raw material, 
and then process the raw material by the trained men in 
order to turn out the finished product. 

Next I desire to place in the RECORD the testimony produced 
relative to antiaircraft guns. The following is from the hear
ings on the War Department appropriation bill: 

Senator THoMAS. Taking up the next element, what is the condi
tion of your antiaircraft guns at the present time? 

General MARSHALL. There·has been a great deal said about anti
.airm;aft equipment, and much pressure has been brought to bear on 
the War Department in regard to it. 

We have on hand the 3-inch guns for but 26 regiments, and 
directors and height finders for 27 regiments. 
. ,By the end of 1940 . we will have -the guns of the 3-inch type for 
.30 regiments, and the height finders and directors for 31. Then 
for the first time we will have 37-millimeter guns for those regi
ments to replace some of the .50 caliber machine guns. 

By the· end of 1941 we will have guns, directors, and height finders 
for 34 regiments, 

By the end of 1942 we will have the guns, directors, j\Ild height 
finders for 37 regiments, if our 1941 recommendations are accepted. 
All of which is an indica:tion of · the long and maybe tragic delay 
involved in securing such material after appropriations have actu-
ally been made. · 

· Mr. WILEY. Mr. Presldent, will the Senator again yield? 
. Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 

·. Mr. WILEY. Has there not· been some recommendation 
made by the Army in relation to antiaircraft guns. · 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma; Yes. The bill which will be 
before the Senate in a few days will carry antiaircraft gun 
appropriations. It was found that tanks were being made by 
other nations which are immune to ordinary rifle fire or 
machine-gun fire. So in order to have effective equipment 
with which to combat the tanks which are now being pro
duced by other nations, we have found it necessary to devise 
some kind of gun which would be effective against those tanks. 
The tanks which are now produced by nations at war are 

covered with armor plate which is sufficiently thick and 
tough so as to render . the tanks immune to ordinary rifle or 
machine-gun fire. Therefore we have .developed what is 
known as a 37-millimeter gun, which shoots a bullet about an 
inch and a half in diameter; that is, the bore of the rifle or 
. cannon is an inch and a half in diameter. The shell or bullet 
.which it shoots weighs about 1 pound. It is thought that 
that gun is necessary to be used in combating enemy tanks. 
Of course, that gun is not now in rapid production. It is, 
however, in production. We have seen the guns and they are 
·being made, and delivered, of course, as quickly as they are 
being made. 

Mr. President, ·the bill which will be before the Senate in a 
few days will carry an appropriation for the further manu
facture of these 37-millimeter guns. These guns are anti
tank .guns as well as antiaircraft guns. I shall place in the 
RECORD at this point the testimony relative to the antitank 
guns. 

AmtTANK GUNS 

Now, take the next larger size gun, which I understand is the 
antitank gun. What is the status of those guns? 

General MARSHALL. We have a serious situation in the length of 
time required to produce the antitank gun. Our total require
ments are 1,556. We have on hand 218, and on order 526, on 

. which deliveries will IJ.Ot be completed until June 1941. 
Senator TowNSEND. What is the situation now? 
Senator THoMAS. These are the antitank? 
Senator TRUMAN. What is the size of those guns? 
General MARSHALL. I am speaking of the 37 mm. antitank gun. 

DELIVERY OF ANTITANK GUN 

Senator THOMAS. When will those guns be delivered? 
General MARSHALL. Deliveries will not be completed until June 

1941. We have on hand 218; we have 526 additional on order; and 
our remaining shortage is 812. · .. , ' 

Senator TowNsEND. What is the shortage due to, inability to 
manufacture .or appropriations? 

General MARsHALL. It is due to both, I believe. 
TANKS PR~ FROM .30 CALmER GUNS 

. Senator THOMAS. Is it not a fact that you are building tanks 
now that are immune to rifle fire and also mach~ne-gun fire? 
· General MARSHALL. To the .30' caliber; yes, sir. . . · 

Senator THOMAS. So, you must develop a larger caliber gun? 
. General MARSHALL. We think that the new 37-mm. gun will 
handle the. situation very satisfactorily. 
· Senator THOMAS. That antitank gun can be used for other 
purposes? 

General MARSHALL. Yes. 
Senator TRUMAN. That is the 37 mm.? 
General MARSHALL. ·Yes, sir. 

Mr. President, it has been found by the War Department 
that the French 75-millimeter gun is perhaps not the best 
gun for use in some emergency. So the War Department 
pas developed what is known as the 90-millimeter gun. The 
French 75 is a gun which shoots a shell about 3 inches in 
diameter. Hence the bore of the cannon is about·3 inches in 
diameter. It is a fine gun, and there is no plan to dispense 
with it. · But in order to have a weapon which is more effec
tive, the War Department is developing 'this 90-millimeter 
gun, which is considerably larger than ·the French 75. 

·Mr. President, ·the Engineer Corps is an efficient organiza
tion and is, so far as I can tell, fairly well-equipped. 

We next ·come to the Air Corps. I desire to place some 
facts in the REcORD to the end that those who may read the 
statement will see that the Air Corps has been expanded very 
;materially in the last 2 years. 

In December of 1938 the strength of the Air Corps was 
1,680 men ·and 447 Reserve officers. Today that same Air 
Corps has a strength of 2,035 Regulars and 906 Reserves. We 
had cadets in the Air Establishment a year ago to·the number 
of 495; Today we have cadets in that establishment to the 
number of 1,449. 

A year ago we had enlisted men in the Air Establishment 
in the number of 18,800. Today the number is 43,300. 

A year ago we had 1,695 planes. Today we have 2/109 
planes. 

So, Mr. President, the Air Corps has been expanded vezy 
materially since 1938. That was the time when we found 
it necessary to begin expanding our military· defense. It was 
along about that time that we saw what Italy coWd do against 
Ethiopia. And we saw wl;l.at Japan could do against China. 
We have since seen what Russia could do against Flnland, 
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Mr. LEE. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 

[Mr. WALSH] whose testimony showed that we have a capacity 
of 17,000 a year. 

Mr. WALSH. Admiral Towers'. 
Mr. LEE. A capacity of 17~000 war planes?' 
Mr. WALSH. He said that the plants in this country had 

expanded to the point where . we could obtain 17,000 planes 
in any one year. Furthermore, if we add the commercial 
planes,, the total is 25,000. The :figures are very fresh in my 
mind, because only yesterday I heard them repeated at the 
White House. 

Mr. LEE. That is indeed surprising, particularly in the 
light of the latest information we had in the Military Affairs 
Committee. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma~ Mr. President, the informa
tion that was produced before the Senate committee showed 
that the present production is 340 military planes a month. 

Mr. WALSH. For this country. 
Mr. THOMAS of. Oklahoma. As to where the planes went, 

I cannot say. The information is that very soon, in a few 
months, the production is expected to be speeded up to 800 
planes a month, and that by the end of the year it is hoped 
that we shall have a capacity to produce more than 1,200 
planes a ~onth. In other words~ very shortly the present 
factories, with their present equipment and the expanded 
equipment which they expect to have very soon, will be able 
to turn out more than 1,200 planes per month, which would 
mean something like 15,000 in a year, or approximately the 
number suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALSH]. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma.. I yield. 
Mr. HILL. Does that mean military and naval planes? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. It means military planes. 
Mr. WALSH. It includes both the Army and Navy. 
Mr. HILL. I mean not including commercial planes, 

which would not be of any value for the Army or Navy. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I am dealing wholly with 

the Army. As I understand, the Army Air Corps is a dif
ferent organization from the Navy Air Corps. 

Mr. WALSH. That is correct. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklaho.ma. I might interject, Mr. Presi

dent, that under the present law, if an emergency should 
arise, the Government has the power to take over the fac
tories and divert all the production to whatever use the 
Government may deem proper. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Will the Senator kindly indicate whether 

or not those planes are equipped? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The planes are of various 

types. We have small, very fast, single-seater scouting planes 
capable of traveling 350 miles or more an hour; we have 
combat planes, which are larger, and which are provided with 
machine guns. Then we have bombing planes, as well as 
larger planes, called flying fortresses, which are equipped 
with the largest possible equipment. 

Mr. President, I do not care to go very much further into 
the equipment and personnel of the Army. I wish to place 
in the RECORD a sort of survey of the location of the various 
points which are now receiving major attention at the hands 
of the Government. 

The United States has a number of possessions. We have 
Hawaii, out in the Pacific Ocean. We have Alaska, away 
to the northwest; and we have some other dependencies lo
cated in various parts of the Western Hemisphere--for ex- · 
ample, Puerto Rico, south of Cuba; and the Virgin Islands, 
close to Puerto Rico. In order to protect the United States 
and to make it possible for our Navy to get across from one 
ocean to the other, we have the Panama Canal. Of course, 
the Panama Canal now occupies a very important place in 
the national-defense program. Until recently the Hawaiian 
Islands have had the largest military establishment of the 
Government. We have stationed in the Hawaiian Islands 
many thousands of men from the various branches of mill-
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tary organizations. When we complete our fortifications and 
equipment at Panama we shall have 25,000 soldiers stationed 
there. Each of the branches of the Military Establishment 
will be represented at Panama, and we shall have there per
haps the largest and most efficient military organization to 
be found in the world. . 

In Puerto Rico, we have at San Juan an organization 
which is in process of developm~nt and which will rival that 
at Panama. It will not be nearly so large, but it will have 
all the component parts of our Military Establishment. 

We have equipped and fortified Hawaii to protect the 
western coast of the United States. We have fortified and 
spent money at Panama to protect the Panama C:;tnal. We 
are now spending money at San Juan, P.R., to protect and 
defend the eastern approach to the Panama Canal. On 
the northern point of Puerto Rico we have a large air base. 
The place is called Borinquen. It will be one of the major 
important air bases of the military service. At the air 
bases we shall have airplanes stored and an airplane organ
ization. They will be virtually hornets' nests, but instead 
of hornets we will have fighting airplanes. The airplane 
base at Borinquen in northern Puerto Rico is intended to 
assist the organization at San Juan in the protection not 
only of the Military Establishments and our property and 
people in Puerto Rico and t}1e Virgin Islands but the eastern 
approach to the Panama Canal. 

The bill which will soon come before the Senate will prob
ably carry funds for the fortification of Alaska. Alaska is 
located in the far northwestern part of North America, 
north and west of Canada. The northwestern part of 
Alaska is within 40 miles of Russia. Sometimes the water in 
the Bering Strait between Russia and Alaska freezes over. 
However, I am advised that the water never freezes suf
ficiently hard to make the ice safe for the transportation 
of soldiers across the strait. So if anyone is afraid that 
Russia may send a great military organization across 'the · 
frozen waters of Bering Strait, he may disabuse his mind 
of that idea, because such is not possible. Nevertheless, with 
Alaska within 40 miles of Russia, and with Russia having 
a development such as she has had in the past few years, 
the proximity to Russia becomes a point worthy of the con
sideration of those interested in the national defense of the 
United States. 

I think we need have no fear that we will be invaded across 
Alaska, but we never know today what may happen tomor
row, and inasmuch as there are two strong powers to the 
west, namely, Russia and Japan, it has been thought wise by 
our Government to give consideration to some fortifications in 
Alaska. 

In the southern part of Alaska, a number of islands, called 
the Aleutian Islands, stretch out into the Pacific Ocean for a 
distance of many hundred miles. There is only one, although 
possibly there may be two, passes through these islands from 
the Bering Sea to the Pacific Ocean and the Gulf of Alaska. 
That point is at Unimak, which is also called Dutch Harbor. 
It is proposed in a bill, that will soon come before the Senate 
to give attention to this water pass, and we may provide 
later some sort of a submarine or other base properly to 
protect and defend that pass. In the central part of Alaska, 
at a place called Anchorage, it is proposed to develop another 
air base, one of the so-called hornet nests, as I call them, 
for all kinds of fighting aircraft from the smallest to the 
largest. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, will the Senator repeat the 
name of the place where the base is to be located? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. At Anchorage, which is lo
cated on the-Alaska Railroad between Seward and Fairbanks. 
At: Seward, which is on the Gulf of Alaska, the railroad starts 
and proceeds northward through the mountains, finally reach
ing the interior at Fairbanks almost 500 miles away. At 
approximately one-half the distance between Seward and 
Fairbanks there is a place called Anchorage, which is on the 
railroad and on deep water at Cook Inlet. It is away from 
the frigid atmosphere of the interior of Alaska; it is on the 
coast where the temperature rarely gets down to zero. It may 

be dark and cloudy at Anchorage in winter, but it never gets 
very cold. So it has been decided to establish, at Anchorage, 
an air base, a so-called hornet's nest, equipped with all 
manner of fighting airplanes, and the necessary complement 
of ground crew. 

Mr. President, before I close I desire to place in the RECORD 
the location of the other major military air bases. Commenc
ing at the northeastern part of the United States, such a base 
is under way at a point near Springfield, Mass. The land has 
been obtained and work is now going on to develop and per-
fect an adequate air base at that point. · 

Proceeding farther south, we have numerous airfields, but 
the next large airfield is the one already developed at Langley 
Field, Va. 

Proceeding farther south, we have another projected air
field to be located at Tampa, Fla. Tampa is on the west coast 
of the State of Florida, and we shall have there, as fast as it 
can be developed, one of the major air establishments of our 
military defense. 

On the west coast, begimting at Tacoma, Wash., we have 
there one major Army air military base. 

Proceeding south on the western coast, I think the next 
base is located at Hamilton Field, which is north of San Fran
cisco. That base is now completed; it has many planes and 
many soldiers, and the planes are ready to give an account of 
themselves. 

Proceeding farther south, we have another air base at 
Moffett Field, which is near San Francisco. 

We have near Los Angeles, a little farther in the interior, 
March Field. 

Then at San Diego we have many planes, and the NaVY 
maintains a base there, but that is· not as yet a highly 
improved and developed airplane field. 

Mr. LUNDEEN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield fur.;. 
ther? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. LUNDEEN. I hope the Senator will find time to dis

cuss the relative importance of aircraft compared to other 
arms of the service. The able Senator has been quoted in 
the press many times on that subject, and I know he is weU 
versed in it. However, I cannot let this opportunity pass, if 
the Senator will permit me, without saying that just one arm 
for the fighting service will not do; for, of course, there is no 
use of having just one branc~ of the fighting service; we must 
have a balanced defense; yet aviation is moving more and 
more into the forefront as an important arm of any nation's 
defense--or offense, for that matter. It is of such tremendous 
importance that I think we should increase our research 
facilities, as Colonel Lindbergh has suggested, 10 ttmes. We 
should have 10 times the research facilities in aircraft that 
we have today in order to match the leading nations . of 
Europe. Aircraft is of very great importance to this country. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank the Senator for his 
contribution. I do not desire to get into a controversy with 
the distinguished senior Senator from Massachusetts over the 
relative merits of aircraft and battleships or surface craft. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Surface vessels. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. The Senator calls them "sur

face vessels." I do not desire to get into a controversy as to 
the relative merits of horse cavalry and mechanized cavalry. 
I think that the war now in process abroad will furnish us the 
research laboratory, or in effect the result of laboratory tests 
.that will be most beneficial in future .years in developing our 
Military Establishment. I hope this knowledge may be se
cured without any particular expense to the people of the 
United States. 

Personally, I am "sold" on aircraft as a military weapon~ 
I do not think much of antiaircraft guns; I do not think much 
of coast-defense guns; I do not think too much of battleships. 
I have stated on this :tloor heretofore that if we should get 
into war, in my opinion, the safest place in America, if not in 
the world, would be on one of our battleships. 

Mr. President, from the war that is now in process, we shall 
learn the relative values of horse cavalry and mechanized cav
alry. Since I have been discussing the matter someone has 
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brought to my desk a copy of the Boston Daily Globe of Tues
day, May 14, and on one page I find a picture of German 
cavalry fording a stream in Belgium. It depicts soldiers in 
uniform astride their cavalry horses fording the stream. So 
in the European war we will have a test of horse cavalry, we 
will have a test of mechanized cavalry, we will have a test of 
surface vessels in warfare, as a result of the war; we will have 
a test of various other forms of military equipment, and, of 
course, we will have a test of the efficiency of the various forms 
of aircraft. 

While we have agents in all parts of the world in connec
tion with our embassies and consulates, yet our agents are 
unable to obtain much information as to the nature of the 
equipment being used by the belligerents. We do not know 
today just what kind of rifie the warring nations are using in 
EUrope. We are not advised as to just what kind of airplanes 
they have. We are advised only in some particulars. We are 
advised that a German plane was brought down recently, and 
when the plane was examined it was found · that it contained 
many thousand bullet holes. That seems like a fantastic 
statement, but it is of record that this plane had been shot 
so many times by rifle fire and machine-gun fire that it was 
riddled with bullets. The plane which was brought down in 
that particular instance is reported to have been equipped 
with a nonleakable gas tank, and, although the gas tank had 
been punctured many times yet it held the gas. 

The information given us discloses that they have an im
proved gas tank which is made out of some sort of a compo
sition something like cardboard, which is galvanized with 
some kind of shellac which makes it hard and leakproof. 
Arranged on the outside of the cardboard compartment are 
various courses of raw rubber of a thickness of an inch and 
a half or two inches. On the outside of the rubber around 
this compartment is a leather bag to hold the rubber in 
place. It is our information that one of these gas tanks, thus 
made, can be filled with gasoline and shot a great many 
times and yet the tank will not lose its gas. 

Mr. W.AL.'3H. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me 
to make an addition to what he has so well said in reply 
to the suggestion of the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. WALSH. There are two ways of invading an insular 

country. One is by sea and the other is through the air. 
No country can be invaded that has a navy more powerful 
than the navy of the invader, and no country can be invaded 
that has airplanes more powerful than those of the invader. 
Both are indispensable. 

Mr. THOMAS of · Oklahoma. I thank the Senator and I 
agree with his statement. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. ADAMS. I merely want to add what I think is a 

qualification of the statement of the Senator from Massa
chusetts. No nation can be invaded by air unless the in
vading nation can bring an air force to the shore of the 
invaded country greater than the air force of the oountry 
to be invaded. It does not make any difference what the 
air strength of a country may be three or six thousand miles 
away if it cannot bring it to the country to be invaded. 

Mr. W.AL.'3H. The Senator's amplification of my state
ment is very timely. I was trying to be very brief. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, a moment ago 
I made the comment that I did not have very much con
fidence in antiaircraft guns or coast-defense guns. Let me 
state what I mean by that suggestion. 

If airplanes are permitted to come over a city they may 
be up above the range of antiaircraft guns; and the antiair
craft guns developed to date will not shoot very high. They 
may shoot as high as 15,000 or 20,000 feet. That is only 4 
or 5 miles; but if that is the limit of their range, planes 
can go above that limit and be immune from the fire of 
antiaircraft guns. It is a fact, I think, admitted by all, that 
antiaircraft guns will keep planes high up; but unless a 
nation under attack has more than antiaircraft guns, enemy 
planes are immune from danger. because the planes can sail 

over above the range of the antiaircraft guns and drop their 
bombs on the city without danger of attack by antiaircraft 
weapons. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield to the Senator from 

Texas. 
Mr. CONNALLY. Is it not true, however, that antiair

craft guns are valuable in keeping planes at a great eleva
tion? If planes are allowed to :fly low, they get so close to 
their objective that they can drop their bombs directly on 
it; but with capable antiaircraft guns they ·will stay out 
of the more effective ranges, and their chances of hitting 
will be much more problematical. Is not that true? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I share the Senator's obser
vation; but let me observe that our committee witnessed a 
demonstration at Hamilton Field, Calif., which was some
thing like the following: 

A target was placed out in San Francisco Bay. The target 
was probably half a mile from land. The target appeared to 
be oval in shape, of a size probably 50 feet across. It looked 
like an inverted saucer. It was painted the color of red lead. 
We could see the target very plainly from our distance, which 
was probably a mile and a half away. 

We were advised that the demonstration would include a 
squadron of planes :flying 15,000 feet up in the air over this 
target, and that at the proper place the planes would drop 
their bombs at the target. Of course, they were using what 
is conceded to be the best bomb sight in the world. It is a 
secret. I myself do not know what it is. It was not shown 
to us and our committee did not ask to have it shown to us; 
but when this squadron of planes came over they were so high 
that they looked like mosquitoes in the air. It was not very 
clear, but clear enough to see the planes. They were in 
formation, one ahead and two a little behind, like wild geese 
or ducks in :flight. I think there were 15 of them in the first 
squadron. 

When the squadron was at the proper point above the 
target we heard a sort of sizzling noise, as if a shell were 
flying through the air, and, of course, our attention was 
riveted on the target; and all at once the bombs began to fall 
around the target. The 15 planes were equipped not with real 
bombs but with dummy bombs. They were the same size as 
real bombs and, I presume, of the same weight, becaqse 
otherwise the bomb sight no doubt would not work. 

When the bombs, although imitation, hit the water, they 
exploded and made quite a bit of a splash and quite a bit of 
smoke. The bombs hit all around the target. We did not 
examine the target to see whether or not a bomb had hit it, 
and no report has been made to us as to whether or not any 
bomb hit the target; but the bombs struck all around the 
target, and they struck so thoroughly around the target and 
between us and the target that for a while the target was 
obscured. The splashing of water and the smoke obscured 
the target. 

Mr. President, if that is a fair test of the accuracy of a 
plane dropping a bomb, then we must develop an anti
aircraft gun that will reach planes at more than the eleva
tion that guns now will reach, because if aviators can drop 
bombs at 15,000 feet with that accuracy they can soon learn 
to drop bombs with accuracy at 20,000 feet, or 25,000 feet, or 
even from a still higher altitude. 

Mr. LUNDEEN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator Jrom 

Oklahoma yield to the Senator from -Minnesota? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I do. 
Mr. LUNDEEN. In confirmation of the Senator's state

ment concerning antiaircraft and coast-defense artillery, ex
perts tell me that the only sure way to get the enemy fighting 
force out of the air and ·destroy it is to have planes that 
go up in the air after it. That is the only safe way. It 
is necessary either to destroy them in their fields on the 
ground or to fight them out of the air with other planes. 
That is the best way to destroy the enemy in the air; and 
that is why we must have the most thorough and complete 
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research and the best planes-bombers and fighters-in the 
world. 

There is no reason why we should not do so. We invented 
the airplane, and we have the greatest experts on aviation 
in the world; and, as much as I agree with the ·senator's very 
able statement on the subject--on which he is an expert 
through long experience-! cannot quite agree that we should 
rely entirely upon the present world war to furnish the re
search. At the same time, we ought to parallel with our re
Eearch laboratories here what is learned from the war, if I 
may be permitted to say so. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank the Senator. In 
reply to his suggestion, let me say that we now have very 
elaborate research laboratories. The main one is located at 
Dayton, Ohio. It is an enormous institution. You may 
travel throughout the world, and I think you will find noth
ing like it, unless it may be in some country that we do not 
know of. In this laboratory there are the most competent 
men who can be procured, and these men have unlimited 
funds for their needs; and they are conducting research 
and making experiments in developing airplanes, airplane 
gadgets, and airplane equipment. So, Mr. President, when 
we get information from abroad and place that information 
before the experts in our research laboratories, I think we 
shall find that the experience of the soldiers abroad will be 
most helpful in · our further research work. 

While I am on this question, Mr. President, I wish to 
state · to the Senate that we now have schools in which we 
are training men ·to become pilots and to become airplane 
mochanics. One of the schools is located at Montgomery, 
Ala. Another one of the schools is located at Shreveport, 
La They are enormous institutions. The center of air
plane activity, so far as training purposes is concerned, is 
located at San Antonio, Tex. We have there Kelly Field, 
Randolph Field, and Brooks Field. San Antonio is claimed 
by Texas to be the West Point of the air. From the stand
point of activity it is really a West Point in fact; and we 
have there thousands of boys being trained to become pilots. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. MINTON. It takes about 9 months to graduate a 

pilot from that school, does it not? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I think the Senator is cor

rect. 
Mr. MINTON. Does the Senator recall the annual ca

pacity of the school? How many pilots can they turn out 
in a year? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I cannot give 
definite information on that subject. ~Y information is 
that they enlist, say, 100 boys to take the course, but that 
during the process of training they find defects in the young
sters, and that only a certain percent of the enlisted personnel 
is able tG complete the course. As to how many of them 
the school can turn out in a year, I cannot say; but it is a 
very large institution. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. · I am glad to yield. 
Mr. LODGE. I seem to recall that during the hearings 

we were advised that the school would graduate 225 pilots 
every 6 weeks after the ninth month, which would give us a 
total increment by July 1, 1941, of 2,520 new, additional 
pilots. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. In order that the RECORD 
may be a little more complete, I desire to suggest that in 
southern Illinois we have a very large airplane establish
ment which accepts boys to be trained to become mechanics. 
It is a very large institution, a real Army cantonment; and 
after the boys complete the course at that point, they are 
sent to Chanute Field, in northern Illinois, to take on the 
higher form of instruction. 

At Chanute Field we have another very large Army air
plane establishment, not for making planes, but for train
ing men. There they get their higher course in airplane 
instruction, having to do with electricity and things of that 
character. · -

So, Mr. President, I think it is safe to say that our Gov
ernment is making progress in aviation just as fast as funds 
are made available. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr'. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. MINTON. Does not the Senator from Oklahoma think 

we should have some more training schools for pilots? The 
Senator from Massachusetts has just stated that over a period 
of more than a year now we will have trained at the West 
Point of the air about 2,500 pilots. The way the war is pro
ceeding now, that number of pilots would last possibly a· 
week, perhaps not that long. There is no use having ca
pacity to produce 40,000 or 50,000 airplanes a year if we are 
not to have men to fly them. As the Senator has well said, 
we have a most excellent school at San Antonio, Tex. It 
is wonderfully well equipped, a fine plant, and they do a 
grand job of training the young men; but they train them 
too slowly. We have not in this country enough establish-· 
rnents like that at San Antonio to train the pilots we should 
have. It does seem to me we should have more training 
schools established to train these men. Of course we will 
have great difficulty in getting instructoxs. 

Mr. WALSH. And training planes. 
Mr. MINTON. And training pla.nes, of course. But we 

should move into that pragram, it seems to me, the very first 
thing we do, beca-use if there is anything in which we are 
woefully deficient, it is in training establishments and train
ing planes. 

The plane these young men have to fly today will travel 
straightaway 400 miles an hour, and it is a very difficult thing 
to handle it. The boys who can go out and fly one of these 
little yellow tubs we see flying around the sky over Wash
ington and elsewhere cannot handle one of those fast planes. 
It is a very technical and difficult job, and these men have 
to have the utmost in training in order to know how to handle 
that kind of a plane. The Senator will recall that one of 
the pilots told us, during the trip we took, that if a pilot went 
into a spin in one of those fast planes he would have to have 
10,000 feet in order to come out of it. It is easy to see the 
difficulty of traveling in one of these planes, which go 400 
miles an hour. It seems to me the first thing to which we 
should turn our attention is the establishment of more fields 
such as the one we have at San Antonio, so that we can train 
the young men to handle this highly specialized machine. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. TRUMAN. I wonder if Senators understand that we 

have a civilian-training program in progress under the Civil 
Aeronautics Authority-about which we have been hearing 
for the last 4 or 5 days-which is most efficient. It is turning 
out Army pilots 'just as good as those who come from the 
San Antonio school. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Okla
homa yield so that I may ask the Senator from Missouri a 
question? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. MINTON. Do they finish their training? 
Mr. TRUMAN. They finish the training. 
Mr. MINTON. Do they have to go to the San Antonio 

Army field? 
Mr. TRUMAN. They do tal{e them there, but it is not 

necessary. 
.Mr. MINTON. As I understand, everyone who goes 

through the civilian training course has eventually to go 
through the Army training. 

Mr. TRUMAN. There is an Army regulation to that effect. 
I do not think it is necessary, and in an emergency it would 
not. be necessary at all. 

Mr. MINTON. Can the Senator from Missouri tell Us how 
many pilots are being turned out under this civilian training? 

Mr. TRUMAN. I do not know. 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, I have the figures here. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield to the Senator from 

Colorado. · · 



6142 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE MAY 15 
Mr. ADAMS. ·General Arnold, speaking before the com

mittee, and referring to the training of cadets in the civilian 
· schools, said: · 

That phase of our program 1s coming along 100 percent; that 
phase and the training of our cadets. We have entered to date 
2 ,827 cadets and graduated 1,239 from our civilian primary flying 
schools, and those men are now going into the basic courses. 0! 
the first class that entered since the expansion program went into 
effect. 217 have graduated. They are now out with a tactical unit. 
We expect to get 220 men every 6 weeks. 

Mr. LODGE . . Mr. President, will the Senator from Okla
homa yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. LODGE. My understa~ding is that after a boy goes 

to one of these civilian schools for 3 months he then gets 
a basic military course at Kelly Field for 3 months, and then 
an advance military course for another 3 months at either 
Brooks or Randolph Field. Then he graduates after 9 months 
and spends 3 months with a tactical unit. ·As General Arnold 
told us, the difficulty in expanding the pilot program has 
been the lack of qualified teachers. But yesterday, I may 
say to the Senator, I talked with the General on the telephone~ 
and he said he had had occasion to revise his opinion, that 
he now favors constructing additional training centers, and 
that he thinks that those who will graduate during this year 
could be used as instructors in the period to come. 

Mr. LUNDEEN. Mr. President. will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. LUNDEEN. I have been a follower of the late Briga

dier General Mitchell .trom away back in 1918 and 1919 and 
the early twenties, and I wish to place myself on record 
in a statement which I may have to meet in the future. 

I am in favor of an expanded program for the training of 
ten times as many pilots as we are training today, and I am 
for multiplying ten times our present research program in 
aviation. Colonel Lindbergh made a statement to the public 
some time back that we would have to expand our program 
in aViation research ten times before we could lead the 
world. We should have ten times the number of trained 
pilots we now have. In America, we do not yet have the 
proper appreciation as to the place of aviation in war. I 
believe that the war now being fought .will teach us much 
along those lines. 

We must parallel what we learn there with our own ex
perience in research here at the same time. Please do not 
forget that, while there is yet time. The eagles of the air 
in the future may determine the whole trend of modern war. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, will my colleague yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. LEE. I agree with the argument .of my able colleague, 

but I do not agree with his last statement, when he said that 
we are preparing pilots as fast as it is humanly possible to do 
so. I do not agree with that. I believe we should step up this 
preparation. As pointed out by a number · of Senators, our 
pilots are being turned out too slowly when we compare the 
United States with the other nations of the world. 

When the German "blitzkrieg" hit Poland, Poland had a good 
army of a million seasoned soldiers, but they were helpless 
because they had no planes. When the Russians hit Finland, 
the Finns would have been able to defend themselves, except . 
for the fact that they did not have planes to meet the drive 
against them. The same was true in Norway, and certainly 
it is true in Holland today. 

I am sure that a resourceful country such as the United 
States can increase its training of personnel faster than we 
are doing it now. For ex&mple, for a number of years--3 
years that I know of-many military academies, nongovern
mental, have been applying for instructors. For instance, the 
military academy at Claremore, Okla., has been begging for 
just two instructors to be placed in the academy, all of their 
expenses to be paid by the academy. so that they can teach 
the boys there the fundamentals, or establish there a ground 
school. I think Secretary Woodring said he had some 500 
applications from such schools. If we place these instructors 
in those schools, they could be taken care of at least for the 

first 9 months of training, g1vmg the fundamentals. As I 
understand, it takes not 9 months or a year, but 2 years, to 
make really a war pilot. So, in my support of my colleague's 
general argument, I wish to go on record as favoring a vastly 
accelerated air program. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Okla· 

homa yield to me again? 
Mr. THOMAs of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. MINTON. With reference to the instruction and 

training of pilots, I should like to direct the Senator's atten
tion to a group whi~h has been around the Capitol recently 
trying to have enacted some legislation which would enable 
them to remain in the Army. It is a group of Reserve pilots, 
numbering about 212, who went through all these schools 
and trained as pilots, and the Government has had them in 
extended active duty with the Army for several years. These 
pilots have from 3,000 to 4,500 hours in the air; they can flY 
any kind of ship that is made; they are as good pilots as there 
are in the country; but under the law on the books now they 
can remain on this extended active duty with the Army only 
5 years, unless the Secretary .of War elects to extend the 
period 2 more years, which would make 7 in all. In any 
event, 7 years is as long a time as they can remain. 

There are 212 of these pilots, who inexorably must go out, 
under existing law. if they are not inducted into the Army. 
and the service of those extremely able pilots saved to the 
Army at this time. Many .of them are about at the end of 
their rope now, their 5-year periods and their 7-year periods 
are up, and they are going out of the Army if we do not do 
something to the existing law which will enable the Army to 
keep them in. The Army can use them as instructors now. 
Some of them are being used as instructors. The commercial 
air lines are wooing these pilots and offering them contracts 
with the commercial air lines, and many of the pilots now 
have before them the necessity of deciding whether they shall 
accept contracts with the commercial air lines or remain in 
this precarious position in the Army in which they find them
selves, because in the matter of a few months, under existing 
law, these extremely valuable men will be out of the Army. 
The Army should direct its attention to saving at least 212 
of as fine flyers as are to be found in the United States. 

Mr. RUSSELL rose. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank the Senator from 

Indiana. I yield now to the Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I am one of those who 

thinks that the future security of this country largely -de
pends upon the development of our aviation. However, I 
have not noticed in any of these articles, particularly those 
which have caused so much alarm over the country, that 
have been published within the past few days, a recogni- · 
tion of the fact that the air defense of the United States 
was not in one organization, but is divided into four or
ganizations. In addition to the number of pilots that have 
been suggested by the Senator which are available in the 
Army, we have a large number of Reserve pilots, many of 
them the finest 1lyers that the world knows, who are today 
operating the civil aircraft and the commercial aircraft of 
the country, and we also have a considerable number of 
pilots in the Navy and in the Marine Corps, and a small 
number in the Coast Guard. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of building up the air forces 
of this country. I think we should have at least 15,000 
fighting planes to make this country absolutely secure from 
any attack, and to discharge all our obligations to the coun
tries to the south of us. But in discussing this question of 
military aviation it should be borne in mind that we should 
not consider only the Army, but the Navy and the Marine 
Corps and the Coast Guard, and those who hold Reserve 
commissions in the Air Corps who can be called into the 
service tomorrow, some of them, as I explained, being very 
fine pilots. 

The Civil Aeronautics Authority has 10,000 young men 
training as pilots in various colleges in the United States. 
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While our national defense is not what I should like to 

have it, in view of what is transpiring today, yet when we 
consider all the reserves available to man airplanes, the 
situation is not really as black as it has been painted. 

I have sent to my office for the record of the number of 
pilots in the Navy and the Marine Corps, and shall give the 
figures when I receive them. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator from 
Oklahoma yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I wonder what would be the total num

ber of men who are trained pilots, and those who are in the 
process of training, assuming that those in training were all 
to graduate tomorrow morning after their long training? 

Mr. RUSSELL. I am not sure I understood all of the 
Senator's question. 

Mr. TYDINGS. In other words, if all who have graduated 
as pilots now and all who are now in school learning to be 
pilots were to be added together, how many pilots would 
there be, including of course those who are in the Army, 
Navy, and Marine Corps? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I cannot answer that ques
tion exactly, because even the War Department does not 
know the number of these Reserve pilots who can pass the 
physical examination today. The officers were very loath 
to make even an estimate. I asked them this morning to 

.give me the number of Reserve pilots who would be qualified 
·if called into active service tomorrow and they hesitated to 
guess. There are something above a· thousand Reserve 
officers who are now on active duty in the Army. They 
have been called into active service and have been found fit. 
I do not have the figures, but I think the total would be 
in the neighborhood of 25,000 pilots, including those in train
ing under the Civil Aeronautics Authority, which has in 
-training 10,000 young men. I am sure this is a conservative 
estimate, when commercial pilots are included. . 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, we have to keep in mmd 
that not only is it necessary to train these fliers, but the 
·mechanics on the ground have to be almost as well trained 
as the men in the air, in order to know that the planes are 
ready to :tly and ·can perform the mission to which they are 
assigned. The Senator from Oklahoma has pointed out that 
men are being trained in that particular line of endeavor 
now. But I think we would be somewhat short-sighted if 'in 
stressing the need for additional aviators, which I think we 
must have, we do not keep abreast with all the mechanics 
and incidental forces which would keep the aviators in the 
air after we got the planes and had the aviators. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Not only aviators, but ample shop facili
ties and mechanics are necessary. 

Mr. TYDINGS. The program ought to be all-embracing 
for whatever we consider to be the minimum amount of 
planes and the minimum amount of aviators. To that pro
gram should be added the minimum amount of personnel 
on the ground trained and ready to keep these planes in 
:fighting condition. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, there are 3,500 enlisted me
chanics available at this time. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I am glad the Senator from Colorado 
contributed that, because it seems to me I have heard some 
place, either in the Naval Affairs Committee or somewhere 
else, that it takes a great many men on the ground to serv
·ice a plane for just one aviator. And if we have only 3,500 
trained personnel to service these planes, and have not pro
vided for an expansion in that training also, we will have 
created a lot of aviators to :tly planes, which will become 
useless because there will not be the men to keep them in 
condition so they can fly, and we shall have defeated our 
own purpose through that very situation. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. HILL. I think the training which we are giving to 

these young men under the C. A. A., some 10,000 of them, 
is very fine. But I do not think we can count them today, 
or even when they finish this first primary training, as mill-

tary or naval pilots. To become real military or naval pilots 
these men have got to go through the schools at San An
tonio, at Brooks, or Kelly, or Randolph Fields. And if we 
want to convert these men into military or naval pilots 
we have to do what the junior Senator from Oklahoma 
[Mr. LEE] suggested; we have to establish more and other 
training centers, such as we have in San Antonio. San 
Antonio is turning out the maximum number that can be 
turned out today, but as the figures given by the Senator 
from Colorado show, that is a very small number. We have 
to have other training centers, such as we have in San 
Antonio, and send these young men through those centers 
before we can count on them or hold them to be capable for 
military and naval service. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the Senator further 
yield? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. TYDINGS. To bring the thing home a little more 

concretely, it has been generally accepted that by the 1st 
of January 1941 the airplane production of the United 
States will be somewhere around 30,000 planes a year. Now 
let us assume that the emergency should become a reality. 
and we should need the planes, and had the capacity to turn 
them out at the rate of 30,000 planes a year. We would not 
have any use for the planes for two reasons. First of all it 
has · been demonstrated here· that we would not have the 
pilots to fly the planes. In the second place we would not 
have the mechanics to keep the planes that were being flown 
in condition. And I think that our problem-and I am hop
ing that the President's message tomorrow will cover it-will 
provide for a rounded force, so that if we have not enough 
now, we will commence to put the machinery in motion which 
will in the shortest possible time develop the thing so that 
the planes and the pilots and the ground personnel will all 
come into flower at one time, and then we will have for the 
first time an adequate air defense in this emergency. 

Mr. President, I agree that perhaps the greatest thing to 
supply in all our defenSive deficiency is the personnel. We 
need not alone the planes, blit the personnel, because all the 
planes in the world are no good without, first, men to fly them, 
and then men to keep them in a condition so they can be 
flown after they are manufactured. 

Mr. ~ROWN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. ;rHO MAS o~ Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. BROWN. I think this discussion is very valuable. It 

seems to me there should be added to the potential pilots 
the large number of men who are engaged in commercial 
aviation. Has any estimate been made, either today or in 
the discussion of a day or so ago, as to the number of pilots 
that are· now engaged in commercial aviation? Does the 
Senator from Oklahoma know that? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. We asked that question, and 
the best estimate we could get was 6,000. 

Mr. BROWN. Six thousand. Those men, I suppose, with 
a comparatively small amount of training could be made 
available for military purposes, and while, of course, we 
must continue our commercial aviation, if war comes, still 
the service that it performs could be pretty well handled by 
the railroads and otherwise, I think, in case of emergency. 
So we do have a considerable number of pilots there that 
might well be used for military purposes. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. President, I have the following figures 
which show that the Navy has more pilots than the Army at 
the present time. The figures I have procured from the War 
Department this morning show that there are 2,400 pilots in 
the Army and the Navy has 2,600 who are actually commis
sioned at the present time, with 693 in training. And theY 
propose, under their present program, without any enlarge
ment, to send 150 students per month for training, or a total 
of 1,800 a year. I think it is safe to assume the number of 
students will be increased. . 

In addition to that, the Marine Corps, which has a very 
efficient aviation unit, has 325 pilots on hand now who are in 
active service. The number training now is around 66. 



6144 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE MAY 15 
The War Department Air Reserve Corps has 3,222 reserve 

pilots. One thousand and one of those are on active duty at 
the present time. 

As I stated at the outset of my interruption of the distin
guished Senator from Oklahoma, I am not at all satisfied with 
our national defense from the standpoint of aviation, but 
when Senators speak of Kelly Field and Randolph Field for 
training aviators, they should not overlook the fact that at 
Pensacola, Fla., and other naval training bases, we have pilots 
who are receiving just as intensive training. As a matter of 
fact, a naval pilot in some respects has to be more efficient 
than an Army pilot, because he has to bring his plane onto 
the deck of the airplane carrier. Anyone who has seen one of 
these boys bring in his plane and put it down on the deck of 
an airplane carrier will know that a man must be possessed of 
considerable skill in flying to get his plane down on the deck 
of the carrier at sea without cracking up. 

While I think we should expand not only Army aviation but 
naval aviation, and also the Marine Corps and Coast Guard 
aviation-! regret that I do not have the Coast Guard fig
·ures-1 do not like to have the idea go out over the country 
that we have only 2,400 pilots in the armed service of the 
United States, because that statement is not accurate. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield to the Senator from 

Indiana. 
Mr. MINTON. I have just jotted down the figures given 

by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. RusSELLl. We have about 
9,547 fliers in the Army, the NavY, and the Marine Corps. I 
assume; of course, that we must have some in the National 
Guard. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Yes. 
Mr. TYDINGS. And some in the Coast Guard. 
Mr. MINTON. We have a few in the Coa.st Guard, as sug

gested by the Senator from Maryland. So in our strictly 
Military Establishments--

Mr. HILL. And a few in the Reserve. 
Mr. ·MINTON. Those are included. So in our strictly 

·Military Establishments we must have in excess of 10,000 
pilots. Someone has suggested that there are 6,000 in com
mercial aviation. So probably we have 16,000 trained pilots 
at the present time. We must have at least a couple of 
planes and pilots in reserve for every plane we have on the 
line; so if we had all these planes and pilots in service we 
could not have more than 5,000 planes on ·the line. By "on 
the line" I mean on the front lines and ready to go into 
action. So if we could commandeer all the men we have, 
and all of them were capable of going into service and could 
pass the physical tests, and we had planes for them, we 
should have about 5,000 on the line and about 10.000 in 
reserve. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. ~ I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. The statement has been made that we 

have 9,000 or 10,000 pilots, including those who are Reserve 
officers. As I understand, it takes about a year to go through 
the Kelly Field or Randolph Field school. Then the gradu
ate is in active service for a year, and then he goes in the 
·Reserve. It is very likely that many of the Reserve officers, 
after serving their year in active service, have gone into 
civilian life and have not flown a plane for years. We could 
not take one of those men and put him in charge of a modern, 
highly. developed war plane without giving him some addi
tional training. In other words, he has to brush up and be
come familiar with the more advanced planes and the meth
ods by which they are operated. Does the Senator know. 
or can any Senator tell, how many of the Reserve officers 
·who have been graduated from Randolph and Kelly Fields, 
say in the past 10 years, have been actively engaged in flying 
planes, and how many have not? 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I do not hap
pen to have that information. 

Mr. RUSSELL. I might say that 1,001 of the Reserve offi
cers are on active duty today, and that a number of others 
come back in for periods of training. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, it is obvious 
that military equipment is in a process of evolution. Our 
committee was not entirely satisfied with the attitude of the 
representatives of the War Department when they came be
fore us recently. When these gentlemen come before con
gressional committees they are limited to giving their opinion 
with respect to the amount of money which has been ap
proved by the Bureau of the Budget. We took the limit off 
in our committee and tried to have the officials tell us 
what they thought the Nation needed in the way of expanded 
military defense. We made a special request of the Chief 
of Staff. We made the same request of the Chief of the 
Air Corps. These two high-ranking officials promised to 
submit to us confidential statements embracing what they 
thought should be provided in order to make this country 
reasonably safe in any emergency. I am advised that they 
began work on their confidential statements, and while they 
were working on such statements tne latest advance took 
place in Europe. The fierceness of that advance was such 
that the statements which they had prepared were out of 
date by the time they were prepared. so they immediately 
began to revise their statements. When the statements were 
revised they were submitted to the Commander in Chief of 
our forces, and they have now been under consideration by 
high-ranking authorities during the past few days. 

I am advised that the Senate may soon expect a message 
from the President embGdying additional recommendations. 
As to what they are, of course, I have no knowledge. How
ever, either this afternoon or tomorrow I think the Senate 
may expect a message grom the President advising us as to 
what should be done in order to bring 'about adequate 
preparedness. 

We are delaying th~ War Department appropriation bill 
until we may be further advised, and when the special 
message comes to the Congress our committee will give con
sideration to any requests and recommendations submitted 
and thereafter the bill will be promptly reported to the 
Senate. 

During the delivery of the speech of Mr. THoMAS of Okla-
homa, 

Mr. LUNDEEN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. LUNDEEN. I am in thorough accord with the able 

Senator's statement concerning Alaska and the bases there. 
I happen to be a member of the Territories Committee and 
the Military Affairs Committee, and I am somewhat familiar 
with that situation. We have visited Sitka and other points. 
Certainly our aviation bases there should be multiplied and 
improved. 

With the Senator's permission, I should like to place in 
the RECORD at this point certain tables covering the amount 
of money which this great Nation has expended for the Army 
and Navy and . air forces. I think these tables should be in 
the RECORD. for the information of the public and the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER~ Is there objection? 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I have no objection, but I 

request that the data appear at the end of my remarks. 
<The tables presented by Mr. LmmEEN are as follows:) 

The Library of Congress Legislative Reference Service-Appropria
tions for the Army •. Navy •. and Aviation, 1890-1941 "' 

Army Navy Combined services 
YeMI-------.--------~----~-------1·-------.-------

Aviation 1 Total 2 A v!ation a Total • Aviation Grand total 

189() __ ------------ $24,316,616 --------- $21.675, 375 ------------ $45, 991, 991 
23, 136,036 ------------ 47, 342, 508 
31, 541,646 ------------ 56, 155, 175 
23, 543, 267 ------------ 47, 851, 767 

189L_ ------- 24,206,472---------
1892.- ------------ 24, 613, 529 -----------
1893.- ----------- 24, 308, 500 -----------
1894_- ------------ 24,225, 640 ----------- 22,104.061 ------------ 46,329,701 

*Includes bills before committees. Does not include H. R 8026, which authorizes 
the increase by 218,000 tons of the composition of the Navy under-age vessels. the in· 
crease of naval airplanes to 6,000 and lighter-than-air craft to 36 and the acquisition or 
construction of 125,000 tons of auxiliary vessels. H. R 8026 passed the House on 
Mar. 12, 1940. No amounts were specified to meet these authorized increases. 

1 Army Air Service (Corps) organized in 1918. 
2 Includes appropriations for support of the Army, 1800.1922, and military activities 

of the War Department, 1923-39. · 
a Bureau of Aeronautics of the ~avy Department organized 1922. • 
4 Includes appropriations for the naval service, 1800.1n2, and for the Navy Depart

ment and the naval service, 1923-39. 
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The Library of Congress Legislative Reference Servioo--Appropria

ticms tor the Army, Navy, and Aviation, 1890-1941--Continued 

Army Navy Combined services 
Yearl--------.---------1--------.--------+-------,.--------

Aviation 

1895_- -----------
1896_- ----------
1897-- ---------
1898_- -- ----------
1899_- -- --------- -
1900-- ----------
.1901_ - ------------
1002_- ----------- -
1903_- ------------
1904 _- -- ----------
1905_- ------------
1906_- ------------
.1907-- -------------
1908_- ------------
1909_- ------------
1910 _- ------------
1911__ -- ----------
1912_- $125, 000 
1913-- 100, 000 
1914__ 12.5,000 
1915__ 275,494 
1916__ 300,000 
1917-- 60, 331, 666 

Total Aviation Total Aviation Grand total 

$23,592,885 ---------- $25,366, 8Z7 -------
23, 252, 608 -------- 29, 416, 077 ---------
23, Z78, 403 ____ .:..______ 30, 562, 661 ---------
23, 129,344 --------- 33,003, 234 --------
23, 193, 392 ---------- 56, 098, 784 ----------

.80, 430, 204 ----------- 48, 099, 970 ----------
114,220,096 --------- 61, 140,917 ----------
115, 734, 049 ----------- 78, 101, 791 --------
91, 730, 136 ---------- 78,856, 363 -----=-------
77, 888, 753 _____ !___ 81, 876, 791 -----------
77, 070, 301 --------- 97, 505, 141 ------------
70, 396, 632 ----------- 100, 336, 680 _____ .:. _____ _ 

102, 071, 670 ----------- 71, 817, 165 ------------
98,958, 508 ----------- 78,634, 583 ----------
9.5,382,248 -------~--- 122,662,485 ------------

101, 195,883 ----------- 136,935, 199 ------------
95,440,568 ----------- 131,410,568 -------- ----
93, 374, 756 $25, 000 126, 405, 509 $150, 000 
90,958, 713 30, 000 123, 1.51, 539 130, 000 
94,266, 146 10,000 140, 718,435 135,000 

101,019, 21;{ 10,000 - 144,868, 717 28.'5, 494 
101,959, 196 1, 000,000 149, 661,865 1, 300,000 
267,596,530 14,585,000 313,298,072 74,916,666 

$48, 959, 712 
52,668,685 
53,841,064 
56,132,578 
79,292, 176 

128,530,174 
175, 361, 013 
193,835,840 
170, 586, 499 
1.59, 765, 544 
174, 575, 442 
170,733,312 
173, 888, 835 
177,593,091 
218, 044, 733 
238, 131, 082 
226, 851, 136 
219, 780, 265 
214, 110, 252 
234, 984, 581 
245, 887, 930 
251, 621, 061 
580, 894, 600 

The Library of Congress Legislative Reference Service-Appropria- · 
tions fat the Army, Navy, a.nd AViation 1891J.-1941--Continued 

Army N:avy Combined service 
Year 

Aviation Total Aviation Total Aviation Grand total 

1918 __ $10, 800, 000 $273, 046, 323 5$ 51,133,000 $517, 273, 802 $61, 933, 000 $790,320, 125 
1919 __ 952,304, 758 10,225,478,313 220, 383, 119 1, 573, 468, 416 1,172,687,877 11,798,946,720 
1920 __ 25,000,000 772, 324, 878 25,000,000 616, 096, 839 50,000,000 1, 388,421,717 
1921__ 33,000,000 392, 558, 365 20,000,000 433, Z79, 574 53,000,000 825, 837, 939 
1922 __ 19,200,000 328, 013, 530 13, 413, 431 410, 673, 289 32,613,431 738, 686, 819 
1923_- 12,895,000 ZlO, 563, 264 14,803,560 289, 336, 577 Zl, 698,560 559, 899, 841 
1924 __ 12,626, 200 257, 274, 768 14,793,560 294, 456, 528 27,419,760 551, 731, 296 
1925_- 12,798,576 256, 515, Z79 15,328,500 275, 105, 067 28,127,076 531, 620, 34G 
1926 __ 14, 911, 191 260, 757, 250 14,981,000 287, 402, 328 29,892, 191 548, 159, 578 
19Z7_ - 15,256,694 269, 339, 246 19,256,288 319, 650, 075 34, .512, 982 588, 989, 321 
1928_- 20,602,594 282, 118, 885 20,300,000 316, 215, 107 40,902,594 598, 333, !J92 
1929_- 24,630,268 311, 167, 469 31,956,000 362, 145, 812 56,586,268 673, 313, 281 
1930_- 34,690,785 332, 404, 342 31,430, 000 360, 236, 697 66, 120,785 692,641, Q.19 
1931__ 35,823,473 339, 106, 459 32,033,211 380, 573, 111 67,856,684 719, 679, 570 
1932 __ 31,479,635 334, 705, 965 31, 145,000 358, 253, 952 62,624,635 692,959, !l17 
1933_- 25,439,131 289,500,024 25,245,420 317, 583, 591 50,684,551 607, 083, 615 

· 1934_- 23, 324,185 Z77, 050,381 21,957, 459 308, 669, 562 45,281,644 585, 719, 943 
1935 __ . Zl, 396,453 255, 526, 147 18,643,320 284, 658, 799 46,039,773 540, 184. 91G 
1936 __ 45,383,400 341,348,204 40,732,310 458, 684, 379 86, 115,710 . 800, 032, 583 
1937-- 59,397,714 383, 104, 859 · 38, 588, ZlO 526, 546, 532 97,985,984 909, G5l, 391 
1938 __ 58,618,406 415,263, 154 49,500,000 516, 258, 808 108, 118, 406 931, 521, 9G2 

·- --6 Includes $1,000,000 avatlable to the Secretary of War and the S ecretary of tho 
Navy for purchase of aircraft patents. 

[Supplement to manuscript of Nov. 21, 1939] 

Army Navy Combined services 

Aviations Total Aviation 7 Total · Aviation Total 

Total, -1890-1008 ____________________________________________ -__ -------- $1,556,835,623 $18,974,978,096 $766,283, ~8 $11, 588,498,603 $2,323, 119.071 $30,563,476, 699 
1939, revised 8--------- ____________________________ .; ________ : ____________ .____ 70, 856, 972 521, 839, 821 48, 075, 000 597, 542,'738 us; 931, 972 1, 119, 382, 562 

1940, appropriation bills g _____________ --;-- ----- - - --------- ---- ---- - --------- - 184,464,936 660, 1G7, 878 82,798,000 720,789,461 267,262,936 1, 380, 957,339 
· Emergency Supplemental Appropnatton Act of 1940 (approved Feb. 12, 

ui:!~: -Deficie~cyl wo-c&r;r;ro-vecn'e-b.-i2:i94o)-D'~~========================= -----~~~~~~~~~- --- -~~~~~~~~~~~- ----~~~~=~~~- 1~: M~: ~~ ----~~~~~~~~~- 216, .5,.~ . 927 
· 28, ooo, oo:> 

Total, 1940 __ --------------------------------------------------- ------ --------------- __ -- - ------- -- _______ - ------··-- . __ __ _______ __ __ _____________ __ 1, 655. 546, 266 

784, 999, 094 
963,797,478 

5, 725,000 

Total, 194L----------------------------------------------------------- --------------- ---------------- -- --- --- ------- ---------------- --------------- 1, 754,521,572 

Grand total.-------------------------------------------------------- 1, 979, 707,051 21,051,401,581 1, 020,020,348,14,041, 525, 518 2, 999, 727,399 35,092,927,099 

e Army Air Corps, War Depar:tment. 
7 Bureau of Aeronautics, Navy Department. 
81939 figures appearing in compilation have been revised according to the U.S. Budget, 1941 • 

. g 'l'his money is not all available in 1940, but is included in 1940 appropriation figures. 
10 R . R. 9209, 76th Cong., as it passed the House. 
11 H. R. 8438, 76th Cong., as it was amended, passed the House and sent to Conference. 
12 Authorizes $5,725,000 for modernizing U. S. S. New York, Texas, and Arkansas. Referred to House Committee on Naval Affairs. 
•Includes bills before committees. Docs not include H. R. 8026, which authorizes .the increase by 218,000 tons of the composition of the Navy under-age vessels, the in

crease of naval airplanes to 6,000 and lighter-th~n-air-craft to 36 and the acquisition or construction of 125,000 tons of auxiliary vessels. H. R. 8026 passed the House on Mar. 
12, 1940. No amounts were specified to meet these authorized increases. 

Sources: 1890-1938, from ms. of Nov. 21, 1939, of the same title. 1939, 1940--U.S. Budget, 1941, Statement No. 2. Emergency Supplemental Appropriation Act of 1940; 
urgent deficiency, 1940; Military Establishment; Navy Department and Naval Service totals, by telephone from the budget departments of the War and Navy Departments. 
Aviation figures were taken from copies of the acts and bills. 

Army: 1890-1922, 1931-38-Digest of Appropriations, 1938; table C, pp. 852-81i9. 1928-30-U. S. Budget, 1924--31. 1939-U. S. Budget, 1940. 
Navy: 1890-1938-Digest of Appropriations, 1938; table C, pp. 852-859. 1939-United States Budget, 1940. 
1940 and 1941 figures taken from Roosevelt's Budget Details as printed in the Times-Herald, Jan. 4, 1940. 
Aviation: Army: 1912, 36 Stat. 1038; 1913, 37 Stat. 571; 1914, 37 Stat. 705; 1915, 38 Stat. 353, 359; 1916, 38 Stat. 1064; 1917, 39 Stat. 622, 910, 40 Stat. 187; 1918, 40 Stat. 42; 

1919, 40 Stat. 816, 848-849, 1027; 192(}-39, U . S. Budget, 1922-40 . 
. Navy: 1912, 36 Stat. 1268; 1913, 37 Stat. 343, 348; 1914, 37 Stat. 894; 1915, 38 Stat. 396; 1916, 38 Stat. 930; 1917, 39 Stat. 559, 4.0 Stat. 203; 1918, 39 Stat. 1169-1170, 40 Stat. 369; 

1919, 40 Stat. 706; 192(}-39, U.S. Budget, 1922--40. _ . . 
(Thomas R. Baldwin. Nov. 21, 1939.) 

REPORT OF FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION ON ALLEGED 
RADIO MONOPOLY 

After the conclusion of the speech of Mr. THoMAs of Okla
. homa, 

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, I have listened with great 
interest to the exposition of national defense given by the 
distinguished Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. THoMAs]. That 

· subject, of course, is on every mind these days, and the 
presentation was most timely. While that subject should 
hold our attention now and in the days just ahead, at the 
same time it should. not estop us from giving serious con
sideration to matters of domestic importance which impair 
the efficiency of government and adversely affect the in
terests of the people whom we are serving in this body.· 

One such instance of impairment of ·efficiency and dis
service to the American public has come to my attention, and 
I now bring it before the Senate. 

In June 1938 the House of Representatives voted _on a 
resolution which provided for a committee of the House to 

inquire into and investigate allegations and charges that a 
monopoly or monopolies existed in radio broadcasting. The 
resolution further provided that the committee should make 

· a thorough investigation of these charges and the effect 
which such monopoly or monopolies may have on-the char
acter of radio programs, the rates charged advertisers, and 
the general effect which such monopolies have on the public. 

Up to the period shortly preceding the day of this vote it 
was the general belief: on the part of the Members of the 

· House that the resolution would go through without ma
terial opposition. · Then pressure was applied on Members of 
the House to vote against the resolution. Chairman O'CoN
NOR of the Rules Committee spoke of this monopoly situation 
as follows: 

I have never in my life seen such lobbying against the resolution, 
from high places and from low places, from part ·of the leadership 
of the House, and from the page boys of the House, and even the 
colored boys in the other places. I have been here so long that I 
can smell what is going to happen in this House. • • • You 
can walk out in that lobby tonight and you will find difficulty 1n 
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getting through the lobby because of the crowd of radio lobbyists 
from New York and all over the country and from every department 
of the Government. 

This is the situation we faQe. The Committee on Rules in
structed me, after holding hearings for 2 years, to bring in this 
resolution to investigate the radio monopoly. I know all the pres
sure that has been put on my friends; I know all the pressure that 
has been put on the Members of this House. 

The resolution calling for this investigation by the House 
was defeated, and one of the main arguments presented by 
the opponents of the resolution was that the Federal Com
munications Commission itself was investigating alleged mo
nopolistic conditions in the radio industry, and therefore 
there was no need for the Congress to take duplicate action. 

Bearing on this situation, I wrote a letter, under date of 
May 3, 1940, to each of the seven members of the Federal 
Communications Commission, which reads as follows: 

In November 1938 Chairman McNinch stated to the House Appro
priations Committee that the radio-monopoly report of the Com
mission would be submitted to the Congress within 60 days. 

It has not come to light up to the present time, 18 months 
thereafter. How much good was that promise? 

In June 1939, Commissioner Brown, of the Federal Communica
tions Commission, appeared for the Commission, before the same 
congressional committee, and said that the report would be ready 
for Congress within 60 days. 

Eleven months have gone by. How much good was that 
promise? 

In November 1939, Commissioner Fly, of the Federal Communica
tions Commission, appeared and stated before the congressional 
committee that the Commission would make its report and recom
mendations within 60 days. 

Six months have gone by. How much good was that 
promise? 

It is now 18 months since Congress was officially told by the 
Commission that its radio monopoly report and recommendations 
would be "ready in about 60 day.s." 

I submit to you that, in the light of these facts, these assur
ances would seem to be nothing but a mockery. As a Member of 
the Senate, interested in this matter, I ask you now as to the 
reasons for this delay and what you, as a member of the Com
mission, can do to have the report submitted to the Congress at 
once. An early reply will be appreciated. 

This letter was simple, direct, and to the point. I fully 
expected io get prompt and adequate responses from the 
members of the Commission. Three replies have been 
received, and they read as follows: 

MAY 7, 1940. 
MY DEAR SENATOR ToBEY: Your letter of May 3 has been received. 

· I am not familiar with the progress of the radio monopoly re
port of the Commission. Under Chairman McNinch's regime a 
committee consisting of Commissioners Sykes, Brown, and Walker, 
with McNinch as chairman, was appointed by the Commission to 
investigate network chains, etc. They have held extensive hear
ings. Commissioner Sykes has resigned and Commissioner 
Thompson took his place on the committee. Chairman McNinch 
has resigned and no one ha.s taken his place on the committee. 

Meantime I have been chairman of the Committee on Super
power and the WLW matter in that connection, which reported 
long ago to the Commission. I was also a member of the Commit
tee on Television, which reported on that matter last fall to the 
Commission. As I am not a member of the so-called monopoly 
committee, I do not know how far they have progressed toward 
their report. 

Further, may I say that I have been ill since the 20th of Feb
ruary, confined to my bed with pneumonia, pleurisy, and phle
bitis. The first two are well over; the la.st still keeps me on the 
bedroom floor of my house. Therefore, I am not as familiar as 
I otherwise would be with what has been done at the Commission. 

With warm personal regards, 
Sincerely yours, 

NORMAN S. CASE, 
Commissioner. 

Under date of May 7, 1940, I received the following letter: 
DEAR SENATOR ToBEY: Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of 

May 3, 1940, relative to the so-called monopoly report of the 
Commission. 

As you know, the hearing, as well as the report on ~he evidence, 
was entrusted to a committee of the Commission. This committee 
is now composed of Commissioner Thad Brown, chairman, Com
missioner F. I. Thompson, and Commissioner· Paul A. Walker. Al
-though the hearing to ascertain the facts has been completed for 
some time, the committee has not yet submitted its ·report to the 
Col:lUilisSion. ~cently, upon inquiry of the other Commissioners 

Who were · not members of the committee, the report was promised 
in a short time. 
- In view of your letter, at the next regular meeting of the Com
mission I shall press for the report and recommendations of the 
committee. Any action taken thereon by the Commission, with 
appropriate recommendations, will be forwarded to Congress 1f 
the same are found to be necessary. 

Very truly yours, 
T. A. M. CRAVEN, 

Commissioner. 

A letter dated May 5 reads as follows: 
MY DEAR SENATOR ToBEY: Only yesterday I returned from sev

eral weeks of revocation hearings that I was holding in Texas, 
so I had no time to look into the monopoly report as to its stand-
ing as of today. · 

Over a month ago I brought the-matter up at meeting of the full 
Commission. I stated that, while I was not a member of the sub
committee on the radio-monopoly hearing, I felt that the report 
had been so long delayed that all-the members of the Commission 
would very properly be charged with neglect if the subcommittee 
were to continue to withhold the report. Two of the members of 
that subcommittee, Commissioners Thompson and Walker, as
sured me that they had been trying to have the report forwarded 
to the full Commission. The third member of the subcommittee 
is Commissioner Brown, who is also chairman of the subcom
mittee. 

Personally, I am glad that you have taken the action that you 
have, and at the next meeting of the Commission I shall formally 
move that the report be submitted to the Commission and sub
mitted 'to Congress as you request. 

Very sincerely yours, 
GEORGE HENRY PAYNE. 

I . might interpolate that this morning Commissioner 
Payne's secretary came to my office and advised me that he 
had been advised by counsel for the Commission that the 
report would go from the subcommittee to the whole com
mittee in a few days. I put an asterisk after that statement 
however-a mental asterisk-and if you will look at th~ 
bottom of the page, you will find the words "important, if 
true." · 

Men who have closely followed the activities of the Fed
eral Communications Commission have advised that orders 
have been given against public releasing of the report and 
that this is in marked contrast to the way other similar mat
ters have been treated. Th'e subcommittee which conducted 
the superpower and television studies were permitted to 
make known their findings at the time they were turned in to 
the full membership. 

It has b_een said that the President of the United States 
has given assurance that he will not allow the report to be 
made public without his approval. It is pointed out that 
much of the data compiled in the report will be out of date 
by the time it is released. Eighteen months after the hear
ings began, of course they will be out of date. 

I am advised by several sources that it is the intention of 
the subcommittee to render its report without any recom
mendations whatever. 

What courage, what great judgment for a committee of 
a great bureau of this Government to put out a report with
out recommendation. Are there no guts in these commit
tees? I demand action and recommendation. That is what 
we pay them for. 

Here we have a situation where the Congress, 2 years ago, 
was urged not to conduct an investigation on the ground it 
would be a duplication of the activities of the Federal Com
munications Commission. Eighteen months· ago, and twice 
since that time, members of the Commission have assured 
Congress that the report· would be ready within 60 days. 
The whole thing has been a mockery. A simple and reason
able question was put to each member of the Commission 
2 weeks ·ago as to what each member would do to get the 
report presented to the Congress at once. A majority of the 
members of the Commission did not choose to_ answer or 
acknowledge this letter. This unusual delay, in light of the 
assurances of the Commissioners, indicates very strongly that 
the report is being deliberately held up. 

I have presented the facts of this situation in order that 
the record may be clear and the Congress may know to 
what extent the members of the Commission are proving 
themselves free from influence in dealing with this v.ital 
matter of great importance to the people. 
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Mr. President, I ask to have printed in the RECORD, at this 

point, an article appearing in the May 8 issue of Variety 
with regard to this matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HATCH in the chair). 
Without objection is is so ordered. 

The article referred to is as follows: 
OFT-PROMISED, NEVER SEEN, MONOPOLY REPORT A WASHINGTON RADIO 

MYSTERY-FLY DENIES RUMORS OF WHITE. HOUSE ORDERS To DELAY 
REPORT--TOBEY ENTERS THE SITUATION-RADIO LAWYERS CRITICAL 
WASHINGTON, May 7.--suspicion that the Federal Communica-

tions Commission's long-promised chain-monopoly report has been 
held up by political pressure and may not be revealed until after 
the November elections is being voiced in trade circles coincident 
with a demand from Congress for prompt submission of the find
ings after 6 months of hearings and over 1 year of study of testi
mony. 

The document, ofHcially said to be in the hands of the law depart
ment after initial mulling by the committee headed by Commis
sioner Thad H. Brown, is liable to become an important symbol, just 
as its contents have become a major mystery. 

Unconvincing explanations for the long time required to get the 
committee's conclusions in shape for presentation to the full Com
mission tend to bear out persistent reports that the high command 
speaking tube has directed the regulators to keep the thing on ice. 
Repeated inquiries at the F. c. c. fail to bring any clear-cut reasons 
for taking so much time to jell the facts obtained through quizzing 
of several score witnesses. Similarly, there is no estimate when it 
will be forthcoming or any explanation for sending it back to the 
legal staff for further consideration. 

Stern reprimand was handed the entire Commission last week, 
even the three members who had nothing to do with conducting 
the probe. Senator CHARES ToBEY, of New Hampshire, who unsuc
cessfully bedeviled the new dealers about this year's queries con
cerning income, took the lead in trying to pry the document loose. 
Reminder was sent that in November 1938 former Chairman Frank 
R. McNinch pro:mi.sed the results of the inquiry in 2 months; in 
June 1939 Commissioner Brown made a similar estimate of the time 
needed to finsh the work, and in November 1939 Chairman James L. 
Fly echoed the prior forecasts. 

"It is now 18 months since Congress was officially told by the 
Commission that its radio monopoly report al)d recommendations 
would be 'ready in about 60 days,'" ToBEY wrote. "I submit to you 
that in the light of these facts these assurances would seem to be 
nothing but a mockery. As a Member of the Senate interested in 
this matter, I ask you now as to the reasons for this delay and what 
you as a member of the Commission can do to have the report. 
submitted to the Congress at once." 

FLY'S DENIAL 
Formal denial of the oft-heard story about White House suppres

sion came from Chairman Fly Saturday (4) immediately upon his 
return from a 3-week Texas trip. The Commission's boss said flatly 
the document has not been deliberately held up, laughing off an in
quiry whether it might be ready in another 60 days, and explaining 
that the law department will turn over its draft shortly. May be 
submitted this week, he hazarded. 

For several weeks, trade circles have been conjecturing about the 
nonappearance of the report, which reputedly has been sent to the 
White House for scrutiny. Three months ago numerous industry 
observers saw what were described as the chief conclusions--recom
mendations in favor of strict Commission regulations of all relations 
between webs and affiliates, licensing of chains, limitation on mul
tiple ownership, etc.-and there have been continuous "tips" the 
document would be out shortly. Indications are seen in the conduct 
of some industry members that word was passed to favorites to put 
their houses in order. 

ON JITTERY SEAT 
Resentment against the Commission's stalling has spread rather 

far in industry circles. Even attorneys who expect their clients 
may be kicked around by the probers are commenting about the 
"unfairness" of forcing the industry to spend huge amounts-
guesses as to the cost of getting information together and attend
ing the hearings run upward of $500,00Q--and then not publish 
the findings. Much of the data will be out of date, it is realized, 
while the licensees still are under a shadow. If any of the infor
mation collected during the prolonged hearing will result in "vin
dication" in the face of accusations from critical legislators, educa
tors, labor unions, and miscellaneous individuals, the Commission 
ought to make it known as soon as possible, it is contended. 

A row has been going on within the Commission for some months 
over the course to be followed. Two of the three committee mem
bers--Commissioners Paul A. Walker and Fred I. Thompson-are 
described as having clamored for action by the entire Commission. 
There is talk now, however, that the document may be entirely 
devoid of recommendations when the committee turns it over to 
the entire body and the three members who did not sit in on the 
questions--Commissioners Norman S. Case, T. A. M. Craven, and 
George Henry Payne-forced to dig out for themselves the chief 
points. 

Handling of this report is in marked contrast to the way other 
similar matters were treated. The committee which ran the in
vestigation--originally launched only to head off a threatened con
gressional probe of the regulators as well as the industry-is said 
to have been given strict instructions against releasing publicly its 
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re-port, although the committees which conducted the superpower 
and television studies were permitted to make known their find
ings at the time they were turned in to the full membership. 
Though it is denied officially, the summary of testimony and 
exhibits is reliably said to have bounced back and forth like a 
tennis ball, from the staff to the committee to the law depart
ment. 

One reason for the stalling is whispered to be a direct appeal by 
prominent National Association of Broadcasters' figures at the 
White House. Heads of the trade body are said to have protested 
to the President that it would not be cricket to turn loose a report 
blasting tJ;le industry at the time of a national political campaign. 

The Ch1ef Executive allegedly gave assurance he would issue 
orders the thing was not to be unveiled without his o. K. 

PRESIDENT ROOSEVELT AND THE THIRD TERM-ARTICLE BY DOROTHY 
THOMPSON 

Mr. GUFFEY. Mr. President, it is always most gratifying 
to have one's opinion substantiated by another, especially 
by a person qualified to render an opinion. It has been my 
unceasing endeavor to impress upon the American people the 
necessity of reelecting President Roosevelt again. 

One of our outstanding American writers of political 
thought, Miss Dorothy Thompson, writing in today's issue 
of the New York Herald Tribune, one of the Nation's fore
most Republican newspapers, fully substantiates the posi
tion I have taken in my book entitled "Roosevelt Again," in 
suggesting that the wisest thing that the American people 
could do-and this, of course, includes the Republican 
Party-is to join unanimously in demanding the. services of 
Roosevelt for 4 years more. 

Miss Thompson takes occasion to mention that we should 
elect Mr. Wendell Willkie as Vice President. Naturally, I do 
not subscribe to that suggestion. 

I most earnestly desire that Miss Thompson's article be 
read by all thoughtful Americans, and ask permission to have 
it inserted in the RECORD with my remarks. 

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

ON THE RECORD 
(By Dorothy Thompson) 

THE 1940 ELECTION 
PARIS, May 14. 

I write this article as a battle rages in Belgium, on the border 
between Belgium and France and all along the French-German 
front, the greatest battle between men and materials and conflict
ing ideas that has yet been fought in human history. It is a 
battle involving millions of men . and the accumulated wealth of 
great nations. Whatever its final results, it will be a turning point 
in the history of the world. 

Meanwhile, in America, we are getting ready to hold two party 
conventions, in which we wlll nominate candidates for the Presi
dency. From now until next November there will be, in the usual 
order of things, debates, party divisions, and a spectacle presented 
to the rest of the world of internal disunity. 

That fact has played a part in the selection by the Nazis of this 
spring and summer as the time to drive for a decision in the war. 
There is not the slightest question about this. The Nazis timed to 
strike when the United States was immobilized-politically im
mobilized. 

The gravity of this hour cannot possibly be overrated. It must 
be said bluntly that it is by no means certain that Britain and 
France will win this war; it is by no means certain that the blows 
delivered, as they are being delivered, by forces greatly superior in 
numbers, airplanes, and ruthlessness, having the advantage of 
strategical positions gained by the occupation without warning of 
five neutral countries--Denmark, Norway, Luxembourg, Holland, and 
Belgium-will not be successful, and successful in quick order. 

Five years ago the democracies were in an overwhelmingly supe
rior position vis-a-vis Germany. They lost that position not in a 
moment but from week to week and from year to year. Nobody 
deprived them of that position. They gave it away because of com
placency, overconfidence, and unwillingness to face the facts. And 
now it has brought on the disaster of the war. 

In a crisis like this one, free men do not save themselves by feel
ing that they are committed, as by some fate, to a traditional 
pattern of behavior. They save themselves by asking lucidly, "What 
is the very wisest thing that we could do?" and then doing it with 
courage and decision. 

It is not wise to employ this summer and fall in a heated political 
campaign between two parties. It is not wise to make any change 
in the Presidency or in the Department of State. The common 
sense of the American man in the street tells him this. The foreign 
policy of the United States will be during the next 4 years decisive 
for •the whole American Continent. 

Although there have been many differences between the President 
and the Republicans on matters of domestic policy-these differ
ences, except for the die-hards, being primarily differences regard
ing method-there are no essential differences in regard to foreign 
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policy. Differences are being deliberately trumped up in order to 
furnish campaign material. 

The President's handling of the foreign affairs of the United 
States has been masterly. It has been the only masterly handling 
of affairs by any democratic statesman of a large power. 

Alone among all the leaders of the three great free nations, the 
President of the United States has from the first faced and grasped 
the whole bitter reality. 

Alone among the heads of democratic States, the President has 
been correctly informed, first by a Secretary of State who has great 
political sagacity and homespun common sense; secondly, by a 
Diplomatic Service superior in intelligence and liveliness to the 
British and the French; third, by a press which has done volumi
nous and energetic reporting; and, fourth, and perhaps most im
portantly, by his own imagination-by the intuition of his extreme 
sensibility. 

The President has been right. He foresaw what has happened, 
when people were branding him a calamity howler. He has been 
thinking ahead of events while the rest of the democratic world has 
been thinking one lap behind them. 

In the democratic world he is a figure of immense proportions. 
The fall of Roosevelt in America would be worse for the cause of 
democracy and freedom than the Nazi occupation of Switzerland. 
I say that with weighed words, after traveling over a great deal of 
Europe. 

It is not only that Mr. Roosevelt has for the democratic world 
a magic that that world sorely needs, but a change in adminis
tration now would inevitably break the continuity of a policy, 
or, if it did not, would create for weeks and months the fear that 
it might--and fear in this moment would have the same effect 
as reality. . 

Furthermore, every recriminatory debate on that policy would 
be picked up and used for purposes no Americans ·desire. There 
are times when it is good for the citizens of nations to disagree. 
There are other times when it is necessary to close the ranks, to 
discipline antagonisms, voluntarily to create that unity which 
tyranny can force. There are eras in which time moves deliber
ately, and eras when the metronome ticks off destiny with the 
rapidity of m_achine-gun fire. We are in such an era. 

The Republican Party has a great history behind it. In the two 
greatest crises of American history, in the critical years between 
the end of the Revolutionary War and the adoption of the Consti
tution, and in the ghastly years of the Civil War, the makers of 
American destiny were Republicans. H!amilton, who, more than 
any other man, secured the adoption of the Constitution, may 
justly be called the first Republican, although the party of that 
name did not yet exist, and its proudest name is Lincoln's. 

The Republican Party is properly called traditionalist, but its 
great moments were when it broke the traditions. 

The Constitution founded the Republic. Lincoln-no tradi
tionalist--saved it. 

The greatest thing, it seems to me, that the Republican Party 
could do now for the Nation it has served so often and so mag
nificently would be to announce, and as quickly as possible, that 
if the President will accept a third term it will offer no candidate 
in opposition to him, but will offer, instead, only a Vice-Presiden
tial candidate. 

And if i.t wants to break the tradition once again, in the interest 
of the Nat ion, it might look elsewhere than in the traditional places 
for a Vice-Presidential candidate, and nominate, for Vice President, 
Wendell Willkie, one of our ablest citizens, a man who thoroughly 
represents the most enlightened and modem wing of Republican 
opin:on, who is 100 percent with Secretary Hull on foreign policy 
and who, were a change at this time desirable at all, is certainly 
Presidential t imber. 

The people would then have a chance to vote for Roosevelt, 
mcdified by Willkie or some other Republican; or Roosevelt, sup
ported by whomever the · Democrats might nominate. 

The election of Roosevelt plus a Republican ticket would pre
sume a reorganization of the Cabinet to include Republicans-in 
other words, a government of national concentration. And I per
sonally believe that ticket would win. 

It would reassure those who fear the President's impetuosity
Which has not been manifest since the outbreak of the war. And 
it would mean that America continues to be politically mobile and 
in action, during every minute. 

It is also completely constitutional. The party system was in
vented long after the Constitution was in operation, and the con
ventions are purely a politicians' instrument, having nothing what
soever to do with the fundamental structure of our democracy. 

It would be large-minded of the Republican Party to do this, but 
the Republicans may well remember that they governed America 
best and longest when they were most large-minded. 

At any rate-and from Paris, where one sees events moving with 
the swiftness of a motorized battalion-it is impossible to think of 
one's self as a Republican or a Democrat, or a Socialist, or a New 
Dealer. One thinks of one's self only as a citizen of the land of the 
free and the home of the brave. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Chaf
fee, one of its reading clerks, announced that the House had 
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Ho-uses on the amendment of the 
House to the bill (S. 1036) to authorize the purchase of cer-

tain lands adjacent to the Turtle Mountain Indian Agency in 
the State of North Dakota. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Senate to the amendment of the House 
to the bill (S. 1384) for the relief of Egan Karl Freiherr von 
Mauchenheim and Margarete von Mauchenheim. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to each of the following bills 
of the House: 

H. R. 2948. An act for the relief of Morris Hoppenheim, 
Lena Hoppenheim, Doris Hoppenheim, and Ruth Hoppen
heim; and 

H. R. 3094. An act for the relief of Luise Ehrenfeld. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The message· also announced that the Speaker had affixed 
his signature to the enrolled bill <S. 3251) to amend sections 
16 and 17· of chapter II of the act of June 19, 1934, entitled 
"An act to regulate the business of life insurance in the Dis
trict of Columbia," and it was signed by the President pro 
tempore. 
LANDS ADJACENT TO TURTLE MOUNTAIN INDIAN AGENCY, N.DAK.

CONFERENCE REPORT 

, Mr. FRAZIER submitted the follo-wing report: 

The coinmitte·e of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment <if the House to the bill (S. 1036) 
to authorize the purchase of certain lands adjacent to the Turtle 
Mountain Indian Agency in the State of North Dakota, 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 disagreement to the amend-
ment of the House and agree to the same. 

ELMER THOMAS, 
LYNN J. FRAZIER, 
B~ K. WHEELER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
KNUTE HILL, 
USHER L. BURDICK, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was agreed to. 
ARMY PROMOTION SYSTEM 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9243) to provide for the promotion of promotion-list officers 
of the Army after specified years of service in grade, and 
for other purposes. 

Mr. GUFFEY. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-

tors answered to their names: 
Adams Davis King 
Andrews Donahey La Follette 
Ashurst Ellender Lee 
Austin Frazier Lodge 
Bailey George Lucas 
Barbour Gerry Lundeen 
Barkley Gibson McCarran 
Bilbo Gillette McKellar 
Bone Glass McNary 
Bridges Guffey Mead 
Brown Gurney Miller 
Bulow Hale Minton 
Burke Harrison Murray 
Byrd Hatch Norris 
Byrnes Hayden Nye 
Capper Herring Overton 
Car a way Hill Pepper 
·chandler Holman Pittman 
Chavez Hughes Radcliffe 
Clark, Mo. Johnson, Calif. Reed 
Connally Johnson, Colo. Reynolds 

Russell 
Schwartz 
Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Slattery 
Smathers 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Tobey 
Truman 
Tydings 
Van Nuys 
Wagner 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White 
Wiley 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty-three Senators hav
ing answered to their names, a quorum is present. 
ESCHEATING OF UNCLAIMED PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT OF 

COLUMBIA 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, on May 8, 1940, I introduced in 
the Senate a bill <S. 3939) which was referred to the Com
mittee on Banking and Currency. This bill simply provides 
that the·receivers of ali insolvent ba.nk.s, trust companies, and 
other banking institutions in the District of Columbia shall, 
within 60 days after the enactment of the bill, publish once a 
week for 4 consecutive weeks in a daily newspaper of general 
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circulation published in the District of Columbia a list of the 
owners of all unclaimed deposits, or distribution dividends due 
thereon, together with the last known address of each owner, 
and the amount due each, and also a list of the names and last 
known addresses of the owners of unclaimed contents of safe
deposit boxes, together with an inventory of the contents of 
such boxes; and that such portion of said unclaimed deposits, 
distribution dividends, or safe-deposit-box contents as shall 
not be claimed prior to the termination of the receivership of 
said insolvent banks, trust companies, or other banking insti
tutions, shall be deposited in the Treasury of the United 
States in the name and to the credit of the owners thereof. 

Many insolvent banks in the District of Columbia are now 
in the hands of receivers. I am advised that there are many 
thousands of dollars on deposit in said insolvent banks which 
are unclaimed, and that there are many safe-deposit boxes in 
said insolvent banks the renters of which have not been lo
cated, and who have not been heard of in years. It is reported 
that some persons have suggested that the unclaimed de
posits and unclaimed safe-deposit-box contents in these in
solvent banks be paid out to the known depositors as a part 
of their dividends, or in payment of interest to the known 
·depositors. 

I do not believe the Comptroller of the Curren,cy would ever 
approve such a procedure. Any action of that kind would, in 
my judgment, be unfair and unjust, and would in fact amount 
to the confiscation of such unclaimed accounts. 

It appears that such unclaimed accounts are not properly 
protected by existing law; and, consequently, something 
should be done about the matter. 

It is my understanding that several of the States have laws 
relating to unclaimed deposits which require periodical pub
lication of unclaimed accounts in State banks within their 
jurisdiction. It is a matter of common knowledge that many 
men die with accounts in banks and with safe-deposit boxes 
unknown to their widows, heirs at law, next of kin, adminis
trators, and executors, and it appears that no way exists in 
the District of Columbia for them to find out where the dece
dent's money was deposited, or where his safe-deposit box was 
located. 

This bill, if enacted, would enable the heirs of many de
ceased persons to locate their inheritance. A man has a right 
to hide his money during his lifetime, but upon his death the 
holder of the treasure should be required to disclose its loca
tion. 

The bill further provides that such portion of said un
claimed accounts as are not claimed prior to the termination 
of the receivership of the insolvent banks shall, upon the 
termination of the receivership, be deposited in the Treasury 
of the United States in the name and to the credit of the 
owner. In other words, accounts in insolvent banks which 
are not claimed prior to the termination of receivership will, 
upon the termination of the receivership, be deposited in tfie 
Treasury of the United States in the same manner in which 
unclaimed funds in the registries of Federal courts are de
posited in the Treasury. In that way the United States wili 
have the use of the money until such time as a proper claim
ant presents proof establishing his right to a given account. 
If no claimant appears establishing his right to a given ac
count, then the money in such account will remain indefinitely 
in the Treasury of the United States, where, in such case, it 
ought to be. 

ARMY PROMOTION SYSTEM 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
9243) to provide for the promotion of promotion-list officers 
of the Army after specified years of service in grade, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. President, the problem of 
national defense is the most vital problem before the Ameri
can people today. Any bill or other measure before Congress 
dealing with national defense, or any discussion of national 
defense, should and does command the attention of all the 
people of our country. 

Poor legislation will come before the Congress in the name 
of national defense. Many crimes will be committed in its 

good name. The pending bill, the promotion-list bill, is one 
of the bills which I consider not in the interest of national 
defense. I do not consider the pending bill in the interest 
of the welfare of the people of the United States, and I do not 
consider that it is at all in harmony with the retirement 
policies which have been established by the Congress. 

As Senators will recall, the pending bill seeks to lower the 
retirement age of promotion-list officers from the existing 
64-year limit to a 60-year limit. I do not believe such a 
change is necessary or desirable. I do not believe the Con
gress thinks it is necessary. If Senators subscribe to the 
theory that men should be retired at the age of 60 years, if 
they think men are worthless when they reach the age of 
60 years, then naturally they would be in favor of the pend
ing bill; but if they believe, as I do, that a man is valuable 
when he is in good physical condition and mentally alert at 
60 years of age, they would be opposed to the pending measure. 

I have great respect for the Members of the Senate who 
are beyond the age of 60 years. I have great respect for 
some of them who are 20 years beyond that age. I have great 
respect for men who are active, and especially men who are 
in good physical condition, who are active in all manner of 
service to our country. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from 
Colorado yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Not to go outside the military 

profession, does the Senator recall how old Field Marshal 
von Hindenburg was at the outbreak of the last World 
War? Unless I am mistaken, he was 67. Field Marshal 
von Mackensen was 66 o~ 67. Marshal Joffre, of France, 
was approximately the same age. In the present war, as 
I understand, Marshal Gamelin is 64 or 65; and Marshal 
Weygand-who may lead the most decisive movement of 
the whole present World War-must ·be very close indeed 
to 70. · 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I thank the Senator for 
that observation. I am informed that in the German 
Army today there are a thousand officers who are more 
than 64 years of age. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield to the Senator from 

indiana. 
Mr. MINTON. It seems to me it does not follow that 

those of us who are for this bill are in favor of dispensing 
with the services of a man because he is 60 years of age. 
That seems to me not to follow as stated by the Senator 
from Colorado. 

I happen to be in favor of the pending bill because there 
are in the Army a number of colonels who are 60 years 
of age who never can reach the grade of brigadier general 
under the present set-up. They have the highest grade 
they can ever attain; and they are remaining in the grade 
of colonel, and preventing o:mcers behind them in the lower 
grades from coming ·up and exercising commands in that 
grade which they may never exercise if the older officers 
remain in the service. 

If the old fellows are out of the way, that does not mean 
that their services are dispensed with if we need them in a.n 
emergency. We can call them back. What it does mean 
is that they are shunted aside in order that junior officers 
may have the-chance to come up into the higher commands 
before they become as old as was Marshal Joffre. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I think that is a very weak 
argument. 

Mr. HilL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I do not yield for the mo

ment. I desire to reply to those who are interrupting me 
one at a time. 

Naturally, of course, only a limited number of places are 
available for the generals. There are not very many gen
erals in the Army, brigadiers, lieutenant generals, major 
generals, or full generals. Their number is very limited. 
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Naturally, not all the officers who enter the Army can expect 
to occupy those ranks, but merely because they reach the 
age of 60 and have not been designated for such promotion 
is no reason at all why they should be retired, especially 
when their services are badly needed. The Senator from 
Indiana used the term "old fellows"; I would rather say 
"these young fellows of 60 years of age," who are colonels, 
rather than to use the term "old fellows." The Senator 
must know that in the Army a man is retired if he is not 
. physically strong and able, regardless of how long he has 
served, regardless of how old he is. The Department does 
not consult the birthday book; it retires him out if there 
is anything wrong with him, if he has high blood pressure 
or any other physical defect, and there is nothing he can do 
about it. 

.::Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not wish to interrupt the 

Senator, but, along the line he is discussing, is it not a fact 
that this so-called block in promotion, holding up the ap
pointment of some of the junior officers, is caused by the 
fact that the policy of the War Department at the present 
time is, and has been for the last 3 or 4 years, an entirely 
new policy-which, incidentally, was adopted by a man who 
could not himself have qualified as a general officer under 
this theory-the policy being that no one shall be promoted 
to be general officer unless he can serve at least 7 years as a 
general officer. That was a policy recently adopted by the 
War Department, under the present administration. 

If that has caused a block, would it not be very much 
better to unblock that system instead of retiring these officers 
forcibly and involuntarily, merely taking colonels who are 
of a certain age and maldng them general officers, even if 
supernumeraries, and moving up the juniors to be colonels, 
rather than retiring officers at the age of 60 arbitrarily, 
when they might very well be fully competent to render 
very ·valuable service to the country in the event of war? 
In other words, this is an entirely arbitrary and artificial 
scheme, as I see it, for the purpose of moving up some offi
cers who are behind certain colonels who have been arti
ficially held up by the War Department. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is exactly correct. 
Now I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, our distinguished colleague from 
Missouri; who always makes an able argument, made a point 
with reference to Von Hindenburg and Marshals Mackensen, 
Gamelin, and Weygand. Not a single one of those men would 
have been retired under the pendi.p.g bill. The Senator's ar
gument, therefore, does not apply. I do not desire to take the 
time of the Senator from Colorado now, because I shall speak 
in my own time, and I know he desires to speak further, but I 
want to make it clear that this is not a proposal willy-nilly to 
retire every officer as soon as he becomes 60 years of age. Nat 
one of the field marshals mentioned by the Senator from 
Missouri would have been retired under the pending bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The Senator from Alabama is 
.entirely mistaken. They would be retired, under the proposed 
law, when they became 60 years of age. The authorities would 
simply consult the birthday book. 

Mr. HILL. They would be retired at 60 years of age unless 
5 percent of the number of colonels were not retired, but the 
residue would be retired at 60 years if they had not reached 
the grade of brigadier general. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is not the bill at all. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of course, in the case of Field 

Marshal von Hindenburg, he had already been retired. 
Mr. HILL. That is correct. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He had been retired before the 

war started because he beat the Kaiser at maneuvers at one 
time, and he was called back into service because of his 
outstanding ability. 

Mr. HILL. Exactly; and under the pending bill those who 
retire can be and will be recalled if their services are needed. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Under the proposed law, the same 
thing might happen to any officer who did not happen to be 

in favor with the War Department politicians, who run the 
War Department--and when I say that I do not mean civilian 
politicians, I mean Army politicians. Such officers might very 
readily be retired, just as Field Marshal von Hindenburg was 
retired by the Kaiser before the war for beating him in a 
maneuver. 

Mr. HILL. ·when his services were needed he came back. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The Senator from Alabama 

has not correctly stated the purposes of the bill at all. The 
bill is a mandatory retirement measure, providing for retire
ment at the age of 60 of all the officers on the provisional list 
from the rank of colonel on down to second lieutenant. Brig
adier generals are required to retire at 62 years of age. A 
lieutenant general retires at 64. I cannot understand why, if 
a man is fit to be a general at 64, he is not fit to be a colonel 
at 64. I do not understand that line of argument. 

To proceed with my remarks, I desire to insert in the 
REcORD at this point a statement by Henry Ford about men 
over forty. I shall read just two paragraphs of it: 

"I still have the first man I ever hired-that was before I was 
married. He worked with me on a little sawmill, and he still is 
working with me. I don't believe in retiring men for age. I 
believe the longer they work the longer they live." 
· He said that of the 85,967 Ford workers in the Detroit area, 
37,433 were more than 40 years old. The oldest employee, he said, 
was 87 and was hired at · 70. His company has no old-age-retire
ment rule. 

I ask that the whole clipping be printed in the RECORD. 
There being no objection, the article was ordered to be 

printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
FORD FOR MEN OVER 40-USEFULNESS BEGINS THEN, HE SAYS, BACKING 

PRESIDENT'S PLEA 

DETROIT, May 4.-Henry Ford doubts that there are "enough 
brains under 50 (years of age) to supply the management needed 
in industry." 

He said so today in endorsing President Roosevelt's proclamation 
designating the first week on May as "National Employment Week," 
particularly the appeal for jobs for men more than 40 years of age. 

"My own opinion is that men do not come to full usefulness 
until they are 40," said Mr. Ford, who wlll be 77 on July 30 and 
has no intention of "retiring." 

"I still have the first man I ever hired-that was before I was 
married. He worked with me on a little sawmill, and he still is 
working with me. I don't believe in retiring men for age. I be
lieve the longer they work the longer they life." 

He said that of the 85,967 Ford workers in the Detroit area, 
37,433 were more than 40 years old. The oldest employee, he said, 
was 87 and was hired at 70. His company has no old-age retire
ment rule. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Indiana has indicated that we have no use for these 
men, these colonels, these "old fellows," as he called them, 
who are 60 years .of age or over. I recall that the Congress 
of the United States last year passed a law expanding the 
Army, providing for about 4,000 additional officers. I recall 
that recently, in the city of Colorado Springs, one of the 
fine cities in the State of Colorado, the Reserve officers of 
the city had an Army officer assigned to instruct them in 
the military matters about which they needed to know in 
order to make the proper advancement. Then the Army 
withdrew this officer. I went to the War Department and 
tried to have an Army officer assigned for that instruction, 
because it was important instruction, and the Reserve of
ficers desired to have it. The Army said, "We have not the 
officers available. We have not any officers we can spare. 
We cannot send them anyone." The Reserve Officers' Asso
ciation appeared before the Committee on Military Affairs, 
of which the distinguished Senator from Indiana is a mem
ber, and, through the officer representing them, stated: 

we cannot get instructors from the Regular Army to the extent 
of our needs, because, the Army tells us, they have no officers to 
spare. 

I claim that there is a great need for officers. If there 
were no need for these colonels, if they were merely super
:fiuous baggage being carried along, the situation would be 
different .• but there is a vital need for every one of them. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
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Mr. MINTON. I think the Senator from Colorado has 

misunderstood what I said. · I would not want the RECORD to 
show that I took the position that these officers, because they 
were 60 years of age, were of no use. What I did say, or 
intended to say, was that many of these colonels, having 
reached 60 years of age, and not being within the 5 percent, 
and not having been selected to be brigadier generals, have 
commanded everything in the Army they can command, and 
therefore we should let them be shunted aside in order that 
the younger officers behind them might have a chance to be 
promoted and exercise the commands and become efficient 
in them, as the older colonels have become. Otherwise the 
young officers, to whom we will have to turn in an emergency, 
will not have a chance to command anything more than a 
company, or perhaps a battalion. So it is not to punish the 
older officers, and it is not directed in any way at them 
because they are not useful, but rather because we want to 
give the younger officers behind them a chance to come up 
and take over these commands; as is so essential if an 
emergency ever arises and we have to have men to officer 
an expanded army. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The Senator's argument 
might be sound i~ all of the colonels were assigned to troops. 
There are approximately 698 colonels in the Army, or at 
least that was the number a few days ago when I checked the 
list, and 157 of those colonels were assigned to troops. The 
remainder of them have other functions, other duties. They 
are not assigned to troops at all. Some of them are in the 
Judge Advocate General's office. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LUCAS in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Colorado yield to the Senator from 
Missouri? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In response to what the Senator 

from Indiana has said, I should like to ask the Senator from 
Colorado if this is not in fact a scheme looking to-ward the 
selective system which has been adopted, or if it is not a 
variation of the scheme which has been in force for sev-· 
eral years in the Marine Corps. I recall that, as a Member 
of this body, I heard the former Senator from Alabama, 
now Mr. Justice Black of the Supreme Court of the United 
States, prove conclusively that a colonel with a very fine 
combat record in the Marine Corps had been denied pro
motion, by reason of the selective system, because of ·the 
fact that he had happened to be late for dinner one night 
at General Russell's house, and General Russell, the hero 
of Russell Run, as General Smedley Butler called it, held 
up his promotion because Mrs. Russell resented the fact 
that this colonel had been late for dinner at her house one 
night. 

Mr. President, it seems to me, in view of the fact that 
the matter of selection is solely within the control of the 
. Executive and not a matter of law at all-for the President 
of the United States can promote anyone he pleases, and 
can appoint anyone he pleases, anybody, a civilian or any
one else, a brigadier general in the Regular Army ·if he 
wishes to-that what we are doing by this bill is making 
a selective system under which colonels who do not have 
the proper pull at the War Department may well be passed 
over, and arbitrarily retired at a certain age, no matter 
how fit they may be for service, no matter how competent 
they may have been in their profession, no matter how 
gallant their war record may have been. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that in this blll we are 
again setting up the system of selection by which a clique 
at general headquarters, as there was in the A. E. F. or 
in the War Department, and as it may be here now, may 
punish officers they do not like and reward others for 
favors given. · 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President--
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado . . I yield now to the Senator 

from Massachusetts. 
Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I assume the Committee on 

Military Atfairs is trying to solve a problem similar to one 

which the NaVY had some years ago, with respect to officers 
With military experience who were of advanced age hold
ing official positions whose place it was thought should be 
held by younger men. Is that the problem? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. No; that is not quite the 
whole problem. That is a part of the problem. But in 
order to solve the problem the bill undertakes to retire all 
Army officers, whether they are in the Judge Advo.cate Gen
eral's Office or in the Engineer Corps, regardless of whether 
they are instructors in the numerous military schools around 
the country or what not. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I wish to inquire from the 
Senator whether this bill parallels the selective system in 
the Navy? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am not familiar with that 
system, but I presume that the Senator from Missouri is 
correct in his statement that it makes the promotion of 
officers a selective matter. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It does not openly parallel the 

system in the Navy and the Marine Corps, but it does, in 
effect, for it throws into the hands of the control factors 
of the War Department the selection of general officers, 
and automatically retires those they may select. 

Mr. WALSH. Who does the eliminating? Is it a board 
set up by the Army? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The President does the select
ing when he sends up the nomination of an officer to be 
brigadier general, but he usually does it on the recom
mendation of the Ge'neral Staff. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, of course the system in the 
Navy is that of a selection board which meets annually, 
and which eliminates and selects only the number from the 
one grade to be promoted to another grade to fill the num
ber of vacancies in that grade. The others are eliminated. 
Is that the system proposed by the bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. No; that is not the system 
proposed by this bill at all. The bill simply provides for 
the promotion of officers from the rank of second lieutenant 
clear up to the rank of colonel, simply by reason of length 
of service in the Army. 

Mr. WALSH. Does the bill designate an age limit for 
an Army officer of a particular rank? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. No; the age limit is 60 years 
for all officers from colonel down. 

Mr. WALSH. So the bill simply eliminates all officers 
over 60 years of age, whatever may be their rank? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is correct. And the 
age limit is 62 years in the case of brigadier generals. 

Mr. WALSH. How many officers does the bill affect? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. It affects a varied number of 

officers. I think in the first year of its operation it will retire 
a little less than 500 officers, but it affects more than those it 
retires. It also advances officers. 

Mr. WALSH. Does the bill contemplate that there will not 
be a repetition of this kind of legislation year after year, by 
providing a system of elimination for the future, or does it 
simply take care of the present situation? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I will say that this bill is 
simply the beginning of a system under which the War 
Department may select who shall serve in the Army. 

Mr. WALSH. The bill eliminates 500 officers? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes. 
Mr. WALSH. What is there to prevent the elimination of 

another large group later? 
Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, let me suggest to the 

Senator from Massachusetts that the bill provides-
Except as hereinafter provided promotion-list captains, majors, 

and lieutenant colonels shall be promoted to the respective grades 
of major, lieutenant colonel, and colonel immediately upon com
pleting respectively 17 years', 23 years', and 28 years' continuous 
commissioned service in the Regular Army: 

In other words, a lieutenant or a captain, if he has been in 
the service for a number of years, is automatically promoted 



.. 6152 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE MAY 15 
regardless of his efficiency record or anything else. Then 

·when he reaches the age of . 60, unless he is a brigadier gen
. eral or major general, he goes out. 

Mr. WALSH. The purpose of this measure, then, is to 
make it possible to eliminate now, at one fell swoop, a large 
number of officers, so as to permit promotions in the future, 
and not to have too many officers of a particular grade? 

Mr. CONNALLY. Exactly. And officers who served in the 
World War, no matter what their age, may retire on three
quarters pay. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The pw·pose is to get them 
out of the Army. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the Senator from Colorado 
will perJllit me further, I will say that I think the purpose of 
the measure is to ease out certain officers. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Of course, that is the purpose of the 
. measure, because they are really the "hump." There has 
been a hump in the Army ever since I have been in the Con
gress.. Sometimes it is one kind of a hump and sometimes 
it is another kind. This hump seems to be due to the influx 
of officers during the World War. Of course, all those officers 

. who stayed in the Army cannot be promoted, and they are a 
"hump" and hold back the officers who are under them; and 
in order for those officers to be promoted, the World War 

. officers have to be taken out of the way. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is correct. And we are 

creating another "hump," because we have authorized the 
Army to be expanded by 4,000 officers. That is going to make 
another "hump." So. we are creating a second "hump." 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I thank the Senator. I 
· am not committed to the theory that an Army officer, simply 
because he is 60 years of age, is of no · account and ought to 
be kicked out of the Army. Many of them have gone out on 

· three-quarters Army pay. I know many persons who are not 
Army officers who would be glad to be retired at three
quarters of their pay. This is simply an Army bill, for the 

· benefit of officers now in the Army who want to run it. 
Let me ask the Senator one. other question, and then I shall 

not continue further. We passed on the 31st of July 1935 a 
promotion bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is correct. 
Mr. CONNALLY. That represented the views of the Army 

at that time, did it not? 
·Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. It certainly did. 
Mr. CONNALLY. Why should they come here a few years 

later and ask for another promotion bill? 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. CONNALLY. I am not through yet, Mr. President. 

The 1935 act is entitled "To Promote the Efficiency of Na
tional Defense." 

Of course the most important thing was to promote some 
officers. That was in 1935. The act represented the views 
of the War Department at that time. Now they come along 
in 1940 and want a wholly new measure. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. And last year the Army pre
pared a bill under which they wanted to retire all captains at 
50 years of age, and all majors at 55 years of age, and all 
lieutenant colonels at 58 years of- age, and all colonels at 60 

-years· of age. Last year they thought- they would get rid of 
the "hump" by going down to 50 years of age; but the Congress 
would not stand for it, and returned the bill to them. · 

Now they come forward with this revised bill, which has 
been sugar -coated in many particulars, in an attempt to ap
pease certain opposition; but fundamentally it is a vicious and 
bad bill. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, let me call the Senator's 
attention to one other point. On page 5 the bill provides-

That any promotion-list officer • • • who has completed 28 
or more years of continuous commissioned service in the Regular 
Army and who has failed to reach the grade of colonel by reason of 
the limitation en the number of promotion-list omcers---

Andso on-
shall be retired in the grade of colonel. 

With the rank and pay of a colonel, though he has never 
been a colonel. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is correct. 

Mr. CONNALLY. What is that done for? That is done 
to induce him to get out, if he will, by offering him increased 
retirement pay. Is that not true? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is a sugar-coating to 
appease him. 

Mr. IDLL. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. IDLL. First, I wish to say a word or two in reply to 

what the Senator from Texas has said about the Promotion 
Act of 1935. When that act was passed in 1935 it was then 
known, and it was so stated and declared, that that act only 
took care of the needs for promotions in the Army at that 
time, and that at a later date another step would have to be 
taken such as is proposed in the bill now before the Senate. 
I do not want to take much of the time of the Senate, but 
there have been many statements made which I think should 
be clarified, if the Senator will further yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am glad to have them clari
fied. 

Mr. HILL. I am sure the Senator is. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The bill is very bad, and I 

want to have studied and brought out into the open the ques
tions it involves. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator has referred to the so-called 
World War group. One of the main purposes of the bill is to 

·give a fair chance for promotion to that very group. If 
there is any one group for whose benefit the bill is intended, 
it is the World War group, because unless the bill shall be 
enacted, some of the officers down the line in the World 
War "hump" will never even have a chance to be colonels. 

·Others of them will be. 62 years old when they become colo
nels, and they will have no chance for further promotion in 
the Army. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield to the Senator from 

Texas. 
Mr. CONNALLY. Suppose they do not become colonels. 

. Is there any law guaranteeing that a man will become a 
colonel if he joins the Army? 

Mr. HILL. There is no law guaranteeing a man promo
tion in the Army. However, the Senator from Texas, being 
a veteran of the Spanish-American War and of the World 

. War, knows that nothing affects the morale of an officer, and 
therefore the morale of an army, more than the opportunity 
for promotion. Nothing is more stimulating or inspiring to 
a man to be a good officer than the fact that he knows he 
will have a fair chance for promotion. 

Mr. CONNALLY. I will say to the Senator from Alabama 
that in 1897, when the Senator from Texas was in the Na
tional Guard at San Antonio, Tex., I went out to Fort Sam 
Houston, a large military post, where, drilling a company, 
I saw an old captain who aroused my curiosity. He had 
great long whiskers. I asked, "Who is that old officer out 
there?" I was told, "It is old Captain So-and-So. He en
tered the Army during the Civil War, and he is still a cap
tain,· and seemingly pretty well satisfied with it." He was 

·out there drilling his company. That was 32 years after the 
close of the Civil-War. He had gone through the Civil War, 
and he was still in the Army. However, under the· new 

-theory, if a man enters the Army he must be a colonel be
fore he quits, or else we will revise the law to· make him a 
colonel. 

Mr. President, I think there ought to be some permanent 
promotion.pc)licy. We passed such a law in 1935. If I had 
a son and desired to send him to West Point, I should want 
to have some assurance as to what was going to happen to 
him-whether he would be a captain in the Army the re- · 
mainder of his life, or whether he would be kicked out at a 
certain age because 'some officer below him wanted to be 
promoted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Or whether Congress would 
pass a law enabling the War Department to reach in and pro-
mote ·him if it so desired, or pass him by. · 

Mr. CONNALLY. Or "pluck" him if it so desired. This is 
a "plucking'1 bill, to pluck him out and put somebody else in. 
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Mr. HILL. The Senator from Texas said that if he had a 

boy and wanted to send him to West Point he would want to 
know whether or not that boy was to have a chance in the 
Army, whether or not he would have the proper reward for 
duty performed, and whether or not he would have oppor
tunity for reasonable promotion in the Army. That is exactly 
what the bill provides. 

Mr. CONNALLY. All I should want my boy to be assured 
of would be perm~nency of service so lvng as he was worthy 
and qualified, and that he would be promoted when he was 
deserving of promotion as compared with his fellow officers; 
and I should scorn the idea that my boy would have to have 
somebody kicked out of the Army to make a place for him in 
order to promote him. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I thank the Senator from 
Texas, because he states the case exactly. 

Mr. HILL. The bill would do the very thing the Senator 
thinks is desirable. It would not kick any man out until he 
became 60 years of age, and it would insure that when the 
Senator's son entered the Army he would not stay in the Army 
for 40 years and reach no higher rank than that of ca.ptain. 
He would not still be a captain after he had a beard. 

Mr. CONNALLY. No. He would be on the old-age pen
sion list, or the dole. He would be kicked out of the Army. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. What I am objecting to is 
consulting the birth.._day book in the retirement of Army 
officers. It is conceded by everyone who has studied the ques
tion that there is great need today for Army officers of all 
ranks-colonels, lieutenant colonels, and on down the line. 

So I asked the War Department this question: 
Why retire alert and able-bodied officers if the Army is short of 

officers? 

This is the reply which I received: 
The question has arisen as to why the War Department advocates 

the retirement of officers at age 60 and yet is continually stressing 
its need of additional officers and is now bringing retired officers to 
active duty. Congress has authorized a commissioned strength of 
16,719 officers, an increase of nearly 4,000 officers. This increase is 
being made in 10 annual increments in order to avoid the creation 
of another "hump" in the promotion list. The authorization was 
m ade in 1939, and only 1 increment has come in. However, the 
augmentation of the Army to 227,000 enlisted men has placed a 
heavy burden on the Regular Army officers, and at the present 
t ime there is actual need for all of the 16,719 Regular officers." 

That is exactly what I have been saying. There is need 
for them. Then, why retire them when they are physically 
able? As I previously said, the Army has the right to retire 
a man if there is anything wrong with him physically. If he 
is not cooperative, if he does not get along well, if he is not 
efficient, or if there is something wrong with him mentally, 
he may be kicked out, retired, or put in class B. However, 
there is a present need for Army officers; and yet the Army 
wants to retire men who are in good physical condition, 
merely because they have reached the age of 60. It does not 
make good sense. I think we could rest the whole case on 
this one statement of the Army. The War Department wrote 
that statement. It is an official document coming from the 
War Department, and it is a truthful document. I do not 
think we need to discuss the matter further. I think we could 
accept that statement as the final word. The Army needs 
officers. Why retire them at 60 if the Army needs them? 

Mr. HUGHES. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield to the Senator from 

Delaware. 
Mr. HUGHES. Can the Senator inform me what system 

of promotion we have for Army officers, aside from the stat
ute which has been referred to, which was passed in 1935, 
with which I am not at all familiar, and the legislation which 
is now proposed? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. According to the existing law, 
as amended by the act of 1935, a second lieutenant goes into 
the Army and serves as a second lientenant for 3 years. 
Then he automatically becomes a first lieutenant. He moves 
up to that rank automatically, and serves as first lieutenant 
for 7 years. Then automatically he becomes a captain, and 
serves as captain for 7 years. Then he is eligible to become a 
major. However, under the existing law the Army needs 

only so many majors. It needs only a certain number of 
lieutenant colonels, and a certain number of colonels. Offi
cers cannot be advanced from captain to major as fast as they 
reach a service of 7 years, so a limitation is placed on the 
number of majors. That limitation is 25 percent of the total 
number of Army officers. 

Mr. HUGHES. Is that limitation fixed by statute? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. It is fixed by statute. The 

limitation is 25 percent. 
Mr. HUGHES. Am I to understand that that is the way 

in which promotions would be made in the absence of any 
legislation in addition to the statute of which the Senator 
speaks? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is the existing law. 
Mr. HUGHES. And the pending bill is an attempt to adopt 

a different plan? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. A different formula is pro

posed. Under the proposed formula, regardless of the need 
for majors, every captain would be automatically advanced to 
major after he had served as a captain for 7 years. We would 
have more majors in the United States Army than there are 
in the Mexican Army. It would not make any difference how 
many majors or lieutenant colonels were needed; as soon as 
an officer had served 7 years as a captain he would become a 
major; and as soon as he had served 6 years as a major he 
would become a lieutenant colonel, regardless ·of whether or 
not he was needed in that rank. 

That is the fallacy of the pending bill. The old plan was 
better. I do not know very much about the Army, but each 
company has a first lieutenant, a second lieutenant, and a 
captain. Four companies make up a battalion, and a major 
is placed in command of a battalion. Four battalions make a 
regiment, and the· officers in charge of a regiment are a colonel 
and a lieutenant colonel under him. So there is not as much 
need for colonels as for captains. The Army must have many 
more captains and lieutenants than majors. 

The amended law of 1935 recognized that fact and stopped 
there. The existing law places a limit on the number of 
majors, lieutenant colonels, and colonels. In that connection, 
under existing law the number of lieutenant colonels is lim
ited to 9 percent of the number of officers in the Army, and 
colonels to 6 percent. That formula has been worked out 
carefully. It is good. It has been tried for a long time and 
is very effective. Now it is proposed to discard it. 

Mr. HUGHES. Promotions under that system are auto
matic. That is, nobody can change the system except Con
gress. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. No one can change it. It is 
written into the law. 

Mr. HUGHES. May the President change it? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The President has certain 

authority under the law. That is, he may make certain 
promotions to the grade of general. He also has the right, 
under an old Civil War law, to retire any officer, when he 
reaches 62 years of age, for any reason he may assign. But 
under the existing law there is no preference; it is more or 
less automatic in accordance with law; and every officer 
knows what the law is when he enters the Army, and can 
look forward to promotion as provided for by law. 

It is interesting to note that on May 3 the President of the 
United States vetoed a bill which provided for a system of 
promotion and retirement for commissioned personnel of the 
Navy. I will read in part what the President said in his veto 
message in giving his reasons for his action. That bill was 
similar to the bill now before the Senate, but it applied to the 
Navy while the pending bill applies to the Army. This is what 
the President said: 

I fully approve the thought that it is desirable to speed up the 
retirement of rear admirals and general officers of the Marine Corps 
in order to create a quicker flow of promotions for _younger men. 

At this particular time--

And I emphasize this statement-
At this particular time, and because of the extrem ely difficult and 

uncertain status of international relations, I hesitate to approve 
specific mandatory legislation and believe that this should wait 
until the next session of the Congress. This is especially so because 
the proposal of this bill is mandatory for a number of years to come. 
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The President has told us what he thinks about the promo

tion bill which was passed by the Congress for the Marine 
Corps and the Navy. 

Mr. President, I desire to speak today especially for two 
groups who were not heard by the Military Affairs Committee 
of the Senate or by the Military Affairs Committee of the 
House, and, so far as I know, no one spoke for them on the 
:floor of the House when this bill passed that body. The first 
group I desire to speak for today is the taxpayers of the 
country, the folks who make it possible for us to have an 
Army. The taxpayers would be greatly affected by this bill. 

Mr. TRUMAN. The taxpayers would save money by the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. They would lose much money 
by the passage of the bill. 

Mr. TRUMAN. The taxpayers would not lose money. 
Mr. MINTON. The Senator from Colorado will have to 

answer the figures, then. Will he permit me to read them? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I wiil answer them when I 

get to them, without the Senator reading them, because I 
know what they are. 

In the first place, Army officers are pretty well paid at the 
present time. A second lieutenant entering the Army gets 
$125 a month and $58 a month allowances, making a total of 
$183 a month. That is his pay. Then, when he serves 3 years 
as a second lieutenant, automatically he becomes a first lieu
tenant, and in that grade his salary begins at $175 a month 
and he gets allowances of $96 a month making a total salary 
of $271 a month. 

After a few more years, he automatically becomes a captain, 
and his salary in that grade begins at $220 a month and he 
gets allowances of $116 a month, which makes a total salary of 
$336 a month. If he remains a captain sufficiently long, he 
may reach under existing law, a maximum of $529 a month as 
a captain. Two months of his salary, we will say, is equal to 
the salary of a third of the people of this country for 12 
months; in other words, a captain receives in 2 months what a 
third of the population averages for 12 months. 

An enlisted man in the Army receives only $21 a month. 
If we were going to do something about their salaries, there 
might be a very · good argument presented and the taxpayer 
might feel that he has somewhat of an obligation, because, 
with a salary for the enlisted man of $21 a month, he has to 
serve many years before he is entitled to receive $30 a month. 
But a promotion-list officer gets a very fine salary. 

Then, when a captain is promoted to major, his salary in 
that grade begins at $474 a month, and a major, if he remains 
a major sufficiently long, may reach a maximum of $600 a 
month. 

A lieutenant colonel begins at $535.17 a month and his 
salary may reach a maximum of $600 a month. 

A colonel receives $600 in pay and allowances. That is the 
limit which is placed upon it. He cannot receive more than 
that. 

So it will be seen that the Army officers are pretty well 
taken care of. They have an incentive. 

It is true that officers like increase in rank, and it is true 
that the best men of any service are men who have ambition, 
but Army officers have a fine career before them. They 
know that if they are retired for physical disability, or for 
any other cause, they will retire with good pay, and they 
know that, after they have completed their service to their 
Government·, they are entitled to retire on good pay. The 
body of the people of this country do not have such assur
ance. The Members of the Senate and the other House 
have no such assurance as that. Army officers have an 
assurance; they have a security; they have a good salary, a 
good wage, far above that of their fellows outside the Army, 
and when they reach the age of retirement they are well 
cared for. 

The Senator from Missouri interjected a moment ago 
that this bill is in the interest of taxpayers. This bill is not 
in the interest of the taxpayers. It is against the interest 
of taxpayers, because under the provisions of the bill the 
taxpayers will be forced to carry a very hea.vy and much 

increased burden. A conservative estimate of the cost to 
the Treasury of educating and training a colonel is $100,000; 
that is a conservative estimate of the cost to the Federal 
Treasury of educating and training a colonel in the United 
States Army. It costs $40,000 to graduate him from the 
Military Academy at West Point; and when he gets out or 
West Point he is merely in the beginning of his educational 
process in the Army. He is compelled to . go to and through 
school from that time until he is retired from the Army. 
All that costs the taxpayers money. It is money well spent; 
I am not complaining about that. A West Point graduate, 
however, enters the Army at the average age of 24 years; he 
serves 40 years in the Army and he is retired on good pay. If 
he has 40 years of service and it costs $100,000 to provide 
for him a 40-year service, if the length of that service is 
reduced in a mandatory manner such as is provided in ·this 
bill, 10 percent of the service which he could render is cut 
off. Not only that, but if 10 percent of the length of his 
service is cut off the taxpayers, the Treasury of the United 
States, lose 10 percent of the cost of his education, which 
amounts to $10,000 for each of them. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I will yield in a moment. 

There is an authorized number of 16,719 officers of the 
Army, and if the Treasury loses $10,000 on each of them 
because of their early retirement, because 4· years of their 
service is taken a way, the Treasury loses a total of 
$160,000,000 by the transaction during the life span of the 
16,000 officers. Reduced to an annual basis, by dividing the 
$160,000,000 by 40, which is the number of years of service, 
we have an annual expense of $3,600,000. That is the cost 
under this bill. When 4 years are cut from the service of 
Army officers under this bill it costs the Treasury $3,600,000 
a year every year from now on. · 

Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Does the Senator contend 

that-
Mr. TRUMAN. I will state my contention, if the Senator 

will yield and let me do it. Will the Senator yield so that 
I may read the Budget prepared figures on this matter? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I have the Budget prepared 
figures. 

Mr. TRUMAN. May I read them? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I will let the Senator read 

them when I get to that point. 
Mr. TRUMAN. The Senator evidently is not very much 

interested in them. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am, indeed, very much 

interested in them. 
Mr. TRUMAN. Is the Senator interested in the efficiency 

of the Army as much as he is in taking care of superannu
ated colonels who are not fit to command in the field? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I object to the word "super
annuated." They have to be physically fit; they have to 
pass examinations; they are not that kind of men at all. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President-
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. If the Senator will let me 

finish my argument, I will be glad to have inserted in the 
RECORD the figures he wants to insert. 

Mr. TRUMAN. I will not interrupt the Senator further. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am very familiar with 

them; I know what they are. 
Mr. TRUMAN. They tell the facts. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The Senator may think so, 

but I do not. Secretary Woodring, in the figures the Sen
ator has in mind, estimates that the pay increase incurred 
by the passage of this bill will amount ·to $290,177 next year. 
That is what his figures show. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Let the Senator read the other figures. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Two hundred and ninety 

thousand one hundred and seventy-seven dollars represents 
the increase next year, which is before the retirement fea
tures go into effect, for the retirement features do not go 
into effect until 1942. So, next year, according to the Secre
tary of War, it will cost the Federal Treasury $290,000 
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because of the increase in pay of the captains who are to 
be made majors, and the majors who are to be made lieu
tenant colonels; and in 1944 Secretary Woodring states that 
the cost to the Treasury will be $412,128. That is what the 
Secretary of War says will be the cost of this bill to the tax
payers. Then~the Secretary speculates as to what will hap
pen in 1945, and states that in that year the bill will save 
the taxpayers $1,420,591. 

I challenge that statement; I challenge those figures. 
Mr. TRUMAN. The Senator did not challenge the others. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am not accepting them. I 

do not know whether or not they are accurate; but I chal
lenge these figures, because I myself have done a little 
figuring on the basis of them. 

The Senator says I accept the Secretary's figures for the 
cost, and reject his figures for the savings. That is not cor
rect. I have not before me the costs which the Secretary 
has listed for the year 1942, but I have done some figuring 
on the costs of the year 1942. Let me ask the Senator from 
Missouri what are the figures for 1942? 

Mr. TRUMAN. I do not have them here. I have the total. 
Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. MINTON addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo-

rado yield, and, if so, to whom? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I will proceed now with my 

argument. I will yield to the Senator from Kentucky when 
I finish the point I am trying to make. 

In the year 1942, 446 colonels and 3 brigadier generals will 
be retired under this 60-year provision, making a total of 
449. Each one of these officers will receive $4,500 annually 
for his retired pay. Multiply $4,500 by 449, and the sum 
total is $2,020,500. That is what it will cost. I will show 
the error in the calculations when it is said that the tax
payers are being protected and are saving money. As an 
example, we have Colonel A, who is receiving $600 a month. 
It is decided to retire him, and he is paid $375 a month re
tired pay. Senators can figure the difference between $375 
and $600 a month, and they may say, "Well, we are making 
a saving"; but are we? · 

The trouble with that argument is that when Colonel A is 
retired, Colonel B is put in his place, and Colonel B receives 
$600; so the total expense upon the Treasury becomes $600 
plus $375, or $7,200 a year plus $4,500 a year, because we 
have a retired officer on the pay roll, and we have an active 
officer on the pay roll. That is why the costs mount to the 
high figures which I have mentioned. The expense of this 
bill upon the Treasury in the year 1942, instead of being 
the meager amount, $260,948, mentioned by the Secretary 
of War-and I presume he bases those figures upon the pre
sumed promotions which are provided for by the bill-it will 
be $260,948 plus $2,020,500, because it is necessary to figure 
in the cost to the Treasury of the salaries of the retired offi
cers as well as the salaries of the active officers. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield ii:l 
order that I may ask him if he has not made a mistake in his 
figures? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo
rado yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I do. 
Mr. MINTON. The Senator says that when a colonel is 

retired he receives $375 a month, and another officer is pro
moted and given $600 a month. Therefore, the Senator says, 
the total cost to the Government is $975. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is true. 
Mr. MINTON. But the officer who is 'promoted is already 

figured in at something; is he not? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. But somebody takes his place 

at something, too; does he not? 
Mr. MINTON. · Yes; but somewhere along the line the 

payment diminishes, and there is not a total charge to the 
Government of $975. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Of course there is. It is 
like a row of blocks. When one of them is pushed over, it 
affects all of the blocks clear down the line. The trouble 
with the Senator's calculations is that he does not realize 

that the provisions of this bill do not reduce the number of 
Army officers even by one. 

Mr. MINTON. But the point I am making is that the 
initial stage does not cost the Government $975. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Why does it not? 
Mr. MINTON. Because the officer who is promoted is 

already on the Government pay roll at a certain figure. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes; and someone takes his 

place at a certain figure. 
Mr. MINTON. Somewhere along the line, however, the 

expense diminishes. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. All the officers in the Army 

are paid. The place of the officer who is retired is taken 
by a colonel who receives $600 a month; the place of the 
colonel who receives $600 a month is taken by an officer who 
receives perhaps $500 a month; and the officer who receives 
$500 a month is replaced by some other officer at another 
figure. The same number of active officers continue in the 
Army and, in addition to the active officers in the Army, 
there are the retired officers. That is where the miscalcu
lation is made in the mind of the Senator. 

Mr. MINTON. Mt. President, let me ask the Senator a 
further question. Has he figured at all on the longevity 
pay? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes. The longevity pay, of 
course, does decrease. I want to go into that subject now 
in considerable detail. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes; I will yield to the Sen

ator from Kentucky, but first I want to answer the sugges
tion made by the Senator from Indiana as to longevity pay. 

Let us take the year 1945, for instance. According to the 
tables submitted by General Shedd, due to the mandatory 
provisions of this bill 753 officers will be retired by 1945. 
l'hose are the Department's own figures. They say that be
cause of the mandatory provisions of this bill 753 officers 
:will retire. Each of them will receive retirement pay of 
$4,500, or a total of $3,388,500; and that does not include 
the brigadier generals, and there probably will be about 10 
of them. 

The tables in the report pass up the brigadier generals, 
because the Department said they did not know how many 
might be promoted to lieutenant generals, so they could not 
give the exact number of brigadier generals who would be 
retired in 1945 under the ~ provisions of this bill; but an 
estimate-and I will say that it is only an estimate, it is 
only a guess-is that about 10 brigadier generals will be 
retired under the bill by 1945, and- those ~ generals will bring 

·up the total $45,000 more, because they will have their retire
ment pay. 

In the year 1945, under this bill, there can be no savings 
whatever in the salaries of the grades of first and second 
lieutenant and colonel. I do not think anybody will contend 
that there will be any change in the grades of first and 
second lieutenant, because the law is not changed in regard 
to them; and there cannot be any change in the salaries 
of the colonels, because the number of colonels is fixed, and 
their salaries are fixed; so we eliminate them. Then by 1945 
the cost of the grades of lieutenant colonel and major will 
be higher than at the present time, because of the whole
sale promotions which are provided for by the pending bill. 
There is no limit to the number of majors and no limit 
to the number of lieutenant colonels provided for by the bill. 
The whole Army may consist of them, if there are that many . 
officers who are entitled to that rank; and because of the 
operations of the bill there will be ;no decrease in those two 
grades, lieutenant colonel and major. All the savings that 
are listed for the year 1945 must be made in the grade of 
captain. I admit that on account of the length of service 
referred to by the Senator from Indiana there will be a 
reduction in the pay roll of the captains, but it will be 
necessary to add to that the 753 officers who will have been 
retired on $4,500 ·each. So, as a matter of fact, instead of 
having a saving of more than $1,000,000, as the Secretary of 
War indicates, there will be an increase of expense. 

I now yield to the Senator :from Kentucky. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Since the question of costs and savings 

has arisen, I know that the distinguished Senato·r from 
Colorado will not object to a statement which the Secretary 
of War sent to the Committee on Military Affairs, and, for 
the purpose of making it available to other Members of the 
Senate who are not on the Committee on Military Affairs, 
I ask unanimous consent to have appended to the remarks 
I am presently making the statement of the costs estimated 
by the Secretary of War for 1941, 1942, 1943, and 1944, and 
then the savings. 

According to the Secretary of War, under the proposed 
-law, for active and retired officers, as compared to the pres
ent system, the maximwn cost, which should be reached in 
1944, would be $412,128. Then, from 1945 to 1956, the Sec
retary of War estimates a saving because of the enactment 
of the pending bill, of from $1,420,591 in 1945, to $4,298,698 
in 1956. So that those who are not members of the Com
mittee on Military Affairs may have at least the benefit of 
the figures given to the Senate by the Secretary of War, I 
ask unanimous consent that these figures · as to costs and 
savings during the years indicated be shown. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am v.ery glad to have the 
·figures go into the REcORD, but I repeat what I have already 
said, that I challenge their accuracy, for the reasons which 
I have already given, and from the analysis which I have 
already made of the pay roll of the provisional list of officers 
of the Army. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
request of the Senator from Kentucky? 

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

The costs of this measure, active and retired list, over the pres
ent system, are estimated as follows: 
Cost: 

1941--------------------------------------------- $290, 177 
1942 ----------------------------------.------ 260, 948 
1943------------------------------------------- 197,068 
1944 ---------------------------------------- 412, 128 

Savings: 
1945 -----------------------------·--------------- 1, 420, 591 
1946 ----------------------------------------- 1, 648, 560 
1947 -----------·-------------------------------- 1, 565, 607 1948 _____________________________________ _: _____ 1, 405, 412 

1949 --------------------------·-------------- 1, 352, 605 
1950 ----------------------------------------- 1, 596, 974 
1951---------------------- -------------------- 2,106,614 
1952 ---------------------------------------·-- 2, 496, 538 
1953 ~------------------------------------------- 2,857,410 
1954---~---------------------------------------- 3,313,764 
1955 ---------------------------------------- 3, 904, 932 
1956 ------------------------------------------ 4, 298, 698 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. President, the other 
group for whom I wish to speak today are the promotion-list 
officers themselves, who were not called before any committee 
of the Congress, and who have not had any voice in the 
matter. 

This bill would do one peculiar thing, I might say to the 
junior Senator from Kentucky, who has interested himself 
in it. The promotion-list officers claim that whatever sav- · 
ings are listed as savings by the Secretary of War would be 
taken right out of their pockets. That is where the savings 
would come from, and they ace objecting to the enactment of 
the bill. They were not heard, as I have said, before the 
Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate, and they were 
not heard by the Committee on Military Affairs of the House 
of Representatives. They have not been heard at all, prior 
to this time, by anyone, but they would be adversely affected 

· by the enactment of the bill, and they are opposed to its 
enactment. 

It will be recalled that the bill was reached on the Unani
mous-Consent Calendar a few days ago, and I objected and 
asked that it go over: The distinguished senior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD], the chairman of the Committee on 
1\filitary Affairs, pleaded with me to let the bill be passed by 
unanimous consent, and I told him I would not do that, that 
I wanted to discuss it at some length, and that there would 

·not be an opportunity that day; so the bill went over. Fol
lowing that, the news of what bad happened got out in some 

w,ay or other, and I have been deluged by hundreds of letters 
from all over the country, many of them from the State of 
Kentucky, and communications from all the other States, 
signed by these officers who would lose part of their pay by 
the enactment of the bill. The strange thing about it is 
that none of them has given me permission to- use his name. 
They do not dare to. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. They would be court martialed. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. They would be court mar

tialed, or something worse. As I have said, they did not ap
pear before the Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate, 
for. two very good reasons. One reason was that they were 
not invited, and the·second reason, which is a much better one, 
is that had they been invited, they would not have come, 
because they do not dare go on record opposing a bill which is 
sponsored by the War Department. Army discipline is a fine 
thing, all of us are in favor of Army discipline, and I am in 
favor of it; and this is Army discipline. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am glad to yield. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I know of the Senator's intense inter

est in the bill, and even before the Committee on Military 
Affairs he indicated his opposition to it. I will be glad to join 
the Senator from Colorado in the position that any officer 
who feels that he is aggrieved or would be hurt by the pro
posed legislation should have an opportunity to come before 
the Committee on Military Affairs and be heard. I do not 
think the bill should be passed without officers who have a 
real interest in it being heard. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. If the distinguished Senator 
from Texas, the chairman of the committee--:.he is one of the 
finest chairmen any committee of the Senate has--should 
issue an invitation to these officers to come, they would not 
come. But they have written to me, and I desire to read 
excerpts from some of their letters. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, does the Senator 
recall the fact that a few years ago Gen. William Mitchell 
advanced the theory that the development of the airplane had 
made battleships more or less obsolete, and, again.st the wishes 
of his superiors, appeared before several congressional com
mittees and advanced that theory, and offered to prove it? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I recall that incident. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Navy Department took 

after him, the "brass hats" in the Navy had him court
martialed and drwnmed him out of the Army more or less 
in disgrace, drove him to his death, as a matter of fact, and 
it has remained until the present war to prove that General 
Mitchell was absolutely right and that his superiors, who 
where trying to cooperate with the Navy Department, were 
absolutely wrong. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. What the Senator has said 
is very true; and the officers who have written me know that 
they do not dare appear before any committee of Congress 
and testify. 

For the benefit of the RECORD, I shall read excerpts from 
some of the statements these men wrote to me in confidence. 
I know tha.t every Member of the Senate has friends in the 
Army; and if we should take some of these officers into a 
back room, and they were sure no one had seen them go in, 
and in secrecy they should tell what they think of this bill, it 
would be found that the statements I am going to read now 
are the true opinions of the men on the promotion list. 

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. MINTON. Would not such an officer more than 

likely be one who is now 60 years of age and a colonel, rather 
than a captain or a major or a lieutenant colonel? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Not necessarily. Every one 
of them loses $10,800 by the provisions of the bill. Every 
officer, whether he is a lieutenant colonel or a colonel or a 
captain, or whatever he may be, would, by the operation of 
the bill, lose $10,800 out of his pocket, because it would cut 
off 4 years of his service and would result in him receiving 
three-fourths pay for that period instead of full pay. 
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Now, to get to the excerpts from these letters-and I shall 

not" disclose whence the letters came or by whom they were 
signed. The first writer from whose letter I shall read says: 

Hundreds of Army officers nearing the age of 60 are extremely 
grateful to you for your splendid fight to retain experienced of
fleers in the Army until they reach the present statutory age o! 64. 
With the world in chaos, surely this is a poor tfme to institute a 
purge directed against able-bodied and efficient officers who served 
with credit to themselves and to their country in actual combat. 
In view of the developments of the past few days, it is obvious 
that we need every experienced officer we have. 

It is noted that these officers will not be :forced out until 1942. 
Then why the hurry to enact this legislation? 

I may say at this point that I have never seen a bill 
"blitzkrieged" through the Congress as has been this bill. 
Why the hurry, this officer asks. This bill has been rushed 
through the Congress as has no other bill within my memory. 
Secretary Hull often complains about the sugar lobby, but 
I have never: seen a lobby in my life so effective or so busy 
as the lobby from the War Department has been on behalf 
of this measure, anxious to get it through, wanting it to go 
through by unanimous consent-any way to get it through 
and to get it through quickly. This officer continues: 

In 2 years we will have a new Secretary of War--

That is, in 1942. 
possibly a new President, and a new Chief of Staff. Perhaps 
their views as to the desirability of ousting the older officers will 
be different from those of the present regime. Furthermore, in 2 
years the present world conflict either will be over or will be all 
the more furious. Perhaps we may be involved. Under existing 
circumstances the desirability of postponing consideration of the 
purge feature of the proposed promotion legislation seems readily 
apparent. It is quite probable that Mr. SHEPPARD will concur in 
this view. Perhaps you would be willing to find time to discuss 
this feature with him before the bill is finally disposed of in the 
Senate. 

I have here another letter, and there is written in red ink 
across it "Confidential and very personal." This officer says: 

I address you under what I believe to be my constitutional right 
to petition the Congress for a redress of grievances. This is my 
1Jrst offense, and I have qualms that perhaps I am not completely 
loyal to my Commander in Chief, Mr. Roosevelt, or his selected 
Chief o:r: Stafi, General Marshall. 

Mr. President, I admire this Army officer, who is a little 
worried about coming before Congress with his grievances, 
thinking that perhaps he is not quite loyal. Tbat is the kind 
of discipline there is in the Army, and that is the kind of 
discipline it takes to make an army. I honor this man for 
feeling that way about taking the matter up with Congress. 
As a matter of fact, Army officers are the worst-informed 
men in regard to political matters there are in the whole 
country. The letter proceeds: 

I have just learned about the so-called promotion bill. It is a 
very grave injustice to the senior colonels of the Army, a rank 
where experience and true loyalty are priceless. * • • 

I urge you to fight for right and justice. Insist upon a fair hear
ing in open committee. The country needs its best in this hour o! 
world crises. It is no time for a purge of tried and experienced 
officers. If it is really believed that a man is valueless at 60, then 
make the rule apply to all, from the Chief of Staff d.own. A general 
is no more virile at 64 than is a colonel. What is sauce for the 
goose is sauce for the gander. A general, having been selected by 
some quirk of Nature comes to believe that he is God's annointed 
and that he is better than those he has scrambled over. He sup
ports thereafter, in most cases, the efforts of the younger men to 
arrive at preferment ahead of their time. 

Mr. President, that is one of the objects of the bill. 
It is human nature at its worst. Seniority and elimination o! 

the real unfit are the only truly just methods of promotion. 
Promotion is the only reward one in the Army can hope for. 

Remove that incentive and you have ruined morale, the lifeblood 
of any honorable body of men. Our surcease for all hardships and 
disappointments is the hope of promotion when our time comes 
round. Do not let the deserving colonels be sacrtfied for a cheap 
promotion scheme, sugar-coated to aid national defense. 

He calls it a "cheap scheme." I do not think it is, and I 
do not think the taxpayers will call it a "cheap scheme." 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is an expensive scheme. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Of course, he did not mean 

it was cheap in a monetary sense. 
There are plenty of jobs for all trained oftlcers these days. 

Mr. President, no truer words were spoken than those. 
Everywhere in this country there is a crying need for all the 
omcers that can be obtained. There is a great shortage of 
them. Yet there is talk about retiring them. 

This officer goes on to say: 
The bill passed the House with 40 voters on the fioor. Let the 

Senate be truly deliberative of the safeguard of our rights and 
privileges. Establish the facts. The President has the power now 
under our laws to purge the Army of all deadwood: 

1. By retiring anyone he sees fit at the age of 62 years. 
2. By retiring all physically unable to do their full duty by 

means of Army retiring boards. 
3. By retiring all mentally and morally unable to do their whole 

duty by means of class B boards. 
It Is grossly unfair to retire able officers before their time. 

Their services are required under present world conditions. 
The President himself has very recently vetoed a "purge" b1Il for 

the Navy on the grounds that the services o! these experienced 
officers are needed at this time. · 

Mr. LUNDEEN. Mr. President, will the able Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. LUNDEEN. The statement which the Senator has 

just read emphasizes our need for officers. I think- that 
is very true. Remember you cannot train· an officer when 
war breaks on a nation, there is no time for that in modern 
war. That officer must be schooled before the war breaks. 
He must have had his training. You may perhaps train a 
soldier in 60, or 90 days, or 6 months, and get a fairly good 
soldier, but you cannot create a skilled officer in that time. 
I will go so far as to say that if I had it in my power I 
would treble the number of our officers. Soldiers we will 
a.lways have--we have plenty of patriotic citizens who will 
serve in our armed forces for home defense-but we need 
the officers and we need them now and always. Anything 
that hits at our officers hits at the country. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The Senator from Minnesota 
is absolutely correct. The country must depend upon its 
civilian citizens to ma~e up its armies, but we cannot depend 
upon the citizens to make up the officers of the Army. The 
Senator is correct when he says we must train them and train 
them and train them, and after we have spent $100,000 on a 
colonel we should not kick him out 4 years before his time, 
when he is able-bodied, when he is alert and efficient, as he 
must be, or he will be kicked out automatically. 

To go on with these letters. Here is a letter from another 
officer, and he took very grave pains to mark it "confidential." 
He says: 

It appears that the bill is being rushed through after a few 1n 
the War Depal"tment who profit by it have been heard. The great 
majority in the field have not been heard, and these are the ones 
who suffer. Attempts were made to handle other promotion bills 
in this manner, but they were stopped to let the officer in the field 
have a say, and when this was done the bills were killed. Such a 
far-reaching bill should not be rushed through. 

He is referring to the bill which came before the Congress 
last year, a bill the purpose of which was to retire Army 
officers, able-bodied, efficient, alert men, at 60 years of age. 
That is what they wanted to do last year. They could not get 
by with it .. If they could, they would have gotten that measure 
through, the purpose of which was to cut down the age for 
retirement to 60 years; but they failed and withdrew the bill 
when the objection grew too furious. They now come for
ward with this bill, sugar-coated to appease this objector and 
that objector, but nevertheless it is a very vicious and per .. 
nicious bill . . 

Another Army officer who wrote to the editor of the Army 
and Navy Journal signs himself a major in the Infantry. The 
letter is dated the 16th of April 1940. He cut out of the paper 
the statement he made, which is rather a long one, and mailed 
it to me as being his position. He says: 

Officers of the United States Army have entered the service 
through the years from civil life as well as from West Point with 
the firm belief that if they retained their health, were average or 
better in their work, and did nothing to bring discredit upon them
selves or the Army, they would not be retired until they reached the 
age o! 64, as has been written into the law of the country. 

Mr. President, the fundamental laws of many of the States 
and of the United States contain the provision that the sala
ries of certain officials cannot be reduced while they hold! 
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. office. These officers entered the Army when they were 24 
years of age. They expected to be able to serve 40 years if 

. they remained in good health physically and mentally, and 
now it is attempted, while they are occupying their office, to 
cut off 4 years of their service without consulting them or 
without their permission. That is not right and does not 
conform to the policy which has been wisely adopted by many 
States and by the United States with respect to some civil 
officers. 

I continue to read from the letter: 
Any forced premature retirement on the part of the Government 

of officers who have complied with the aforementioned requisites is 
plainly a breach of contract, and to satisfy those affected there 

·should be an ample and just reward for the harm done. 
There is some compensation in the way of increased rank offered 

in this instance, but it attracts only the vanity of human selfishness 
and brings~ut little in the way of bread and butter in the many 
years to come. 

Here is another letter: 
Due to Army regulations, I have to send this letter in strict con

fidence. However, speaking for a large group of officers here at 
----. I want to congratulate you on opposing the new Army 
promotion bill. Most of those for whom I speak are in the World 
War hump and are supposed to be "benefited" by this bill, but from 
the viewpoint of the Army as a whole we have the folloWing 
objections--

This is in answer to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. MIN
TON]. He thought all who were objecting were colonels. Here 
is an objector who is in the World War hump: 

Most of those for whom I speak are in the World War hump and 
are supposed to be "benefited" by this bill, but from the viewpoint 
of the Army as a whole we have the following objections: 

Compulsory retirement at 60 deprives the Army of some of our 
finest officers. Apply the present law for those who are physically 
unfit. There are senile officers who should be retired, and some of 
them are under 60. 

If the new bill passes, the Army will be so ·full of majors and 
lieutenant colonels it will be like a Mexican Army. The impor
tance of these two grades will disappear because there will be so 
many of them. : 

Senators understand that the passage of these two ranks 
under the pending bill is automatic, and all officers who 
have served as captains for 7 years, simply move up into 
the rank of major, whether majors are needed or not. After 
serving 6 years as majors they become lieutenant colonels, 
regardless of the need for them. That is what the bill pro
vides, and that is what my correspondence refers to. 

Here is another letter: · 
July 1, 1920, we brought into the Regular Army the famous 

"hump" of nearly 6,000 officers, World War emergency officers of 
too nearly the same age, but differing in rank from second lieu
tenant to major. Promotion stagnation naturally followed. 
Through the years many efforts have been made to iron out the 
unfortunate results of this faulty move. They have all failed 
because of their common weakness of providing for improvement 
in the situation of one group at the expense of some other, gen
erally within the "hump" itself. The unsuccessful and unlamented 
"revitalization" bill of last year, bearing the name of Secretary 
Woodring, attempted to provide short-lived promotion by a retire
ment scheme based on age in grade. This mental giant of legis
lation would have paid no attention to relative efficiency but 
would have retired the superior and mediocre alike by simply 
having some clerk consult the birthday book. 

The latest iniquity in promotion legislation (H. R. 4243 and 
8. 3712) provides a flood of promotions at the expense of the 
most valuable group of field officers in the Army. • • • This 
piece of discriminatory legislation was hatched and sold to the 
military committees of Congress by a group of young plotters. 
Their met~ods were characteri~ed by. secrecy and stealth befitting 
a porch clrmber. If the resultmg leg1slation could stand the light 
of da.y, .wJ:Iy ~mploy. such a secretive technique in its preparation? 

Tlus 1mqu1tous b1ll purges the superior and the mediocre alike 
on the basis of age. Public statements have been made that no 
one was to be !njured. This i.s patently incorrect. Why select 
the purge technique on the basis of age at a time when there is 
more international danger than at any time since 1914? It has 
cost the taxpayers a pretty penny to give the present field officers 
their experience, education, and training. Why eliminate these 
e:'tperienced officers who are ou: .most valuable military asset at a 
t1me when even the humblest citlzen has qUite a suspicion that we 
may need them almost any day. 

The real motive of this bill is not the improvement of the Army 
but the acceleration of promotion for the benefit of the "Young 
Turks':-that group of predatorially ambitious young officers who, 
in then struggle for a shot at the "stars"--of generals--are ruth
lessly elbowing their way to the top of the promotion list and 
advocating a system of eliminating colonels. ' 

Although this bill was "blitzkrieged" through an unsuspecting 
House, it should be stopped not only due to its contents and its 
certainly deleterious results but due to the outrageous method by 
cwhich it was prepared and· processed in the hope of foisting it on 
their unsuspecting brother offic~rs. 

I have a letter from a friend, a very eminent attorney living 
in the city of Denver, Colo., who is not in the Army. He has 
no objection whatever to having his letter placed in the 
REcoRD over his signature. Accompanying his letter is a 
statement relative to the Judge Advocate General's office. 
Without troubling to read his letter, I ask unanimous consent 
that the letter and the accompanying statement may be 
printed in the RECORD at this point in connection with my 
remarks. 

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

DENVER, CoLo., May 8, 1940. 
Senator ED C. JoHNSON, 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: As chairman of the officers' mess in Denver, 

I first want to congratulate you upon the interest you are taking 
in military affairs as a member of the Military Affairs Committee. 
I understand that you are offering some very fine amendments to 
the War Department promotion-retirement bill, among which is 
the one where you propose not to wholly retire a man at 60 years 
but simply to take him off of line duty, which is obviously correct. 
Now, what I am particularly writing you about is that I under
stand an amendment is to be proposed on the floor of the Senate 
when this bill is being considered, whereby the members of the 
Judge Advocate General's Department are to be placed in the 
same category as to promotion as are the officers of the medical 
department, which means that they will not be retired until they 
are 64 years of age, instead of 60 years. This is an excellent 
amendment and should in all fairness to the Judge Advocate Gen
eral's Department be passed, as lawyers should certainly receive 
the same consideration as doctors, especially when the medical 
department includes even the veterinary doctors as such. 

As you know, the lawyers as a rule are older men, because it 
takes at least 9 years' preparation nowadays for a man to become 
a lawyer, and then after he has had, a few years' experience his 
average age is at least equal to that of the average doctor, if not 
older, and to retire him at 60 years works a hardship on the serv
ice, as he is at the height of his profession at that age and the 
service needs at least 4 years more of his experience, retiring him 
at 64 instead of 60 years. 

I am attaching the definite arguments in favor of this amend
ment for your usage when the amendment is proposed, but wish 
to call your particular attention to the fact that the . average age 
of all Judge Advocates is 51 years, while the average age of all 
veterinarians is 42 years, 4 months, yet the veterinarians are not 
retired until 64 years of age, while the lawyers are discriminated 
against and retired at 60 years, which is obviously to the detri
ment of the service and is evidently an oversight. You Will also 
notice the average ages of the officers in these two branches of the 
service and Will note that the Judge Advocate colonel's average 
age is 59912 years, as against 52cy12 years for the Veterinary corps 
colonels, which leaves the Judge Advocate colonel 3 months to 
serve as such colonel before he is retired, thus depriving the serv
ice of his long experience which has brought him up to this grade. 

The Denver and Colorado officers are much interested in this 
bill, and, as I told you when you last appeared before this body, 
we would write you only when we had something particular in 
mind which we wanted you to favor, and this is certainly a case 
where complete justice is on the side of the proposed amendment 
and I trust that you Will do all you can for this amendment. Also 
since you are perhaps closer to this bill than many others, I would 
like you to take the matter up with Senator ADAMs, who is a law
yer and who will also readily see the merits of the proposal, and 
also do whatever you can with any others with whom you have 
influence. 

With kindest personal regards to you and Mrs. Johnson, and 
congratulations upon the splendid record you are making for 
Colorado, I am, 

Yours sincerely, 
EDWARD V. DUNKLEE. 

ARGUMENTS FOR A SEPARATE PROMOTION SYSTEM FOR THE JUDGE 
ADVOCATE GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT 

1. A bill substantially the same in effect as the proposed amend
ment has already passed the Senate of the United States as S. 1993. 

2. Lawyers do not necessarily have to have the same youth and 
physique as, for instance, an infantryman. 

3. Members of the Judge Advocate General's Department are 
not eligible for selection as general officers. Therefore they should 
receive other compensating inducements, such as: 

(a) Faster promotion to the various grades; 
(b) Retention in the active service until they are 64 years of 

age; 
(c) The same preferential treatment as officers of the other pro

fessions, so as to induce brilliant young lawyers to come into the 
department from c1vil1an life. 
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4. Freeing the members of this Department from the 60-year-old 

retirement provision of the War Department promotion-retirement 
bill passed by the House of Representatives already will give the 
Government the benefit of 4 more years of their professional 
services. 

5. Due to the very nature of their profession, which is largely 
mental, members of the Judge Advocate General's Department 
become more valuable as the years pass and they should be re
tained in the service much longer than the average officer of the 
line, who has to endure great physical hardships and strain. 
Hence the Judge Advocate General's Department should be ex
cepted from the compulsory retirement at 60 years of age, feature 
of the present bill before Congress. They should be given parity 
with the Medical profession, and promoted from captain to major 
after 12 years of active commissioned service, from major to lieu
tenant colonel after 20 years of such service, and from lieutenant 
colonel to colonel after 26 years of such service. 

6. The Judge Advocate General's Department must be made at
tractive to young lawyers in civll life. Not less than 50 percent 
of the members of the Department should come from men, 
Reserve Judge Advocates, who have had civil court and office 
experience. To make it attractive provision must be made for sure 
and reasonable reward by promotion. The average young lawyer 
spends 3 years in law school after he has received his Bachelor 
of Arts degree. He then has to practice 5 years before he is 
eligible for commiSsion as a captain of the Judge Advocate Gen
eral's Department Reserve. He then has to take a year of active 
duty in this department before he is taken into the Regular Army 
as a member thereof. That means 9 years of preparation. For 
this reason a member of the Reserve Corps coming into the 
Regular Army should be given 9 years of constructive service for 
the purpose of pay and promotion. 

7. The members of the Judge Advocate General's Department 
are all old for their respective grades. They are the oldest officers 
in their grades of all the branches of the service. They attain 
this "distinction" because they were older when appointed in 
1920 to the Regular Army than the average officer for each grade. 
They also attained this distinction because, as distinct from the 
officers of the other professions, the doctors, dentists, veterinarians, 
and ministers, promotion for them has been very slow through the 
years. Because of this handicap of being the oldest for their 
grades, the provisions of the War Department promotion-retire
ment bill will not materially help a large percentage of the Depart
ment, since they will have to be retired at the age of 60. The 
Judge Advocate General's Department amendment to the bill would 
permit the officers of that Department to be retaind in the service 
4 more years, untll they are 64 years of age, and thus permit 
maximum promotion for many who would not reach it. Below 
is a comparison between officers of the Judge Advocate General's 
Department and the Veterinarians (these statistics are taken 
from Statistical Report, published by the Adjutant General, dated 
February 15, 1940): 

Average ages 
Judge Advocate General's Department: 

Colonel------------------------------------------------ 59~ 
Lieutenant colonel------------------------------------- 53b 
Major------------------------------------------------- 50 
Captain----------------------------------------------- 40~ 

Veterinary Corps: 
Colonel------------------------------------------------ 521\ 

Lieutenant colonel------------------------------------ 47:& 
Major------------------------------------------------- 39!~ 
Captain------------~----------------------------------- 30~ 

The majors and captains of the Veterinary Corps saw no war 
service. Coming into the Army after the war the veterinary pro
motion system made them majors and captains after 12 years' 
service and 3 years' service, respectively. 

Average age all judge advocates: 51 years. 
Average age all veterinarians: 42 years, 4 months. 
8. In lieu of their not being eligible for selection as line generals, 

doctors, dentists, veterinarians, and ministers were given a fast 
promotion system. The lawyers are treated the worst of all the 
professions. Not only are they ineligible for selection as generals 
of the line, thus not having that ambition to look forward to, 
but they are not even given the same promotion system. 

9. The terms of the War Department promotion-retirement bill 
are splendid so far as they go. But when its terms are applied to 
the Judge Advocate General's Department it will be found that 
it will work hardships to those members of the Department com
missioned on July 1, 1920, and during the next few years there
after. Anyone can readily understand this when the matter is 
called to his attention. 

The bill provides for promotion to lieutenant colonel after 23 
years of service and after 6 years' service in the grade of major: 
It provides for promotion to a colonelcy after 28 years' service 
in the Army and after 5 years' service in the grade of lieutenant 
colonel. But there is a proviso which says that the number of 
colonels shall not exceed 705. There is .a further proviso that 
officers below the grade of brigadier general shall be retired at the 
age of 60 years. 

Because the officers of the Judge Advocate General's Department 
are so old for their grades, because of the restriction to 705 officers 
in the grade of colonel, and because of the requirements of 6 years 
in the grade of major and 5 years in the grade of lieutenant colonel 
before promotion to the next higher gra,de, few of the officers in this 

-department who came into the Regular service on July 1, 1920, Will 
reach the grade of colonel. 

A result of the bill will be, therefore, that officers of this depart
ment Will ·lose 4 years of active commissioned service (due to the 
60 year age retirement feature), receiving in recompense therefor 
retirement as a colonel, if they have had 28 years' commissioned 
service by that time. It might be pointed out that from an officer's 
standpoint it would be better to remain on active duty as a lieu
tenant colonel for 4 years more than to retire at 60 years of age 
as a colonel. The active-duty pay of a lieutenant colonel is much 
more than the retired pay of a colonel. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. President, I should like 
to hear from some of the Senators who have been talking 
about the "old fellows" who should be kicked out of the 
Army. I should like to ask them what reason they can give 
for retiring men from the Judge Advocate General's office 
at the age of 60, while making it possible for Supreme Court 
Justices to retire with full pay at 70. 

Mr. TRUMAN. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes. I should like to hear 

the Senator's answer. 
Mr. TRUMAN. The bill does not kick anybody out of the 

Army. It retires the officer on three-fourths pay-which I 
wish I could do-4 years sooner than he would ordinarily 
retire; and he is available for use in the Army at any time 
it is desired to make use of him. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. If he wants to get out; but 
suppose he does not want to get out? Take the case of a 
man who has studied a profession. He has become an 
attorney, and he wants to serve his country. Many of us 
know that some men do not want to retire. 

Mr. TRUMAN. The bill would not prevent him from 
serving his country. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. It would prevent him from 
serving his country. His services would be cut off. He 
would be pushed out of the office. 

Mr. TRUMAN. He would be merely retired on three
quarters pay. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. He would be retired, to be
come a sponger on his coJintry instead of earning his bread 
and butter as he would like to do. He is an honorable man. 
He does not want something for nothing. He has spent his 
lifetime learning his profession, and he wants to serve his 
country, because he kriows he can be of service. Why should 
he be retired at 60? The Senator from Missouri cannot 
give any answer to that question. 

Mr. TRUMAN . .Oh, yes; I can. He serves his country 
for one-quarter pay. That is what most of the old fellows 
want, and that is what the complaint is about. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Does the Senator think that 
a lawyer who serves in the Judge Advocate General's office 
should be retired at 60, while on the bench he may serve as 
long as he wishes? 

Mr. TRUMAN. I do not think there is any connection 
between the two cases, because the reason for the retirement 
is that in this machine age an Army must have legs and a 
heart. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. How much legs and heart 
are required to serve in the Judge A,dvocate General's office? 

Mr. TRUMAN. Probably only one or two officers in the 
Judge Advocate General's Office would be affected. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. !_yield. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. During the last war more than 

a thousand officers were employed in the Judge Advocate 
General~s Department in Washington. 

Mr. TRUMAN. How many colonels? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Most of them were colonels. 

Leave out entirely those who were in the field service with 
troops. Most of those who were in the Judge Advocate Gen
eral's Department during the war were majors, lieutenant 
colonels, or colonels. 

Mr. MINTON and Mr. LUNDEEN addressed the chair. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield first to the Senator 

from Indiana. 



6160 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE MAY 15 
Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, as I remember, there were 

11 colonels in the whole Judge Advocate General's Depart
ment. The Senator should not ·be very much concerned if a 
couple of superannuated officers are shunted aside in order 
that some of the officers who have been captains or majors 
for 20 or 25 years may be promoted. I know of men in the 
Judge Advocate General's Department who have been there 
since the World War as captains, and they are still captains. 
There may be some old colonel there whose only interest in 
staying in the Army is that he may draw 2 years' more full 
pay. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. How old is the colonel whom 
the Senator calls old? 

Mr. MINTON. Sixty. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes; he is an old fellow-60 

years old! 
Mr. MINTON. He is 60 years old. and under existing leg

islation the President of the United States may retire him or 
any other officer of the Army at 62. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is correct. 
Mr. MINTON. So if he does not want to get out, under the 

law the President may retire him at 62. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Does not that law take care 

of the situation? 
Mr. MINTON. No; it does not take care of the situation, 

because I think he ought to go out at 60 in order that the 
younger men in the Army may have a chance for promotion. 
An old man ought not to be permitted to decorate the office 
of colonel merely in order to draw full pay for another year 
or two. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Many men would like to go 
on the bench, and they are held off the bench because some 
superannuated man 60 years old is occupying the bench. 
Many men would like to serve in the Senate, and they are 
kept from serving in the Senate by some old fellow over 
60 years of age. · 

I now yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 
Mr. LUNDEEN. Mr. President, the · able Senator from 

Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. was speaking of the thousands of 
useless desk officers in Washington during the World War. 
I remember that the only spurs they wore were spurs to 
keep their feet from slipping off the desk. [Laughter.] 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I do not think that is an 
accurate statement. We needed them there, or they would 
not have been there. I know the Senator does not mean his 
statement the way it sounds. He wants to add a little fun to 
the festivities. 

With respect to 11etirement under existing law, which the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. MINTON] mentioned a moment 
ago, and to which I have -referred two or three times, any 
officer in the Army may be removed from the Army for 
physical disability. A friend of mine from Colorado was re
tired from the Army last year. The Army doctors said he 
had heart trouble. They put him out. He went to a private 
physician and had a thorough examination. He went clear 
through the clinic, and the doctor said there was not a 
thing the matter with him. I took the · reports to the War 
Department and tried to induce the Department to give him 
another examination. The officials said, "No; we cannot use 
him at all. -He is physically disabled. We cannot -use him 
in the Army." 

Recently, the Army has called him back. His heart .is just 
as bad as it was, or just as good as it was. He had been 
called back because he is needed, · and he is noV( serving 
again. 

That is the situation which we face. We need these 
officers. 

Most of the Members of the Senate are familiar with 
class B. If a man's superior officers bring in a class B 
classification against him·, there is nothing he can do about 
it. He is out of the Army. If the Board has any objection 
to his efficiency he is compelled to leave the Army. 

There are discrepancies in the bill; and I should like to 
call them to the attention of the Senator from Indiana. He 
thinks a lawyer ought to get out of the Army at 60. Under 

the existing law, officers in the Medical Corps may stay in 
the Army until they are 64. That is the existing law so far 
as the Medical Department is concerned. Dentists, surgeons, 
and chaplains may stay in the Army until they reach the age 
of 64, while engineers--

Mr. MINTON. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes; I should like to hear 

from the Senator. 
Mr. MINTON. Doctors, dentists, veterinary surgeons, and 

chaplains are on a separate promotion list. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Of course. 
Mr. MINTON. That is an entirely different situation. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am talking about the re-

tirement age. 
Mr. MINTON. But they are on a separate promotion list. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes. 
Mr. MINTON. And they are treated entirely different. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. We should eliminate them in 

this bill if they were not. They are not on our promotion 
list, but under the present law and under the future law if 
this bill passes, the mandatory retirement age for a medical 
officer is 64. If he is an engineer, he will retire at 60. Is 
there anything fair about that? That is the question which 
I want the Senator from Indiana to answer. It seems to me · 
they all ought to retire at the same age. There is no reason 
why some of them should retire at one age and some at 
another. 

Mr. BARKLEY . . Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. It is obvious that we cannot conclude the 

consideration of the bill today, and the Senator from Colorado 
advises me that he has not concluded his remarks. Under 
those circumstances, I think we might suspend at this time. 
CONDITION OF THE ARMY AND FORMULATION OF A MILITARY POLICY 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 
me, I should like to address a question to the majority 
leader relative to Senate Concurrent Resolution 46, which 
I submitted yesterday, to create a special joint committee 
to formulate a military policy for the United States, and 
which is now lying on the table. 

I have been advised by the Parliamentarian that under 
the rules I cannot move to have the concurrent resolution 
considered until a legislative day has passed. We are now 
in the legislative day of April · 24, even though it is the 
calendar day of · May 15. Therefore, I should like to re
quest that this evening the Senator from Kentucky, the 
distinguished majority leader, move that the Senate ad
journ until tomorrow instead of recessing until tomorrow, 
in order that tomorrow I may move that the Senate pro
ceed to the consideration of the concurrent resolution. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I regret that I cannot 
accede to the Senator's request. It is customary to recess 
when there is unfinished business under consideration; and 
I will frankly-say to the Senator that whenever the resolu
tion is taken up I intend to move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, to which I think it ought to 
go. We have a Committee on Military Affairs in the Senate, 
and we have a Commi-ttee on Naval Affairs in the Senate. 
There are similar committees in the House. Thus, there 
are four congressional committees which · are working all 
the time considering our military and naval policy. 

The resolution which the Senator from Massachusetts has 
· submitted proposes to set up a supercommittee to formulate 
· a ·military policy for the United States. That committee 
would have no power to report legislation. Its recommenda
tions, whatever they might be, would have to go to the 
Military Affairs Committees and the Naval Affairs Commit
tees of the two Houses. For that reason I do not see that 
anything can be accomplished by adding to the number of 
committees which are to consider our military and naval 
policy. Therefore, I think the Senator's concurrent resolu
tion ought to go to the Military Affairs Committee, and I 
think he should consent to let it go there. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well, Mr. President. In view of the 
position which the Senator takes, and in view of what I have 
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been advised by the Parliamentarian, I myself request that 
Senate Concurrent Resolution 46 be referred to the Commit
tee on Military Affairs, and I understand that, as the author 
of the concurrent resolution, I have that privilege. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is correct. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The concurrent resolution 

will be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, let me say that the reason for 

submitting the concurrent resolution and having it lie on the 
table was in the hope that we could take up this matter and 
dispose of it promptly; but, of course, the rules are perfectly 
clear on the point that if any Senator raises the point of 
order, a measure of this kind has to go to the appropriate 
committee. As I understand, therefore, the concurrent reso
lution is now referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
I certainly trust that committee will take it up promptly and 
report it favorably. I intend to absent myself from the 
Senate during the coming week to attend the third Army 
maneuvers on the Sabine River, and I hope that when I 
return the concurrent resolution will have been reported to 
the Senate. 

Let me say further that I have no pride of authorship or 
pride of opinion at all about this matter. I have tried to 
make it as clear as the English language permits that I do 
not regard this as a partisan matter or as a political matter. 

Some persons have suggested that it would be better if some 
admirals and generals were placed on the special committee. 
That would be all right With me. Other persons have sug
gested that it would be better if we had a larger committee 
or a smaller committee. Those are matters of detail. I 
drafted my resolution in its present form because I thought 
it would be the quickest and most direct method of dealing 
with the subject. 

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

Mr. LODGE. I yield; yes. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I gather from what the Senator from 

Massachusetts says that he would not object if there were 
added a representation of manufacturers. 

Mr. LODGE. Not at all. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. President, I thought I 

had the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 

has the floor. 
Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator permit me to conclude 

this statement? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield to the Senator from 

Massachusetts. 
Mr. LODGE. I thank the Senator from Colorado, and I 

shall not take much more time. 
I am not interested in quibbling about matters of form. 

I am interested in having a committee set up so that it can 
act; a committee that will sit during the recess of Congress 
and continue to study this problem, and formulate a solu
tion of it. This is not a problem that can be solved simply 

· by going ahead and making appropriations. We ca-nnot 
merely write out a check and then forget about it. This is 
an important problem which requires thought and careful 
analysis. 

Before I sit down-and I wish to thank the Senator from 
Colorado for his generosity-! ask permission to insert in 
the REcoR;D an article by Thomas L. Stokes, entitled "New 
Deal Balks at Quiz Into National Defense." Mr. Stokes 
says: 

The Democratic leadership is trying quietly to squelch the grow
ing demand in Congress for a special investigation into the con
dition of the country's national defense. 

I should like to put that article into the RECORD so that 
it may be read by the Members of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the 
request made by the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, reserving the right to 
object, I wish to state now on my own responsibility as a 
Senator, and in my position here as majority leader, that 
the statement of Mr. Stokes or anybody else that the admin-

istration, or the leadership, or the Democratic side of this 
Chamber is trying to squelch the obtaining of informa
tion concerning the condition of our Military and Naval 
Establishments is absolutely without foundation. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. Stokes says they are opposed to a spe
cial investigation. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I stated a few moments ago my posi
tion with respect to this resolution that it ought to go to 
the Committee on Military Affairs, where it is now gone. 
We have had experience heretofore with respect to joint 
committees, over-all investigations, the results of which. 
ultimately have to come back to both Houses and be re
ferred to the standing committees in charge of legislation 
on the particular subjects. The appointment of such joint 
committees presupposes that the standing committees are 
negligent in the performance of their duty, that they are 
unmindful of the responsibility that rests upon them. For 
that reason I insisted privately to the Senator from Massa
chusetts when he submitted his resolution, and I have now 
done so publicly, that the resolution ought to go to the 
Committee on Military Affairs before it is acted upon by 
the Senate. 

That does not mean that I am trying, or anybody else is 
trying, to squelch an investigation. Nobody is trying to 
hide anything from the American people. Nobody is trying 
to conceal any condition with respect to our Army and 
Navy. The mere fact that I insist that legislation in the 
United States Senate shall take its orderly course is not 
to be construed in any remote degree as an effort to 
squelch or to conceal anything, or to prevent the Ameri
can people or the American Congress from obtaining all the 
information they can obtain with respect to our Military and 
Naval Establishments. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President-
Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from Missouri · please let 

me conclude? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 

has the floor. Is there objection to the request made by the 
Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, reserving the 
right to object, as one Senator who is very much in favor 
in principle of the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts and the suggestion advanced by various 
other Senators, in connection with the insertion which is 
about to be made in the RECORD, I should like to say that 
I very much resented the suggestion yesterday by Mr. 
Thomas L. Stokes that certain Senators ought to get be
hind what he calls the Scripps-Howard movement for the 
appointment of a special committee. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of estimating the situation 
and finding out how the $7,000,000,000 which have been 
appropriated during this administration have been squan
dered, if we are pitiably unprepared, as we are now told; 
but I am not in favor of it 'because of any particular news
paper organization or because of any particular newspaper 
propaganda in that dire.ction, and I rather resented it the 
other day when Mr. Thomas L. Stokes told me that I ought 
to get behind the Scripps-Howard movement for the Lodge 
resolution. I have no objection to the insertion of his 
article in the REcORD. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I am not going to object 

to the insertion of this article in the RECORD; but I hope 
the remarks I have made concerning it will be printed in 
the REcoRD in connection with it. 

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

[From the washington Daily News of May 15, 1940] 
NEW DEAL BALKS AT QUIZ INTO NATIONAL DEFENSE 

(By Thomas L. Stokes) 
The Democratic leadership is trying qUietly to squelch the grow

ing demand in Congress for a special investigation into the con
dition of the country's national defense. 

Because the proposal came first from a Republican, Senator 
LoriGE of Massachusetts, administration leaders are taking a hostile 
attitude. 
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Senator LODGE made it clear at the outset that the question 

should not be handled on a partisan basis._ He emphasized that 
the responsibility for the present inadequacy of ·defense is not 
that of either party of Congress, or of the War or Navy Depart
ments, but is due to the general apathy toward this subject 
since the World War. 

MANY DEMOCRATS AGREE 
That many Democrats agree with him is evident not only in 

their statements of support, but in introduction of resolutions, 
similar to his, for investigation by a joint committee, commission, 
or board to find out the shortcomings of defense machinery and 
to develop a new policy compatible with present methods of 
warfare. . 

Thus far, only one of the Democrats directly' responsible for 
military or naval policy or appropriations has joined with the 
young Massachusetts Republican. That one is Senator THoMAS 
of Oklahoma, chairman of the appropriations subcommittee in 
charge pf War Department appropriations. 

But other Democratic members on policy-making committees 
are supporting the principle of an inquiry, including Representa-

. tive THOMASON, of Texas, ranking Democrat on the House Military 
Affairs Committee, and Representative ALLEN, Pennsylvania, of the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee, who has introduced a resolu
tion. Representative CELLER (Democrat, New York) also has intro
duced a resolution. Much rank-and-file support has been offered. 

ADDS IMPETUS 
The move for an investigation has gained impetus through 

President Roosevelt's plan to submit to Congress, either today 
or tomorrow, a recommendation for additional defense appro
priations which will include both Army and Navy and which, it 
was learned today, will call for immediate appropriation of some 
$800,000,000, with authorizations for future appropriations to pro
vide a gradually expanding program. 

Emphasis in the President's request is expected to be placed 
on land and air forces, with the amount perhaps exceeding the 
original $500,000,000 estimate but falling short of $1,000,000,000. 
Mr. Roosevelt told his press conference yesterday that the financ
ing of such a program-taxes or debt--is a minor detail. This 
apparently meant he will exert no pressure for new taxes. 

Since the lavish defense expenditures of recent years appar
ently have not provided the country with an entirely up-to-date . 
fighting force, sponsors of an inquiry argue that there is all the 
more reaSon why Congress, before voting other hundreds of 
millions, should see that they go into the proper channels to 
meet the necessities revealed by current developments in the 
European war. · ' 

Senator LonG:&: expects to call up his resolution within a few 
days. He and others contend that Congress should remain in 
session, with brief _recessE?s, while the investigation continues so 
that- findings may be translated promptly into legislative action. 

STRONGLY SUPPORTED 
A canvass of the Senate today ·revealed considerable support for 

the Lodge -proposal, though Democratic leaders, if they are so 
minded, may be able to stop it by cracking the party whip and 
using party maneuvers. . . 

Admirals and generals: it was learried, are bringing pressure to 
bear upon chairmen of military and naval committees, with 
whom they have considerable influence, to prevent an investiga
tion, in the fear that it would reflect upon their stewardship. 

Mr. LODGE. I am very glad the Senator says he is not 
opposed to a special investigation. I should also like to 
have inserted in the RECORD an article by Ludwell Denny 
entitled "Let's Get the Facts," which states in a very succinct 

· and clear manner some of the things which the special 
investigation ought to look into, ·and which gives a number 
of the reasons why this idea of investigation is being opposed. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I hope the Senator will not construe what 
I have said to indicate that I am in favor of the special 
committee provided for by the resolution. I am in favor of 
obtaining all the information that is available and all that 
is necessary with respect to our Military and Naval Estab
lishments; but at this hour, I am not convinced that •the 
procedure outlined in the Senator's resolution is the best 
way to obtain it. 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that. I should like to know, 
however, whether the Senator is opposed to any and every 
special investigation. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not only not opposed to but I am 
in favor of the Congress of the United States collectively 
and separately, in its various branches, taking every step that 
is necessary to ascertain all the facts with respect to our 
defense situation. I am not only in favor of obtaining the 
facts but in favor of remedying the situation to the fullest 
extent possible and necessary. 

Mr. LODGE. Would the Senator favor having the appro
priate committees sit through the summer to look into this 
matter? 

Mr. BARKLEY. If necessary, of course.- I would not super
impose my judgment on the committees as to that. I think 
they are as qualified and capable of determining whether they 
should sit through the summer as I am to determine it for 
them, and I am satisfied that if they feel that it is necessary 
to do that, they will do it. I do not think they would need 
any orders from me as to the performance of their duty. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator 
from Colorado yield to me for the purpose of asking a question 
of the Senator from Kentucky? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. First, is there objection to 
the last request made by the Senator from Massachusetts? 

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

LET'S GET THE FACTS 

(By Ltidwell Denny) 
The fight over the "four alarm" defense budget, which the Presi

dent is rushing to Congress today or tomorrow, will be over a quick 
congressional-public inquiry to get better results than produced by 
the borrowed billions spent by the Army-Navy bureaucracy. 

The President will insist on immediate appropriations and au
thorizations because of a grave emergency--our neighbors' houses 
are afire, a strong wind is blowing the flames this way, and there is 
no time to lose in protecting our own house, according to the incen
diary White House · figure. 

But a bipartisan congressional group--led by Senators VANDEN
. BERG (Republican, Michigan), LoDGE (Republican, Massachusetts), 

and CLARK (Democrat, Missouri) -want a special commission to find 
. out what is wrong with our expensively inadequate defense system. 

They want to make certain that aviation and mechanization will 
not be neglected again, before they give the administration more 
money. 

The opposition is not to better defense--there is little of that in 
Congress. The fight is not over ends, but means. 

Money alone will not do the job, according to the VANDENBERG
LoDGE-CLARK group-. They point -to the billions already spent-they 
say ten billions, the PreSident says six-and to past pledges that the 
appropriated sums would modernize our defense, as proof that new 
administration assurances ·are not sufficient guaranty. -

The special commission could find out fairly quickly, they say
Why we have not been getting more for our money. . 
Why we do not have larger reserves of strategic materials. 
Why we have only enough antiaircraft guns to protect one city. 
Why we have modern equipment enough for only 75,000 troops. 
Why the Army and Navy are allowed to compete with each 

other and duplicate, adding to costs and delaying results, 1n 
supplies and facilities. _ . 

Why naval ships have been top-heavy, despite the lack of ade-
quate top-side bombing protection. . 

Why the older services are allowed to hog the money and control, 
while the divided and puny Air Corps continues to get the short 
end. . -

Whether we are to defend the United States of America or 
the Allied empires. _ 

These questions have been raised before, but always the admin
istration has insisted that it was correcting its own mistakes and 
that there was no need for a special inquiry. Again the adminis

- tration will repeat its plea-this is no time for talk, we must put 
out the fire first. 

Senator LODGE would make it a joint congressional committee 
of investigation. Others would add leading industrialists and 
labor representatives, in the hope of speeding up supplies. Senator 
VANDENBERG would broaden it into a continuing Committee on 
the Conduct of National Defense to serve for the duration of the 
emergency. 

There are several reasons, apart from speed, why the President 
wants no effective committee: 

1. He likes to operate alone--even to the point of acting virtually 
as his own Secretary of State, War, and Navy. 

2. He has been an extreme battleship partisan since his youth, 
and apparently fears that only he can prevent the Budget pendulum 
from swinging too far toward air power and a mechanized Army at 
the expense of his ships. 

3. Any incompetence of Navy and Army "brass hats" revealed by 
the inquiry might hurt as well as help service morale. 

4. No administration ever wants an outside inquiry when the 
public is alarmed, especially not in a hot campaign year, when 
political enemies may make capital of it. 

5. A defense inquiry by necessity would raise the question of 
foreign policy-what do we want to defend? The United States 
the Caribbean, the Panama Canal, and Hawaii; or a 600-mlle zone 
around the entire Western Hemisphere; or the Philippines; or the 
Dutch East .Indies; or the entire British and French eastern empires; 
or the British Isles and France? 

Many Army and Navy experts complain that our defense is a 
hodgepodge of inemciency because the Government cannot make 
up its mind on those questions, and, therefore, never knows how 
to balance sea, land, and air preparedness. 

They say the question whether our defense is adequate is mean
ingless. The real question is, Adequate for what? On the answer 

-depends not only the number but the type of planes, ships, and 
mechanized troops we need. 
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But it is highly improbable that the President will allow Congress 

to force his hand or tie his hand in deciding foreign and defense 
policies. 

. Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield to the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, what I wish to ask 
the Senator from Kentucky is whether he would be willing, 
before we are called on to vote vast sums of money again, to 
find out what has become of the $7,000,000,000 we have spent 
in the last 6 years, if it is true, as we are now told, that we 
are pitiably unprep~red; in other words, whether the Sen
ator wants to have an investigation by congressional com
mittees before we again pour a .billion dollars down the same 
rat hole into which we have poured $7,000,000,000 we have 
appropriated during the last 6 years. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not agree that the $7,000,000,000 has 
been. poured down a rat hole, and I do not agree that the 
money Congress has appropriated has been squandered, as 
the Senator in his previous remarks indicated he believed. 
Whether he was quoting from some newspaper article or not 
I do not know. 

I will say to the Senator that I am not only in favor of 
what is suggested, but I think it is the duty of Congress to 
obtain all the information necessary to enable it to legislate 
intelligently upon this subject, not in hysteria, not in a panic, 
but intelligently, and in an orderly manner. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the Senator is willing to take 
that position, I am entirely content. What I had in mind 
particularly was the fact that a little more than a year ago 
we adopted a vast program for the expansion of the aviation 
service of the United states Army. Now we are told, a year 
later, that we have only 58 airships which are not obsolete. 
Now we are again about to be asked, the public press reports, 
to appropriate a lump sum, a vast amount of money, without 
knowing what has been done with the money which has been 
spent. Having authorized the appropriation and having ap
propriated that money a year ago, and finding that we have 
only 58 airships which are not obsolete, I think we should 
find out why that is a fact, and where the responsibility lies. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am satisfied that either the President's 
message, when it comes .to us, will go into the situation as 
he finds it, as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy 
and as President of the United States, or that if there is any 
deficiency because of the lack of time or space in the mes
sage, or for other reasons the message does not go into all 
the details with respect to the subject, the military and 
naval committees of the two Houses, and the Committee on 
Appropriations, which, after all, has to recommend the ap
propriations, will do so. In each House there are three 
committees whose duty it is to look into these matters, and I 
am satisfied that the committees which will have charge of the 
legislation which will be made necessary by the President's 
message, to which it will be referred, will bring to Congress, 
in both its branches, all the essential information. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. If the Senator from Colorado 
will permit me one mo~e sentence; the fact remains that on 
the recommendations of the President in his various mes
sages, including his budget messages, we have appropriated 
$7,000,000,000. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Does the Senator mean appropriated, or 
authorized? 

Mr. CZ:.,ARK of Missouri. We have appropriated; we have 
authorized two more billion this year, and if we include the 
authorizations the amount is nine billion, the most tremen
dous peacetime appropriations in the history of any nation. 
We did that in pursuance of the President's recommenda
tions. 

It is no answer to say th~t the President is going to 
anwer these questions in his message. I think the Congress 
of the United States is entitled to find out where and how 
this money has been spent, and whether it has been spent 
advisedly. I do not accuse anyone of stealing -the money, 
but I say that the American people are entitled to know 
what has become of this vast sum of .money, if we are piti-
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ably unprepared, as the "brass hats" of the Army and the 
Navy now tell us we are. 
· Mr. BARKLEY. I am not predicting what the President's 
message will contain; I have not seen it, and I have not been 
told what it contains. What I said was that, with the infor
mation which the President will submit to the Congress, plus 
the information which will be gathered by the committees 
of the two Houses, Congress will be in a position to act 
intelligently upon this problem. 

Mr. KING and Mr. CHAVEZ addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Colo

rado yield; and if so, to whom? 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr, President, if the Senator from Colo

rado will permit me, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALSH], the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
yesterday, in connection with the naval expansion bill, filed 
a report which contains 32 pages. I am satisfied that if 
Members of the Senate will read that report they will obtain 
a vast amount of valuable information with respect to oU1 
Naval Establishment. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Colorado 
yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. KING. I appreciate the courtesy of the Senator. He 

and others have discussed today and yesterday questio:qs -re
lating to national defense. That question is of great impor
tance, and some believe of paramount importance. That 
view has developed because of the ruthless and barbarous 
practices of certain European nations during the past 18 
months. Democratic countries have been assailed and their 
governments destroyed. Peaceful citizens have been butch
ered and slaughtered, and yet the demands of the victors are 
unsatisfied. 

Engines of war and destruction are invading more fields 
and the work of destruction and devastatioh is being prose
cuted with increased violence. We cannot be oblivious to the 
fires of destruction which are raging in other parts of the 
world. We cannot close our eyes to the assaults which are 
made upon peaceful and democratic peoples and to the woe 
and misery which follow the triumph of the merciless and 
powerful military machines which are vexing the world. 

Austria, with its civilization and culture, has been de
stroyed. Czechoslovakia, a bright star in the firmament of 
progressive democracies, has been driven from the sides. 
Poland has been mutilated and lies helpless and bleeding 
under the feet of tyrants. Finland, which was representative 
of the best and highest in human thought and conduct, has 
been savagely attacked and cruelly maltreated. Norway; a 
progressive Christian nation, representative of the finest cul
ture of modern civilization, has been the victim of the most 
.terrible and ruthless oppression. Holland, with its great in
heritance of liberty, with its love of peace, justice, and prog
ress, is now under the oppressor's rod. That gallant, heroic, 
and glorious Belgium is again witnessing the tramp of foreign 
legions and bearing the scars and wounds of a ruthless and 
savage foe. The powerful mechanized forces of Hitler are 
carrying the war of destruction and extermination into 
France, which it hopes to overrun and destroy. 

There are many evidences-and I so stated last Septem
ber-that a conspiracy had been entered into between Stalin, 
Hitler, and Mussolini which called for the destruction of the 
democratic governments, not only in Europe but in other 
parts of the world. Japan was not a stranger to this con
spiracy, but in the final division of the fruits of conquest, it 
was to have confined its assaults upon China and its ravaging 
and plundering of its people. 

We do not know when the appetite for plunder and de
struction of the countries referred to may be satiated. We 
only know that. with each successive victory the demands for 
greater conquests are made. 

Mr. President, the American people desire peace. They 
sincerely hope that no situatJon m~y develop which will draw 
this Republic into international conflicts. But they cannot 
close their eyes to the destructive fires of war nor their ears 
to the cries of the distressed. Many of our citizens who hn.ve 
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been regarded as pacifists because they opposed some of the 
military and naval appropriations, are reaching the conclu
sion that this Republic must take adequate steps for its pro
tection against the evil forces that are regnant in so many 
parts of the world. 

During the past few years I have voted against some mili
tary and naval appropriations which I regarded as excessive, 
and I have, upon a number of occasions, been criticized as 
being a pacifist. I have upon many occasions spoken in behalf 
of world peace and advocated policies which I believed would 
tend to promote disarmament. I have supported measures 
for international conferences, called to consider limitation of 
armaments. I earnestly supported the Kellogg-Briand Pact, 
which denounced war and pledged the signatories to the 
treaty to settle disputes by pacific means. Our Government 
and more than 40 other governments, including the German 
Government, subscribed to that treaty. 

I know that the peace-loving people in this and other coun
tries longed for the day when international controversies 
would be amicably adjusted. They desired to be relieved from 
heavy military burdens. They were desirous of removing the 
causes of discord and of developing a higher civilization, in 
which the moral and spiritual ·and cultural things of life 
would dominate and control. But the hopes of many of those 
who were and are so anxious for peace have been shattered by 
the conduct of Stalin and Hitler and the Japanese Govern
ment and the manifestations of militarism by Mussolini. 

I have sought to find an excuse for the conduct of the 
governments to which I have referred. I have hoped that 
there might be some justification for the brutal and bar
barous assault which they have made upon peaceful peoples 
and democratic nations. Finding none, one is compelled to 
inquire what will be the next object of their assaults-
whether, if they shall triumph, demands will be made for ter
ritory that will infringe upon the rights of this Republic and 
be violative of the letter and spirit of the Monroe Doctrine? 
I repeat that the American people will adopt every reasonable 
course to avoid conflicts with other nations. But the atti
tude of the Nazi regime and the position of other nations will, 
many of our citizens believe, require that this Republic adopt 
all reasonable and proper means to protect it against every 
assault and to provide for national defense. Our Govern
ment has sought the ways of peace. It has upon many oc
casions manifested its friendships for all nations and its desire 
to promote international good will and international unity. 
It harbors no resentments. It cherishes no ill will. It would 
be glad to go hand in hand with every nation which seeks to 
walk the ways of peace. 

Upon many occasions President Roosevelt has manifested 
his desire, and the desire of the American people, to promote 
world peace. I have approved his course and the efforts which 
he has made to avert the catastrophe which is visiting Europe. 
He has exhibited not only the spirit of a great humanitarian, 
but has been guided in his conduct by a high degree of states
manship. 

The situation in Europe may require larger appropriations 
by Congress for national defense. Notwithstanding the large 
appropriations which have been made during the past few 
-years, it is evident that to provide adequately for the Army 
and the Navy large appropriations must be made during this 
session of Congress. 

I might add that I have not been satisfied with some of the 
policies of the Army and the NavY in the matter of airplanes 
and submarines. I was a member of the Naval Affairs Com
mittee during the World War, and I was convinced that if 
international agreements were not reached to limit arma
ments and to rc.::;trict military categories, our Government 
must pursue a different policy with respect to submarines 
and airplanes. Immediately after the war I brought to the 
attention of the Naval Affairs Committee the importance of 
creating a bureau of submarines and a bureau of aero
nautics. I offered appropriate measures to accomplish that 
result. Hearings were had at my request, at which I urged 
that increased appropriations be made for the construc
tion of submarines and the development of airplanes. I 

was able to obtain but two naval officers, namely, Admiral 
'Sims and Rear Admiral Fullam, to testify. They contended 
that the war had demonstrated the importance, indeed the 
necessity, of submarines and the imperative need for the de
velopment of aviation. They insisted that though battle
ships and cruisers have a place in naval warfare, submarines 
were imperatively needed, and that airplanes would become 
more and more a vital factor in all contests both upon land 
and upon sea. 

I was so impressed with their testimony and investigations 
which I made that I continued to urge tQat larger appropria
tions for the development of airplanes and for the construc
tion of submarines be made. I remember calling attention to 
the battle of Skaggerak and to what some called the technical 
defeat of the British Navy because it hastened to Scapa Flow 
when German submarines menaced its safety. I had many 
conferences with General Mitchell, who brought upon hilllself 
considerable criticism because of his demand that a suitable 
policy with respect to submarines and aviation be adopted. 
My efforts proving unavailing, I withdrew from the Naval 
Affairs Committee. 

I should add that at the time of the hearings there was a 
bill before the Naval Affairs Committee calling for approxi
mately one and one-quarter or one and one-half billion dol
lars, almost entirely for battleships and battle cruisers. I 
opposed the bill, and, as indicated, urged that our Navy be 
modernized by an extensive use of airplanes and submarines 
and airplane carriers. 

Mr. President, I believe that the President will within a few 
days submit a measure asking for larger appropriations for 
national defense. With my present views I shall support his 
request. The confused, . uncertain, and dangerous condition 
in the world today requires that this Republic be prepared to 
meet any emergency; This Republic is the symbol-some 
believe the only symbol left-for liberty. It stands upon the 
heights of the New World as a light to the downtrodden and 
oppressed of other nations. The flag of this Republic is an 
inspiration to the peoples of the world who struggle for free
dom and is a guide to peoples who are the victims of the most 
cowardly and brutal invasions that the world has ever 
witnessed. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, it is very well to talk about 
appropriating millions of dollars and billions of dollars, but 
there is no question that it takes time to build up the defense 
we all love to talk about. I believe from information obtained 
as a member of a committee or this body that the War De
partment is doing everything possible to bring about an ade
quate national defense, as well as give necessary information 
to the proper committee of the Senate, information which is 
so greatly desired, and is requested in the resolution offered 
by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LonGE]. 

The difficulty is, Mr. President, that even if the Congress of 
the United States were to appropriate $5,000,000,000 tomor
row ·morning, that would not mean that we would obtain 
15,000 airships within 6 months, or that we would obtain all 
the necessary weapons within 6 months. 

Mr. IITLL. Mr. President, will the Senator from Colorado 
yield so that I may ask the · Senator from New Mexico a 
question? 

Mi. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. HILL. When we speak about national defense today, 

and perhaps when we rise on the floor and say that our coun
try is not prepared and that its defense is not what·it ought 
to be, as perhaps it is not-and I doubt if any one of us is 
entirely satisfied with it-we must realize, as the Senator has 
well said, that it takes time to build up our national defense, 
and that what may be insufficient defense today would have 
been sufficient defense for us 6 or 12 months ago. The opin- · 
ions not only of the best military authorities but of the wisest 
civilian authorities with respect to our defense necessarily 
change with the changes in world conditions, and so what 
may have been a satisfactory defense a few months ago or a 
few years ago would not be satisfactory today. Is that not 
true? And do we not bave to keep in mind the conditions 
and changes? 
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Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I answer the Senator's ques

tion by saying that I believe the War Department is doing 
everything it can in line of its duty to contribute to the 
proper defense of the American people. Of course, we do 
not have 100,000 pilots; of course, we do not have 15,000 
airplanes; of course, we do not have 1,000,000 rifles of the 
best type now produced; but we are not under the same 
strain, nor in the same sphere as the warring nations of 
Europe. We prepared ourselves for national defense and not 
to invade Belgium and Holland. We did not prepare our
selves in a military sense in order to meet such problems as 
Germany had to meet. We have prepared and are prepar..: 
ing our national defense with due respect for our imme
diate neighbors and other nations. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield to me for the purpose of asking a question of the Sen
ator from New Mexico? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield to the Senator for 
that purpose. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I should like to ask the Senator 
from New Mexico if it is not a fact that a little over a year 
ago the Secretary of War, and the Chief of Staff, and the 
Chief of the Aviation Service of the Army appeared before 
the Military Affairs Committee of the Senate and asked for 
an authorization for something over 2,000 planes, and I 
think it ran up to 4,000 planes? And after a very ex
tended inquiry were not those planes authorized, with the 
understanding that the program of building was to be com
pleted inside of 2 years, a program said by General Arnold, 
and the Chief of Staff, and the Secretary of War to be abso
lutely sufficient to make the United States adequately pre
pared for defense? 

Mr. President, my information is that no planes what
ever have been delivered under that order. In the mean
time, vast quantities of planes have been sent overseas to 
foreign purchasers. 

The great argument made for the promoting the sale of 
American planes abroad was that it would increase our pro
duction capacity. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, is the Senator from Mis
souri asking me a question? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Just a minute, if the Senator 
will permit me. The argument was made that permitting the 
sale of American planes abroad would increase the production 
capacity of American airplane plants. It has not done so. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield 
to me? 
· Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I shall yield in a minute. I am 
asking the Senator from New Mexico a question . . It was 
argued that the production capacity of American plants 
would be increased. It has not been increased for the reason 
that the British and French have come in and bought the 
planes designated and designed for the American Army, in
stead of paying their money on the line, as they were supposed 
to do, and increasing the production capacity of the American 
plants for the future necessities of the United States. 

Is that not the reason why the United States at the present 
time, according to General Arnold in his testimony before 
one of the House committees, has only 58 planes which are 
not obsolete? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. That may be the reason why that which 
the Senator described has taken place, but that has nothing 
to do with whether or not proper steps are being taken to 
provide an adequate national defense and whether we are 
being prepared. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, how do we prepare and 
how do we obtain an adequate national defense? By authori
zations or by the departments carrying out the authoriza
tions? 

Mr. CHAVEZ. By having the authorizations carried out; 
but along the line of thought expressed by the Senator from 
Alabama, if the contracts for planes had been fulfilled, and 
all the planes we had ordered had been delivered, with events 
in the world moving so fast, the war coming on in Europe, 
technical development being rushed every minute, we would 
have had nothing but obsolete planes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, every bit of testi
mony I have read is to the effect that the planes which were 
delivered to the British and French, planes originally in
tended for the American Army, are the very best planes in 
the air today on the western front. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I wish to assure the Senator 
from Missouri that the best knowledge obtainable, capacity 
for production, raw materials, and every kind of commodity 
that affects the national defense are available within the 
United States and known to the War Department. I think 
the War Department is doing an intelligent job. I think its 
officers are patriotic and well able to provide an adequate 
national defense. But we cannot compare our production and 
our plans with those of the German Government. We are 
approaching the matter from a different angle of thought 
and with a different idea so far as governments· are concerned. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator from Colo
rado yield to me? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Senators and all other citizens have their 

opinions as to the wisdom of the policy adopted by our Gov
ernment in permitting the sale of these planes to the belliger
ents. My own thought is that it was a wise thing to do. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I agree with the Senator. 
Mr. BARKLEY. A year ago our capacity was 7,000 planes 

a year. Today it is 17,000 planes a year. And when the 
extensions provided for in the program-which, by the way, 
are being paid for by the belligerents-have been completed 
our capacity will be increased to 30,000 planes a year. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. And the planes will embody all the recent 
improvements developed as a result of the experience of the 
European war. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator 
from Colorado permit me to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not a fact that the United 

States Government itself has paid for practically all the 
expansion up to date? 

Mr. BARKLEY. No, indeed. 
Mr. LODGE. By July 1, 1941, we shall have produced only 

6,000 planes. 
Mr. BARKLEY. What I was about to say is that the air

plane factories in the United States would not expand their 
plants until the Allies, or at least England and France, ha.d 
-agreed to pay for the expansion. Those nations are to pay 
cash not only for the planes they get but also for the addi
tional facilities . . 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. When? 
Mr. BARKLEY. Whenever they are completed. 
Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, I make the point of order that 

this debate is not in order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from illinois 

is quite correct. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. JoHN
soN] has the floor. Senators who wish .to participate in 
the debate should ask the Senator from Colorado to yield. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Colo
rado had yielded to me, and I had not quite concluded: If 
the . Senator from Colorad_o wishes to decline further to yield 
to me, he has a perfect right to do so. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. No, indeed; I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I did not think I was out of order. 
What I wished to say was that regardiess of the wisdom 

of that policy-and I think it was wise-when the time comes 
when planes are needed and can be turned out in mass pro
duction, it is as important to have the maximum capacity 
to produce as it is to have standing around in hangars a 
lot of obsolete planes which are no good when the time 
comes to use them. One of the objects of the policy which 
has been adopted by the Government in permitting the sale 
of planes to belligerents has been to speed up our produc
tion capacity, so that when the time comes, if we need to 
produce 30,000 or 50,000 planes a year, or any other num
ber, we shall have the capacity to do so. 

Turning out an airplane is not like building a battleship. 
It takes a long time to build a battleship; but when we have 
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the maximum capacity to produce, planes can be turned out 
almost like Ford automobiles. It is capacity which we are 
seeking to obtain, and not a surplus of unusable planes. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President--
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator 

from Colorado permit me to ask the Senator from Kentucky 
a question? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield first to the Senator 
from Dlinois. 

Mr. LUCAS. Mr. President, in view of the turn which 
this debate has taken, I wish to make one or two observations 
with respect to naval planes. 

I am not a member of the Military Affairs Committee, and I 
cannot speak on the policy of the Military Atiairs Committee 
or the policy of the Government with respect to the priority 
of planes which are now going to England and France. How
ever, I have listened to the testimony of the naval authorities 
of this country before the Naval Affairs Committee, and I 
know what Admiral Towers has said with respect to priority. 
He told us, without any question, that with respect to naval 
planes there is no priority so far as England and France are 
concerned, and that this country is getting all the naval 
planes it can use under the appropriations which have been 
made, considering the mechanical equipment and devices for 
making the planes. 

At this particular point of the argument, when that ques
tion apparently is being debated in the minds of the people 
throughout the country, I did not want the RECORD to stand 
without the explanation as to naval planes. This country is 
getting all the naval planes we have ordered, and all the 
Copgress has authorized, insofar as money is concerned. I 
cannot speak for the Army. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator 
from Colorado indulge me once more? I shall not again ask 
him to yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I cannot permit the statement 

made by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARKLEY] to go 
unchallenged. He said that the production of American air
plane factories for military and naval purposes had been 
stepped up to 17,000. I am not a member of the Military 
Affairs Committee, the Naval Affairs Committee, or the Ap
propriations Committee, but I am advised by members of 
those committees that General Arnold testified before the 
Appropriations Committee, not once but a number of times, 
that the maximum production of American airplane fac
tories by July 1, 1941, would be slightly in excess of 6,000 
planes, 2,800 of which were to go to the American Army and 
the remainder to the Allied armies or various other foregin 
countries. . 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not a member of either committee, 
but I have been informed by an authority equally as high as 
General Arnold that, while we are not now producing that 
many plan-es, we have stepped up our capacity to produce. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield to my colleague. 
Mr. BARKLEY. If the Senator from Colorado will permit 

me to make a suggestion--
Mr. ADAMS. The Senator has yielded to me for the mo

ment. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I wish to finish with this matter and then 

quit. 
Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, I wish to make a statement 

about the facts. 
I happen to be on the Appropriations Committee and have 

heard the statements made. During the current year the 
production of planes has been increasing. By the end of this 
year the production on a one-shift basis will be more than 
1,200 planes a month. In other words, on a one-shift basis 
in the next year 15,000 planes could be produced. It was 
stated to us that by putting on two and a half shifts the pro
duction could be increased to 30,000. We are told that the 
production cannot be doubled by merely doubling the shifts, 
because of difilculties in securing mechanics and possibly in 

securing materials. The actual production during the earlier 
part of the year has been only approximately 400 a month, but 
with the expansion at the end of this year it will be more than 
1,200 a month. 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President--
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 

to make a statement on that point? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield first to the Senator 

from Oklahoma. 
Mr. LEE. Mr. President, I am a member of the Military 

Affairs Committee; and the Military Mairs Committee is on 
record by vote as having approved the policy of the War 
Department giving priority to foreign purchase of planes. As 
a member of that committee, I wish to say that we have never 
asked the War Department or any officer of the War Depart
ment, or of the Navy Department, for any information which 
we did not receive immediately, courteously, and to the satis
faction of every member of the committee. In my opinion, it 
is unfair to try to make a "goat" out of the Army or Navy 
because suddenly a storm breaks in our face and we find 
ourselves unprepared iri comparison with other nations, simply 
because we had a Military Establishment which was geared 
for a peacetime program. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. President, will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. LEE. I do not yield. I ask the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. JoHNSON] to allow me to finish my statement. 

The War and Navy Departments have given us every coop
eration; and if we now find ourselves inadequately prepared 
for national defense, in my opinion, it is unfair to them for 
us to try to shoulder off that responsibility on the War and 
Navy Departments, which have carried out the legislation 
which we have enacted. 

Mr. President, in connection with national preparedness, I 
ask unanimous consent to have printed in the Appendix of 
the RECORD an editorial from the Daily Oklahoman. 

Mr. CLARK ef Missouri. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is heard. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, will the Senator from Colo

rado yield to me for just a moment? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. LODGE. I am not trying to make a "goat" out of 

anybody. I do not believe any Member of the Senate has 
more friends in the Army than I have, or has a higher 
regard for the Army than I have. Certainly the Army is the 
last organization in the country which would want to 
obscure the facts. The facts, as the Army officials have 
stated them to us--and they have not been controverted
are that by July 1 of 1941, during the fiscal year ending 
July 1, 1941, there will have been produced in this country 
about 6,000 military planes, about half of which will go to 
our defense establishment, and the other half will go abroad. 
I contend that the number we actually produce is much 
more important than any figures as to the rate of pro
duction at some time in the future. The significant figure 
to the American people is the ngure representing what we 
actually produce. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will the Senator from 

Colorado yield to me? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield to the Senator from 

Kentucky. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the 

consideration of executive business. 
The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to 

the consideration of executive business. 
EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. SHEPPARD, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
reported favorably the nominations of sundry officers for 
promotion in the Regular Army. 

Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, re
ported favorably the nominations of sundry officers for pro
motion in the Navy and in the Marine Corps. 
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Mr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on Post Offices and 

Post Roads, reported favorably the nominations of several 
postmasters. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. MINTON in the chair). 
If there be no further reports of committees, the clerk will 
state the nominations on the Executive Calendar. 

COAST GUARD OF THE UNITED STATES 
The legislative clerk proceeded to read sundry nominations 

in the Coast Guard of the United States. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the nom

inations in the Coast Guard are confirmed en bloc. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous consent that the Presi

dent be notified of the confirmation of the list of officers in 
the Coast Guard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Presi
dent will be so notified. 

POSTMASTERS 
The legislative clerk proceeded to read sundry nominations 

of postmasters. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the nom

inations of postmasters are confirmed en bloc. 
That concludes the calendar. 

RECESS 
Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative session, I move that the 

Senate take a recess until 12 o'clock noon tomorrow. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 42 minutes 

p. m.> the Senate took a recess until tomorrow, ~ Thursday, 
May 16, 1940, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

CONFIRMATIONS 
. Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 15 

(legislative day of April 24), 1940 
COAST GUARD OF THE UNITED STATES 

TO BE LIEUTENANT COMMANDERS 
Philip E. Shaw Gordon A. Littlefield 
Earle G. Brooks Frank Tomkiel 
Henry T. Jewell 

:1:'0 BE LIEUTENANTS 
Reinhold R. Johnson Karl 0. A. Zittel 
Garland W. Collins Gilbert I. Lynch 
John R. Henthorn Ge~rge R. Leslie 
Emil A. Pearson Joseph A. Bresnan 
Hollis M. warner Carl H. Stober 
Walter B. Millington John R. Kurcheski 
Walter W. Collins Frederick G. Wild 
John P. German Thomas Pollard Fowler 
Oscar C. Rohnke 

TO BE CHIEF BOATSWAINS 
John M. Kendley 
Lawrence N. Ditlefsen 

TO BE CHIEF MACHINISTS 
Peter Pedersen 
Richard E. Collier 

TO BE ENSIGNS 
James Ford Bills 
Paul Edward Burhorst 
Clyde Raymond Burton 
J ames Alfred Cornish 
Edwin Clary Crosby 
Holmes Forester Crouch 
William Kehr Earle 
Ottis Tillman Estes, Jr. 
William Clarence Foster 
Robert Earl Hammond 

William Norman Holt 
John Patterson Latimer 
James Alfred Martin 
Joseph James McClelland 
Ira Harper McMullan 
Raymond George Miller 
Carey Carlisle Morgan, Jr. 
James Woodrow Paine 
Kenneth Homer Potts 

POSTMASTERS 
ILLINOIS 

Herman H. Kattenbraker, Coulterville. 
George J. Fruin, Dixon. 
Oscar Ped Bonner, Fairfield. 
Tracy Earl Horrie, Gardner. 
PaUl L. Wells, Grayville. 

MAINE 
Mary W. Greenlief, Monmouth. 
Orrin J. Bishop, Presque Isle. 

OKLAHOMA 
George E. Raouls, Picher. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
WEDNESDAY, MAY 15, 1940 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
Rev. Bernard Braskamp, D. D., pastor of Gunton Temple 

Memorial Presbyterian Church, Washington, D. C., offered 
the following prayer: 

Most merciful and gracious God, whose presence and guid
ing intelligence are the supreme needs of men and of nations, 
we thank Thee for the revelation which Thou hast made of 
Thyself as the light of the hearts that know Thee, the life of 
the souls that love Thee, and the strength of the minds that 
seek Thee, from whom to turn away is to fail and fall, but in 
whom to abide and confide is to stand fast forever. 

We. pray that Thou wilt bestow upon these Thy servants 
Thy fatherly benediction, granting unto them grace and wis
dom to perform with pure and steadfast devotion all the 
duties of their high calling as leaders in the affairs of state. 
Fill their hearts and minds with . those desires which Thou 
dost delight to satisfy and with a yearning to serve their 
_generation according to Thy holy will. 

Hear our prayer in the name of Him who is the true light 
which lighteth every man who cometh into this world. 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. 8826. An act to authorize an appropriation to assist in 
defraying the expenses of the American Negro Exposition to 
be held in Chicago, Dl., during 1940. 

The message also announced that the Senate agrees to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 8745) entitled "An act making appropriations 
for the Department of the Interior for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1941, and for other purposes." · 

The message also announced that the Senate agrees to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 9007) entitled "An act 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"; that it further insists upon 
its amendments Nos. 35, 36, 37, 38, and 39 to said bill, 
asks a further conference with the House on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. McKELLAR, 
Mr. RussELL, Mr. McCARRAN, Mr. BANKHEAD, M:r. O'MAHONEY, 
Mr. LoDGE, and Mr. BRIDGES to be the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY 
Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that the business on the calendar for today may be dispensed 
with. 

Mr. DICKSTEIN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob
.ject, it was not my intention yesterday to disrupt the pro
cedure of the majority leader with regard to dispensing with 
Calendar Wednesday, but I call his attention and the atten
tion of the House to the fact that the Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization has reported out a number of bills, 
and there is no possible way we can present them here on 
the ft.oor of the House unless we have a Calendar Wednesday. 
We had no Calendar Wednesday in 1939, and we have had 
none this year, and there have been too many Calendar 
Wednesdays dispensed with. I simply serve notice now, while 
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I am not going to .-object, I hope the leadership of the House 
will give my committee an opportunity to present legislation 
which is essential for the best interests of the country. 

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

There w-as no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my own remarks in the RECORD by inserting in the 
Appendix of the RECORD a brief editorial from the Lynchburg 
News entitled "Senator BYRD Again." 

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

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

to extend my own remarks and to insert therein a short letter 
received from Dr. Gi.lmer relative to the war. 

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

There was no objection. 
THE SUGAR ACT OF 1937 

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

The SPEAKER.· Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Louisiana 1 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DEROUEN. Mr. Speaker, the fact that the Sugar Act 

of 1937 expires this year has led to any number of state
ments with reference to the many different aspects of the 
sugar problem. Most of these statements are objective in 
character, accurate at least as far as they go, and they state 
economic principles correctly from the individual viewpoint. 

For purposes of illustration, I will refer specifically to the 
recent statement of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MANs
FIELD], which appears in the Appendix Of the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, page 2718. While it is apparent that the gentle
man from Texas has been incorrectly informed to some extent 
and on some points, perhaps even more apparent, the state
ment was fragmentary in the sense that important related 
facts were passed over without mention. I am convinced that 
a few pertinent illustrations may very well be presented 
in order that Members of Congress and interested parties 
reading the various statements which have appeared on the 
subject of sugar problems and policies may piece all of them 
together, and, as a result, get a more complete picture. 

References to the number of people employed in connec
tion with the sugar industry are being repeatedly made, and 
the greatest importance is attached to the number C1f people 
on the pay rolls of the United States sugar-refining indus
try, which in 1937 amounted to 14,024 persons scattered over 
industrial centers in cities along the Atlantic seaboard, the 
Gulf coast, and the Pacific coast. No group could be more 
interested in maintaining and pres€rving the refining in
dustry than the people of Louisiana, because it is· well known 
that Louisiana is the center of one of the greatest sugar
refining regions in the world. But, when mention is made 
of the fact that there are less than 15,000 people employed 
in all of the sugar-refining establishments in the United 
States, it should at the same time be noted that the raw
sugar mills of Louisiana and Florida alone employ more 
than 10,000 persons during the year, the peak loads being 
during the season of the harvesting and processing of the 
sugarcane and the production of raw sugar. Those who 
have only part-time employment are engaged In other work 
on the sugar farms and communities, so that they do have 
year-round employment. Thus, if there were no sugarcane 
produced in the United States to be processed into raw 
.sugar in the 72 mills of LoUisiana and the two sugar mills 
of Florida, as distinguished from refineries, the United 
States would have the additional problem of finding em
ployment for the more than 10,000 persons who are now 
engaged in extracting the juices from the sugarcane for the 
production of sugar. 

The suggestion is offered that the sugar-refining industry 
of the South is of greater value than the production of sugar 

from sugarcane. This cannot be proved, no matter on what 
basis one may figure. For instance, in the statement made 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MANSFIELDl, he distin
guishes the refining operations as industrial in comparison 
to the processing of sugarcane into raw sugar as being agri
cultural; however, when he places the money value upon each 
industry, he takes the figures of theDepartment of Agriculture 
to establish the farm value. Now, the Department of Agri
culture determines the "farm value" exclusively upon the sale 
price of sugarcane, the latest figure for the cane area being 
$18,154,000. But, these figures do not include the value of the 
raw sugar, or of the sirup and edible molasses, or of the black
strap molasSes, or of the bagasse, or other byproducts which 
form part of the agricultural operations, a.s defined by the 
gentleman from Texas and as distinguished from the indus
trial operations of refining raw sugar into direct-consump
tion sugar. It is completely necessary to have the same 
division of the sugar industry when comparisons are made, 
because the gross value of the sugar crop is not the $18,154,-
000 paid for sugarcane alone, but it is the total sale price of 
all products resulting from the agricultural operations or 
first processing, and before one gets into the industrial 
operations or final processing. The correct figures for 
Louisiana are as follows: 
Sugarcane (5,860,000 tons at $3.60 gross)------------ $21,696,000 
Raw sugar (less factory payments for sugarcane)____ 11,900, 000 
Blackstrap molasses________________________________ 2,000,000 
Edible molasses and sirUP---------------------------- 1, 000, 000 
Supplementary crops and baga.Sse___________________ 5, 000, 000 

Total---------------------------------------- 40,996,000 

And this leads to another aspect of the subject. While the 
people of Louisiana are undoubtedly 100 percent for the em
ployment of the 15,000 persons in the refining industries · 
throughout the Nation, I am satisfied that the people of the 
United States are equally concerned about the very much 
larger number of persons employed in the production of 
sugarcane for sugar in Louisiana and other parts of the South. 
The latest United States census reports give 248,441 southern 
farms as engaged in the production of sugarcane. It is recog
nized that many of these produce only relatively small quan
tities of sugarcane for the production of sirup, and they have 
a direct interest in the sugar program even though they are 
not part of it. The official reports for 1938 disclose that 
approximately 300,000 acres in the South were devoted to 
the production of 6,741,000 tons of sugarcane · for sugar. It 
has been estimated that more than 15,000 fanns are engaged 
in the production of sugarcane for sugar in the South. Thus, 
more farmers are engaged in the production of sugarcane for 
the making of sugar in the South than the total number of 
persons employed in all of the refineries of the United States. 
The number of persons employed in the refineries of the 
South is less than 5,000. These facts are added not to throw 
a cloud over the refining end of the sugar business, but to 
show that the production of sugarcane and of raw sugar and 
byproducts is an equally important division of the American 
economic life as a whole and definitely more important to 
the southern economic life. 

Nor is this all. Reference has only been made to the 
number of farms reporting the production of sugarcane for 
sugar. Now there are employed on the sugar farms during 
each year over 70,000 farm hands, including members of the 
farmers' families together With hired workers. As a result of 
surveys made in Louisiana it has been established that it 
requires 26 workers to produce 100 acres of sugarcane. Since 
the average production per acre is 3,600 pounds of sugar, this 
means that in 1938 there were employed in LouiSiana 70,200 
workers to produce 492,000 tons of sugar, and those are field 
workers. To these must be added the 10,000 employed in the 
processing plants and transportation and other employment 
incident to the production and sale of raw sugar. Next the 
raw sugar must be transported to refineries, involving railroad 
employees, trucking, drayage, water transportation, omce 
workers necessary in brokers' offlces, on the exchanges, and 
so forth. As a matter of fact, the refining of that raw sugar 
is a necessary adjunct to the employment record of the in
dustry. and in Louisiana alone when one takes all of these 
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into consideration, the over-all estimate is that the Louisiana 
sugar industry provides employment for over 100,000 per
sons. No wonder that I am astonished at a comparison of the -
value of the refining industry of the South with the sugar
cane-production industry of the South when the two go to 
make up the total value of the Louisiana sugar industry to 
the South. 

If one should go further and include the tremendous num
ber of persons employed indirectly, such as in the production 
of machinery, fuel, electricity, bags and other containers, 
chemicals, and other materials and the handling of the goods 
purchased and produced by the industry, one would then get 
a very clear picture of the economic importance of the sugar 
industry to the Nation as well as to the South. It is recog
nized that the 15,000 persons employed by the refiners 
throughout the United States are an important segment of 
the American sugar industry; but it is hardly comparable 
to the production end of the industry in economic value or 
in employment importance. 

One real reason for drawing attention to this subject is 
that all of the people employed in the sugar. industry gain 
their livelihood in the United States, whether producing 
sugarcane or making raw sugar or refining the raw product. 
These persons in turn provide the best market in the world 
for all other workers in this country. They provide the best 
market for our southern farmers, for rice, sweetpotatoes, and 
fruit, dairy and poultry products, cotton, and so forth. 

We cannot fail to mention that the average family in Lou
isiana is composed of four and one-half persons; therefore 
it would appear that there are at least 450,000 laborers and 
dependents who are provided with purchasing power so that 
as consumers they may buy the products of United States 
farmers and manufacturers. And they spend all of their 
money in the United States. 

It is well enough to speak of the importance of the export 
inarket. It is true that if all of the sugar consumed in the 
United States were imported from foreign sources there 
would probably be some increase in exports from the United 
States to these foreign sources which would be a slight 
compensation. But detailed investigations have been made, 
and data are available to show that wherever a domestic 
market has been or can be established it is overwhelmingly 
more profitable to other branches of American agriculture 
and industry than is the export market. In other words, 
the export market is a good market to supplement the do
mestic market, but a small export market must not be 
purchased at the price of sacrificing a larger segment of 
the home market. 

Just one example. It is contended that the Louisiana 
production of sugar deprives Cuba of a market, and so Cuba 
buys less rice and cotton from Southern farmers. Will any
one seriously contend that the Louisiana sugarcane farmers 
buy less rice and cotton than do the colon us of Cuba? If 
there is any doubt on this subject, let the question be pro
pounded to the rice millers and to those who sell cotton 
goods in Louisiana and Cuba. Any theory is only important 
to the extent that it is practicable to apply it profitably. 

Those who constantly advise sup}illying the American 
market with sugar exclusively from tropical areas find 
themselves on either one or the other of the two horns of 
a real dilemma. First, they argue that if we import the 
sugar we, in turn, create a foreign market for our surplus 
products; but second, they then argue that if we buy from the 
Tropics we get our sugar so cheap that we cannot afford to 
produce it ourselves. This is the same as saying that the 
poor peons and serfs, or even contract laborers in the 
Tropics, are paid so little and have so little that we can buy 
our sugar f1'om them at impossibly low price levels. Now, 
we must choose between these two approaches. If we buy 
from the Tropics in order to. get sugar at serfdom price 
levels, then we do not create much of a market for our 
products. In other words, the poor people in the sugar 
jungles of the Tropics have very little money to spend in 
buying American products. Practically everything we pay 
for the sugar from these areas goes- into the machinery 
and interest or profits on capital, both of which, in turn, 

are largely owned in the United States or foreign countries. 
On the other hand, if we are really honestly trying to cre
ate a foreign market for other American product~. we must 
be ready to pay the poor serf laborers in the tropical areas 
very much - higher prices than have been customary and 
higher prices than our importer friends desire. The whole 
point is that we cannot properly argue in favor of importing 
in order to create an export market, and at the same time 
argue that we should import in order to get sugar at low 
prices. 

While on this subject, it is well enough to again remind
all who may wish to understand the sugar problem that 
over and over against the United States has found itself 
exploited by foreign sugar-producing areas. Fortunate in
deed are the Americ-an people that at least small amounts 
of both cane sugar and beet sugar have been and are pro
duced in the United States. This has provided a valuable 
measuring stick as to the cost of producing sugar, and at 
the same time has made it possible for the United States 
to avoid complete exploitation by foreign groups. Now that 
a new world war has been unleashed, most consumers in 
the United States may still remember that at the close of 
the last World War they not only were restricted in the use 
of sugar or unable to secure adequate supplies, but that 
they were paying five times the present price of sugar. 
Twenty-five cents a pound was not an unusual price to pay 
at the retail store. But Louisiana farmers, together with 
mill operators and the refiners in this country, have now 
demonstrated in this country that they can produce tre
mendous quantities of refined sugar at something like 5 
cents a pound. 

In the light of what has just been stated, it seems un
fortunate that any person really interested in American 
agriculture, industry and labor would be led astray on the 
argument that American consumers are being exploited 
by those in the United States who a;re engaged in pro
ducing sugarcane or extracting the juices from the cane 
or those engaged in producing or refining sugar for the 
market. No group engaged in any industry in the United 
S tates has done more to bring the price of a domestic 
product within reasonable consumer levels. Sugar is rela
tively cheaper than any other important food, and it is 
relatively cheaper than in any other important country in 
the world. 

My colleague from Texas restated in a new form an old 
fallacy to the effect that sugar producers are beneficiaries 
of both direct and indirect subsidies paid by the taxpayers 
and consumers. In the first place, it is well known by all 
who examine official Government reports that the full sugar 
tariff merely measures the difference in cost (or standard of 
living) between our farmers and those in foreign areas. This 
is the official finding of the United States Tariff Commission. 
There is no evidence that lowering the rate of duty at a given 
time would result in the lowering of the price of sugar to 
consumers, nor on the other hand, that raising the tariff 
would raise the price of sugar to consumers. The opposite 
is as likely to be the case. 

Thus, the rate of duty on sugar was raised May 27, 1921-
on Cuban raw sugar from 1.0 cent to 1.6 cents per pound. 
But the wholesale and retail price of refined sugar in the 
United States went down because at that time Cuban pro-

'ducers lowered the price of raw sugar. Again, on September 
21, 1922, the duty was raised (on Cuban raw sugar from 
1.6 cents to 1.76 cents per pound). On that occasion the 
price of sugar went up all out of proportion, since Cubans 
greatly increased their price of raw sugar. Again on June 17, 
1930, the duty was raised-on Cuban raw sugar from 1.76 
cents to 2.0 cents per pound. This time the wholesale and 
retail price of refined sugar in the United States decreased 
because the price of raw sugar in Cuba was decreasing. Let 
us be very specific here. The price of raw sugar imported 
from Cuba decreased from 4.9 cents per pound in 1923 to 
1.1 cents per pound in 1932, a decrease of 3.8 cents per pound 
in 10 years. During the same period the wholesale price 
of refined sugar in New York fell from 8.4 cents per pound 
to 4.0 cents, a decrease of 4.4 cents. Thus, while the tariff 



6170 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE MAY 15 
on raw sugar from Cuba was increased in 3 steps from 1 cent 
to 2 cents per pound, the price of sugar went down tre..; 
mendously. 

Still another illustration might be given. On June 7, 1934, 
the duty on Cuban sugar was reduced from 2 cents to 1.5 
cents per pound, and again on September 3, 1934, it was 
reduced to 0.9 cent per pound . . This was a net decrease of 
1.1 cents per pound. The retail price of sugar in 51 large 
cities of the United States for the year 1934 was 5.5 cents 
per pound, and the average for the same cities for th~ last 5 
years has likewise been 5.5 cents per pound. It 1s well 
known that the purpose in lowering the duty in 1934 was not 
to lower the price in the United States, but to make it pos
sible to raise the price of raw sugar in Cuba. And this was 
actually what was accomplished; but, it was only accom
plished by forcing the Cubans to keep within certain quota 
restrictions on the amount of sugar shipped to the United 
States. 

During the 5 pre-war years, 1910-14, the United States 
imported an average of 1,930,000 short tons of sugar from 
Cuba at an average of slightly less than 2.5 cents per pound. 
Cuba was prosperous. During and following the war, Cuba 
expanded production tremendously in the hope of capturing 
the European market for sugar. But, during the decade, 
1920-30, Europe and other parts of the world returned to 
sugar production and no longer furnished a market for 
Cuba. Then Cuba attempted to literally dump all of her 
surplus in the United States. During the 5 years 1922-26, her 
exports to the United States were double pre-war years. 
But in carrying out this program Cuba reduced herself and 
her poor sugar growers to the depths of poverty, which led 
to a series of several revolutions. At one time she sold sugar 
on the world market as low as half a cent a pound. Of 
course, the poor peasants got practically nothing. for their 
cane and had absolutely no buying power for Amencan prod
ucts even though Cuba dumped millions of tons of sugar 
in this country. 

On changing the sugar program of the United States to 
the quota system, upon recommendation of the United States 
Tariff Commission, this country systematically lowered rates 
of duty only on condition that the quantity of sugar shipped 
to this country would be again returned to the average of 
the 5 pre-war years, 1910-14. The result has been restoring 
the price of sugar in Cuba to approximately pre-war levels. 
And incidentally, it has not resulted in an increase in the 
price of sugar to the people of the United States. In fact, 
during 15 pre-war years in 51 large cities of the United States, 
the average retail price of sugar was 6.0 cents per pound, 
whereas during the last 5 years, 1935-39, the average price 
has been 5.5 cents per pound. This should suffice to show 
t he fallacy and the constant repetition of half-truths by 
those who like to condemn the tariff on articles which they 
are not interested in, while at the_ same time, they defend it 
in the case of articles in which they are interested. 

And a processing tax was not a new tax on consumers o~ 
the United States, as has been argued by the uninformed or 
those who have some special motive to promote. It was 
merely an exchange arrangement to aid in the enforcement 
of the Sugar Quota Act. Therefore, the so-called subsidy to 
farmers is, in fact, a refund to them of money collected from 
the processors and previously deducted from growers and. 
sugar mills. · 

At this point it may not be out of place to quote from a 
statement made by Secretary Wallace, whose purpose was 
to defend the .statement made by the President to the effect 
that the processing tax would not raise the price to con
sumers. Secretary Wallace said: 

The reason that an excise tax of 0.75 cent per pound of sugar 
would not increase, over a period of time, the price paid by con
sumers, under a quota system, may be stated briefly. The price 
paid by consumers is determined, of course, only by the supply 
and demand for sugar; and since neither the supply nor the de
mand would be changed by the proposed tax, the price paid by 
consumers would not be affected by the tax. 

Since in most instances the total cost of production (including 
duties and taxes) tends to be related to selling price, tbere is gen-

erally assUmed to be a direct relationship between cost and price; 
but, in fact, the cost of production affects price only indirectly 
through its effect on supply. If the costs of production exceed 
price, there is a tendency for production to decrease, and the 
decreased supply causes an increase in prices. Thus, it will be 
noted that the quantity of the supply, and not the cost of pro
duction, is the direct causal factor in determining prices; and 
factors · other than cost of production, in this case quotas, can 
supersede cost of production in determining supply and, hence, in 
determining price. 

Lest I be misunderstood, it probably should be added here 
that not only the sugarcane growers of Louisiana and other 
Southern States but sugar-beet farmers in the North and 
West agree with the gentleman from Texas, Congressman
MANSFIELD, when he objects to. the importation of offshore 
white sugar. We have always favored helping the producers 
in Hawaii and Puerto Rico to secure a fair price for raw sugar 
and a proportionate share of the United States market, and 
we believe that in turn they should be willing to join with us 
in helping to maintain the refining industry in the United 
States, so that the domestic sugar industry as a whole may be 
on a profitable basis. 

My friend the gentleman from . Texas [Mr. MANSFIELD] 
says: "In the first place, any legislation- which cripples the 
South's sugar-refining industry should be defeated." I 
answer, "Amen"; and the same attitude goes for any estab
lished industry. When the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
MANSFIELD] adds, "Secondly, any sugar legislation should be 
opposed which would decrease the export markets for the 
products of Southern farmers and factories,'' I would add 
(a) unless it provided a greater contribution to the national 
welfare in the form of home use for our own resources, 
labor, and capital, and (b) unless it resulted in increased 
domestic markets. And, finally, when the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. MANSFIELD] says, "Thirdly, the Southern con
sumer does not want to pay higher prices for sugar," I agree. 
I again say "Amen," but I call attention to the fact that pres
ent sugar prices are below pre-war prices; they are below 
parity prices; and they are lower on the average than food 
prices in general. In other words, I say that the United 
States has th¢ lowest retail price for sugar in the world, and 
American farmers can produce at a low price level because of 
our improvea efficiency. Our position in Louisiana is that we 
should be permitted to produce whatever we can produce 
economically and efficiently, and then import whatever bal
ance is needed from other parts of the world. 

The gentleman from Texas [M:r. MANSFIELD] appears to 
argue that we should import sugar so that we may sell more 
sirup, cotton, and other products produced at home. Why 
not import all of the sirup requirements from the cheaper
producing tropical areas? It would be just as reasonable as 
to import all of our sugar. But about 250,000 farmers are 
involved in producing sugarcane for sirup while a much 
smaller, but still important, number is engaged in producing 
sugarcane for sugar. · 

It would be rather interesting to know what attitude 
southern leaders would take if the question were frankly 
raised, Why not abandon sugar production entirely and 
urge sugarcane produ.cers to go into the production of vege
tables, fruits, cotton, rice, and other southern farm prod
ucts? Surely then we would hear from every southern 
farmer an appeal for us to devote all of the resources pos
sible to the production of sugarcane for our own home mar
ket. ·what would be the attitude of our dairy friends from 
the Middle West if the 300,000 acres of sugarcane were con
verted into dairy lands? Why not make corn-hog farms out 
of the sugar plantations of Louisiana, so that our friends 
from Iowa may feel the effect of being deprived of their 
exclusive Louisiana market for corn-hog products? 

It is very important to recognize that the production of 
sugarcane for sugar in Louisiana is the chief source of agri
cultural income and affects directly the entire population 
of south Louisiana, including New Orleans. A refining plant 
in the industrial area of one city like Galveston is just one 
of many industries, with a restricted employment of less 
than 1,000 persons. It does not enter very l:..rgely into the 
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general welfare of the city, although it is a desirable addi
tion. On the other hand, an agricultural industry covering 
over a half million a-cres with 72 processing plants dis
tributed throughout the agricultural district, and furnishing 
various employments for over 100,000 persons, is a major 
influence in the progress and prosperity of that area. 
Let me emphasize that such an industry helps the lowest
income groups and the greatest number of people, most of 
whom are poor farmers and farm laborers. But, these farm
ers and farm laborers spend all their money in their local 
communities and the distribution of wealth is, therefore, 
real and effective. It is important to remember that some 
of the refineries located in the South are nevertheless owned 
by corporations whose headquarters are in New York and 
who also operate in metropolitan areas of the East. Of 
course, this is valuable from the national standpoint. 

The American sugar industry is, taken as a whole, one 
of our great industries. The people of Louisiana have 
always spoken for the domestic sugar industry and all of its 
component parts. They realize, as I am sure Members of 
Congress realize, that the only constructive attitude for any 
branch or group of the domestic industry to take is that 
the greatest good will come to the domestic industry as a 
whole if due consideration is given to the needs and the 
merits of each component part. In that spirit, we have 
advocated expansion so that more Americans could enjoy the 
benefits of a prosperous industry. And finally, let it be said 
with confidence that any industry which has weathered the 
storms of nature, solved the problems of agriculture and 
industry, and survived the distressing man-made difficulties 
of political interference for the more than 150 years of exist
ence of our Republic of the United States of America, has 
demonstrated that it is entitled to be recognized, to be en
couraged, and -to be maintained. [Applause.] 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 
Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

after the disposition of the business on the Speaker's table 
and the legislative program for today, I may address the 
House for 1 hour. 

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

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. DELANEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my own remarks in the RECORD, and to include 
therein an article appearing in today's New York Herald 
Tribune. 

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

There was no objection. 
OUR MONETARY SYSTEM 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to proceed for 1 minute. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. Speaker, inevitably, and 

altogether properly, there is going to come before the House 
before we have passed many more days, consideration of 
matters of national defense. I rise at this time to call your 
attention, as earnestly as I know how, to the fact that every 
man in this House will be worrying about the burden of 
debt in connection with national defense, and that, in my 
humble judgment, the most fundamental measure .of na
tional defense that could be taken would be for us to cut 
loose from our present insistence that this sovereign Nation 
must pay interest on its own credit. I think we need to 
learn what national credit means. I think we need to learn 
what money and credit actually are in an economy of ex
panding production, and learn to base that money and 
credit on production as it expands. . [Applause.] 

The first step in doing that would be the l>assage of a 
very simple bill written on one page--H. R. 8209-which 

would vest in the Government of the United States, by pur
chase, the full and unconditional ownership of the 12 cen
tral Federal Reserve banks. These banks act today as banks 
of issue. There ought never to be or never to have been a 
bank of issue except it belonged, lock, stock, and barrel, to 
the sovereign people of the Nation. 

In the next place, I have another bill-again so short and 
simple that it is printed on one page-which declares it to be 
the policy of the United States to restore the price level for 
basic commodities which prevailed before the depression 
struck the country in 1929. This identical bill, sponsored 
by the gentleman from Maryland, Mr. Goldsborough, passed 
the House on May 2, 1932, by a vote of 298 to 60. How would 
the policy declared in this bill be carried out? By control of 
the volume of credit and currency by the Federal Reserve 
Board, and the Secretary of the Treasury. And how would 
they proceed? The most direct method available at present 
would be the purchase of Government bonds by the Federal 
Reserve Board with its credit-credit which is, as a matter 
of fact, the credit of the Nation itself. 

Is it not clear that every time this was done the out
standing national debt would be reduced? Is is not clear 
ha.w basically important it is that the power to create money 
or credit originally be a national power and not a private 
one? Then, why delay to mend this rent in the armor of 
democracy? 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. MASSINGALE asked and was given permission to revise 

and extend his own remarks in the RECORD. 
Mr. VANZANDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend in the Appendix of the RECORD a poem on Memorial 
Day. 

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

There wa.s no objection. 
Mr. O'BRIEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD and to in.clude therein a 
speech delivered by Frank Gannett at Fort Worth, Tex., on · 
Monday night. 

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

There was no objection. 
NATIONAL DEFENSE 

Mr. EDWIN A. HALL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to extend my remarks in the RECORD and to proceed for 
1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. EDWIN A. HALL. Mr. Speaker, in many of the fine 

speeches I have heard lately about the United States and her 
defenses I have noted several statements mentioning our 
invincible power on land, on sea, and in the air. I have won
dered on what bases of authority these remarks have been 
made. After having seen country after country violated by 
invaders in Europe and taken over with comparative ease, one 
cannot help but become apprehensive over just what might 
happen if we were set upon by a foreign foe. 

A stream of letters from the folks back home prompts me 
to pose several important questions to the responsible heads 
of this administration. Twenty-six billions have been spent 
in the past 7 years on relief, public works, and social experi
mentation. But we have been kept in the dark about the 
state of our national defense, and so, for the sake of informa
tion for both my constituents and myself, I wish to find out 
a few important matters. 

Just how adequate is our national defense? Have we suffi
cient number of trained pilots and airplanes to carry them to 
resist a foreign invader? How effective would our military 
arm repulse attacks similar to those made on Holland's coast 
by Nazi forces? 

I believe that the American people and their Representa
tives in Congress have a right to know from the administra
tive authorities of our Government what our present condition 
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of defense is and, if it is insufficient, just what steps they pro
pose to take to make the United States invulnerable to any 
foreign invasion. 

LUISE EHRENFELD 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization I ask unanimous consent 
to take from the Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 3094) for the 
relief of Luise Ehrenfeld, with a Senate amendment thereto, 
and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Line 6, strike out all after "residence" down to and including 

"upon", in line 10, and insert "Upon-:• 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 
amendment. 

The Senate amendment was agreed to, and a motion to 
reconsider the vote was laid on the table. 

MORRIS HOPPENHEIM AND OTHERS 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, also by direction of the Com
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization, I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 2948) 
for the relief of Morris Hoppenheim, Lena Hoppenheim, Doris 
Hoppenheim, and Ruth Hoppenheim, with a Senate amend
m.ent thereto, and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 1, line 6, strike out all after "Hoppenheim" where it appears 

the second time, down to and including "act", in line 6, on page 2, 
and insert: "any . provision of existing law to the contrary not
withstanding. From and after the date of the approval of this act, 
Morris Hoppenheim, Lena Hoppenheim, Doris Hoppenheim, and 
Ruth Hoppenheim shall be deemed to be lawful residents of the 
United States." · 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 
amendment. • 

The Senate amendment was agreed to, and a motion to 
reconsider was laid on the table. 

EGON KARL FREmERR VON MAUCHENHEIM 

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, also by direction of the Com
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization, I ask unanimous 
C'Qllsent to take from the Speaker's table the bill <S. 1384) for 
the ~elief of Egan Karl Freiherr von Mauchenheim and Mar
garete von Mauchenheim, with a Senate amendment to a 
House amendment, and concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend
ment to the House amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
In the second line of the last paragraph, strike out "one number". 

and insert "two numbers." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 
amendment to the House amendment. 

Mr. JENKIN'S of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. MASON. Yes. 
Mr. JENKINS of Ohio. Have the minority members of the 

committee been consulted about this? 
Mr. MASON. Oh, yes. I was instructed unanimously. 

The bills have passed both Houses unanimously, and the Sen
ate amendments in two of the cases simply mean to deduct 
from the quota in lieu thereof. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 
amendment. · 

The Senate amendment was agreed to and a motion to re
consider was laid on the table. 

TURTLE MOUNTAIN INDIAN AGENCY 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill S. 1036, to authorize the purchase of certain lands 
adjacent to the Turtle Mountain Indian Agency in the State 
of North Dakota, and ask unanimous consent that the state
ment be read in lieu of the report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Washington calls 
up a conference report on the bill S. 1036, and asks unanimous 

consent that the statement be read in lieu of the report. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
right to object. What is the bill? 

Mr. HILL. This is a complete agreement. 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman please 

explain the bill? 
Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will permit; 

the bill now before us coming from a conference was passed 
by this House and aLso passed by the Senate of course. The 
Senate adopted certain amendments to the House bill. A 
conference was had and finally the Sena.te receded, so that 
the matter now before us is exactly the same matter that 
passed this House. The bill provides for the purchase of land 
for Turtle Mountain Indians. There are 3,000 Indians up 
there with less than 40 acres per family, and this program is 
to buy land and put these Indians on the land. Authority 
was given by the Congress in 1934, but we do not ask any new 
authority. 

The Senate wanted to limit the purchase of land to those 
who are on the rolls of the reservation, but the House knew 
that those who were not on the rolls but were Indians were 
just as needy as those who were carried on the rolls. 

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

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 House to the bill (S. 1036) to 
authorize the purchase of certain lands adjacent to the Turtle 
Mountain Indian Agency in the State of North Dakota, having met, 
aft er full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments 
of the House, and agree to the same. 

KNun: HILL, 
USHER L. BURDICK, 

Managers on. the part of the House. 
ELMER THOMAS, 
LYNN J. FRAZIER, 
B. K. WHEELER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (S. 1036) to authorize the purchase of certain 
lands adjaceJ?.t to the 'Durtle Mountain Indian Agency in the State 
of North Dakota, submit the following statement in explanation of 
the effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in the 
accompanying conference report as to each of such amendments, 
namely: 

The effect of the action agreed upon and recommended by the 
conferees is that the Senate conferees accept the bill as passed by 
the House. 

KNUTE HILL, 
USHER L. BURDICK, 

Managers on. the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the con
ference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. COLE of Maryland. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks and include a letter from 
General Hines with reference to a new veterans' hospital in 
Maryland. 

The.SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. · 
Mr. REED of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent to extend. my remarks and to include certain quo
tations. 

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

GOVERNMENT REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES 

Mr. REES of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I have asked for unan
imous consent to proceed at this time for the purpose of call
ing the attention of the House to a situation that I think 1s 
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an important one. This House has appropriated millions and 
billions of dollars, most of which has · been approved by the 
Bureau of the Budget. A good many millions of dollars, how
ever, did not have budgetary approval. I am not at this 
time raising the question as to whether or not this House or 
the Congress should approve the expenditure of these funds. 
Personally, in a good many instances, I think the amount of 
these funds could and should have been pared. Of course, 
I also believe the expenses for the administration of the funds 
appropriated, could be greatly curtailed, and a lot of money 
saved in that respect. I think a good many of our agencies 
authorized to spend this money have been extravagant in the 
expenses of their administration. 

But the thing to wbich I want to direct your particular 
attention right now is this--that at the end of the session, 
unless some change is made in our present situation, this 
Congress is going to spend three or four billion dollars more 
than the amount of revenue that will be taken in to pay the 
bills; and I want to direct my remarks in particular to the 
Ways and Means Committee of the House, which consists of 
25 Members, who are selected to represent the House in 
determining as to the ways and means by which funds are to 
be raised to run the Government of the United States. 

I have understood that the Ways and Means Committee is 
one of the first committees of importance in the House. Since 
that committee is charged with this responsibility, I believe 
we have a right to look to that group for advice and infor
mation with reference to the raising of this money. This 
House has been in session for 4 Y2 months, and so far as I can 
ascertain the Ways and Means Committee has never turned a 
wheel, has never held a hearing on the question as to the 
means by which revenue is to be raised to take care of the 
appropriations that have been approved by Congress. The 
only measure that I know about upon which hearings have 
·been held by that committee is the one measure having to do 
with the problem of trade agreements. I am informed today 
that the committee has not even been in session as a full 
committee since February, although resolutions have been 
pending before it asking that the question of raising of 
revenue to pay our obligations be carefully considered. 

Not only that, but if you will examine the record you will 
find that most of the members of that committee have not 
only supported the expenditures of funds that have come to 
the floor of the House but- have also taken the floor in sup-. 
port of large items of expenditures that wer.e not even ap
proved by the Budget. I am not criticizing the fact that 
Members of the House obtain a lot of favorable publicity 
because they support measures providing for the spending of 
money that will be of benefit to groups in their particular 
part of the country. But I do think that those same Mem
bers, when placed in the position of responsibility for pro
viding the ways and means of raising these funds, ought to 
meet the responsibility with which they are charged. 

Mr. Speaker, I realize this is a rather late hour in the ses
sion to raise the question, but in view of the great amount of 
funds that have been authorized and appropriated by this 
Congress, and considering the measures that are likely to 
come before this House before we adjourn that will require 
the spending of more money, I think the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House should immediately direct its atten
tion and its careful study to the manner in which these ex
penditures are to be met. Mr. Speaker, as a matter of fact, 
if the membership of this House were confronted with tax 
bills at the same time they vote for these appropriations I 
think they would be a little more careful in the expenditure 
of public funds. My principal criticism is the indifference on 
the part of Congress to this important situation. 

I know, as well as you do, that the taxpayers of this coun
try have a greater load now than they can possibly stand, and 
it is for that very reason that I have voted against a good 
many of these bills providing for the spending of money that 
would otherwise be worthy if the people of this country could 
afford it. [Applause.] · 

[Here the gavel felL] 

C. I. 0. GREAT LAKES SEAMEN 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to address the House for 1 minute and to re
vise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. Speaker, on my return 

from the floor yesterday afternoon, I received the following 
telegram supposedly from the crew of the steamship General 
Markham, which reads: 

We, the crew of the steamship General Markham, a Great Lakes 
C. I. 0. tanker, protest your saying C. I. 0. Lake seamen are com
munistic. We believe in the American standard of living, which 
we gain through the C. I. 0. 

In the first place, Mr. Speaker, in my speech delivered on 
this floor Monday, I made no statement charging the C. I. 0. 
Great Lakes seamen as being Communists. I did charge 
that there are Communists among that group, and I will not 
retract that statement. 

But the interesting thing about this telegram, Mr. 
Speaker, is the fact that it was filed in Indianapolis, Ind., 
at 12:52 p. m. yesterday. Indianapolis is at least 150 miles 
inland from the Great Lakes, and the General Markham 
must indeed be a remarkable craft to get its crew that far 
inland in such a short space of time. I doubt that aU the 
wizardry and mastery of Harry Hopkins' reported brother
in-law, David K. Niles, could have accomplished this re
markable feat. I am glad to have this pr-otest from the crew 
of the General Markham, because it has been my pleasure 
to know.Gen. Edwin C. Markham for many years. There is 
no more courageous or patriotic American in this country 
than General Markham, and I feel very certain that any
one who sailed on any craft bearing his name could not help 
to be other than a loyal American patriot. 

In view of the fact that Indianapolis, Ind., is the head
quarters of the C. I. 0. United Mine Workers of America, I 
wonder if this might possibly have been the source of this 
protest. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend my remarks and in
clude therein a very fine statement by General Pershing on 
the subject of preparedness. The country is thoroughly 
against sending our soldiers overseas, but I know it wants 
preparedness; 

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

There was no objection: 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent that my colleague the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. LELAND M. FoRD] may be allowed to address the 
House for 15 minutes on to-morrow, after the legislative pro
gram of the day has been concluded. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was n_o objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to revise and extend my remarks and include two brief 
letter~. 

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

revise and extend my remarks and include an editorial from 
the Portland Oregonian and a short speech. 

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

WAR PROPAGANDA 

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

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
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Mr. THILL. Mr. Speaker, as the war drums beat louder in 

Europe, war propaganda becomes stronger in the United 
States. Are we Americans going to be. led into that slaughter 
in Europe by paid propagandists who will do everything in 
their power to lead us into war? It seems as if the world has 
suddenly gone war mad, and we are about to be poisoned with 
that same madness through lies disseminated by propagan
dists. Let us prepare for defense to the limit. Let us get rid 
of CommuniSts, Nazis, and any so-called fifth column. But 
let us also get rid of war propagandists. For that reason I 
urge you to support House Resolution 410 pending before the 
Rules Committee which authorizes the appointment of a spe
cial committee to investigate war propaganda activities in the 
United States. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.l 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to revise and extend my remarks and include therein certain 
tables with reference to imports and unemployment. 

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

THE VINDICATION OF CHARLES A. LINDBERGH 

Mr. GUYER of ·Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to proceed for 1 minute. 

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

consent to revise and extend my remarks and include therein 
a short editorial from the Washington Times-Herald. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GUYER of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, one of the most un

just episodes in contemporary history is the effort made in 
one way and another to discredit Charles A. Lindbergh in 
the eyes of the public. These efforts were made largely be
cause he refused to become a smirking publicity hound and 
because he modestly refused to permit himself to be cater
wauled and pawed over like a publicity crazed movie star or 
some sideshow curiosity. 

For this fine instinct of decency and modesty he deserved 
the admiration of the public, but instead he was condemned 
as high hat and unso.cial. In an age when the publicity 
hound has become a nauseating and repugnant nuisance, in 
high places and low, it seems a refreshing innovation to fi~d 
someone who has enough sense of the eternal fitness of things 
to give us an exhilarating exhibit of American decency and 
modesty, and it is most invigorating to find that the fine mind 
and dauntless courage of Charles A. Lindbergh is being appre
ciated when we find that in 1938 Lindbergh told England and 
France and the world of the weakness of Russia and of the 
formidable power of Germany. If the Allies in 1938 had paid 
proper attention to his sound advice, they would not now be 
seen so naked to their enemies. In other words, if they had 
at any cost filled their sky with planes there would be no 
war in western Europe today. There is war for the sole rea
son that Germany has the advantage in the air in spite of the 
warning of Lindbergh and H. G. Wells. May we profit by 
their misfortune. [Applause.] 

[From the Washington Times-Herald of May 13, 1940] 
LINDBERGH'S DUE 

In March of 1938, Col. Charles A. Lindbergh sailed from the United 
States with his family. He did not say wliy or where he was going. 
He merely went. 

First he rented a farm house in England. Then he moved to a.n 
island off the coast of France. Then he took off, in midsummer, for 
a leisurely air tour of the Continent. He visited Russia, Poland, 
Czechoslovakia, Rumania, and Germany. He accepted honors and 
inspected aviation in all these countries. 

Somehow it leaked out that he had advised the British not to 
tie in with Russia against Germany. The Reds were failures and 
the Nazis were deadly able. You remember what followed. 

Lindbergh came home. He testified to congressional committees. 
He broke his public silence and began both to speak and write. 
And the abuse shook the national windowpanes. 

Well, what do you think on looking back over the record? Did 
Lindbergh lie or not? Compare Stalin's winter in Finland \ .'ith 
Hitler's "blitzkrieg" of Norway and cast your own estimate of Lind
bergh's value to the United States of America. Let's put him to use. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. · Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my own remarks in the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. YOUNGDAHL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to revise and extend my remarks and to include a short letter. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 

REVIVE TRADE AND FRIENDSmP IN CENTRAL AND SOUTH AMERICA 

Mr. ANDERSON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani
mous consent to proceed for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend my remarks. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. ANDERSON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, advancing 

civilization has been so swift at times as to trample into obliv
ion by its conquest certain elementary concepts of human 
relationship. In the name of progress we have loosened our 
grasp upon the concrete and have grabbed wildly onto the 
band wagon of artificiality and have adopted synthetic 
modes of conduct; all of which have contributed on innu
merable occasions to the compleXity of our modern eXistence. 
Perhaps nothing illustrates this point so well as a brief refer
ence to the mysterious labyrinth that has grown up around 
money. Without going into the question of money, it will 
suffice to point out that men and women have come to regard 
the matter of money and its use as something that only 
some supermind or superior intellect can fathom. 

Money is, and always will be, but a means to help man in 
his brief but hectic day on earth. It is not an end in itself 
and cannot be such. But because too many men and women 
have looked upon money as an end in itself, we suffer today 
from want and poverty that need not eXist in this world if 
this misconception of money had not brought about a mal
distribution of God's bounty and the fruits of man's in
genuity. 

A great educator and · sociologist has attributed our vast 
and seemingly unconquerable problem of unemployment to 
a poor system of distribution. When we stop to consider 
that farm and factory products stand idle in huge surplus 
warehouses year after year and consider at the same time 
that thousands-yes; even millions-of people in this coun
try need more food and more clothing, then, I think, we 
must admit that a system which permits or fosters such 
conditions is incompatible with a decent distribution of goods 
which many people cry for and which others have and can't 
dispose of. 

Two of the most difficult problems to confront this Nation 
in the last decade have been to find a way, on the one hand, 
to dispose of surpluses, and, on the other, to find a way to 
help millions of people obtain the barest necessities of life. It 
is not accurate to classify that condition under the heading 
of two separate problems, for, after all, it is one big problem 
of distribution. 

One of the reasons why this maldistribution exists and 
plagues our society is attributable to the artificial character · 
that has grown up around money. In the last analysis 
money is good only for human use, and when it fails either 
wholly or partially to serve human needs or when it actually 
contributes to human misery, then remedial measures are of 
paramount necessity in order to restore money to its proper 
place in human existence. 

One of the earliest, most primitive, and yet most elemental 
modes of human relationship was a system of barter. Barter 
is defined in the dictionary as exchange of commodities. 
In the beginning it was a very simple process. One man, 
let us say, had six horses and no cow:-\, while his neighbor 
had 6 cows and no horses. The first man had need for a 
cow, and the latter need for a horse; so they struck a bar
gain and traded a horse for a cow. Each had something 
the other needed and wanted, and the homely process of 
trading served them well. 
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As civilization grew and men populated the far corners of 

the earth, the matter of exchanging goods became more 
complex. It ceased to be as simple as trading a horse for a 
cow. Thereupon, human ingenuity devolved upon a scheme 
whereby a medium of exchange was established. Thus, 
money came into the world. As years and centuries went on, 
people began to lose sight of the fact that money was but 
an adjunct to barter; that it was merely a means to facili
tate the exchange of goods. So vast became the lure for gold 
that the system of barter vanished almost entirely, and with 
it vanished markets for goods that might have remained 
open and prosperous through the years and contributed to 
greater human happiness throughout the world. 

Now, I have spent some time on background, put it will 
be helpful in weighing the remarks that follow. 

Just as Mr. Jones trades or transacts business with Mr. 
Smith, his neighbor, so nations that are but men collectively 
trade and transact business with each other. To be specific 
and to the point, the United States has and produces goods 
which other countries do not produce and for which there is 
a market. At the same time, those other countries have 
goods and products which we have not and, needs be, we 
must have. Among these things we need and are unable to 
get along without are certain products that are not and can
not be produced in this country. Among these are rubber, 
tin, coffee, spic~s. manganese, and other strategic materials. 
Not only are these items essential for our everyday existence, 
but many of them are vital to our national defense. Can you 
imagine for a moment the calamity to our defense machinery 
if our sources of tin, rubber, manganese, and other strategic 
materials were cut off? We would not only be vulnerable but 
utterly hopeless within a very short time. 

Fortunately, the Great Creator has placed in and below the 
soil of America the greatest abundance of natural rewurces 
on earth. Better than any other people we are able to exist 
self-contained. And yet we must look to foreign sources for 
certain materials that are now as much a part of our life as 
clothing and shelter. The greatest of thes·e materials is rub
ber, without which our systems of transportation and com
munication cannot exist. Yet we depend entirely upon out-· 
side sources for rubber in its raw state, and we cannot pro
duce it here at home. In a large measure, this condition pre
vails in regard to tin, coffee, spices, manganese, and various 
other strategic materials. Where are these products found? 

Inexhaustible sources, thank God, of these goods exist in 
the Western Hemisphere, in Central and South America. In 
these lands there exists today and has existed for years the 
greatest potential market in the world for American goods. 
If we had turned our eyes to South America years ago, we 
would have discovered this to oe true. European nations saw 
it and acted while we were asleep. Today we bewail the foot
hold of certain European nations in Central and South 
America, when if we had been awake and alert that foothold 
could never have been attained. 

Commerce by its very nature brings people together and 
strengthens understanding and friendship. Commerce be
tween Europe and South America which might just as well 
have been commerce between United States and South 
America has resulted inevitably in the establishment of cer
tain European contacts in the various countries of South 
America. The Europeans found there a market for their 
products and a source of supply for their needs. Likewise, 
the South American countries found markets for their goods. 
Like sane businessmen, South Americans treated their cus
tomers with understanding and made them to feel welcome. 
This is the perfectly natural thing to do, and we cannot blame 
these people for their actions. 

As might be expected, wily Europeans always got the best 
of the bargain. Here were these South and Central Amer
ican countries needing to dispose of their goods, and, finding 
the only takers Europeans, they were faced with the task of 
doing business largely on the purchasers' terms. The Euro
peans did business on the barter system. They never spend 
money, and I think both North and South Americans have 
come to recognize that fact. The Europeans unloaded prod
ucts of their factories and mills in return for meats, hides, 

coffee, rubber, tin, and other goods. But in nearly every 
instance the Europeans unloaded upon the South Americans 
far more goods than were needed, and thus the transaction 
was unilateral to a considerable degree. 

Because that condition existed, and even now exists, and 
because the South Americans are aware of this condition, we 
are in a position to compete with EUrope on a moment's 
notice. No one likes to do business when he knows he is 
predestined to come out on the short end of the bargain. 
This Nation is in a position to deal with South and Central 
America on a basis· of parity and equality, partly because we 
subscribe to a good-neighbor policy and partly because Amer
icans in the majority of cases are willing to do business on 
a basis that differs widely from that adhered to by Europeans. 

Quite naturally, the question arises, How can all th:s be 
done? In reply to that question, the following suggestions 
are respectfully submitted: 

In this country there are a number of free ports; among 
them is Staten Island, for example. It is possible to bring 
goods into such ports from foreign col.,Jntries and permit 
them to remain there in storage duty free until such time 
as they are actually taken out and sold in the American 
market. Now, it would be both possible and plausible to 
bring quantities of the items I have previously mentioned 
into such ports where they may be held until a deal is 
worked out whereby American products could be delivered 
to the South and Central American purchasers in trade 
for the imports thus held in the free port. 

I have mentioned previously products which we must 
import from Central and South America, but now what 
about the products we can offer in trade? What have we 
got that our friends in Central and South America need or 
want? 

Central and South America are a great market for hos
pital supplies, beds, lamps, surgical instruments, and .so 
forth. There is also a great demand there for modem 
street-railway cars, locomotives, steel rails, and other ma
chinery which is not now produced in those countries in 
sufficient quantity to fill their demand. Therefore, would 
it not be wise, would it not be good business, to barter 
what we have to offer to South America for products which 
they have and which are absolutely essential to our national 
existence, and well-being? Why let a false conception of 
money defeat this great possibility? 

Now, you say, Will the man who makes streetcars in my 
district trade his cars for raw rubber? Of course not .. 
Therefore, there is obvious necessity for the establishment 
of a clearing house or bank to provide the machinery for 
working out these transactions. 

The man who makes streetcars in my district wants 
money and not raw rubber or tin for his cars. By having 
this clearing house or bank, if you prefer to call it by that 
name, the streetcar manufacturer will be paid in cash, by 
the bank or clearing house; title to the car will then be 
transferred to the bank which in turn will transfer it to the 
South or Central American purchaser in return for certain 
quantities of rubber, tin, coffee, manganese, and so forth, 
which is held in the free ports, and which will thereupon be 
transferred to the bank. To consummate the deal on all 
sides the bank would then in turn sell-after meeting tariff 
duties, and so forth-these imports to purchasers in this 
country who are in need of such goods. The process is a 
very simple one and one that reverts to the old doctrine of 
making money serve men and not the reverse. It is a 
simple restoration of money to its proper usage as an 
adjunct of trade between men and nations. 

There is one other angle to this discussion which I want 
to touch upon briefly before leaving the subject. I have 
previously stated that the importation of rubber, man
ganese, tin, and other strategic materials is of absolute 
necessity for our national defense. Naturally the ques
tion arises as to how the Government can protect its right 
of priority to these products. That, too, is a simple ques
tion. Any institution such as the bank or clearing house 
which I mentioned, which does business in interstate and 
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foreign commerce is subject, by the terms of the Constitu
tion of the United States, to regulation by the Congress. 
The Federal Government could very easily set up as a con
dition precedent, to its right to do business, a provision 
whereby the bank or clearing house would be required to 
give the Government sole and exclusive right to buy as 
much of these imports as it had need for. Even the price 
might be established by law. Thus the Government would 
actually be greatly aided in acquiring these vital and in
dispensable elements by insuring a freer fiow of the supply 
into this country at all times. 

In the last analysis this whole discusSion comes to this: 
The United States has products which we want to dispose 
of; our neighbors in South and Central America have great. 
need for these products but they do not have the money to 
buy them. What can be done? It so happens that these 
same South and Central American C{)Untries have certain 
goods that we not only want but without which our na
tional existence would be plunged into chaos overnight. 
Therefore, simple logic would seem to dictate that the time 
is ripe for a good old-fashioned system of barter with mod
ern business methods appended to insure smooth working of 
the plan. Under this same plan the interested third party, 
in this case the United States Government, would be amply 
protected. 

In this day when we are faced with great domestic prob
lems to find ways to dispose of surplus products of farm 
and factory that lie idle in warehouses throughout the 
length and breadth of this land; when we are faced with 
the increasingly difficult problem of national defense; and 
when it behooves us to awaken to the job O·f cultivating 
goodwill among all our neighbors in Central and South 
America, it is imperative that we take advantage of the 
splendid opportunity that is opened up to us under this 
plan which is as practicable as it is simple. [Applause.] 

Following is a brief outline of the principal exports and 
imports of South American countries. It will thew consid
erable light on the statements I have made above. 

Argentina: In forefront among countries exporting food and raw 
materials such as wheat, corn, linseed, oats, alfalfa, wool, chilled 
or frozen meats, and hides. Largest refrigerating plant in the 
world is at Buenos Aires, while near Bahia Blanca is the largest 
grain elevator in the Southern Hemisphere. Import: Textiles, 
foodstu.tis, iron, glassware, chemicals, and ·au. 

Bolivia: Import: Hardwares, wines, cotton, woolens, linen and silk 
goods. Export: Silver, tin, antimony, and rubber; chinchilla. 

British Gui.ana: Rich in gold and manganese ore. Mica deposits 
•have also been found. 

Brazil: Chief coffee producers of world (four-fifths of world's sup
ply). Gold and greater part of world's supply of monazite. Rich 
deposits of manganese, also mica and talc, copper ore, platinum, and 
rock crystal. 

Chile: Deposlts of nitrate of soda are among the most valuable in 
world. 

Colombia: Nearly all emeralds mined today come from Colombia. 
Salt mines north of Bogota are a Government monopoly and great 
source of revenue, supplying most of the interior departments. 
Extensive deposits of coal and oil. 

Ecuador: Mostly virgin forests rich in dyewoods and wild rubber. 
Gold in Andes and petroleum production in the neighborhood of 
1,500,000 barrels annually. 

Paraguay: Exports: Hides, tea, oranges, tobacco, timber, meat, and 
cattle. Imports: Textiles, wheat, flour, petroleum products, and 
hardware. 

Uruguay: Th'Ough the smallest South American country, produces 
a large amount of manganese, also silver, copper, lead, and lignite 
coal. 

Venezuela: Petroleum leading product, second to United States in 
supply. Various asphalt lakes yield best quality of asphalt. 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION BILL, 1941--cONFER
ENCE REPORT 

The SPEAKER. The unfinished business before the House 
is the further consideration of the conference report on the 
bill <H. R. 8202) making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1941, and 
for other purposes. 

CALL OP THE HOUSE 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ma.ke the 
point of order that a quonun is not present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
makes the point of order that a quorum is not present. Evi
dently a quorum is not present. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members 

failed to answer to their names: 

Ball 
Barden, N. C. 
Bolton 
Buckley, N.Y. 
Bulw1nkle 
Burg~n 
Cartwright 
Chapman 
Claypool 
Cluett 
Cotiee, Wash. 
Connery 
Cooley 
Crawford 
Crowther 
Darrow 

[Roll No. 112] 
Dingell 
Disney 
Dunn 
Eaton 
Edmiston 
Garrett 
Gifford 
Gilchrist 
Grant, Ind. 
Green 
Hare 
Harrington 
Harter, Ohio 
Jarman 
Jones, Ohio 
Kee 

Keefe 
Keller 
Kirwan 
McGranery 
McLean 
Magnuson 
Merritt 
Mlller 
Mitchell 
Mouton 
Myers 
Osmers 
Pace 
Randolph 
Risk 
Rogers, Okla. 

sacks 
Seccombe 
Seger 
Shafer, Mich. 
Sheridan 
Short 
Smith, W.Va. 
Steagall 
Sweeney 
Thorkelson 
Vinson, Ga. 
Weav-er 
White, Ohio 
Williams, Del. 
Winter 
Wood 

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

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

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks in the RECORD and to include therein 
an address made by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
BoREN] on the occasion of Arkansas Day at Holdenville, 
Okla. 

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

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE APPROPRIATION BILL, 1941-cON
FERENCE REPORT 

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

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 65: Page 60, line 18, strike out "$5,644,801'' 

and ins_ert in lieu the1·eof "$6,773,093." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent that amendments Nos. 65 and 66 may be considered 
together. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 66: Page 60, line 19, strike out "$867,648" and 

insert in lieu thereof "$878,168." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. 'Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House further insist on its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate Nos. 65 and 66. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent that amendments Nos. 85 and 107 may be con· 
sidered together. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 85: Page 'T7, after the figures "$19,665,750", add 

the following: "PrO?Jided, That any part of this appropriation 
.allocated for the production or procurement of nursery stock by 
any Federal ageney, or funds approprlated to any Federal agency 
for allocation to cooperating States for the production or procure
ment of nursery stock. shall remain available for expenditure for 
not more than S fiscal years." 

Amendm.ent No. 107: Page 91, line 17, after the word ••thereof", 
insert the following: "Provided further, That any part of this 
appropriation allocated for the production or procurement of 
nursery stock by any Federal agency, or funds appropriat ed to any 
Federal agency for allocation to cooperating States for the pl·oduc
tion or procurement of nursery st ock, shall remain available for 
expenditure for not more than 3 :tlscal years." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker. I move that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of 
the Senate numbered 85 and 107 and concur therein. 

The motion was agreed to. 
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in connection 

with this amendment, I include the following memorandum 
from the Department of Agriculture: 

JANUARY 13, 1940. 
Reference is made to your memorandum of January 11 concern

ing the statement requested by the House Subcommittee on Ap
propriations, with regard to the desirability of purchasing part of 
the Department's nursery stock requirements from commercial 
sources rather than producing the stock in departmental nurseries. 

It would be possible for the Department to purchase more of 
its nursery-stock requirements from commercial sources if cer
tain fiscal restrictions were changed. However, our experience to 
date indicates that it would not oe advisable to attempt carry
ing out a program of establishing vegetation on lands owned or 
under the sponsorship of the Government, on any basis other 
than that of producing the greater portion of the nursery stock 
in Government nurseries. In this connection any change in 
policy contemplating purchases of a materially increased part of 
our annual requirements involves inherent difficulties because of 
the location of nurseries and necessity of educating the commer
cial nurserymen, who do not customarily grow such stock in 
large quantities, as to the kinds and varieties, as well as the 
quality, of stock required. 

The following information is presented in response to specific 
items mentioned in your memorandum: 

"1. The distribution or purchase of nursery stock by the De
partment from commercial sources." 

The Department has been able in the past to purchase only 
limited quantities of planting stock from commercial nurseries 
because of the difficulty to securing satisfactory stock in suffi
cient quantities and at satisfactory- prices. If commercial nurs
eries would produce stock from -certified seeds, or from seed 
specified by the Department, of the required species and age class, 
grown to Government specifications, in suitable locations; and 
if the stock would be delivered to designated points, in proper 
condition for planting, at no greater cost than that at which 
the same quality of stock can be grown in Government nurseries, 
it would probably be possible to work out means of increasing 
somewhat the amount purchased. 

"2. The desirability of having authority to contract for the pur
chase of nursery stock under continuing appropriations." 

The authority to contract for the growing of nursery stock under 
continuing appropriations would permit commercial nurserymen 
to undertake production With the assurance of a market when the 
stock had attained planting size. Since the prod-uction of many 
species of plants requires a 2- to 4-year growth, a commercial 
concern requires certain commitments which will assure it of a 
market before undertaking such production. It is our opinion 
that legislation enacted to permit Government agencies to enter 
into such contracts would be helpful in giving further assurance 
of our ability to obtain necessary planting materials. However, in 
view of the none-too-favorable results that we have experienced 
in att empting to purchase nursery stock in the past, we are defi
nitely of the opinion that the commercial nurserymen must dem
onstrate their ability to grow and deliver the quantity and quality 
of nursery stock required for Government use before they should 
expect to supply m aterially increased amounts. 

Since much of our nursery stock requires several years' growth, 
it should be understood that existing and future appropriations 
are both involved in our present production program. Any shift 
to a contractual basis as a means of obtaining increased amounta 
of st ock by t he Federal agencies would involve a change in pro
duction schedule. Our confe,rences with representatives of the 
commercial nurseries during the past 4 years lead us to the con
clusion that their primary interest is the production of certain 
major species of trees used in large quantities and relatively easy 
to grow. 

If only major species could be obtained from commercial nurs
eries, t he Department's nursery organization would have to be 
maintained, since it would be necessary to provide for the produc- · 
tion of those items which are of higher average cost because of 
technical production problems, etc., but important in the accom
plishment of a well-balanced planting program. Furthermore; other 
activities than t he quantity production of nursery stock are in
cluded in the operation of Department nurseries. Among these are 
observatio~al and administrative studies essential to determining 
those species most adaptable to the specific requirements of the 
reveget ation programs, including the use of not only trees but also 
large quantities of shrubs, vines, grasses, and other herbaceous 
planting materials. Another important activity is the annual 
production of native and exotic grasses and herbaceous seeds re
quired for direct planting. 

Under the program of work which would be possible under the 
Budget estimates for 1941 substantially all of the funds involved 
would be required for the production of nursery stock at existing, 
established public nurseries if previous investments were prop
erly guarded. However, from time to time, and this might occur 
in individual instances in 1941, needs do arise which could be met 
advantageously if the Department had clear authority to enter 
into contracts with private nurseries for the production of nur
sery stock, chargeable to the appropriation current when the 
contract is entered into, for delivery in subsequent fiscal years. 
At present we do not have authority to exercise an option to do 
this. 

"3. Whether or not, in your opinion, such procedure would result 
in reduced expenditures for nursery stock as compared with pres
ent methods of obtaining stock." 

Department nurseries maintain accurate records of the cost of 
grow~ng planting stock. Past experience shows that planting 
stock can be grown in Department nurseries at lower costs than 
it can be purchased from commercial nurseries. 

Very truly yours, 
D. S . MYER, 

Acting Chief, Soil Conservation Service. 

Concurred in: 

E. W. LOVERIDGE, 
Acting Chief, Forest Service. 

E. H. WIECKING, 
Land Use Coordinator. 

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

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 90: Page 79, line 16, after the word "commodi

ties", add the following: "Provided further, That not to exceed 
$4,985,600 of such amount may be expended in the fiscal year end
ing June 30, 1941, for administrative expenses in the District of 
Columbia, including regional offices, and not to exceed $9,971,200. 
of such amount may be expended in the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1941, ~or administrative expenses in the several States (not in
cluding expenses of county and local committees)." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. M:r. Speaker, I move that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
Senate No. 90 and concur therein. 

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

ment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 95: Page 81, line 19, after the word "Adminis

tration", insert the following: "except that within the total of 
l~mitations imposed by section 392 (b) of said act for administra
tive expenses in the District of Columbia, regional ·offices, and in 
the several States, such limitations may be interchanged, in whole 
or in part, during the current fiscal year, between the District of 
Columbia regional offices and the several States." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 
House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 
the Senate numbered 95 and concur therein with an amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
That the House .recede from its disagreement to the amendment 

of the Senate No. 95 and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert 
the following: "except that within the total of limitations im
posed by . sec~ion 392 (b) ?f said_ act for administrative expenses 
in the Distnct of Columbia, regional offices, and in the several 
States, such limitations may, in connection with the activities of 
the Marketing and Marketing Agreements Division of the Agricul
tura~ _Adjustment_ Admin_istration and the Federal Surplus Com
modities CorporatiOn, be Interchanged, in whole or in part, during 
the current fiscal year, between the District of Columbia, regional 
offices, and the several States." 

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

ment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 96: Page 82, line 3, after the figm·es insert a 

colon and the ~allowing: "ProvidedJ further, That notwit hstanding 
any other provision of law, persons who in 1938 and 1939 carried 
out farming operations as tenants or sharecroppers on cropland 
owned by the U~~ted States Government and who complied with the 
terms and conditiOns of the 1938 and 1939 agricultural conservation 
programs, formulated pursuant to sections 7 to 17 inclusive of the 
Soil Conservation and Domestic Allotment Act, as :UUended ~hall be 
entitled to apply for and receive payments, or to retain payments 
heretofore made, for their participation in said program to the 
same extent as other producers." 

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

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

ment in disagreement. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 105: Page 89, line 21, insert: 

"WATER FACILITIES, ARID AND SEMIARID AREAS 
"To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to carry into effect the 

provisions of the act entitled 'An ac14 to promote conservation in 
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the arid and semiarid areas of the United States by aiding in the 
development of facilities for water storage and utilization, and for 
other purposes,' approved August 28, 1937 (16 U. S. C. 590r-590x), 
including the employment of persons and means in the District of 
Columbia and elsewhere; printing and binding; the purchase, ex
change, operation, and maintenance of passenger-carrying vehicles; 
and rent in the District of Columbia and elsewhere, $500,000, of 
which not to exceed $25,000 may be expended for personal services 
in the District of Columbia: Provided, That not to exceed $50,000 
of this appropriation shall be available for expenditure for any one 
project designed in whole or in part to benefit lands by the irriga
tion thereof, and all project facilities and appurtenances which de
pend for their utility in whole or in part npon each other or upon 
any common facility shall be deemed one project, and the authority · 
contained in said act shall not be deemed to authorize the con
struction of any project not in accord with this limitation." 

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

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, I offer a preferential motion. 
I move that the House recede and concur in Senate amend
ment No. 105. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr: LEAVY moves that the House recede and concur in Senate 

amendment No. 105. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 
to the gentleman from Washington [Mr. LEAVY]. · 

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, this item in the bill for a half 
million dollars for water facilities has appeared in agricultural 
bills for the last 3 years. It is an essential part of t~e whole 
agricultural program. Its design, its intent, and purpose, is to 
grant relief to people living in the arid and semiarid regions, 
and it has application particularly to those States that are 
crossed by the one hundredth meridian. Without the money 
here provided the Joads of the Grapes of wrath Will continue 
their sad migrations from the lands where they were born 
and hope to live and should be permitted to live. This limits 
the expenditure on any single project to $50,000 for any 
water-conservation project. 

Our 2 years' experience with this service has indicated that 
the money which the Federal Government is putting into 
these projects will be repaid. It has thus far shown possi
bilities of repayment to the extent of more than 60 percent. 
So far there have been something like 1,700 of these small 
lakes and dams and other sources of water developed, and 
there are now pending 4,000 applications from distressed 
farmers throughout those States. To me it is little short of 
inhumanity to deny these good people the relief this money 
would bring. 

If we do not recede and concur in the Senate amendment 
we will bring to a close an activity and an agency that has 
demonstrated beyond all shadow of doubt its value and its 
use, and we virtually say to thousands of those farmers who 
are still in that region and who have been able to fight the 
adversities of nature there that have come to them in the 
last 6 or 7 years, "Now, there is nothing for you to do but 
go on direct relief, become a W. P. A. worker, or a migrant 
farm worker-another wanderer so vividly described in the 
Grapes of Wrath/' 

This matter was taken out of the House bill by an extl·emely 
close vote, and I make that statement as a member of the 
committee who helped write the bill and as the one who 
suggested its proper place would be in Reclamation. I thought 
it ought to be taken over into the Department of the In
terior, in the Reclamation Service, which has not been done. 
If the House now denies this $500,000 item, we load upon our
selves an amount considerably in excess of that in the care 
of destitute farm people that we drive from the land tbey 
love and where they could continue to live if they only had 
the precious water that would be made available to them, 
because water is everything in that region. 
· I may say this does not affect my region. It is a thousand 
miles from the west coast. It aff~cts us indirectly by causing 
thousands of these unhappy people to come to us seeking the 
right to live. It affects western Kansas, Nebraska, North 
and South Dakota, Oklahoma, and Texas. As I stated a 
moment ago, it was only due to a misunderstanding and a 

belief that this item could be carried over into the Reclama
tion Service that it became a matter of dispute at all. I was 
hopeful that the chairman of my subcommittee would be 
willing to concur i:p the amendment that the Senate offered in 
order that this activity, which no one I ani s'lire will say is not 
a worthy one, could be continued and carried on, particu
larly as our committee was about evenly divided in our origi
nal consideration. 

They have the engineering staff and they have done all 
the preliminary research work and by all means should be 
allowed to carry on. If we cut off this activity entirely now 
we Will say to the 4,000 applicants who still make homes in 
those arid regions that we are not willi;ng to give them that 
opportunity, we will not let them conserve the little moisture 
that nature has brought here for their use; that we want 
to drive them out into strange lands without hope, and too 
often unwelcome in the region where they go. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will consider this, as I 
certainly tried to, in a dispassionate and in an objective man
ner and solely upon its merits. When the Members do that 
I am sure they will restore the item that the Senate has put 
in. [Applause.] 

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

to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. HoPE]. 
Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, in the area where the water

facilities program is operating, the Federal Government has 
already spent hundreds of millions of dollars in various types 
of relief. A problem exists there on account of the drought 
which will continue, and it is just a question of what is the 
best and the most economical way to meet it. I think the 
water-facilities program is a constructive and an economical 
way to meet that problem in the Great Plains area. 

This program has been in effect for the past 2 years and, 
as the gentleman from Washington [Mr. LEAVY] so effectively 
stated, it has been a successful program. There are many, 
many applications now pending for loans under this water
facilities program which offers a means of keeping on the 
land farm families who otherwise would have to leave. Many 
of their neighbors have alreadY gone. 

There is a big migrant problem out on the Pacific coast 
and in other parts of the Nation. The Grapes of Wrath 
problem is due in a large part to farm families who have been 
driven out of m·ought areas. The only way I know of meeting 
the situation in these areas and in preventing further migra
tions, is to use, as far as we can, the water facilities that are 
available. Those facilities are there, and this program will 
develop them in an economical, effective way. 

As has been said, the only question raised in the committee 
or in the House when this matter was .brought up before 
was whether or not the activity ought to be conducted by the 
Department of Agriculture or the Department of the Interior. 
I understand the Department of the Interior does not care to 
c.onduct this activity because it is a little different from any
thing they have along the lines of reclamation. It is a pro-

. gram that can be carried out more effectively by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture. 

Mr. ·JENNINGS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 
Mr. JENNINGS. Specifically, just what is proposed to be 

done with this money? How is it to be used? 
Mr. HOPE. I am very glad to answer the gentleman's 

question. This money will be spent in various ways in devel
oping the water facilities in that area. In my particular 
district, which perhaps is typical, most of it that is used will 
be loaned to families now on the land to enable them to 
develop pump irrigation so they can stay on the land in that 
area. In other localities it will be used for the development 
of stock water, ponds, and reservoirs to enable stockmen to 
have an ample supply of water. In other areas it will be put 
into larger projects. However, in practically every case it 
will be expended in a way so as to aid these people to stay 
on the land and not become migrants, going up and down the 
country, and depending upon what work they can get in 
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harvesting seasonal crops in California and other vegetable
and fruit-producing centers. This is an enterprise that has 
been successful and that, if carried out, will cost this Govern
ment comparatively little and will actually save a great deal 
of money in relief expenditw·es in the future. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HOPE. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa. 
Mr. JENSEN. Do.es the State of Iowa come under this 

program? Can we get loans under this program? 
Mr. HOPE. No; as I understand it, the program is not 

in effect east of the one hundredth meridian. I do not 
understand that this program applies to the State of Iowa. 
I believe there are some provisions under the farm-security 
program whereby farmers in Iowa can get loans, but not 
under this particular program. [Applause.] 

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

to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. FERGUSON]. 
Mr. FERGUSON. Mr. Speaker, in the first session of this 

Congress I attended dust was descending on the very dome of 
the Capitol, and that dust originated in the 17 Western States 
that are affected by this bill. The fact that that dust has 
been controlled today is due to Government aid to the hearty 
people that still live in the area; the fact is that those people 
who stayed in that country and pulled down the hummocks 
and cultivated the land kept it fTom being completely de
stroyed by wind. 
· We have long had a program of irrigation in the far West 
in the arid territories. The Water Facilities Act was in
augurated to bring irrigation facilities to that territory, which 
has limited rainfall but is not considered in the category of 
absolutely arid regions. How does the water-facilities pro
gram work and how has it worked? One thousand and forty
eight separate facilities have been installed under this legis
lation. Three hundred and forty-one of these facilities have 
been wells. The average cost of each project has been ap
proximately $850-$850 to insure one or more families that 
they can continue to live and operate their farms in that 
problem area of America, the high plains. If we do not have 
such facilities, in times of drought these families have to sell 
their milk cows, which they have bred up over a period of 
years, sell their beef cattle, and they have to move their 
families and abandon their land to be destroyed by wind and 
erosion. With a small plat of irrigated land that is not com
mercial in any sense they are allowed to raise sufficient feed 
for their milk cows during these periods of drought and 
sufficient food for their families. 

It is an absolute insurance poUcy that they can stay in 
that territory through these periods of devastating drought 
and feed their families and not be forced to liquidate their 
foundation herds of cattle, sheep, and other livestock. 
This is the only sensible approach to a stable economy in 
the Great Plains areas. You can visualize a well built with 
this Government money providing 10 or 15 acres of feed 
and garden stuff, feed for the milk cows and livestock, and 
food for the family, so that in years of absolute failure they 
can stay there. 

oi the money that has been provided under this authoriza
tion in the previous 2 years, 94.2 percent is now out on 
loans for these facilities, loans running for periods of from 
5 to 20 years. A lot of this money will be repaid, but even 
if none of it is repaid, adding stability to the agricultural 
economy of the high plains is absolutely worth the Govern
ment expenditure. You could not appropriate any $500,000 
that would be of more benefit to the agricultural economy 
of this Nation. You could not appropriate money that would 
do more good to stabilize life in the high plains than by 
voting for the motion of the gentleman from Washington 
[Mr. LEAVY] to recede and concur in the Senate amend
ment. This $500,000 was in the Budget and it was provided 
last year. I hope the House, the Members from all over the 
United States, will be kind enough to consider the Repre
sentatives from these sparsely settled States and aid us with 
your vt>tes in agreeing to this motion to recede and concur. 
[Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
LXXXVI--389 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the . 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MAHON] such time as he may 
require. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, this item for water facili
ties· is one of the most important items in this bill for 
the Great Plains regions of this country. There are many 
projects throughout that area which, as the gentleman from 
Oklahoma [Mr. FERGUSON] has said, are doing a lot of good 
in water conservation. This is one of the great problems 
in the West. What we need is not migrants but people 
who are well-rooted to the land. Anybody who knows any
thing whatever about the water-facilities program knows 
that it is doing an excellent job in the field of water con
servation at a minimum cost. This is vital to the soil and 
vital to the people. 

I happen to know that the distinguished chairman of the 
Committee on Agriculture, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
JoNES], who is now being honored at a little luncheon down
stairs with Secretary Wallace and others present, has been 
greatly interested in this water-facilities program. I hope he 
gets up here in time to speak for it, because I believe there 
is no program that has captured his interest and the interest 
of our people more than the water-facilities program. In 
this brief time I wish to add my endorsement to. what has 
already been said in behalf of this measure. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAHON. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I simply want to say that 

I agree heartily with what the gentleman from Texas has 
stated and am sure his people, whom he represents with 
great distinction, appreciate the very effective work the 
gentleman has done in behalf of agriculture. So it is not 
surprising that he should raise his voice here in behalf of the 
water-facilities program. Let me say that the farmers in 
the Dust Bowl and the drought-stricken areas of western 
Oklahoma are deeply interested in this splendid water
facilities program. It is not money wasted but an excellent 
investment. I am glad to give this amendment my full sup
port. It will pay excellent returns on the Federal funds 
invested. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MAHON. I yield. 
Mr. ELLIS. I jUst want to say that we in Arkansas 

endorse what the gentleman has said, because we are 
getting tired of your Dust Bowls creeping over on us year 
after year. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes 
to the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. CAsE]. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, this item has 
been pretty well covered. There are three or four things 
that ought to be kept in mind. First, the amount is only 
$500,000, and will affect from 15 to 20 States. The second 
thing is that it has a Budget estimate and does not go above 
the Budget. The third thing to remember is that this is 
primarily for loans that are repayable and that the average 
cost of these projects, as the gentleman from Oklahoma 
has said, is from $600 to $850. 

The only reason that we have this fuss about it at this 
time is because there was some misunderstanding when the 
item was before the Agriculture Subcommittee. As the 
gentleman from Washington has pointed out, there was 
some difference of opinion as to whether it should be in this 
bill or in the Interior Department bill, but it is properly 
in this bill. I personally have talked with the Bureau of 
Reclamation in the Department of the Interior, and I 
know that they feel that this is a type of activity for which 
they are not quite geared. It is not major construction. 
It is for single farms or a few toget:Qer at best. It calls for 
an organization which reaches into individual counties with 
a financing and a collection plan which the Department of 
Agriculture has.. It therefore properly belongs in this bill, 
and I sincerely hope that you will respond to the appeal 
of the men from the States that are concerned, whether 
Republican or Democrat, and support the reinstatement of 
the item. 

·. 
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. Mr. CANNON .of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield' 5 minutes 
to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN]. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I think you can take about 
everything that was said in behalf of this item and therewith 
convict the exponents of. this item. 

In the first place, they tell us here today that this $500,000 
item is scattered over 17 States. That is less than $30,000 
per State. It is very singular, indeed, if this is as important 
as they would represent to the House that these particular 
States cannot raise $30,000 apiece for this kind of work. 

Our good friend from Oklahoma stands here and imputes 
to this program the stopping of the dust storms and the 
amelioration of the Dust .:Bowl. [Applause.] Of all the non
sense that was ever presented on this fioor-1,000 projects in 
17 States; and you mean to tell us that you can do anything 
much on the dust problem over so wide an area with about 
400 wells and 600 very small, localized irrigation projects, 
costing about $800? That is a high presumption, I will say 
to you. I would rather say that God Almighty had something 
to do with laying the dust out in the Dust Bowl rather than 
a few .hundred wells. They cost $850 apiece on the average 
for farmers who can scarcely keep body and soul together. 
They tell us that in the Dust B'owl the fine, fertile soil blows 
away and it becomes more difficult year after year to meet 
the interest on the mortgage, yet here is Uncle Sam pro
jecting them into further. debt for an average of $850 for 
water facilities. Why, it would be infinitely better under 
those circumstances if they were removed from those particu
lar types of farms to some .place where the load was not quite 
so .onerous. Finally, the Department tells us--

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Let me continue for just a moment. 
Mr. HOPE. I would Eke to ask the gentleman a question. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. HOPE. Where would you gentlemen mo.ve them and 

how could it be done for less expense than the $850? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. If it is going to .cost $850 in addition· to 

the indebtedness of the farm, would you say that you ought 
to keep them there and push them further into the mire of 
indebtedness when there may .be some place to send them? 
It would be worth the transportation cost to send him else
where, no matter hO\V far away from there, and be better than 
to push him further under the surface of debt. 

Mr. HOPE. Does the gentleman know that $850 will make 
that farm four times as valuable as before? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is what was represented here, but I 
have grave doubts about that contention. It is going to be a 
gratuity. The best the Department will do will be to say that 
about 60 percent will be repaid. Consequently, you can put 
that down to 10 percent or 20 percent. As for any department 
or division of Government saying this is a fine thing, ·! defy 
you to find any agency of Government that will not stand 
up in behalf of a project that is earmarked with a dollar sign, 
so that they will have some more money to spend. Five hun
dred thousand dollars. Examine the hearings and I will show 
you that 160 people are on the pay roll for this, and at $1,800 
a year each that would figure out about $288,000, to be taken 
out of this $500,000. Well, there is your program, and I have 
nothing more to say. As a matter of fact, the Budg·et figures 
indicate that of the $500,000 proposed to be expended for this 
function, about $375,000 is for salaries and more than $40,000 
for traveling expenses. If this item is to aid the farmers, 
then let us really aid them in the field rather than by loading 
down the Federal pay roll. 

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

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. Speaker, I regret very much to hear 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN] state that it would 
be cheaper and might be advisable to have a number of citi
zens move out of the arid sections rather than vote the sum 
of money in this bill for the continuation of this work. To 
me this is neither reason nor logic. We h.ave thousands of 
substantial farmers in the Great Plains area whose income 
and resources have been greatly reduced by the several years 
of drought. With some encouragement in the way of a water-

facilities program they can remain in this section. I think it 
is ridiculous to suggest that they join the great group of citi
zens who have already migrated to California, Washington, 
Oregon, and other Western States. So many have already 
entered that area that it has become a national problem. It 
would be much better to spend a few thousand dollars to keep 
these citizens in the Great Plains States. The water-facilities 
program can be justly criticized because it has been somewhat 
slow in securing definite results. This was due largely because 
it was handled through three agencies, namely, the Bureau of 
Agricultural Economics, the Soil Conservation Service, and 
the Farm Security Administration. During the past few 
months much of the red tape has been eliminated and the 
program is now functioning. Many water-facility projects 
have been established in the Great Plains area, and, in my 
opinion, much can be expected of it in the future. It is the 
one program tha.t gets down to the individual farmer. More 
than that, this program is reimbursable, and I am sure the 
Federal Government will not lose money on it. The program 
at present is constructing individual pump irrigation plants. 
small reservoirs for water. control, and is cooperating gener
ally with the soil-conservation program. It does not in any 
way conflict with the Bureau of Reclamation Service, as the 
expenditures are limited to the smaller projects. As one who 
lives in a district where the population has been decreasing 
because of drought conditions, I sincerely hope this fund will 
be voted and the program will continue. 

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CARLSON. I am glad to yield to the gentleman from 

Washington [Mr. LEAVY]. 
Mr. LEAVY. In order to correct a misapprehension on the 

part of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN], on page 
1019 of the hearings on this bill the record there discloses that 
this cost ·is less than $500 for each facility, and 90 percent of 
the money is paid back. ' 

Mr. CARLSON. The gentleman is correct. 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 

has expired. · 
Mr. CANNON of ·Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 minutes 

to the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. BURDicK]. 
Mr. BURDICK. Mr. Speaker, I am just interested to 

know how California, Oregon, and Washington are going to 
vote on this matter. This program is to help us in the Dust 
Bowl to help ourselves. If you do not want to do that, we 
will continue just what we have done in the past few years. 
We have sent 50,000 to California that you are now feeding. 
We sent 12,000 to Oregon, and 4,000 to Washington. They 
are all on relief. If that suits you, all right, but I am inter
ested to find out how these three States are going to vote. 

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

Mr. CASEY_ of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, it may seem 
a little strange that a Representative from Massachusetts 
should rise and speak in behalf · of irrigation for Western 
States. I hope, however, that no one. of us is so provincial 
that his interests are completely hemmed in by the border 
.lines of his district. Those of us who have read the Grapes 
of Wrath have some inkling as to the problems of these people 
who live on semiarid lands. . They are for the most part one
crop families. They have a good crop one year, a bad one 
next and so they move. Water will enable them to subsist 
that drought year. All that this money will furnish is water. 
·and $500,000 can buy a lot of water. This money will give 
water to the families that need it most in the semiarid dis
tricts. It means the difference between subsistence and star
.vation. It will to some extent cure our migratory problems. 
.It will make lands now not self-sufficient, self-sufficient. It 
will enable farmers in periods of drought to sustain them
selves. 'Tile figure $500,000 is approved by the Bureau of the 
Budget. It is not an out and out grant. It is merely a loan. 
. The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Massa
chusetts has expired. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 
to the gentleman from Arizona [Mr. MURDOCK]. 
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Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, in the arid 

West-that portion of the country lying west of the one hun
dredth meridian-water is life. You have heard us say it 
so many times that it is probably getting a little boresome, 
but I feel we must impress it upon you, especially those of you 
who live in a climate such as we have in the eastern part of 
this country. 

You have heard me say this time and time again in relation 
to great irrigation projects. Yes; I am for those great irri
gation projects. I can show you the banner one in my State, 
the one started back in 1906 when we began work on the 
Roosevelt Dam, named after Theodore Roosevelt. [Ap
plause.] 

On the river which :flows by my door we have four large 
storage dams which pile the river up into alpine lakes. We 
need more dams, both for storage and diversion dams. But 
that is not what I am thinking about at this moment. We 
need many small water facilities. We need wells. We need 
a supply of drinking water for man and animals. 

One of the first Army explorers who crossed my part of 
the country along about where the Santa Fe Railroad now 
runs said this desert region could be made habitable if we 
only had wells dug at periodic intervals. I want to remind 
you that one of the first exploring parties that went along 
by the San Francisco mountains in my State, Major Beale, 
used camels-a part of that herd of camels which Jefferson 
Davis, as Secretary of War, brought from the Mediterranean 
countries about 1857. Beale's troupe would have died from 
thirst on the desert about 40 miles from water had it not 
been for these imported ''ships of the desert" brought here 
from the East, because the guide had gotten them far away 
from the water supply. When Major Beale came back and 
gave his report he said, "If we build a road to California, 
we must see to it that wells are dug across such desert 
stretches on which my camels served the expedition so 
faithfully." 

However, I am not thinking about highways in California 
now. I am thinking about making the desert habitable for 
these people, livestock raisers and the pioneer element who 
have gone out there and made their homes. Sink a well 150 
feet deep at a cost of four or five hundred dollars and you 
have got life-life for a family with their livestock about 
them. Make a dam on a small mountain stream and you 
have got a fertile valley. I could name 15 or 20 in the State 
of Arizona, not large enough for a reclamation project, but 
large enough to support 15 or 20 families. They could make 
a living, with an expenditure of from four to five thousand 
dollars. 

I urge concurrence with the Senate in this amendment. 
It is an investment. It is an investment in life. Let us con
vert this Great Plains region, which has begun to be called 
the Dust Bowl, again into comfortable homes. To do so, we 
must not forget the lessons of the past. To do so we must 
conserve the greatest mineral resource that we have in the 
country. When I talk about our greatest mineral resource and 
development of it, I am not talking about gold, silver, man
ganese, or tungsten, but I am talking about that indestruc-
tible element, water, which can be used over and over again. 
I tell you, friends, it is just as necessary that we mine for 
water in the desert as it is that we mine for these strategic 
minerals which we will need for national defense. 

When we mine for water we mine for something. that we 
need for home defense. 

The charge has been made here today that too much of 
the money ·appropriated for this purpose is spent in over
head, such as traveling expenses and pay for the services of 
Government employees. The correctness of this charge de
pends upon results. Let me cite some cases: 

A few years ago a dam was built on Showlow Creek, a 
tributary of . Silver Creek, in northeastern Arizona. Besides 
borrowing money from the Government, this community of 
small farmers pledged their own resources· to the limit and 
built with bright hope what is known as the Lone Pine Dam. 
If it had functioned as expected, it would have been a great 
asset to that community for generations to come. How
ever, when finished, the reservoir leaked like a sieve and the 

community is faced with a crushing burden, all because of 
t !.1e lack of sufficient scientific knowledge, engineering inves
tigation, and proper counsel. The hopes of many families 
are dashed to the ground. How much would it have been 
worth to that community to have been told that this appar
ently good site was worse than worthle.ss? 

The Rocky Mountain region has been suffering several 
years of drought. It has been worse in some spots than 
elsewhere, but everywhere we must conserve water, utilize it 
in the most beneficial ways and put it to multiple use. A 
colleague from a Mountain State which has much desert 
area told me that a few years ago livestock men in all parts 
of his State had an unusually serious water shortage. Water 
holes dried up. Cattle were beginning to die by the thou
sands and livestock men over a large area sought desperately 
for water. Many of them dug wells and never found any
thing; many drilled deeper wells, which proved to be noth
ing but dry holes. 

Just at a time when they were beginning to ship out the 
few remaining cattle, an expert geophysicist was called in. 
He was either unusually wise or remarkably successful, for 
he located 17 different places widely scattered over a vast 
area which were thought to contain water. Seventeen wells 
were drilled and every one of them produced water. He 
did not fail on one. I do. not know whether he used the water
witch trick or the forked peach-tree bough or how he de
termined it, but I should like to inquire, "How much was that 

' man's time worth to that State?" 
We have all read in childhood how Moses struck a rock in 

the wilderness and water gushed forth. Arizona's cowboy 
writer, Will C. Barnes, tells in his book on cattle of an 
actual occurrence which he saw on a Southwestern desert 
that was as miraculous as this familiar Bible story con
cerning the children of Israel in the Wilderness. In a way 
it is a modern miracle to find water in a desert land, but 
frequently the performance of that miracle or the failure of 
it spells the difference between life and death. The amazing 
prehistoric farmers who, 3,000 years ago, occupied the valley 
where I live, disappeared because they had no adequate 
water facilities program. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute to 

the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. CuRTIS). 
Ml~. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I hope the House will agree 

to keep this item for the work of the Water Facilities Board 
in the bill. It is one of the finest items in the entire bill. 
This work of water conservation means a great deal to those 
of us who live in the tet:ritory benefited. 

This Water Facilities Board uses this money, together with 
W. P. A. labor and private funds and loans of other agencies. 
They furnish the engineering facilities and advice so that the 
farmers can get additional loans and other help to carry out 
the work that is planned by this board. It is a permanent 
improvement program that will help these farmers to help 
themselves. Of all the items in this bill it is one of the most 
meritorious. [Applause.) 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr .. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute 

to the gentleman from California [Mr. GEYERJ. 
Mr. GEYER .of California. Mr. Speaker, there are two sec

tions of this bill that are very important to the people of 
California. One is the farm-tenancy section and the other 
that upon which we are now working. 

My colleagues on the Republican side have been working so 
hard to do something about this Grapes of Wrath problem. 
Only one of them supported the farm-tenancy portion of this 
bill yesterday. I hope we can do better on this part of the 
bill. Let us root those people to the ground where they are 
and then we will not worry about caring for them, for they 
will not come to us. We certainly can do this much. Other
wise why go to the trouble to appoint a special committee to 
investigate the migrant if we are not willing to do what we can 
with the facilities that are before us? [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute 

to the gentleman from California [Mr. ELLIOTT]. 
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Mr. ELLIOTT. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Dlinois 

.[Mr. DIRKSEN] has always made a fine statement, but I 
want to inform the gentleman he does not know anything 
about the conditions of the migrant people who have drifted 
from the Dust Bowls, or he would not have made the state
ment that he did. If the people who have gone to Cali
fornia from the Dust Bowl are maintained in the Dust Bowl 
with a little more expense than is authorized in this amend
ment, $500,000, it would be much cheaper for the Federal 
Government than to spend $350,000 or $400,000 for each 
migrant camp which they are now building in California to 
care for these people. They spend as much as $15,000 for 
one water unit and sewer disposal in these migrant camps. 
I hope the gentleman's amendment is adopted. [Applause.] 

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

to the gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER]. 
1\tir. TABER. Mr. Speaker, this is a program that sounds 

well until you begin to look at it. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Dlinois. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. The gentleman from New York has heard 

the observation made that the gentleman from Illinois does 
not know what it is all about. The gentleman from Illinois, 
however, knows where this money has been going. Let me 
ask the gentleman from New York this question: How much 
of this $500,000 was paid for salaries and expenses? 

Mr. TABER. In 1939 they spent only about $191,526 out 
of $500,000; but in 1940 and 1941 they estimate they will 
spend $374,700 for this purpose. The worst part of it seems 
to be that in 1939 they spent $52,265, or better than 10 
percent of the entire total, for travel expenses. On top of 
that they had 27 automobiles at that time, and with the 
money carried in the pending bill they propose to buy 12 
more automobiles. This will allow them to travel a little 
more and build up greater expense on this account. I do 
not know whether there will be any money left after they 
get through with personal services and travel expense or not. 

I supposed when I heard about this thing that it was a 
measure to provide dams on private property. That is one 
thing. But when they go to work and spend nine-tenths of 
it for travel -expense and personal services it is going a little 
strong. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. 
~J.rr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The gentleman states that 

they spent $52,000, or 10 percent, for travel. I wonder if 
they were looking for water? That seems to be the im
portant thing. 

Mr. TABER. They had only 27 automobiles to ride around 
in then. Now they will have 39. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
further? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. As I figure the matter, then, there is $374,-

000 for salaries, $41,000 for travel, and about $10,000 for rent, 
so that 85 percent of the $500,000 has been expended for 
those three items alone. 

Mr. TABER. That is what they propose in the present 
set-up for this coming year. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. CURTIS. I believe the gentleman is mistaken in his 

conception of the purpose for which this money is appropri
ated. This is not primarily the lending fund. This pro
vides supervision, this allows them to furnish engineering 
advice to help the farmers make their plans. Other Govern
ment agencies will lend the money and W. P. A. will provide 
the labor. This entire fund is primarily an administrative 
fund. 

Mr. TABER. Does that mean that on top of all this 
money more will be used from other funds for loans? I had 
supposed that they were doing something in the line of con
structing dams and water pools with this money. I s11pposed 

that that was what it was for, but it seems to be for travel 
expenses and personnel services. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. RICH. I have heard the gentleman make state

ments heretofore of the extravagant cost of overhead of the 
W. P. A. and other agencies, but I have never yet heard any
thing so ridiculous as the facts the gentleman sets before us 
now. As for the gross extravagance and the amount of 
money they are now using for overhead, if they would take 
some of these political leeches off the pay rolls we might be 
able to help the farmers some. 

Mr. TABER. I am reading right straight from the facts 
presented by the Bureau of the Budget for 1941. I am not 
making anything up. I have got the facts right here in 
front of me. They are taken from the Budget estimate for 
1941. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. ;Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I think unquestionably plenty 

of money is spent for administration, but I want to point 
out that this fund is for the furnishing of personal service 
and supervision, technical assistance, so that the farmer 
himself can do the work. 

Mr. TABER. How, then, do we account for such expendi
ture as $25,000 this year and next for the Bureau of Agricul
tural Economics, and $35,000 in the expenditures for 1939? 
It is a nice thing to help this Dust Bowl situation, but I do 
not see how you are helping it by these large travel-expense 
and personal-service items. 

Mr. HOPE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. HOPE. The gentleman asked a question about ex

penditures by the Bureau of Agricultural Economics. I think 
I can answer the question by saying that these wells are not 
put down indiscriminately here, there, and elsewhere. They 
are put down after a survey has been made after, first, an 
engineering investigation first locates the water, and, second, 
an economic investigation to determine whether or not 
pumping for irrigation would be profitable on that particu
lar farm or in that particular territory, and I am sure it is 
money well spent and money that ought to be spent. 

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

to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. JoNEsJ. 
Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I regard this partic

ular fund as being of great importance. It has to do pri
marily with the conservation and use of water in the Great 
Plains area. For many years we went down to the mouth 
of the Mississippi and the other great rivers and erected levees, 
treating water as a curse, trying to channel it into the sea. 
Sediment came down and the beds of the rivers got to be 
higher, in some instances, than the surrounding valleys. 
The pr·oblem was increased rather than solved. 

This contemplates going up to the head of the streams in 
the Great Plains areas and utilizing the water where it falls, 
in other words, working with nature instead of against 
nature, and following the water on down the stream, treat
ing water as a blessing, which it is, rather than as a curse 
which we, at one time, thought it was. I believe this is the 
proper approach. Most o.f the problems we have down to
ward the mouth of the streams have been aggravated and 
largely produced by the fact that in the Great Plains areas, 
constituting the bread basket of America, where wheat, the 
staff of life, corn, and other commodities are produced, the 
water fell, and especially in dry times, rushed off down the 
rivulets, which complicated the problem down toward the 
mouth O·f the stream. The engineers are coming to the 
same viewpoint. They believe if we will go back and get 
the sheets of water that fall on these Great Plains and rush 
into rivers and complicate the problem and use that water 
where it falls, and near where it falls, in small reservoirs and 
through the use of furrowing, land treatment, and land uti
lization, we can make those areas much more productive and 
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much less a problem; we can largely stop the great dust 
storms and the injuries that come to the land by reason of 
the failure to have the proper use of water. In other words, 
nature makes provision for the use of this great rich co.untry 
and by properly utilizing it we not only help solve the prob
lem, and probably save the country a great deal of money in 
that section, but we also help solve the problem all the way 
down the stream. In other words, when we work with na
ture, nature will help us instead of fight us. Water is the 
life of the land in that great area. 

Mr. FERGUSON. - Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JONES of Texas. I yield to the gentleman from 

Oklahoma. 
Mr. FERGUSON. The charge has been made that a great 

amount of this money was used for administrative expenses. 
The truth of the matter is that the investigation as to 
where this water may be found and the investigation of 
watersheds all over these 17 States is a very technical propo
sition. This same organization furnishes the information 
not only for Farm Security, but for the farmers who spend 
their own money. 

Mr. JONES of Texas. Yes. I want to emphasize what 
the gentleman says. I know of many places out in what 
is known as the Dust Bowl where technical information has 
been furnished and the farmers have done a great deal of 
work, a great deal of yery valuable work, I may say. You 
do · not hear so much of the damage and the necessary big 
appropriations that formerly went with the solution of that 
problem. 

Mr. FERGUSON. And that department supplied all the 
money. 

Mr. JONES of Texas. I do not think I have had so many 
requests as I have had for actual similar technical informa
tion and instructions as to how to go about doing this job 
in a proper way. The !'armers spend infinitely more in 
time, work, and money than the Government spends in this 
connection. [Applause. J 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I wish I could go 

along with my friends on this proposition. If I could stultify 
my conscience to any degree at all I would concede the 
amendment. This proposition has not only been the poorest 
administered, it has not only been the most wastefully 
handled matter in the entire bill, but it is utterly futile. It 
is astonishing to hear some of my good friends, who usually 
make considered statements, saying this expenditure would 
affect the Dust Bowl. Mr. Speaker, the building of a pond or 
a dam on any farm or on every farm will not help the Dust 
Bowl situation in the slightest. 

The pending proposition is on all fours with the old shelter
belt project. We went out into desolate, sandy, dust-swept 
areas and put in trees on private land at the expense of the 
Government. Here is a proposition to go down and at Gov
ernment expense put a frog pond on a few farms under 
private ownership. 

Under the law the Secretary of Agriculture can build them 
without charge. As a matter of fact, the testimony before 
us indicated that if the farmer could not pay it, they would 
not ask him to pay. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to ask the Members to look at the 
farmers' side of the situation. If you listened to my good 
friends who have talked you would get the idea that every 
farmer is earnestly petitioning for this appropriation. There 
are very few farmers who are interested. Let me read you a 
letter from one of them. 

This man himself owned a farm over there. The letter 
reads: 

Four years of unusual precipitation followed the beginning of this 
experiment and the "rush" came on. Followed normal conditions, · 
millions of money was lost, stockmen were badly hurt, busineEsmen 
ruined, and the dry-land farmers are still trekking to the Pacific 
coast. A great and unnecessary tragedy thus befell thousands of 
hard-working people-

who were misled into coming into this desolate land. There 
you have it. He represents the great class that are going to 
be enticed by Government subsidies into going down there. 

That country should never have been broken; the plow 
should never have been put to the sod. It is a grazing coun
try. As a grazing country it offers great possibilities, but 
the minute that you break the topsoil and start cultivation, 
the dust starts and a hopeless situation follows. 

All who read the newspapers this morning realize that we 
face a serious economic situation. This is no time for us to 
exceed the Budget and to disrupt the well-considered pro
gram of the administration. I hope you will vote down this 
motion. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a 

division on the question for the purpose of offering a motion 
to concur with an amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BLAND). The question is, 
Shall the House recede from its disagreement to the Senate 
amendment? 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. FERGUSON) there were--ayes 76, noes 86. 

Mr. LEAVY. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the 
ground that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evidently a quorum is not 
present. 

The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the Sergeant· at 
Arms will notify absent Members, and the Clerk will call 
the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were-yeas 171, nays 
173, not voting 87, as follows: 

Allen, ru. 
Allen, La. 
Anderson, Calif. 
Anderson, Mo. 
Angell 
Barnes 
Barry 
Bates, Ky. 
Beckworth 
Bland 
Bloom 
Boykin 
Bradley, Pa. 
Brown, Ga. 
Bryson 
Buckler, Minn. 
Burdick 
Byrne, N.Y. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Camp 
Cannon, Fla. 
Carlson 
Carter 
Case, S. Dak. 
CaEey, Mass. 
Coffee, Nebr. 
Colmer 
Cooper 
Costello 
Courtney 
Cox 
Cravens 
Creal 
Crowe 
Cullen 
Cummings 
Curtis 
Davis 
Delaney 
Dempsey 
DeRouen 
Dies 
Dingell 

[Roll No. 113] 

YEAS-171 
Doxey Kefauver Poage 
Duncan Keller Ramspeck 
Eberharter Keogh Rankin 
Elliott Kilday Rees, Kans. 
Ellis Kleberg Richards 
Englebright Kocialkowskl Robinson, Utah 
Ferguson Lanham Robsion, Ky. 
Fitzpatrick Leavy Sacks 
Flaherty Lemke Satterfield 
Flannery Lewis, Colo. Schaefer, lll. 
Ford, Leland M. McArdle Schuetz 
Ford, Thomas F. McCormack Schulte 
Fries McGehee Scrugham 
Fulmer McGranery Shanley 
Garrett McKeough Shannon 
Gathings McLaughlin Sheppard 
Gavagan McMillan, Clara Smith, Conn. 
Gearhart McMillan, John L. Smith, Ill. 
Gehrmann Mahon Smith, Wash. 
Geyer, Calif. Maloney Somers, N.Y. 
Gibbs Mansfield South 
Gore Marcantonio Sparkman 
Gossett Martin, n1. Spence 
Grant, Ala. Massingale Starnes, Ala. 
Gregory Mills, Ark. Steagall 
Grimth Mills, La. Stefan 
Guyer, Kans. Monroney Sweet 
Havenner Mundt Tarver 
Healey Murdock, Ariz. Tenerowicz 
Hill Murdock, Utah Terry 
Hinshaw Nichols Thomas, Tex. 
Hook Norrell Thomason 
Hope Norton. Tolan 
Horton O'Connor Vinson, Ga. 
Houston O'Day Voorhis, Calif. 
Hull O'Toole Wallgren 
Izac Parsons Walter 
Jacobsen Patman Welch 
Jennings Patrick West 
Johnson,Luther A. Patton Whelchel 
Johnson, Lyndon Peterson, Fla. Whittington 
Johnson, Okla. Peterson, Ga. Zimmerman 
Jones, Tex. Pierce 

NAYS-173 
Alexander Bradley, Mich. Culkin 

D'Alesandro 
Darden, Va. 
Dickstein 
Dirksen 
Ditter 
Dondero 
Dough ton 
Douglas 
Drewry 
Durham 
Dworshak 
Elston 
Engel 
Evans 
Faddis 

Fenton 
Fish 
Gamble 
Gerlach 
Gillie 
Goodwin 
Graham 
Grant, Ind. 
Gross 
Gwynne 

Allen, Pa. Brewster 
Andersen, H. Carl Brown, Ohio 
Andresen, A. H. Buck 
Andrews Burgin 
Arends Cannon, Mo. 
Arnold Chiperfl.eld 
Austin Church 
Barton, N.Y. Clark 
Bates, Mass. Clason 
Beam Clevenger 
Bender Cluett 
Blackney Cochran 
Boehne Cole, Md. 
Bolles Cole, N. Y. 
Boren Corbett 

Hall, Edwin A. 
Hall, Leonard W. 
Halleck 
Hancock 
Harness 
Hart 
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Harter, N.Y. 
Hess 
Hoffman 
Holmes 
Hunter 
Jarrett 
Jeffries 
Jenkins, Ohio 
Jenks, N.H. 
Jensen 
Johns 
Johnson, Til. 
Johnson, Ind. 
Jonkman 
Kean 
Keefe 
Kelly 
Kennedy, Martin 
Kerr 
Kinzer 
Kitchens 
Knutson 
Kunkel 
Lambertson 
Landis 
Larrabee 
Lea 

LeCompte 
Lesinski 
Lewis, Ohio 
Luce 
Ludlow 
Lynch 
McAndrews 
McDowell 
McGregor 
McLeod 
Maciejewski 
Magnuson 
Marshall 
Martin, Iowa 
Martin, Mass. 
Mason 
May 
Monkiewicz 
Moser 
Mott 
Murray 
Nelson 
O'Brien 
O'Leary 
Oliver 
O'Neal 
Pearson 

Pittenger 
Plumley 
Polk 
Powers 
Rabaut 
Reece, Tenn. 
Reed, Ill. 
Reed,N. Y. 
Rich 
Robertson 
Rockefeller 
Rodgers, Pa. 
Rogers, Mass. 
Romjue 
Routzahn 
Rutherford 
Sandager 
Sasscer 
Schafer, Wis. 
Schimer 
Schwert 
Secrest 
Seger 
Simpson 
Smith, Ohio 
Smith, Va. 
Springer 

NOT VOTING-87 

Stearns, N.H. 
Sumner,m. 
Sutphin 
Taber 
Talle 
Thill 
Thomas, N. J. 
Tibbett 
Tinkham 
VanZandt 
Vincent, Ky. 
Vorys, Ohio 
Vreeland 
Wadsworth 
Ward 
Warren 
Wheat 
Wigglesworth 
Williams, Del. 
Williams, Mo. 
Winter 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden, Pa. 
Wolverton, N.J. 
Woodruff, Mich. 
Woodrum, Va. 
Youngdahl 

Ball Darrow Hobbs Rayburn 
Barden, N.C. Disney Jarman Risk 
Bell Dunn Johnson, W.Va. Rogers, Okla. 
Boland Eaton Jones, Ohio Ryan 
Bolton Edelstein Kee Sabath 
Brooks Edmiston Kennedy, Md. Seccombe 
Buckley, N.Y. Fay Kennedy, Michael Shafer, Mich. 
Bulwinkle Fernandez Kilburn Sheridan 
Burch Flannagan Kirwan Short 
Byron FoJger Kramer Smith, W.Va. 
Caldwell Ford, Miss. McLean Snyder 
Cartwright Gartner Ma.as Sullivan 
Celler Gifford Merritt Sumners, Tex. 
Chapman Gilchrist Michener Sweeney 
Claypool Green Miller Taylor · 
Coffee, Wash. Hare Mitchell Thorkelson 
Collins Harrington Mouton Treadway 
Connery Harter, Ohio Myers Weaver 
Cooley Hartley Osmers White, Idaho 
Crawford Hawks Pace White, Ohio 
Crosser Hendricks Pfeifer Wood 
Crowther Hennings Randolph 

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

Mr. Hennings (for) with Mr. Kilburn (against). 
Mr. Coffee of Washington (for) with Mr. Gifford (against). 
Mr. Thorkelson (for) with Mr. Jones of Ohio (against). 
Mr. Hobbs (for) with Mr. Bolton (against). 

Until further notice: 
Mr. Pfeifer with Mr. Edmiston. 
Mr. Hendricks with Mr. Snyder. 
Mr. Folger with Mr. Merritt. 
Mr. Bell with Mr. Sheridan. 
Mr. Crosser with Mr. Taylor. 
Mr. Johnson of west Virginia with Mr. Sabath. 
Mr. ColUns with Mr. White of Idaho. 
Mr. Harrington with Mr. Kee. 
Mr. Ford of Mississippi with Mr. Celler. 
Mr. Smith of West Virginia with Mr. Claypool. 
Mr. Sweeney with Mr. Green. 
Mr. Harter of Ohio with Mr. Kramer. 
Mr. Randolph with Mr. Michael J. Kennedy. 
Mr. Fay with Mr. Kennedy of Maryland. 
Mr. Edelstein with Mr. Kirwan. 
Mr. Rayburn with Mr. Eaton. 
Mr. cooley with Mr. Treadway. 
Mr. Bulwinkle with Mr. Short. 
Mr. Barden of North Carolina with Mr. Miller. 
Mr. Pace with Mr. Hawks. 
Mr. Wood with Mr. Gilchrist. 
Mr. weaver with Mr. Ball. 
Mr. Sullivan with Mr. Gartner. 
Mr. Flannagan with Mr. Crawford. 
Mr. Burch with Mr. Seccombe. 
Mr. Hare with Mr. Shafer of Michigan. 
Mr. Jarman with Mr. Hartley. 
Mr. Caldwell with Mr. Crowther. 
Mr. Brooks with Mr. Darrow. 
Mr. Mouton with Mr. Maas. 
Mr. Boland with Mr. Risk. 
Mr. Cartwright with Mr. Michener. 
Mr. Chapman with Mr. White of Ohio. 
Mr. Fernandez with Mr. Osmers. 
Mr. Sumners of Texas with Mr. Buckley of New York. 
Mr. Myers with Mr. Byron. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
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. The Clerk will report the next amend-
ment in disagreement. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment No. 110: On page 93, after line 18, insert: 
"Loans: For loans in accordance with sections 3, 4, and 5, and 

the purchase of property in accordance with section 7 of the Rural 
Electrification Act of May 20, 1936, as amended (7 U. S. C. 901- 914), 
$40,000,000, which sum shall be borrowed from the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation in accordance with the provisions of section 
3 (a) of said act and shall be considered as made available there
under; and the Reconstruction Finance Corporation is hereby au
thorized and directed to lend such sum in addition to the amounts 
heretofore authorized under said section 3 (a) and without regard to 
the limitation in respect of time contained in section 3 (e) of said · 
act; and the amount of notes, bonds, debentures, and other such 
obligations which the Reconstruction Finance Corporation i~author
ized and empowered to issue and to have outstanding at any one 
time under existing laws is hereby increased by an amount sufficient 
to carry out the provisions hereof." 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, by direction of 
the Committee on Appropriations, I move to concur in the 
Senate amendment with an amendment, which I send to the 
desk. 

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

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 110 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 sections 3, 4, and 5. and 
the purchase of property in accordance with section 7 of the Rural 
Electrification Act of May 20, 1936, as amended (7 U . S. C. 901-914). 
$100,000,000, which sum shall be borrowed from the Reconstruction 
Finance Corporation in accordance with the provisions of section 
3 (a) of sai~ act and shall be considered as made available there
under; and the Reconstruction Finance Corporation is hereby au
thorized and directed to lend such sum in addition to the amounts 
heretofore authorized under said section 3 (a) and without regard 
to the limitation in respect of time contained in section 3 (e) of 
said act; 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 sum
cient to carry out the provisions hereof: Provided, That there is 
hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated for an additional amount for salaries and expenses of 
the Rural Electrification Administration, to be immediately avail
able, including the objects specified in the foregoing paragraph and 
subject to the limitations therein, $600,000, of which amount not to 
exceed $23,000 may be transferred to the appropriation "Printing 
and Binding, Department of Agriculture, 1941." 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 
Th.e SPEAKER. The gentleman will state his point of 

order. 
Mr. TABER. The amount of the authorization of loans 

carried exceeds the amount carried in the Senate proposal 
and also it is an attempt to change a piece of legislation, and 
is an addition of an amendment that is not germane, carry
ing an appropriation in addition to a piece of legislation au
thorizing money to be taken out of the R. F. C.; in order words, 
there is combined with this authorization-legislation an ap
propriation directly out of the Treasury which is not included 
in the language of the Senate amendment and that the 
amendment is not germane to the Senate amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I concede the 
point of order and submit a further motion, which I send to 
the desk. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from Mis
souri yield? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I yield to the gentleman from 
Mississippi. 

Mr. RANKIN. As I understand, the gentleman from Mis
souri only yields the point of order on the appropriation of 
$600,000? 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Yes; simply the provision for 
administrative expenses. 

Mr. RANKIN. That is for administrative expenses; yes. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. I am now reoffering the amend

ment omitting that provision. It can later be taken care of in 
the deficiency bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the motion. 
The Clerk read as follows: · 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri moves that the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate No. 110 and agree 
to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum 
of $40,000,000 named in said amendment insert "$100,000,000." 
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Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 

this amount exceeds the amount carried in the Senate 
amendment and is not in order at this time. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the only require
ment is that it be germane, and this is certainly germane 
to the Senate amendment to which it is offered. The gentle
man's point of order is not well taken. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order raised by the gentle
man from New York [Mr. TABER] has heretofore been very 
thoroughly passed upon. The Chair cites section 3189, of 
Cannon's Precedents, volume 8: 

In amending a Senate amendment the House is not confined 
Within the limits of amount set by the origilial bill and the Sen
ate amendment. 

The Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 

to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 
ANOTHER VICTORY 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, this is- one of the proudest 
moments of my life. It registers another victory in my drive 
for the electrification of the farm homes of this country. 
This amendment for an additional $60,000,000 for rural 
electrification will bring the total amount for that purpose 
for the next fiscal year up to $WO,OOO,OOO. 

I have been working on this · proposition for months. 
You remember, I secured the adoption of an amendment 2 
years ago for an extra $100,000,000, which, added to the an
nual appropriation of $40,000,000, gave us $140,000,000 to 
be used for that purpose. Those funds have been exhausted, 
and it will take every .dollar of this $100,000,000, and prob
ably more, to meet the demands for the coming year. 

Wll.L BE REPAID WITH INTEREST 

Farmers in every State in the Union are pleading for 
these funds. Every dollar of this money will be paid back 
with in.terest, and I am not exaggerating when I say it will 
add probably · a billion dollars to the Nation's wealth by the 
increased value of farm homes and farm lands, to say 
nothing of the limitless benefits it will bring to the people in 
the rural sections in the comforts, conveniences, joy, and 
contentment it will add to the farm homes of the Nation. 

ADMINISTRATION'S GREATEST ACCOMPLISHMENT 

I do not hesitate to say that this program of rural electri
fication, especially from the farmers' standpoint, is the 
greatest accomplishment of this or any other administration 
during your day and mine. [Applause. J 

You may think I am premature in proclaiming this a 
victory before the vote is taken on this amendment. But 
there is no doubt about its adoption; we have the votes to 
pass it. I doubt if the opposition will have the courage to 
even force a roll call. The victory was won when the dis
tinguished gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CANNON], the 
ablest parliamentarian in Congress, who as chairman of the 
committee offered this amendment for us, succeeded in pre
venting the opposition from knocking it out on a point of 
order. I knew that if I could ever get the approval of the 
Bureau of the Budget, and the President, and could get the 
amendment made in order on any bill pending before the 
House, we would have no trouble in getting it adopted. · 

A day or two ago, I submitted to the House the letter from 
President Roosevelt sending up the Budget estimate ap
proving this item. I tried to get it in the relief bill which 
was reported out of committee this morning, but it lost I 
am told, by a bare majority of 18 to 20. I understand the 
Republicans on the committee voted against it, and that 
they also opposed the motion to instruct the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. CANNON] to offer it as an amendment to this 
bill. This is a sample of the obstructions we have had to 
overcome in every movement we have made in the interest 
of cheaper rates for the electric consumers of this country, 
or for rural electrification. 

I wonder how they think they can fool the farmers into 
believing that they have the proper sympathy for the people 
in the rural districts, after bending every effort to block this 
program of rural electrification. If it had not been for this 
administration the chances are the average farmer of this 

generation would have lived and died without ever seeing 
electric lights in his home. 

I have read the speeches of every Republican candidate 
for President in the present campaign, and not one of them 
has mentioned rural electrification to this good day. I 
wonder if they think the farmers of this Nation are so blind 
as to overlook that fact? They not only underestimate the 
intelligence of the American farmers, but they underestimate 
the gratitude of the farm women of America, if they think 
they can play around with the Power Trust, oppose every 
effort to reduce light and power rates, and do everything in 
their power to block rural electrification, and then expect 
the farm men and farm women to be herded to the polls like 
dumb driven cattle and vote the Republican ticket. They 
cannot mislead enough farm men and farm women with their 
spurious arguments about reciprocal-trade agreements to 
overcome the resentment they are bound to feel because of 
their persistent opposition to rural electrification. 

SEVEN-YEAR BATTLE 

I feel very strongly on this subject. Seven years ago I 
began the drive for rural electrification-2 years before the 
Rural Electrification Administration was created. I began 
by organizing cooperative power associations in every county 
in my home district, beginning in my home county. That 
was the beginning of the present rural-electrification program 
that has grown and spread to practically every state in · the 
Union. We first borrowed funds through the T. V. A., and 
later through the R. E. A., and today everyone of the 10 
counties I represent has a splendid rural-electrification pro
gram now in operation; and I am making every effort to 
extend it to reach every home in the district. It is my con
tention that we should extend these lines to reach every 
home that was teached by the draft in time of war, or that is 
visited by the tax gatherer in times of peace. 

This program is rebuilding rural America. We have al
ready electrified more than 2,000,000 farm homes, and will 
probably add a million more before the end of another year. 

PUBLIC POWER BLOC 

Several years ago the public power bloc in the House was 
organized, and the Members who compose it honored me with 
its chairmanship. It has been one of the most effective 
unofficial organizations Congress has ever seen. We have 
concentrated on the issue of saving the water power of this 
Nation for the Americap people, reducing electric rates to 
their proper levels, and the electrification of the farm homes 
of the country. On that point our platform adopted at that 
time reads as follows: 

We favor rural electrification on a national scale, in order to 
supply electric energy _to every farm home in America at the yard
stick rates, and we urge that the amount appropriated for rural 
electrification be greatly increased and that the restrictions or 
requirements be relaxed so as to facilitate the electt:ification of the 
farm homes of the Nation. 

We have won every fight we have waged in this House for 
the T.V. A., for Bonneville, for Grand Coulee, and for other 
similar projects throughout the country, and have succeeded 
in raising the amount provided for rural electrification from 
$30,000,000 in 1938 to $140,000,000 in 1939, and we are now 
securing $100,000,000 for the coming fiscal year. We are 
electrifying the farm homes of this country. 

In addition to that, I secured the adoption of an amend
ment to the relief bill, which is brought forward in the bill 
now before the House, making W. P. A. funds available for the 
construction of rural power lines. This has enabled us to 
build lines in many thinly settled areas that could not have 
been reached otherwise. 

W. P. A. ASSISTANCB 

A cooperative power association that desires to do so can 
sponsor a W. P. A. project for the construction of rural power 
lines and secure the necessary labor, as well as an allotment 
of $6 per month per man, to help pay for the materials. The 
labor ·provided by theW. P. A. can be used to cut, peel, haul, 
and creosote the poles, cut o:ff the rights-of-way, dig the 
holes, erect the poles, attach the cross arms, stretch the wire, 
and place the transformers. Proper exemptions can be se
cured for the necessary skilled labor. In this way, the cost to 
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th~ cooperative association for the construction of lines can 
be reduced something like 50 percent. This will help to ab
sorb the unemployment in the area served, in addition to 
building double the number of miles of line that could have 
been built with the same expenditure on the part of the asso
ciation under the old system. 

I hope every Member of Congress who represents a rural 
constituency will bear this in mind and will bend every effort 
to help the associations in his home district to take advantage 
of these provisions. I know this will work, for I have tried it 
myself. I have got several of the cooperative power associa
tions in the district I represent to follow this plan, with the 
result that the cost of these lines to the association has been 
greatly reduced, sometimes as much as 50 percent or more, 
and we have been able to reach thousands of farm homes 
that we could not have reached otherwise. 

CONGRESSMEN CAN HELP 

Remember that rural electrification in your district is 
going to depend largely upon your efforts. Your farmers need 
your help, your guidance, and your support, to enable them to 
take full advantage of the opportunities we are now provid
ing for the electrification of the rural homes. 

I have done this myself, and I can truthfully say that I 
have one of the best electrified rural districts in America, 
and the only one in which all the power consumers, includ
ing the farmers, get their electricity at the T.V. A. yardstick 
rates. 

Other members of our bloc have done the same thing. The 
distinguished gentleman from Texas [Mr. LYNDON B. JoHN
soN], who now sits before me, adopted my policy, and put it 
into effect in his home district, leading the fight himself, 
with the result that he has the best electrified rural district 
in the Southwest. 

My distinguished friend the gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. JED JoHNSON] has done the same thing, with the result 
that his district is far out in front from the standpoint of 
rural electrification. 

The same thing is true of a large number of the members 
of our bloc. Rural electrification in your district is going to 
reflect your interest in the farmers you represent, and it will 
probably reflect their interest in you next November. 

WHAT IT MEANS TO FARMERS 

This program not only brings light to the farmer's home, 
but it provides him with power to ·operate all his electrical 
appliances--the radio, the electric iron, the refrigerator, the 
water pump, the vacuum cleaner, the hot plate, the hot bed, 
the electric range, the water heater, the washing machine, 
the sewing machine, the feed grinder, the turning lathe, the 
milking machine, the cream separator, the corn sheller, the 
hay press, the threshing machine, the cotton gin, the cold
storage plant, the electric fences, and even the sawmill and 
the planing mill. I have seen every one of these appliances, 
and others, operated by electricity on the rural power lines 
built by the money we have provided during this 
administration. 

This program is doubling the value of the farm homes of 
this country and making them better and brighter places in 
which to live. 

CONSERVES WILDLIFE 

It is even conserving the wildlife, and especially the bird 
life, in the rural areas. I am speaking now with particular 
reference to quail, one of the most valuable birds in America. 
One man told me of an experience he had. He went out 
hunting and his dog ran into an electric fence, just one small 
strand of wire charged with a few volts of electricity. He 
said, "When my dog struck that fence, he gave one yipe, 
jumped about 5 feet high, and hit the ground on his way 
home. And I have never been able to get him back into that 
particular area." 

Our trouble is in keeping the dogs from killing the young 
birds or breaking up their nests. This fellow pointed out 
that these electric f.ences would put a stop to stray dogs 
wandering through the fields and destroying the bird crop in 
this way. 

DESTROYS INSECTS 

Electric bug killers, or insect killers, are being used by the 
farmers on these rural lines to protect their crops against 
the ravages of insects. These appliances are inexpensive and 
they use very little electricity; but they are the most effective 
weapons for insect control that have yet been devised. I 
am thoroughly convinced that the ravages of the boll weevil 
in the South, as well as the grasshopper plagues in the West, 
can be controlled in this way. 

They can be effectively used to destroy mosquitoes, and in 
that way contribute to the promotion of public health. 

Many farmers who have fish lakes or streams on their 
farms suspend one of them above the water and literally feed 
their fish on the multitude of insects they kill. 

ELECTRIC HEAT 

Many farmers are heating their homes with electricity, as 
are the people in the towns and cities where they are able 
to secure their current at reasonable rates. Especially is this 
true in those prairie sections where wood is scarce and the 
prices of other fuels are high. 

A farmer can heat his house very comfortably where I live 
with 1,COO kilowatt-hours of electricity a month at a cost of 
$8.90. Under the old power-company rates that prevailed 
before the creation of the T. V. A. this 1,000 kilowatt-hours 
a month would have cost the householder in that area $66.10. 

Electricity can be furnished to every consumer in America 
at the T.V. A. rates and still provide an ample return for the 
cooperative association, the municipality, or the private power 
company by which it is supplied. 

I predict that the time is not far distant when every power 
consumer in America will get his electricity at the T. V. A. 
rates. In my opinion, it is just as sure to come as the night 
follows the day, and the quicker the people in every State and 
every community demand these cheap rates the quicker they 
will get them. 

I also make the bold prediction that in the years to come 
a majority, if not all, the homes in this country will be heated 
with electricity. It is the purest, cleanest, most wholesome, 
and most healthful heat to be had. It produces no ashes, 
no cinders, no smut, no smoke, no grease, no moisture, no 
noxious fumes or poisonous gases. It does not burn the 
oxygen out of the air, but heats it whole. It has about 
the same effect as would the same amount of heat from the 
summer sun. Scientists tell us it is the nearest akin to sun 
heat of any other artificial heat yet produced. 

There are hundreds of homes in the district I represent, as 
well as large numbers of apartment houses, or rooming 
houses, that are heated· exclusively with electricity. The 
same thing will be done in every other section of the country 
when we get electric light and power rates reduced to their 
proper levels. 

COLD STORAGE 

We are building cooperative cold-storage plants to enable 
the farmers to save their meats, poultry, eggs, fruits, and 
vegetables. 

E. H. AND F. A. ASSISTANCE 

Through the Electric Home and Farm Authority we have 
been enabled to secure credit for the farmers who wanted 
to buy electrical appliances. As a result I have seen the · 
percentage of electric refrigerators among the consumers on 
the rural power lines in my district increase until it is greater 
now than it was in the large cities of the country 5 years ago. 
Nothing has ever brought so much contentment and so much 
hope to the farmers on these lines. It is the greatest program 
ever instituted for the benefit of the people in the rural dis
tricts. And I appeal to every Member who represents a 
farming area to put his shoulder to the wheel and help not 
only to electrify every farm home in his own district but to 
help us to electrify every farm home throughout the whole 
country. 

CONCLUSION 

This is the greatest program of real farm relief, as well as 
for the internal improvement of the Nation, that has ever 
been undertaken. 
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We are rebuilding the rural sections of this country; we are 

electrifying America! [Applause.] 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 

to the gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER]. 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, at the time this bill was under 

consideration in the House I made the point of order against 
the language which was carried in the bill as it came from 
the committee authorizing the Reconstruction Finance Cor
poration to borrow $40,000,000 and to loan to the Rural Elec
trification Administration. That left the bill so that it was 
a direct appropriation out of the Treasury. I should not 
object today to appropriating any amount that is really 
needed for this purpose directly from the Treasury. I do 
not like to see the language changed into a cover-up propo
sition, such as the Senate has provided. The borrowing of 
the money by the R. F. C. just deceives the people as to the 
amount of money that we are spending. It does not help 
the farmer any, but it does not take the money out of the 
Treasury direct, and does not make a demand directly on the 
borrowing capacity of the Federal Treasury. I do. not like to 
do business in that way. I believe we should do it directly 
and positively, and take the responsibility for what we are 
doing, instead of trying to hide behind somebody's skirts on 
our debt limit. I do not like to see us borrow the money 
through the R. F. C. instead of appropriating direct from 
the Treasury, as we should if we are going to go ahead with 
this activity. 

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

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, on another 
amendment yesterday it was my lot to follow in debate the 
same distinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER], 
who has just addressed the House. He is an able gentleman 
and a forceful speaker. I stated yesterday that I was not 
surprised at his opposition to the farm tenancy amendment. 
I further suggested that he had never been able to find 
anything in any New Deal set-up that in his judgment could 
be commended. Obviously, therefore, I am not surprised that 
the gentleman is opposed to the pending amendment that if 
adopted assures the continuation and extension of the popular 
program under the Rural Electification Administration. He 
is at least consistent. If I recall correctly the gentleman 
from New York has consistently opposed rural electrification 
from its inception. 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Oh, yes; I yield, since I 

mentioned the gentleman. 
Mr. TABER. I would like to have the gentleman refer to 

one vote or one statement I have made that would bear 
out the gentleman's statement. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Well, I will say that is not 
a difficult task. It is my recollection that the gentleman has 
on all occasions opposed a spending program to start, con
tinue, or expand the R. E. A. 

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield further? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I will be glad to yield. 
Mr. TABER. There is absolutely no occasion on which 

I have done any such thing. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Well, now since the gentle

man is so vigorous in his denial o-f his opposition, perhaps 
I should be more definite and certain. Evidently the gen
tleman has forgotten an important meeting of the Appropria
tions Committee held only this morning. Maybe the gentle
man has entirely forgotten that when objection was raised 
against the advisability of placing this item for the R. E. A. 
in the relief bill, I made the motion that the Appropriations 
Committee to authorize and instruct the chairman of the sub
committee handling the pending Agricultural Appropriations 
bill, to offer the amendment providing funds for the R. E. A. 
to the pending bill. The gentleman from New York has 
evidently forgotten also that he made it plain in the com
mittee today that he would raise a point of order against 
such a procedure. And I might remind him and other 
Members that the gentleman from New York made good his 
threat only a few moments ago by raising points of order 

in a final effort to defeat this R. E. A. amendment. So that 
is the kind of a friend the gentleman is to this great prograni 
that means so much to the long-neglected farmers of the 
Nation. [Applause.] 

This week there was held a meeting here in Washington 
of unemployed women who called themselves "the Daughters 
of Depression." A lady by the name of Mrs. Hughes Elsey, of 
St. Louis, was selected as the typical mother of depression. 
Mrs. Elsey is the mother of several children and her husband 
is an unemployed electrician in the city of St. Louis, according 
to newspaper accounts of the meeting. 

This morning the Committee on Appropriations was consid
ering the relief bill. The suggestion was made that relief was 
only a stop-gap, and of course that is all it is ever supposed to 
be. But if rural electrification is permitted to borrow the 
money it should have by this Congress in order to extend its 
lines, then the husband of this "daughter of the depression," 
who is said to be an unemployed electrician in the city of St. 
Louis, will undoubtedly have an opportunity to go to work as 
an electrician. It doubtless also means that several of those 
Elsey chi-ldren who are also classed and reported by the census 
as being among the unemployed will be taken from the unem
ployed list. 

Thousands of other families in similar situations will be 
helped by the extension of this great worth-while program. 
Here is an opportunity to help business, to help put people to 
work. It is, of course, far preferable to any kind of relief 
program. Incidentally, I have always maintained that a vast 
majority of the relief workers themselves prefer private jobs 
to work relief. 

Moreover, I am convinced that if there is any program 
under this administration that has really been worth while 
so far as the farmers are concerned-and I think there are 
many worth-while programs that are of real benefit to the 
farmers of the Nation, certainly it is rural electrification. 

The R. E. A. has blanketed all of the nine counties of the 
district that I have the honor to represent in Congress, and 
several extensions to the R. E. A. in the various counties are 
approved for construction. 

Several months ago when the first portion of the R. E. A. 
project was completed in the southern end of my congres
sional district, which has extended its lines in six counties, 
I was invited to visit the opening celebration which was held 
at Walters; Okla., county seat of Cotton County, where the 
cheap R. E. A. "juice" was turned on. What a celebration it 
was! It was an event of great rejoicing long to be remem
bered. It was a dream of years that had actually come true. 
I saw hundreds of happy, enthusiastic, progressive farm peo
ple who journeyed for many miles in order to actually see with 
their own eyes that cheap "juice" tumed on. I heard many 
farmers and their wives say "Now I can have electricity in my 
home; now I will have a radio, refrigeration, electric washer, 
electric pumps, stoves, and also electric lights." Charles Cox 
is superintendent and T. H. Kettles is president of the board. 

There are several other R. E. A. projects in the sixth 
district, all of which are making excellent records. There 
are no delinquencies among any of these projects, so . I am 
advised, and the farmers of the Sixth Congressional District 
are enthqsiastic about the future of the R. E. A. 

Mr. LYNDON B. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I yield. 
Mr. LYNDON B. JOHNSON. Under the Reconstruction 

Finance Corporation Act, the R. F. C. is authorized to make 
loans to private limited-dividend corporations. The R. F. C. 
has authority to make loans to aid railroads, to construct 
highway bridges, to make loans to States, municipalities, and 
political subdivisions thereof. We realize, however, since the 
Rural Electrification Administration, generally speaking, 
makes its loans through cooperatives organized by the farm
ers, we should authorize and direct the R. F. c., as provided 
in the amendment offered by the gentleman from Missouri, to 
make funds for construction and purchase of electric lines im
mediately available to farmers through the agency set up for 
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that purpose-the R. E. A. Now, is not that what this amend
ment does? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. That is correct. 
Mr. LYNDON B. JOHNSON. The law provides that the 

R. F. C. can lend to railroads, private businesses, banks, to 
you and to me, and this amendment simply provides that they 
must also use one hundred million R. F. C. funds for loans to 
farmers who go into a cooperative electric venture. In other 
words, the R. F. C. is authorized and directed by this Congress 
to make available one hundred million of R. F. C. funds to be 
lent through the R. E. A. to farm cooperatives and others 
when, in the judgment of the Administrator of the R. E. A., 
the loan sought by the cooperative can be repaid. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. That is true, and I thank 
my good friend from Texas for his valuable contribution. 
And, incidentally, I may say there are many Members of Con
gress who have not hesitated to vote to loan money to the 
railroads and to big business, but who steadfastly refuse to 
vote for funds for loans to the R. E. A. 

Rural · electrification in Oklahoma has expanded notably in 
the 5 years since the Rural Electrification Administration was 
created by President Roosevelt, compared with progress in the 
11 years immediately preceding R. E. A. 

The Edison Electric Institute has pointed · out that there 
were 1,600 electrified farms in the State in 1923. This num
ber had increased to 5,648 by the end of 1934; an increase 
from less than 1 percent of the total to 2.6 percent; an 
average annual increaSe of 368 electrified farms a year. 

Between January 1, 1935, and June 30, 1939, however, the 
number of electrified farms increased to an estimated 10,000, 
approximately 4.8 percent of the total farms in Oklahoma. 
This was an average annual increase of 968 farms in the 
4%-year period. 

Construction of rural lines financed by the Rural Elec
trification Administration and impetus given to the building 
of rural lines by the R. E. A. program is largely responsible 
for this increase. 

R. E. A. has lent $6,624,000 to 18 Oklahoma cooperatives and 
1 private power company to construct 6,916 miles of line, 
which, when in full operation, will provide service to 19,496 
Oklahoma farms and other rural users. Over 10,000 were 
already using electricity from R. E. A. financed lines on 
February 29, 1940, and construction of new lines. was going 
ahead at a rapid rate. Of the total allotted, $113,300 is ear
marked for financing wiring and plumbing installations of 
individual farmers. A loan of $25,000 has been made to the 
Caddo Electric Cooperative at Binger, where Mr. Billy Bryan 
is the efficient manager in charge, for a modern refrigeration 
locker plant, in which farmer-members propose to store 
their meats. This will be operated by another cooperative, 
separate from the distribution system. 

Electric lines to farms bring a new servant to the farm
house and farm outbuildings. The benefits of rural elec
trification can be measured only by the use farmers and· 
rural communities make of their new power. Oklahoma 
farmers are quick to take advantage of the great . oppor
tuniti€s electricity brings. An R. E. A. survey in the sum
mer of 1939 indicates that 86 percent of these homes served 
by R. E. A. financed systems have radios, electric irons are 
being used in 85 percent of the homes, electric washing ma
chines have been installed by 55 percent, and electric re
frigerators by 50 percent. Twenty percent are using elec
tric vacuum cleaners, and 12 percent wa-ter pumps. Eight 
percent are using motors up to one horsepower; and the 
same proportion are lighting poultry houses to speed egg 
production in the winter months. 

A State-wide campaign is under way in Oklahoma to stim
ulate feed grinding by electricity on individual farms. Feed 
grinders for demonstration purposes have been purchased by 
several cooperatives, and their practicality to the farmers in 
their areas is being proved daily. Chick brooding by elec
tricity is under way, and widespread use of brooders is ex
pected. 

What about the pay-out? Now that some of the lines 
have been built and electricity :flowing through them, a.re 

these borrowers able to pay interest and to begin returning 
to the Government the money it has advanced? Are they 
being operated on such a businesslike basis that they have 
enough revenues to meet their obligations? The gentleman 
from Dlinois [Mr. DIRKSEN] , who is opposing this amend
ment for an additional $100,000,000 to extend the R . E. A., 
would have us believe R. E. A. users are failing to pay their 
loans. 

Nationally, 280 of the 579 energized systems financed by 
R . E. A. had, up to February 29, 1940, made payments of 
interest, or interest and principal, out of operating reve
nues. Not one dollar, so I am advised, of the more than 
$200,000,000 actually advanced by R. E. A. under its loan 
contracts has been charged off by R. E. A. or transferred to 
an inactive account , although I am told that in fin ancial 
experience, generally, such charge-offs are quite common. No 
losses have been experienced on any loans, and there have 
been no foreclosures. 

By J anuary 1, 1940, payments of interest and principal 
made from operating revenues, in advance of the due date, 
amounted to $140,643. Installments in arrears on January 
1, 1940, totaled $56,765. This figure represents current 
delinquencies. 

The Rural Electrifica tion Administration advises me that 
all cooperatives in Oklahoma, in operation as long as 18 
months, have or will make payments of interest and principal. 
Included in the list of 280 which made payments· of interest, 
or interest and principal, out of operating revenues, are: 

Okla. 1. Cimarron E lectric Cooperative ____ ___________ __ _ 
2. Kay E lectric Cooperative ___________________ ___ _ 
6. Caddo Electric Cooperative ______ _______ _______ _ 
8. Earl W. Baker Utilities Co __________ __________ _ _ 

10. Oklahoma Electric Cooperative __ - ----- ----- --- -
12. Alfalfa E lectric Cooperative ___________ ___ ______ _ 
14. Red River Valley Rural E lectrical Association __ 

Interest Principal 

$2, 796. 44 
3, 647.94 
1, 272. 01 
4,463. 36 
1, 859.35 
4, 443.69 

889. 17 

$4, 226. 63 
3, 370.44 
1, 970. 75 
9, 605.35 
2, 996.88 
2, 300. 39 

With this splendid record of success alr~ady attained, the 
program is ready for further advances and extensions in 
Oklahoma. There are now applications in Washington from 
Oklahoma eligible for allotment when money becomes avail
able, probably July 1, totaling more than $800,000, to build 
over 900 miles of R. E. A. lines. These applications seek to 
extend the lines of seven existing cooperatives and to estab
lish an entirely new one. 

In addition, six other existing cooperatives and another 
new one are developing more than 1,000 more miles of lines 
upon which they expect to apply for allotments of more than 
$900,000. I am advised that these applications have not yet 
been received in Washington. The other five existing coop
eratives have begun correspondence with R. E. A., signifying 
their intention of developing additional lines in their areas; 
and · inquiries have come to R. E. A. from two other areas 
regarding possible establishment of electric facilities where 
none now exist. 

Rural electrification in Oklahoma has progressed with the 
rapid spread of rural electrification. Harry Slattery, Rural 
Electrification Administrator, showed recently the rema.rk
able growth of rural electrification since R. E. A. was estab
lished. Mr. Slattery pointed out that in 1935, at the begin
ning of R. E. A., only 743,954 farms, or 10.9 percent of the 
farms in the United States, were electrified, whereas, on 
January 1, 1940, central station electric service had been 
extended to an est imated 1,700,000 farms, 25 percent of all 
the farms in the United States. 

Nationally, allotments totaling more than $269,000,000 
have been made to build over 250,000 miles of rural electric 
lines. When in full operation, these lines will take electric 
service to about three-quarters of a million users. On 
March 1, 1940, nearly · 200,000 miles had been energized in 
579 distribution systems, serving over 480,000 users. 

The adoption of the pending amendme_nt to permit the 
R. F. C. to make loans to the R. E. A. to the amount of 
$100,000,000 during the next fiscal year will assure the con
tinuation and extension of rural electrification in every 
county, hamlet, and community in the entire United· States. 
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes 

to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSENJ. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Speaker, I listened with a good deal 

of interest to the observation of my friend from Texas a 
moment ago as to the parallel situation as between the 
R. F. C. loans made to industry and R. F. C. loans made 
for purposes of rural electrification. I think I should point 
out that first of all the interest rate is different. Secondly, 
the maximum period for a private loan would be 5 years, 
and that must be done by special dispens:ttipn. Here you 
can make a loan for a quarter of a century, and that is 
altogether different. 

Mr. LYNDON B. JOHNSON. Will the gentleman· yield? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes; I yield. 
Mr. LYNDON B. JOHNSON. Does the gentleman mean 

to tell this House that the R. F. C. cannot make a loan 
for a period in excess of 5 years? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I would say to the gentleman, just let 
him examine the time period in the R. F. C. loans that are 
actually being made, and see what the exact situation 
may be. 

Mr. LYNDON B. JOHNSON. Several weeks ago the Re
construction Finance Corporation made a loan maturing in 
30 years. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. That probably was one of these back
door loans such as is being contemplated in this bill today. 
I am not opposed to this amendment. I think it is going to 
carry. I did not resist R. E. A. appropriations in the first 
place. But if it were not a violation of the rules of the 
House I would say it was rather cowardly of Congress to put 
its hands into the Treasury in this back-door way, rather 
than to resort to a direct appropriation so that these 
amounts are properly reflected in the Federal balance sheet. 

It is so nice to brag about an appropriation bill and as to 
whether it is over the Budget or under the Budget, whether 
it is equal to, above, or below the 1940 appropriation, but I 
must admonish you that we have written into this bill $212,-
000,000 in direct appropriatioos for parity, $85,000,000 for 
Federal surplus commodities; and in addition there will be 
reflected here $100,000,000 for R. E. A. and another $50,00(),000 
for farm tenancy loans. There may be much comfort in the 
fact that there are these rather elusive recoverable assets as 
against the loans. But my interest lies in an honest system of 
expenditure whereby the people of this land are fully ap
prised of their national debts and obligations. I had the 
R. E. A. put in the RECORD the first 92 projects that were er..er
gized. Ten percent of them are delinquent today, or as of the 
date of the hearings. 

Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. I am sorry, I cannot yield. 
Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of the RECORD I will read from 

the statement that the Administrator sent to the committee, 
a statement which is included in the hearings. 

The total number submitted was 92. Here are the delin
quent projects: Georgia No. 2, energized October 24, 1936. It 
has had over 3 years of experience. Georgia No. 17, energized 
August 1937. This also has had 3 years of experience. 
Georgia No. 20, energized May 4, 1937, delinquent today. 
Iowa No.7, energized in August 1937, delinquent today. Iowa 
No. 19, energized in August of 1937. It is delinquent. Ken
tucky No. 14, energized in December of 1937. It is delinquent. 
Minnesota No. 5, energized in 1938. It is delinquent. Nebraska 
No. 44, energized in April1937. It is delinquent today. Ten
nessee No. 16, energized July 1, 1937, delinquent today. Wash
ington, energized in October 1937, delinquent today. 

If there is anything wrong with the figures, Mr. Speaker, 
do not quarrel with me. Rather address your quarrel to the 
Administrator of the Rural Electrification Administration. 
He sent those figures to the committee. I present them to 
the House only for the purpose of information to let the 
Members know what the exact situation is as they are about 
to approve another $60,000,000 of R. E. A. loans. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman, of course, quoted only a 
very small percentage of the total number of projects. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Ten percent. 
Mr. RANKIN. As a matter of fact, some of those loans 

have only been made for 2 or 3 years. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Every one of these projects has been 

energized for about 3 years. 
Mr. RANKIN. The record shows that all of them have 

paid their interest. In time they will pay the principal also. 
[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 addi

tional minutes to the gentleman from Dlinois. 
Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield fur

ther? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. Every one of these corporations or asso-

ciations has paid the interest on their loans. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. Not all. 
Mr. RANKIN. All right, point out one that has not. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. I have some there in the record. I sug

gest that the gentleman examine pages 1103 to 1108 of the 
hearings. 

Mr. RANKIN. There may be a few, but there are very 
few. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The gentleman said there was none. 
There are some as shown in the record. 

Mr. RANKIN. The Dawes loan of $90,000,000 was made 
15 years ago. We have not collected that yet. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Do not pull any red herrings like that 
across the trail. You know that is a poor refuge when you 
drag that kind of thing in here to justify this sort of 
procedure. Why not make a direct and forthright appro
priation for this purpose? 

Mr. RANKIN. But we will lose less money on the· farmers 
of this country in 40 years than we have lost on the Dawes 
loan already. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I refer the gentleman to Mr. Jesse Jones 
about the Dawes loan. Two months ago he stated to the 
committee that he would not lose a nickel on the Dawes 
loan. Does the gentleman know that? 

Mr. RANKIN. But jt has taken him 15 years to do what 
he has done with it. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes; but the money will not be lost. 
There is no question about that either. 

Mr. LYNDON B. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 
Mr. LYNDON B. JOHNSON. I cannot understand the 

gentleman's attitude. He just spoke of Mr. Jesse Jones, a 
most outstanding, capable, and distinguished citizen of my 
State. The gentleman from Dlinois ·is willing to trust Jesse 
Jones' judgment to make loans to railroads, to building and 
loan associations, to private banks, to make loans to you and 
to me; but he is unwilling to trust Jesse Jones to make loans 
to the farmers. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Can the gentleman find a single 25-year 
loan that Jesse Jones has made to a building and loan asso
ciation, to a bank, to a railroad, or to an industrial outfit? 

Yes, I trust Jesse Jones; and I doubt if Jesse Jones would 
approve of this method of financing. I would like to have 
somebody cite a single statement from Mr. Jones on that 
point. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 
Mr. RANKIN. As a matter of fact, speaking about these 

20-year loans, these farmers' cooperatives pay more interest 
than the Government pays, do they not? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. Slattery said the interest rate was 
2.69. 

Mr. RANKIN. Yes; and the Government gets it cheaper 
than that. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. The Government is lending it at a low 
rate of interest, but that is not the real trouble. The real 
trouble is that some of these people will not be able to pay 
up and then we will be called upon to take it out of the 
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Federal Treasury. There will be many worthy projects but 
there will also be losses. 

Mr. RANKIN. They will all pay up. 
Mr. LYNDON B. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle-

man yield? . 
Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 
Mr. LYNDON B. JOHNSON. Is not that true of some of 

+.he R. F. C. loans? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. That is true of some of the R. F. C. loans. 

Or to put it more accurately, it is true ·of much paper now 
-.eing held by the R. F. C., as for instance municipal paper 
and P. W. A. projects which are now in default. 

It is true of many loans made by the Government in 
the last few years in many fields of financing. Of course, the 
tenor of some of the argument here is that since some bad 
loans were heretofore made, it is all right to make other 
doubtful loans. Today's experience is not new. On other 
occasions in the past few years it was pointed out as almost 
unlimited amounts were proposed for loans of one kind or 
another that they would be repaid. The H. 0. L. C., under 
which we have foreclosed 80,000 pieces of property, have sold 
80,000 more, is only too painful an example of how the blithe 
assurances of the past do not square with the painful present. 

This bill also carries a large amount of farm-tenancy loans. 
Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DIRKSEN. I yield. 
Mr. MASON. Is it not also true that practically all of the 

loans of the kind authorized in this bill are not passed upon 
by the R. F. C., but are made by the R. F. C. on the mandate 
of Congress, and Jesse Jones was not allowed to use his 
judgment? 

Mr. DIRKSEN. That is almost invariably true; yes. The 
R. F. C. is only a sort of rediscount agency for this type of 
loan. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 additional 

minutes to the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. DIRKSEN. So, we have now resorted to the R. F. C. 

for $50,000,000 farm-tenancy loans. 
Today we resort to the R. F. C. for $100,000,000 for 

R. E. A. loans. Let me read to you this engaging language 
which the bill carries: ' 

And .the amount of notes, bonds, debentures, and other such 
obligations which the Reconstruction Finance Corporation is au
thorized 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. 

Mr. Speaker, when the President's message comes tomor
row asking for $500,000,000 or $1,000,000,000 for national 
defense, I suggest we take that recommendation, get the 
m\:lney from the R. F. C., and then incorporate in that 
resolution this language: 

And the amount of notes, bonds, debentures, and other such 
obligations which the R. F . C. is authorized and empowered to 
issue and to have outstanding at any one time under existing 
law is hereby increased by that amount. 

What a happy approach to a difficult problem. I commend 
it to your consideration. [Applause.] 

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

to the gentleman from California [Mr. VooRHis]. 
Mr. ELLIS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. We have a little later infor

mation, so I yield to the gentleman from Arkansas. 
Mr. ELLIS. I have been advised by the R. E. A. in the 

last 10 minutes that with the exception of a very few loans · 
on which it has been necessary to extend the payment period 
from 20 to 25 years, of the 691 projects in the United States, 
in every State, except Connecticut, Massachusetts, and Rhode 
Island, there is not a single R. E. A. project in default. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I am obliged to the gentle
man. 

Mr. DffiKSEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. I yield to the gentleman 

from Illinois. 

Mr. DIRKSEN. I want to refer to the hearings, page 1108, 
for the documentary information which I gave to the House. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. The gentleman from Arkan
sas [Mr. ELLIS] has checked up in the last 10 minutes and 
I have no doubt that his information is the most recent and 
reliable that we can get on this subject. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. I would like to make a few 

remarks. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentle

man 2 additional minutes. 
Mr. VOORHIS of California. I thank the gentleman from 

Missouri very much. I yield to the gentleman from Missis
sippi [Mr. RANKIN]. 

Mr. RANKIN. May I say to the gentleman from California 
that one of the first loans was made to an organization in my 
district? We had to borrow our money through the T.V. A. 
That was 5 years ago, and 5 years to the day from that day 
they paid the last dollar of it, interest and all. 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. I thank the gentleman. The 
question now before the House has a number of angles to it. 
Certainly the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 
should be supported. 

First of all, I would like to answer the charge that has been 
made that we are adopting a "back door" method for obtain
ing funds for these loans. I myself have personal objections 
to the way the R. F. C. originally_ obtained its funds where 
these funds are to be used for secured loans, but I will not go 
into that right now. 

The point is that there is- not any reason why it should be 
necessary for the Government of the United States to make 
appropriations and take the money out of the Treasury when 
what it is doing is making secured loans on the basis of 
security such as you have behind these loans that are being 
made by R. E. A. 

These loans have been proven over and over again to be 
sound investments on the part of the R. E. A. As long as that 
be true, it should be entirely proper for the Congress to 
proceed to make money available, as is being done by this 
bill, for the purpose of making those loans which will be re
paid. We say many times that the independent farmer is 
the backbone of America. He has been through the years, 
but in many respects rural life has been difficult, particularly 
for the women. If there is one thing which more than any
thing else will brighten and lighten the burden of rural life, 
it is the bringing of electricity to the farm home. [Applause.] 

I do not suppose there is a single rural electrification proj
ect in my district. I do not believe there is. But the thing 
that concerns me is the thing that we hear so many speeches 
about but concerning which we have so little chance to do 
something directly and practically, namely, the building of 
a finer and better life for all groups of American people. 
We hear a lot about the drifting of people from the farms to 
the cities. . There are lots of reasons for that. I do not 
know of anything more practical or more worth while to 
enable people to live on the land of America and have a 
happy life than to give them electricity. I think it is one 
of the noblest accomplishments, as the gentleman from 
Mississippi has said, of the present administration in Wash
ington. We have said, in effect, that this dynamic energy 
of the universe, as it were, shall be available to the American 
people at the cheapest cost that their Government can make 
it available to them and on the best terms. 

So far as I am concerned, there is one other thing of 
great importance, and that is that before any one of these 
R. E. A. loans is made there must be gathered together 
voluntarily a group of farmers into cooperative organiza
tion which stands together as one for the security of that 
loan and for the carrying through of their mutual project 
for their mutual advantage. That is a thing of such spir
itual significance as to be almost invaluable in our national 
life. Beside such considerations as this the fact that some 
of these groups may be slightly delinquent for a small 
period of time becomes. quite insignificant. And I think it 
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an argument for, not against, this amendment to point out 
that we are lending a little bit of the national credit for a 
purpose for which it ought to be used. 

As a Californian, I am glad to say that the people in my 
State, to a certain degree out of necessity, have been com.;. 
:Pelled in recent years to take an unusual interest in the 
welfare of people from other parts of the Nation. It ha$ 
been a good thing to concern themselves about the stand
ard of life and the opportunities of people elsewhere. We 
are deeply concerned, and it is partly for that reason, and 
partly because I know that one part of this Nation cannot 
have prosperity unless all parts work together, that I am 
enthusiastically supporting this amendment. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I yield to my 
colleague the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. ZIMMERMAN] 
such time as he may desire. 

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the 
amendment of my colleague the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CANNON]. This amendment merely authorizes the Re
construction Finance Corporation to make loans to rural 
electric cooperatives, for the extension of lines, and for the 
construction of new lines, up to $100,000,000 instead of up to 
$40,000,000, as embodied in the report. This amendment does 
not exceed the Budget estimate, but merely fixes the amount 
which these cooperatives may borrow at the original Budget 
estimate. 

Mr. Speaker, the Federal Government has undertaken no 
program which has done more to improve living conditions in 
our rural communities than the R. E. A. has done. Until we 
inaugurated this program, most of the rural communities of 
the Nation were denied the many and necessary benefits and 
conveniences which flow from the presence of electric power, 
and which make life on the farm more attractive and desir
able. Without doubt, until the inauguration of this program, 
many of our best people, especially our young people, forsook 
the farm, and elected to move to our urban centers, long 
overcrowded, where they could enjoy these benefits and live 
more satisfied lives. If this program is continued and ex
tended, as many of us hope it will be, we will not only see an 
exodus from our cities and towns, but more of the sons and 
daughters of our farmers remaining on the farm. And why 
not? Give the rural sections of our country good roads and 
electric power, and they at once become the ideal place in 
which to live. 

Mr. Speaker, I was born and reared in a rural community 
and know something of the inconveniences and hardships 
which obtain because of the absence of these great benefits
good roads and electric power, particularly electric power. 
The farmer is entitled to a· good light by which to feed and 
handle his stock; power with which to pump his water, grind 
his feed, saw his wood, and a good road to transport his 
family to school and church, and over which to haul his 
products to market. His wife is entitled to electric power 
with which to operate the sweeper, the washing machine, the 
churn, electric fans, the radio, the refrigerator, the electric 
iron, and the electric stove, if desired. These things are 
necessary ·in the building of great communities which make 
for a nation's growth. 

By voting for this amendment we have the opportunity 
of doing something which will improve the rural life of 
our people. These great benefits are not gifts from the 
Government but loans which will be repaid in due time. 
There is no good reason why these . farm cooperatives 
should not receive at the hands of the R. F. C. the same 
consideration received by the banks, railroads, and other 
business enterprises. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ZIMMERMAN. I yield to the gentleman from 

Mississippi. 
Mr. RANKIN. Also, · through the increase in the use of 

appliances, they put men to work in the electrical appliance 
industry throughout the country. 

Mr. ZIMMERMAN. The gentleman is entirely correct. 
There are a number of these projects in the district I 

have the honor to represent, and I have been privileged 
to attend some of the openings when the lines were ener-

gized. I there saw the makers of electrical appliances 
from all over the country exhibiting their wares and invit
ing the farmers to see and later buy what they could use 
on the farm. It is my belief, Mr. Speaker, that our pro
gram of rural electrification will go a long way toward 
stimulating industry in this country and in helping solve 
our problem of unemployment. 

I sincerely hope that you who have professed an interest 
in the farmer will vote for this motion. [Applause.] 

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

Mr. STARNES of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I heartily favor 
the adoption of the motion of the gentleman from Missouri. 
No particular part of the administration's program during 
the past 6 years has proved more beneficial or more popular 
insofar as the farmers of the Nation are concerned than the 
Rural Electrification Administration. I disagree with the 
able gentleman from New York [Mr. TABER] in his statement 
that this is a back-door method of financing. I believe it is 
a direct method of financing a loan. I think that it is far 
preferable to make loans through the R. F. C., a regular 
lending agency, than to appropriate money directly and then 
lend that money. I believe it more truly reflects an accurate 
picture of conditions when you use an established lending 
agency for this purpose. 

Is there need for this money? Some 60 days before this 
money will be available we find that there are 535 applica
tions on hand involving $70,000,000 and 70,000 miles of 
construction in 44 States of this Union. The money being 
made available is not a direct appropriation but a loan which 
is self-liquidating. Bearing a rate of interest which Will 
make it self-liquidating, it is self-supporting, except for 
the administrative expense. In addition, this program will 
provide employment to many of the unemployed scattered 
throughout these 44 States. 

It may be of interest to you to know that since the initia
tion of this program 5 years ago 206,000 miles have been 
energized and over 500,000 meters have been installed in 
farm homes through the Rural Electrification Administra
tion program, and this program has been more than matched 
by the activities of the private utilities. The Administra
tion's program has been beneficial directly and indirectly: 
directly by bringing to the farmers themselves the benefits 
of rural electrification; and indirectly by stimulating the 
interest of the private companies in the welfare of the 
farmer. Oftentimes it is a good thing to have private busi
ness and industry stimulated in their endeavors to serve 
the people of this country. 

Of course, it is a business proposition from their standpoint, 
but, after all is said and done, one of the finest business invest
ments this Government can make or private business can 
make is to invest money in such a way that you will improve 
the social and economic condition of the citizenry of this 
Nation as a whole. It adds stability to the citizenry of this 
Nation and it adds stability to our economic life. In addi
tion, the rural electrification program has certain social bene
fits that no other program upon which we have embarked has. 
It has made it possible to bring to the farm home the social 
and cultural advantages of the radio, one of the finest media 
yet devised for the education of the masses of America. The 
farmer tonight in his home Will know what this Congress has 
done today. He knows what has happened on the inter
national scene today. He is as well informed, and sometimes 
better informed, than you and I on many of the happenings 
throughout the world, because, forsooth, he has more time 
and has more interest in certain problems than you and I. 

The $40,000,000 which we made available in the regular 
appropriation bill is not sufficient to meet the demand. 
Already, 60 days in advance of the beginning of the new fiscal 
year, one-half of this additional $60,000,000 has been applied 
for, and more than the $30,000,000 which we are making 
available could be wisely loaned to associations of farmers 
during the next 12 months in order to further this program 
and to spread the social and economic benefits throughout the 
Nation. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
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Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, in the brief time 

remaining may I call attention to the fact that over $71,000,-
000 in approved Rural Electric Administration projects are 
now at a standstill, waiting the appropriation of funds for 
their construction. 

This amendment will provide the money to carry them to 
early completion. No better investment could be provided, 
either in its beneficent effect on the communities which they 
will serve or in the certain return to the Government of loans 
themselves. 

I append a statistical tabulation as reported by the R. E. A. 
as of April 30, 1940: 
TABLE 1.-Total funds appropriated, Rural Electrification Adminis

tration 
(For purposes of this tabulation, all funds, whatever the source, 

be regarded as appropriations) 
1935-36, Relief Act_ ______ ~-------------------------- $14, 165, 123 
1937, R. E. A.-R. F. C-------------------------------- 50, 000, 000 
1938, R. E. A.-I. 0. A-------------------------------- 30, 000, 000 
1939, R. E. A.-R. F. C-------------------------------- 140, 000, 000 
1940, R. E. A---------------------------------------- 40, 000, 000 
1941,1 R. E. A.-R. F. C. (H. R. 8202) ------------------- 40, 000, 000 
1941,1 R. E. A.-R. F. C. (supplemental)---------------- 60, 000, 000 

Grand total---------------------------------- 374,165,128 
1 Includes 1941 appropriations pending. 

TABLE 2.-Total funds requested of the Congress 
1935 (R. E. A. created by Executive Order No. 7037) ---- -----------
1936 (R. E. A. made into 10-year program by Congress)_ -----------
1937 (borrowed from R . F . C.-no estimates made) ____ -----------
1938 (Independent Offices Appropriation Act)--------- $30, 000, 000 
1939 (Independent Offices Appropriation Act)--------- 40,000, 000 
1940 (Independent Offices Appropriation Act)--------- 40, 000, 000 
1941 (agricultural appropriation bill, H. R. 8202, R. F. 

C.) ($40,000,000)---------------------------------- -----------
1941 (supplemental R. F. C. loans, $60,000,000) -------- -----------

TABLE 3.-Total funds obligate~Expended to date 

Obligated Expended 

1935-36.-------------------------------------------------- $14, 165, 128 $13,953,057 1937 __________________ .:__________________________________ _ 46,499,331 (!) 

1938------------------------------------------------------ 29,996,966 '1:7, 920,524 
1939______________________________________________________ 139,971,767 (1) 
1940 •. ---------------------------------------------------- 39,102,692 12,543, 147 

TotaL ___ ------------------------------------------ 269, 735, 884 209, 020, 222 

1 1937 and 1939 funds cannot be segregated by years: total expended, $151,603,494. 

'IABLE 4.-Allotments by type of borrower and purpose 

Number Line con- Generating Wiring and Type of bor- Total amount 
rowers struction plants plumbing 

Cooperatives ____ __ 615 $249, 071, 532 $237, 761, 529 $6,258,000 $5,052,003 
Public bodies _____ 52 16,395,586 15,800,636 166,000 428,950 
Private _____ ------- 24 4, 268,766 4, 215,766 53,000 0 

AlL _________ 691 269, 735, 884 257, 7i7, 931 6,477, 000 5,480, 953 

WIRING AND PLUMBING LOANS 
System borrowers ________________________________ _ 

Individual's notes--------------------------------
Wiring notes -------------------------------------
Plumbing notes---------------------------------
Amount advanced--------------------------------Average amount of note __________________________ _ 
Average wiring note ______________________________ _ 
Average plumbing note ___________________________ _ 

504: 
33 , 166 
29,732 

2,561 
$2,779,778.44 

$83 . 81 
$70 . 81 

$158.97 

TABLE 5.-Total allotments, by States, as of Apr. 30, 1940 (total, all 
funds) 

Projects Borrowers 

Total ______________________________ _ 

Alabama _______ --------------------------
.Arizona ____ ------------------------------
.Arkansas ___ -------------- ____ ------------
Caliiornia ____ --------------------------- _ 
Colorado .. ___ ----------------------------
Delaware ___ ---------------------------- __ 
Florida. __ --------------------------------
0 eorgia __ ____ ------------------- __ --------

2, 372 

45 
7 

41 
12 
38 
6 

25 
154 

691 

15 
3 

14 
4 

11 
1 
8 

38 

Amount 

$269, 735, 884 

5, 481, 550 
703,000 

5, 688,500 
1,803, 500 
3, 382,000 

878,000 
1, 839,000 

13, 994, 615 . 

TABLE 5.-Total allotments, by States, as of Apr. 30, 1940 (total, all 
funds) -continued 

Projects Borrowers .Amount 

Idaho ____ _____ -----_----- ___ ----- _______ --
Illinois _____ ----------------------------Indiana ___________________ ------------ ___ _ 
Iowa ______ ___ - __ --------------------------Kansas __________________________________ _ 

f~~ts~~;:_--~===================::::::::::: Maine _________ ___ __________ ____ -------- __ 
Maryland ____ -------------------- _______ _ Michigan ___ _____ -----___________________ _ 

~~=~~~=============================== Montana. ________________________ --- ____ _ 
Nebraska. ______________________ ------ ___ _ 
Nevada __ __________ _____________ --------__ 
New Hampshire _________________________ _ 
New Jersey--- -------------------------- __ 
New Mexico. ___ --------------------------
New York_-------------------------------
North Carolina __ -------- ___ ------------ __ North Dakota ______________________ ------
Ob io ______ ___ ----------- ___ ---------------0 klaboma ______ -------__________________ _ 
Oregon ____ -------------------------------Pennsylvania _____ ------- ________________ _ 
South Carolina ___ __ ------------------ ___ _ 
South Dakota_---------------------------
Tenne.c.see __ ------------ _________ ------- __ 
T exas ____ --------------------------------
Utah ___ ----- -----------------------------

~[{~~~: ~ = = = = = = = = = == = = = = = = = = = = = == == = = = = = = Washington __ ------------------------ --__ 
West Virginia ___ -------------------------
Wisconsin __________ -------- __ ---~---- ___ _ 
Wyoming ___ -----------------------------
Total number of States____________ 45 
Total number of counties __________ 2, 000 

25 
84 

124 
155 

52 
85 
30 
5 

12 
61 

151 
83 
91 
41 
90 
5 
3 
6 

15 
5 

68 
27 

111 
61 
21 
53 
37 
17 
61 

185 
12 

7 
66 
37 
6 

117 
35 

7 
27 
42 
49 
20 
24 
12 

2 
2 

14 
39 
23 
31 
11 
28 
1 
1 
2 
4 
1 

22 
5 

26 
19 

7 
12 
12 
5 

17 
59 
3 
2 

15 
13 

2 
28 
10 

TABLE 6.-Systems, miles, and consumers 

$2,458,750 
14,952, 130 
17, 190, 195 
17, 783, 628 
5, 761, 151 
8, 658,720 
3, 064,600 

223,000 
748,000 

11,257,500 
18,288,236 
7, 970,200 

11,683,200 
2, 398,100 

10,610,700 
2'1:7, 000 
392,000 
445,800 
850,000 

$1,745,000 
6, 231,350 
1, 988,972 

14,338,025 
6, 608, 591 
1,120, 500 
7,235, 200 
4, 149, 328 
1, 738,500 
8. 790,558 

20,400,685 
594,000 
280,500 

6, 458,800 
3, 670,200 

582,000 
13,350,800 

1, 719, 80() 

Allotment Operating (as of 
Number Ener- Mar. 31, 1940) 

Region of bor- gized ·-
rowers Con- systems Con· Miles sumers Miles sumers 

------------
United States ________ 691 253, 167 855,781 601 205,291 498, 364 ------------------1. Northeast_ ___________ 63 32,378 119,543 60 28,212 74,674 

2. Southeast_ __________ _ 97 33,967 133,474 85 28,580 78,315 
3. East South CentraL_ 78 30, 216 tao, 870 71 25,534 92,503 
4. CentraL _________ __ __ 100 41, 139 136, 535 87 29,704 71,931 
5. North CentraL ____ __ 77 29,997 86,484 66 26,924 52,580 
6. West CentraL ______ _ 94 30,499 78,992 77 22,710 40.738 
7. Southwest_---------- 105 38, 782 121, 371 96 32,073 62,384 
8. West._-------------- 77 16, 189 48, 51?. 59 11,554 25,239 

UNITED STATES FARMS WITH <:;ENTRAL STATION SERVICE 

Number Percent 

Jan. 1, 1935 _____ ___ ·--------------------------------------- 743.954 10.9 
Jan. 1, 1910________________________________________________ 1, 700,000 25. 0 

(R. E. A. created May 11, 1935.) 

TABLE 7.-Reduction in costs per mile of borrowers' systems 

The average over-all cost of R. E. A. lines is now about $800, or 
approximately one-half the reported average costs of $1 ,500 to 
$1,800 a mile which were common before R. E. A. was established. 

During the last 6 months of 1939 the average construction 
contract cost was $648 a mile in contrast to $865 in 1937. 

During the last 6 months of 1939 the average over-all per
mile costs dropped to $754. 

Lowest average over-all cost per mile, $754; highest average, 
$1,006. 

Lowest construction cost per mile, $425 (individual case). 

Over-all cost per mile of line of borrowers' systems 

1936------------------------------- _~, ____ ------------------
1937----- ------------------------------------------------ --
1938_-- ----------------------------------------------------
1939--- ---------------------- ----------------------------- -

January
June 

$980 
1,006 

881 
766 

July
December 

$938 
914 
810 
754 
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TABLE 8.-Loan requests on hand for which no funds are available The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 

Under examination 
Total requests Conducting preallot-

ment survey 
By examiner By director 

.Num- Amount Num- Amount Num- Amount Num- Amount ber ber ber ber 

546 $71, 759, 700 270 $34, 618, 700 230 $30, 519, 500 46 $6, 621, 500 
Number of States included in new requests -------- ------------- -------- 44 
Average rate of receipt of new requests ___ _ 1 $5, 000, 000 
Allotment requests for generating plants 

(6 States) __________ --- -- -- -- - ----------- -------- 1,440,000 
Allotment requests for wiring and irriga-

105, 000 tion loans (9 St ates) _________ ___ __ _____ __ --------
!Per month. 

Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre
vious question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the mo

tion of the gentleman from Missouri to recede and concur 
with an 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. 111: On page 94, line 11, strike out "$43,075,000" 

and insert "$3,075,000." 

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

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent that all Members who have spoken on these several 
amendments may have 5 legislative days within which to 
extend their own remarks in the RECORD. 

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

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, a mo

tion to reconsider the votes by which the several motions 
have been acted upon will be laid on the table. 

FILING OF MINORITY VIEWS 
Mr. CANNON of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent that I may have until midnight tonight to file 
minority views on the investigation of the Work Projects 
Administration, and that the minority views be printed with 
the majority report. · 

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

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

file minority views in connection with the relief bill that 
has been reported out by the Appropriations Committee this 
morning an(j I ask that these viewf;l may be printed with the 
majority report. 

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

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. TABER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD and to 
insert therein an amendment, which I propose to offer at the 
proper time to the relief bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
RURAL LETTER CARRIERS 

Mr. BURCH. Mr. Speake;r, I ask unanimous consent to 
file a supplemental request on the bill (H. R. 8582) to adjust 
the salaries of rural letter caiTiers. 

request of the gentleman from Virginia? 
There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
Mr. MAsoN and Mr. RICHARDS asked and were given per

mission to revise and extend their own remarks in the RECORD. 
Mr. GEYER of California. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD and to include 
therein a letter. 

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

There was no objection. 
ANNOUNCEMENT 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, may I take this moment of 
time to announce to the Members of the House of the passing 
away of the beloved wife of a distinguished former colleague, 
a great friend of mine and of many here today, my predeces
sor, the Honorable John Steven McGroarty. Mrs. Mc
Groarty was the lifetime partner and inspiration of our 
friend-he lived for her and she lived for him-until yester
day, when she passed to the Great Beyond. Everyone here 
who knew them during their 4 years in Washington, and 
many have known them much longer, join John McGroarty 
in grief. Our hearts go out to him and we hope that our 
great love for him will in some measure sustain him in this 
sad hour. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks, and include a paragraph from a New York newspaper, 
which announces the death of Mrs. McGroarty. 

There was no objection. 
-The article follows: 

MRS. JOHN M'GROARTY 

Los ANGELES, May 14.-Mrs. Ida Caroline Lubrecht McGroarty, wife 
of John Steven McGroarty, the author and former Member of Con
gress, died yesterday at her ranch home in Tujunga, after a long 
illness. She was born in Hazleton, Pa., 74 years ago. She had been 
married to the writer for 50 years. 

Working with her husband when he wrote his mission play, Mrs. 
McGroarty designed the stage sets and costumes. 

Mrs. McGroarty also leaves her mother, Mrs. Mary Ella Lubrecht, 
of Tujunga, and two brothers, Louis H. Lubrecht, of San Gabriel, and 
William C. Lubrecht, of Bonner, Mont. 

CERTAIN_ CLAIMS AGAINST MEXICO 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 

Rules, I call up House Resolution 443, which I send to the 
desk and ask its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
calls up a resolution which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House Resolution 443 

Resolved, Tha.t immediately upon the adoption of this resolution 
it shall be in order to move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for con
sideration of S. 326, an act for the payment of awards and ap
praisals heretofore made in favor of citizens of t he United St ates 
on claims presented under the General Claims Convent ion of Sep
tember 8, 1923, United States and Mexico. That after general debate, 
which shall be confined to the bill and shall continue not to exceed 
2 hours, to be equally divided and controlled by the chairman and 
ranking minority member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, the 
bill shall be read for amendment under the 5-minute rule. At the 
conclusion of the reading of the bill for amendment, the committ ee 
shall rise and report the same to the House with such amendments 
as may have been adopted, and the previous question shall be con
sidered as ordered on the bill and amendments thereto to final 
passage without intervening motion except one motion to recommit 
with or without instructions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Georgia 
is recognized for J. hour. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 minutes to the gentle
man from New York [Mr. FISH]. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, this bill comes to you with no 
endorsement from the State Department, or any member of 
the State Department, or from any member of the execu
tive department, or the White House. If you put this 
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through it sets up by your vote the most vicious and unheard
of precedent that has ever been established by the Congress 
of the United States. 

Mr. BEAM. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

Mr. FISH. Oh, this is very important, it is true, but I 
hope the gentleman will not insist upon his point of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from 
Illinois insist upon his point of order? 

Mr. BEAM. I insist upon the point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will count. 

[After counting. J One hundred and sixty Members present, 
not a quorum. 

Mr. COX. 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: 
[Roll No. 114] 

Andresen, A. H. Disney Kerr 
Barden, N.C. Douglas Kirwan 
Barton, N.Y. Eaton Kramer 
Bell Edmiston Lewis, Ohio 
Bolton Englebright McLean 

·Boren Evans Magnuson 
Buckley, N·. Y. Flannery Marshall 
Bulwinkle Folger Merritt 
Burdick Gibbs Michener 
Cannon, Fla. Gifford Miller 
Cartwright Gilchrist Mitchell 
Chapman Green Mouton 
Clark Hare Myers 
Claypool Harrington Nichols 
Coffee, Wash. Harter, Ohio Osmers 
Connery Hawks Pace 
Cooley Hook Patman 
Crawford Jacobsen Patrick 
Creal Jarman Peterson, Fla. 
Crosser Johnson, W.Va. Pierce 
Crowther Jones, Ohio Risk 
Darrow Kee Rogers, Okla. 
Dempsey Keller Routzohn 

Ryan 
Sa bath 
Seccombe 
Secrest 
Seger 
Shafer, Mich. 
Sheridan 
Simpson 
Smith, Conn. 
Smith, W. Va. 
Steagall 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Sweeney 
Taylor 
Thorkelson 
Treadway 
Weaver 
White, Ohio 
Wigglesworth 
Winter 
wood 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. On this call 331 Members 
have answered to their names, a quorum. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with further 
proceedings under the call. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I approach this bill as a neutral. 

I have no axe to grind whatsoever, but I will do anything 
I can to defeat the bill, even to taking off my coat and collar, 
because I believe it is the most vicious bill that has come 
before the Congress of the United States in the last 20 years. 
In my opinion it is nothing less than a steal, a racket, to open 
wide the Treasury doors and have the United States of 
America pay the bills of Mexico, a foreign country, to our 
nationals. I do not believe anybody in this House will want 
to go on record for this bill when they have learned the 
facts, except those who may have constituents or friends 
who will benefit by the legislation. Certainly there is no 
partisanship in this bill, because the State Department 
refuses to endorse it. There is not a man in the adminis
tration from the President down, outside of those Congress
men who primarily are representing their constituents and 
their claims, who will endorse this bill. 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, .will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FISH. Of course, we are going to hear from some sec-

tions of Illinois at length, because of the claims involved, 
amounting to $3,000,000-$2,000,000 is for the Illinois Central 
Railroad. 

Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FISH. Not until I proceed further. I want to get 

started and I have a good deal to say. 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I commend the lobbyists and the 

lobbygow, those skillful artists who have been manipulating 
behind this bill, upon even bringing it to the floor of the 
House. It is the most efficient and the most efficacious little 
lobby that has worked like moles in the dark and brought this 
vicious legislation here for your vote. Two years ago it was 
before the House, and Bert Snell had me stay over for 3 
whole days, because he thought it would be brought up under 

a pocket rule, but they did not even dare to bring it out. How 
does it come before the House? The lobbyists went before the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs and made a few brief state
ments and the bill was pushed through before the opposition 
could be heard and no record vote was taken. 

I was speaking to some constituents in the room next to 
our committee room when it was under consideration. I as
sumed, of course, that we would go into executive session to 
vote on the bill. I intended then to tell what I knew about 
the bill. While I was out of the room, it was rushed through. 
I came back and asked to have the vo.te reconsidered, but the 
sponsor of the bill, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. JoHNSON], 
refused unanimous consent to let the committee reconsider 
that bill on its merits. That is how it got here. 

Now, there are a rot of Democrats and Republicans on the 
Foreign Affairs Committee who are against this bill. The gen
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. FoRD], and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ALLEN], and others, are outspoken against 
it. Do not believe it when they tell you this comes here with a 
unanimous report. It went through without a vote. People, 
like myself, were not there. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
VoRYS], a member of the committee, will speak in detail dur
_ing general debate against this bill and present the facts, 
after very careful study of the whore proposition. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, will the · gentleman yield? 
Mr. FISH. I yield. 
Mr. O'CONNOR. If the Congress were to pass this bill it 

would simply mean that the United States Government guar
antees to foreign governments to pay their debts to our pri
vate citizens where there is neither legal nor moral obligation 
to pay. 

Mr. FISH. The gentleman is absolutely correct. There 
is no moral or legal obligation on the part of the United 
States. 

Mr. O'CONNOR. And is it not a fact that such a bill is 
without precedent? 
· Mr. FISH. There has never been any such precedent. 
The worst part of the thing is if you establish this precedent 
you open wide the Treasury doors to all claims, amounting 
to billions of dollars. 

Mr. TABER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. FISH. I yield for a brief question. 
Mr. TABER. Did the Foreign Affairs Committee have 

any hearings before they brought in this bill? 
Mr. FISH. I explained that it was just a brief session 

and no executive session to consider and vote on it . . 
Mr. BLOOM. Well, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FISH. Now, you will all have your own time. 
Mr. BLOOM. But the gentleman does not want to give 

out the impression that the Foreign Affairs Comrriittee had 
no hearings on this bill. 

Mr. FISH. I did not say they had no hearings. There 
were a few paid lawyers who appeared. I am talking pri
marily to the House about the vote on the bill. I was in 
the chairman's office at the time it was taken. When I 
came back it was through, and I asked to reconsider it but 
the gentleman from Texas, who is sponsoring the bill, re
fused unanimous consent for reconsideration. 

This bill is not new. It is hoary with age. It has long, 
white whiskers on it. An effective lobby has been trying 
to get this bill through for a long time. Make no mistake 
about it. 

Now, what does it actually do? You will hear all kinds of 
wonderful stories and fairy tales about this bill. They will 
tell you that we have a moral obligation. Even that we have 
a legal obligation. Some of these claims are 30 years old. 
They are all over 15 years of age. When the Government 
decided to help by arbitrating, they did not guarantee these 
claims, either legally or morally. They were trying to help 
settle them with Mexico, and . they spent $3,500,000 of the 
American taxpayers' money to help in the arbitration. But 
the Government did not own these claims. The Government 
does not own them today, never did own them, and never had 
any rights in them. Now they want us to pay this money
$2,000,000 to the Illinois Central, and many small claims 
amounting to another million dollars. 



1940 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE .6195 
Any reasonable man must know what will happen if this 

precedent is ever established. Mexico owes us and our citi
zens somewhere around a billion dollars, and if we establish 
any precedent like this, the Treasury doors are wide open for 
a billion dollars' worth of raids. 

Now, I hope this bill will be defeated. I have no objection 
to some of these claims. I hope they will be settled; but 
not have 124 claims paid and over 800 not even adjudi
cated. What about . those 840 that have never even been 
adjudicated? 

I can suggest a way to settle them. It is not half as 
fantastic as taking it out of the Treasury of the United 
States for nothing. Mexico owes American citizens about 
a billion dollars. Outside of a few special claims they are 
not paying us anything. · They would not even arbitrate 
when Mr. Hull asked them to the other day. They turned 
their back on him completely. They slapped his face. 
Talk about having our Government pay our nationals and 
then collect in the future from Mexico. The only way I 
know to collect that billion dollars is to say to Mexico, "You 
owe us about a billion dollars-oil claims, land claims, lease 
claims, and other claims-over the past 70 years. We will 
assume responsibility for them in return for Lower Cali
fornia. The United States will pay our citizens and you just 
turn over to us Lower California." Then we could get some
thing out of it. I am willing to do that. It is not worth 
$1,000,000,000, but we could develop Lower California and 
make a great section out of it. We also need it for national
defense purposes. 

I am willing to pay those ·claims of American citizens on 
a fair basis set by a claims commission and pay them what 
they are worth if Mexico will turn over Lower California to 
us. Then if we run some water into it we will have a real 
country down there. But today we are being kicked around 
by Mexico, and under such circumstances I do not · propose 
to take money out of the Treasury of the United States to 
pay claims of our citizens that the Government of Mexico 
owes to them. That would make a laughingstock out of us. 
We should not establish this vicious precedent now or ever. 

You will see a lot of crocodile tears shed around here over 
these poor claimants who ask for $50, or for $100. These 
claims should be paid; yes. Mexico should pay them, but 
Mexico refuses to pay her share. The convention provides 
that there shall be offsets. The Mexican claimants have 
claims amounting to only a few hundreds of thousands of 
dollars whereas ours amount to three millions. The Mexi
can Government refuses to pay the offsets. Now they want 
our Treasury to pay it. Are you going to stand for this 
raid and this steal from the Treasury and establish any such 
dangerous precedent? 

Now, let us see definitely for the benefit of you who sus
pect me as being a partisan Republican-matters of this 
kind, I think, are and should be beyond partisanshiP--let us 
see what Mr. Hull has to say about that. This letter from 
Secretary Hull is dated January 18, 1938. You see this is 
an old bill. The State Department stands on that letter 
today. There has been no change in attitude of the State 
Department. I read: 

I hav~, however, consulted the Acting Director of the Budget 
concernmg t~e matter and am now in receipt of a letter of Jan
uary 12 from him stating that "this legislation would not be 
in accord with the program of the President." 

I am not exactly the spokesman of the President, but I 
am willing to concede that he is right once in a while, and 
this is one of those times. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I consumed? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New 

York has consumed 15 minutes. 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pro

ceed out of order for 5 minutes, although the subject on · 
which I want to speak is quite closely related to this bill. 

Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob
ject, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FISH. Yes; I will yield if this consent is granted. 
LXXXVI-390 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. O'CONNOR. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FISH. I yield. 
Mr. O'CONNOR. If we were to pass this bill what would 

prevent a citizen of this country who owned a worthless 
bond of a South American Republic from asking Congress 
to appropriate money to compensate him for that worthless 
bond? 

Mr. FISH. The gentleman is absolutely right; there 
would be nothing to prevent it should we pass this ·bill and 
establish the precedent, and Members of Congress would 
then be run ragged by their constituents on these Mexican 
and South American claims. 

Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FISH. I yield . . 
Mr. PARSONS. The gentleman made a statement at the 

beginning of his remarks to the effect· that the State De
partment had recommended against this bill. 

Mr. FISH. Oh, no. I read exactly what the State De
partment said. I said that nobody in the State Department 
or the executive. department had approved the bill. Then I 
read exactly what they said about the Budget and the Pres
ident's program. I did not say that they had attacked . this 
bill. I was very careful in my language. 

Mr. PARSONS. But the gentleman should read the en-
tire paragraph. • 

Mr. FISH. Before we get through there will be many 
others who will read the whole paragraph. 

Mr. PARSONS. The Secretary of State said that this is 
a matter of legislative policy which the Congress should 
determine and establish. 

Mr. FISH. And that is exactly what we propose to do. 
We do not propose to establish any such vicious precedent. 

Mr. PARSONS. I understood the gentleman to make the 
statement that the State Department and the Executive 
Department had recommended against the bill. 

Mr. FISH. No; I read what they said, that it was against 
the Budget and against the President's program. 

In the few minutes at my disposal I want now to touch 
on another matter which I had hoped I could speak on 
more at length. 

Some of our well-known interventionist columnists, tak
ing advantage of the existing war hysteria, are urging that 
we must enter the war in order to safeguard our supplies of 
tin and rubber from the East Indies. 

In view of the fact that the Nation is apparently now 
awake to its need for national defense, I urge immediate 
action by the Congress to authorize the expenditure of 
$1,000,000 by the Secretary of Agriculture for a rubber-pro
duction program in Latin America. This money should be 
made available immediately to make a comprehensive sur
vey as to the proper location, the right kind of soil for pro
duction and rainfall conditions. I am informed that there 
are 20,000,000 acres of land available for rubber growing 
in South America, which might be utilized for this purpose. 

Secretary of Agriculture Henry A. Wallace has given 
careful consideration to this proposed program, and is 
wholeheartedly behind it. Congress should act immediately, 
as it could not expend a million dollars for a more construc
tive defensive purpose at the present time. I am also in
formed that thjs program will have the active support of 
the big rubber companies in America. 

Congress should likewise authorize the expenditure of 
$1,000,000, through the Secretary of the Interior and the 
Bureau of Mines, for the erection of a modern tin smelter 
on the eastern seaboard, in order to be able to refine the 
tin ore from Bolivia. Secretary Ickes has expressed to me 
his approval of this project. 

The British and Dutch have had a monopoly on both tin 
and rubber for many years, and have been able to set 
and maintain prices at many times the cost of production, 
and .we in America have been the victim of these monopolies 
as we consume well over 50 percent of the tin and rubber 
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they · produce. The present tin refineries are in England 
and Holland, and we are dependent on our tin supplies from 
these smelters. 

These two projects would be a start toward an extensive pro
gram which would make the Western Hemisphere independ
ent of the Far East and British and Dutch rubber and tin, 
and would provide new employment both in Latin America 
and in the United States, and in addition would bring down 
the price of both commodities and multiply their uses, 
particularly of rubber, in America to create new employ
ment, as well as stimulate our trade with Latin America. 
[Applause.] · 

I seriously submit these proposals as immediate and con
structive steps toward preparedness. I believe that Congress 
before we adjourn could and should give a million dollars 
each to the Secretary of Agriculture and the Secretary of 
the Interior, and we ought to get action. For many years 
I have been a member of the subcommittee on . tin of the 
Foreign Affairs Committee. A rule is now pending for a 
bill on the subject, but l am opposed to the rule because it 
provides for further investigation. We need no further in
vestigation, we need Jtction. What we need particularly is a 
smelter in America. If private industry w111 not put up the 
money then the Government should. Then we could buy 
tin ore from Bolivia and refine it here in the United States 
of America. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore . • The gentleman from New 

York has 10 minutes remaining. 
CALL OF THE HOUSE 

Mr. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, a point of order. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. KELLY. Mr. Speaker, this is a very important bill 

that is pending before the House. I feel that the Members 
should be present to hear the discussion on it. Mr. Speaker, 
I make the point of order that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will count. [Mter 
counting.] One hundred and sixty-five Members are present, 
not a quorum. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I mo'Ve a call of the House. 
A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed 

to answer to their names: 
[Roll No. 115] 

Alexander Disney Jones, Ohio Reece, Tenn. 
Barden, N.C. Ditter Jonkman Risk: 
Barton, N.Y. Dunn Kean Robinson, Utah 
Bell Eaton Kee Rockefeller 
Bender Edmiston Kefauver Rogers, Okla. 
Bolles Ellis Keller Romjue 
Bolton Ferguson Kirwan Sacks 
Brooks Flannagan Lambertson Sasscer 
Buckley, N.Y. Flannery Lea Scrugham 
Bulwinkle Folger LeCompte Seccombe 
Burgin Ford, Miss. Lemke Shafer, Mich. 
Byron Ford, Thomas F. McGehee Sheridan 
Cannon, Fla. Gibbs McGranery Simpson 
Cartwright Gifford McLean Smith, Wash. 
casey, Mass. Gilchrist May Smith, W.Va. 
Celler Grant, Ala. Merritt Snyder 
Chapman Green Michener Sumners, Tex. 
Clason Hare Miller Sweeney 
Claypool Harness Mitchell Thorkelson 
Coffee, Wash. Harrington Mouton Treadway 
Connery Harter, Ohio Myers Vincent, Ky. 
Cooley Hartley Osmers Vreeland 
Crawford Hawks Pace weaver 
Crosser Jarman Patrick White, Idaho 
Crowther Jarrett Peterson, Fla. Wigglesworth 
Culkin Jennings Pierce Wood 
Darrow Johnson, W.Va. Polk Woodrum, Va. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. CooPER). Three hun
dred and twenty-two Members have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 

Further proceedings under the call were dispensed with. 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield myself 5 minutes. 
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York [Mr. FisH] 

had the :tloor when the point of no quorum was made. I un
derstand that the gentleman is not opposed to the adoption 
of the rule. He stated to me he was not; as a matter of fact, 

that there was no objection to the rule being adopted in order 
that it might be fully discussed. 

I have no disposition to criticize him, but the gentleman 
from New York was far more critical of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs than I am sure he intended, and certainly 
more so than the record justifies. He was critical of that 
committee because of the manner in which the bill was re
ported. I would like to quote from the record of the hearings., 
as follows--and this took place in the committee when the 
action on the part of the committee was taken: 

Mr. CHIPERFIELD. We have heard some very excellent statements 
on this. I think this committee Ls ready to vote on this. 

Mr. BLOOM. You are? To vote favorably? 
Mr. CHIPERFIELD. 1 think I am ready to do it, and I am not 

speaking only for myself. 
Mr. JoHNSON. I am ready to vote .. 
Mr. BLOOM. Is there any objection to reporting this b1ll favor

ably? Without objection, it Is so ordered. 
Mr. VoRYS. Well, no. I want to be reported against this blll, 

although if the rest of you have arrived at a decision, it Ls all right 
With me. 

Mr. BLooM. Without objection, the bill will be reported 
favorablY'. 

Mr. VoRYS. There is objection. 
Mr. BLOOM. OUtside of Mr. VoRYS. 
Mr. JoHNSON. Mr. Chairman, if Mr. VoRYS has some further 

matter he would like to be clear on, I would like to have further 
discussion. 

Mr. JARMAN. I move that the bill be reported favorably. 
Mr. CHIPERFIELD. Second the motion. 
Mr. BLOOM. It is moved and seconded. All those in favor say 

"aye." All those to the contrary say "no." Motion carried, and the 
bill is ordered reported, 

I am sure if the gentleman from New York [Mr. FrSHl 
heard that statement read from· the record he would be very 
glad to modify the statement he made before. 

I hold in my hand a call of the committee showing that a 
quorum was present when action was taken on the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN of Tilinois. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HALLECK]. 

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, I have no particular interest 
in this bill other than the interest that was aroused on my 
part when the matter was presented before the Rules Com
mittee. At that time and since that time I have studied the 
proposal and have given it a lot of consideration. Personally 
I believe the bill should pass. 

Let us get the picture as it exists, in order that we may 
know what is involved. Prior to 1923, diplomatic relations 
between this country and Mexico had been broken off. There 
was dissension, struggle, and strife. This Government was 
then required to maintain armed forces at or near the border 
at considerable expense. We were losing custom revenues. 
A large part of the irritation causing this continuing trouble 
between the two countries stemmed from the fact that there 
were claims by Mexicans against our Government and claims 
by our people against the Mexican Government that had not 
been adjudicated. 

It should be constantly borne in mind that at that time 
claimants living in this country were asserting their claims 
against the Mexican Government and were undertaking to 
have those claims allowed and in respect to many of them 
progress was being made. Some payments were in the process 
of being made or had been made on some of the claims by 
the Mexican Government. Other claimants were receiving 
assurances that their claims would be taken care ·of. 

In order to do something at least looking to the settlement 
of the many claims, it was determined that a treaty should be 
entered into. A treaty was entered into between this country 
and the Mexican Government, I think, on September 8, 
1923. It set up a commission to hear and determine claims 
of citizens of each country against the other country. A fair 
reading of that instrument will convince anyone of a few facts. 

The first one is that after the treaty was adopted claim
ants living in this country who were attempting to establish 

· their claims against the Mexican Government and obtain 
payments from the Mexican Government were required by 
the treaty to turn their claims over to this Government to be 
prosecuted by this Government before the Commission · to be 
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set up to· adjudicate those claims. The Commission was to 
adjudicate the claims of Mexicans against this Government 
and of citizens of this country against the Mexican Govern
ment. Article IX of that treaty contained these words: 

The total amount awarded in all cases decided in favor of the 
citizens of one country shall be deducted from the total amount 
awarded to the citizens ' of the other country, and the balance shall 
be paid at Washington or at the city of Mexico in gold coin or its 
equivalent to the Government of the country in favor of whose 
citizens the greater amount may have been awarded. 

At that time no one knew whether the claims of the Mexi
cans against our Government would be greater or less than 
the claims of our citizens against the Mexican Government. 

What is the interpretation to be put upon that article of 
the treaty? Is it not that each Government, MeXican and 
our own, underook to pay the claims adjudicated by the Com
mission to its own citizens and then to set off, if you please, 
the amount that it had paid its citizens against the claims 
that would be awarded to the citizens of the other country 
against it? Is that not a fair interpretation? Beyond that 
the State Department has so interpreted that treaty. Mr. 

.J.P. Cotton, Under Secretary of State, in a letter to senator 
SHEPPARD, of Texas, author of this bill, on November 7, 1929, 
referred to the provisions of that treaty, and he said: 

It wm be noted from the foregoing that it is contemplated that 
each Government shall settle with its own citizens in respect of 
awards made by the Commission. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. HALLECK. I should like to complete my statement, 
and then I will yield. 

As I said before, each claimant living in this country was 
required to turn his claim over to the Government, which 
considered it and determined whether it was valid and just 
and should be prosecuted or whether or not it should be 
abandoned, under the terms of this treaty to which I have 
referred. It seems to me in all fairness and justice that if 
a citizen has yielded his claim and his personal right to at
tempt to collect it in the way then available to him before 
the treaty was made, that situation creates not only a moral 
obligation but a legal obligation on the part of the Govern
ment to pay him. In respect of one of the claimants it is 
established in the hearings that after the treaty was entered 
into and that claimant had turned its claim over to the Gov
ernment to be prosecuted before the Commission, the Mexican 
Government, being the obligor on that claim, a claim that had 
been incurred in 1920, sent their representatives to this coun
try to talk to the claimant's representatives here to the end 
that the Mexican Government could begin making payments 
on the claim. That claimant took up its case and that offer 
with the Commission and the State Department, and was in
formed that if it undertook to do that it would yield all of the 
rights that it then had by reason of the treaty and the ad
judication to be made by the Commission set up under the 
treaty. 

It seems clear to me that this creates an obligation. 
These people who are claimants and who live in this country 

have no other recourse, they have no other way to undertake 
·to bring about the collection of their claims. If they are to 
·get their money, they . must get · it by action such as is 
contemplated by this bill. 

One other point: Whether or not this treaty should have 
been made I do not know, and maybe the treaty itself is a bad 

.thing, but it does seem to me that after the treaty has been 
made and after the people of this country relied upon that 
treaty and the action of the Commission· and turned their 
claims over to the Government, then, under the clear intend
ment and obligation therein contained the Government ought 

. to face that responsibility and meet it. 
On the matter of precedents I should like to refer your 

attention to a statement by Senator Sheppard contained in 
the hearings, and I read what he had to say about the matter 
of precedents: 

Neither does this b1ll propose a new type of legislation, but, on 
the contrary, it follows an exact pattern already furnished by the 

congressional act of August 10, 1846, which appropriated $320,000 to 
pay to American citizens past-due installments on awards against 
Mexico on claims filed under the treaty of April 11, 1839; and it also 
follows the exact pattern and largely copies the language of t he 
congressional act of March 10, 1928, which appropriated $50,000,000, 
and made another $50,000,000 available if necessary, to pay to 
American citizens awards by the Mixed Claims Commission on 
claims against Germany. 

Are those precedents or are they not? It strikes me that 
they are precedents. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HALLECK. I yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. The gentleman asked whether those 

are precedents. Does the gentleman know that in both in
stances the United States had the means in hand to pay those 
claims before it passed the legislation to pay them? In the 
one case it had the land it got from Mexico, and in the other 
case it had the proceeds of German patents and other pro
ceeds to pay the German claims. 

Mr. HALLECK. I do not know whether or not that is true, 
·but if the gentleman says it is true I believe it undoubtedly is 
true. However, I believe that it is a distinction without a 
difference. Here was a treaty entered into that contemplated 
the setting off of the claims of two governments, one against 
the other. ·I expect that each government calculated and in
tended that it pay its own citizens on their claims, else it 
would have no right to the set-off. 

[Here the gavel fell.J 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 additional minutes to the 

gentleman from Indiana. 
Mr. HALLECK. It has been suggested in the debate here

tofore that this would set a precedent by which any person in 
this country owning a bond of a foreign country which is in 
default could come here to get his money. That has nothing 
to do with this case. The responsibility and the liability of 
cur Government, if there is any responsibility, and I say that 
there is, stems from the treaty that our Government made 
and entered· into with Mexico and the adjudications made 
thereunder. There would be no comparison, there would be 
no similarity between that situation and the situation which 
would prevail when somebody in this country bought a bond 
of a foreign government that subsequently was defaulted. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. HALLECK. I yield to the gentlewoman from Illinois. 
Miss SUMNER of Illinois. The gentleman's attitude is 

contrary to anything I have ever studied of international 
law. I had thought that the reason claims are set up in this 
way is that the only way a citizen of one country has of 
obtaining relief against another country is through his own 
government. His right against his own government does not 
arise from the fact that the government owes him but from 
the fact that his government has collected from the other 
country, and until his government· does collect from the 
country which owes him money there is no liability to that 
citizen. This, I believe, is a fundamental principle of law. 

Mr. HALLECK. I recognize that under the situation that 
generally prevails, a citizen of this country is not expected 
to deal directly with a foreign government, but at the same 
time the courts of Mexico were open to people of this 
country who had claims to be asserted there. Whatever may 
be the academic argument in respect of that, the fact of the 
business is that many of these claimants had their claims in 
process of settlement and had some reasonable assurance 
that they would be paid by the Mexican Government on 
those claims when this treaty was made and they were 
required to turn their claims over to the Government under 
this process. Then whatever rights they had or might have 
asserted except under the procedure set up went by the 
boards . 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. HALLECK. I yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 
Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Was not this treaty made in 

the administration of President Calvin Coolidge in 1923? 
Mr. HALLECK. It was made 'in 1923; yes. 
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Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The way I understand it

and I believe I shall support the bill-is that the United 
States Government stepped in here and undertook to repay 
these claimants; and since the claimants could not prosecute 
their own claims, there iS an obligation on the Government 
to pay them, the way I look at it. 

Mr. HALLECK. Let me say just this, finally: There was 
a good and a benefit accruing to all the people of the country 
by following this method of removing one source of irritation, 
which was contributing to the continuance of the difficulty 
on the Mexican border and preventing reestablishment of 
trade and diplomatic relations. Insofar as that is true, then 
in a measure that is a consideration for the obligation of 
the Government that is sought to be discharged by the pas
sage of this legislation. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.l 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gentle

man from illinois [Mr. BEAM]. 
Mr. BEAM. Mr. Speaker, if this bill succeeds in passing, 

it will create in the annals of American legislation a prece
dent diametrically opposed to the best interests of the people 
of the United States. 

As the gentleman from New York [Mr. F'IsH] stated, this 
is not a new proposition to the House of Representatives; 
but on several dit!erent occasions attempts have been made 
to present this bill in one form or another for the consider
ation of the Members of the House. On each occasion the 
proponents of the measure have been unsuccessful. 

A careful perusal and analysis of this bill will disclose the 
fact that it is based solely on favoritism and special privilege. 
It contains only 124 claims favorably considered and adjudi
cated, and leaves 850 claims still pending and undetermined. 
ORe hundred and twenty-three of these claims range from 
$50 to $140,000, and the remaining one, that of the illinois 
Central Railroad Co., is for approximately $2,000,000. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, what do we intend to do by the passage 
of this .proposed legislation? Surely the people in my con
gressional district, and the citizens residing throughout the 
country, are in no position at this time to assume the respon
sibility of paying a foreign nation's obligations and indebted
ness. Do you know that the Congress of the United States 
has already passed 18 different appropriation measures, ag
gregating $3,425,000, in the prosecution of these claims in 
behalf of our American citizens? Do you realize that there 
is from $300,000,000 to $400,000,000 due and owing the citi
zens of the United States from the Mexican Government 
today? 

What do you suppose will be the result if we permit such 
legislation as is contained in this measure to become the law 
of the land? Why, immediately, under the precedents herein 
established, a bill will be presented to pay the $300,000,000 or 
$400,000,000 obligations of the Mexican Government and open 
the gates to the most · unbridled and unchecked raid upon 
the Treasury of the United States in the history of the 
Nation. I respectfully call the attention of the House to the 
fact that this sum does not include the oil wells and prop
erties which the Government of Mexico has recently con
fiscated, and from reliable sources, I am informed, will aggre
gate approximately $500,000,000. 

If you write into the basic law of the land the precedents 
which they are attempting so to do by the adoption of this 
measure, you are today giving them your authorization and . 
approval to present to the taxpayers of America for payment 
the 850 unadjudicated claims; the $300,000,000 to $400,000,000 
outstanding obligation of the Mexican Government, and in 
addition to that, the approximate sum of $500,000,000 of 
claims of the oil companies, still undetermined. 

Let me now answer the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HAL
LECK] with reference to the precedent established in 1839, 
In 1839 a Claims Convention was established, in behalf of the 
citizens of the United States, for the presentation of their 
claims to the Mexican Government. There was no obliga
tion assumed on behalf of the Government of the United 
States for the payment of these claims, but as one of the pro-

visions of the peace treaty with Mexico, following the Mexican 
War, it was stipulated and agreed that for consideration of 
land ceded to the United States by Mexico, the Government 
of the United States would pay the sum of $15,000,000 to 
Mexico and in addition assume the responsibility for paying 
the adjudicated claims. So the payment of these claims by 
the Government of the United States was simply the carrying 
out the provisions of the treaty. 

There has been no precedent established in the history of 
America that would justify the authorization of this money. 
It would be just as logical and germane, if an American pro
ducer shipped a boatload of food supplies or automobiles to 
the present belligerents in Europe, and if they were unable 
to pay, under the philosophy of this proposed bill, they can 
present their bill to the Treasury of the United States for pay
ment by the taxpayers of our country. 

Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, this bill should be 
overwhelmingly defeated bec~use it is contrary to the best 
interests and traditions of America. 

We expect tomorrow that the President of the United States 
is going to ask Congress for an appropriation of · $500,000,000 
to strengthen our national defense and safeguard the inter
ests of our American citizens. This huge sum will have to be 
borne by the citizens of our country. 

Are we going to open the door of the Treasury of the United 
States to the extent of one and one-half billion dollars to pay 
the obligation of the Mexican Government? I trust not. 

Mr. Speaker, in the name of justice and for the sake of 
democracy, and on behalf of the taxpayers of the country, 
this measure should not pass. [Applause.] 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 5 minutes to the gentle

man from Texas [Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON]. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, there has been 

a great deal of loose talking and erroneous and exaggerated 
statements made, based upon misinformation or lack of 
information as to the merits of this bill, and for that reason 
I believe the House will adopt the rule so that the bill may 
be discussed and considered on its merits, and if it is a good 
bill it can be passed and if it is a bad bill it can be defeated. 
Personally, I believe that it is a good bill and should be 
passed. 

Before discussing its merits I want to take notice of the 
erroneous impression sought to be created by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. F'IsHJ and the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BEAM] that this bill has been several times before con
sidered in the House. Except for being on the Consent Cal
endar, this is the first time the bill has ever been brought up 
in the House for consideration, and no vote upon it of any 
kind has ever been had in the House. 

It· and its predecessor, S. 3104, have on two different occa
sions been considered in the Senate, and each time it has 
passed the Senate. It is not a House bill but a Senate bill, 
sponsored, not by me, as the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FISH] stated, but by Senator MORRIS SHEPPARD, of Texas. 
He is its author and has for several years diligently sought 
to secure its passage. 

To those of us who know Senator SHEPPARD, his high moral 
and ethical standards, both as a man and as a legislator, I 
think his authorship and sponsorship is sufficient to refute 
the slanderous and inflammatory denunciation of the bill by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. F'IsHJ when he denomi
nated it a steal and a racket. 

The gentleman from New York is given to violent denuncia
tions and extreme statements, and what he says in this House 
is usually subject to a liberal degree of discount. 

His charge that the bill was railroaded through the For
eign Affairs Committee with only scant hearings and a few 
paid lawyers appearing in its behalf is wholly without founda
tion. At two different sessions of Congress this bill, and its 
predecessor, S. 3104, identically the same as the present bill, 
was considered by the Foreign Affairs Committee, once while 
Hon. Sam D. Mc~ynolds was chairman of the committee 
and the last time while the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
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BLOOM] was chairman, and full and complete hearings were 
had both times, especially at the former hearing, which con
sumed a portion of 2 days, and representatives of the State 
Department, Senator MoRRIS SHEPPARD, and others appeared 
and testified; and both times, at the conclusion of the hear
ings, the bill was favorably reported to the House by that 
committee. There are available printed copies in pamphlet 
form of both hearings upon this bill by our committee. 

At the conclusion of the remarks made by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FisH] you heard the acting chair
man of the Rules Committee, the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. CoxJ in refutation of the statement as to the manner 
in which the bill was reported by the Foreign Affairs Com
mittee, read excerpts from the minutes of that committee 
as to what transpired when the bill was reported, and since 
it exonerates not only the committee but myself from using 
undue haste in acting upon the bill, I shall again read this 
excerpt of the stenographic record: 

Mr. CHIPERFIELD. We have heard some very excellent statements 
on this. I think this committee is ready to vote on this. 

Mr. BLOOM. You are? To vote favorably? 
Mr. CHIPERFIELD. I think I am ready to do it, and I am not 

speaking only for myself. 
Mr. JoHNSON. I am ready to vote. 
Mr. BLOOM. Is there any objection to reporting this bill favor

ably? Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. VoRYS. Well, no. I want to be reported against this bill, 

although if the rest of you have arrived at a decision, it is all 
right with me. 

Mr. BLooM. Without objection, the bill will be reported favorably. 
Mr. VoRYS. There is objection. 
Mr. BLOOM. Outside of Mr. VORYS. 
Mr. JoHNSON. Mr. Chairman, if Mr. VoRYS has some further 

matter he would like to be clear on, I would like to have further 
discussion. 

Mr. JARMAN. I move that the bill be reported favorably. 
Mr. CHIPERFIELD. Second the motion. 
Mr. BLooM. It is moved and seconded. All those in favor say 

"aye." All those to the contrary say "no." I\1otion carried, and the 
bill is ordered reported. 

Prefacing my remarks as to the merits of the bill, I desire 
to read a portion of Senator SHEPPARD's statement before 
our committee when the hearings were first had upon the 
proposed legislation, since it is a clear, logical, and concise 
argument in its justification. 

My study over a period of 10 years of the matters related to 
this bill convince me that the bill is absolutely just and should 
pe passed. The history of the matter shows that our Govern
ment negotiated with Mexico the convention of September 8, 
1923, for the purpose of clearing the way for the resumption of 
diplomatic relations between the two Governments. It was con
sidered necessary for the Government to assume the obligations 
that are contained in that convention in order thus to serve out 
whole people by eliminating a constant threat of war, relieve our 
taxpayers of the burden of maintaining a heavy military guard 
at our border, increase the revenues of our Government through 
additional custom receipts, and reestablish full commercial deal
ings between our people and those of Mexico. 

In order to obtain the foregoing results the Government under
took, through the methods provided in that convention, to settle 
all of the claims of our citizens against Mexico so that our citizens 
might have "just and adequate compensation" for the damages 
and losses they had sustained in Mexico. For this purpose our 
citizens were required to surrender their claims to the Govern
ment to be presented to an international commission to be de
cided as to their validity and the amount owing thereon, and the 
right to present these claims elsewhere was expressly denied by 
making the claims inadmissible and barred except before that 
commission. The citizens also lost all manner of control over 
the claims, and any award made thereon was required to be 
apportioned by the Government in its final settlement of all 
awards with Mexico; and approximately 3 years were allowed to 
decide all claims. 

The provisions of the convention for settlement of awards 
clearly contemplated that each Government would make settle
ment with its own citizens with respect to awards made in their 
favor by the commission. This interpretation of the convention 
has been constantly recognized by our State Department; hence, 
the payment of such awards to our citizens by our Government 
is not the underwriting of another government's debt to our 
citizens, nor the establishment of any precedent in that direction, 
but simply the discharge by our Government of its own obliga
tions which were assumed in order to secure thereby the large 
benefits to our whole people which have been referred to. 

The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HALLECK] made a very 
able and unanswerable argument in support of the bill, and as 

he so well pointed out and discussed, the treaty between the 
United States· and Mexico of September 8, 1923, is the basis of 
the bill. No one can take this bill and act upon it merely 
from a reading of the bill unless he knows the background, 
unless he knows the circumstances surrounding it, unless he 
is familiar with the provision of the treaty on which it is 
based. He cannot cast an intelligent vote upon it unless he 
knows those things, and I say after careful and earnest con
sideration of the bill, that, instead of being a bill that ought 
to be repudiated, it is a bill that simply seeks to carry out the 
treaty obligations of the United States insofar as the citizens 
of this country are concerned. The fact that one of the 
claimants happens to be a · railroad. and has a large claim is 
used to prejudice the bill. There are 124 different claim
ants, whose claims vary in amount, and it matters not with 
me whether the claimants may have large or small amounts 
in their claims; they should all be treated fairly by our Gov
ernment. Most of the American claimants are individuals. 
Twenty-eight of the claims range from $50 to $1,000; 74 are 
for amounts between $1,000 and $10,000; and 22 of the claims 
are in excess of $10,000. All of these claims were approved 
by the General Claims Commission, which was composed of 
one Commissioner from Mexico and one from the United 
States. The aggregate amount of the claims awarded by the 
Commission in favor of citizens of our country was $2,789,-
509.33, and the aggregate amount of total awards in favor of 
citizens of Mexico against our Government was $431,431.82. 
The bill provides that no interest shall be paid on these claims 
subsequent to their award. 

Mr. BLOOM. Is it not a fact that this commission expired 
long ago? 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. It is. The commission ex
pired October 31, 1937, and nothing more remains to be done 
with reference to these 124 claims, which have been approved, 
except to pay them. The adjudication was final, complete, 
and binding both on our Government and upon the Mexican 
Government, as well as on the claimants, and the claimants 
have no further relief except to look to our Government for 
payment of the awards as contemplated by the treaty. 

Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. Mr. Speaker, will the gentle
man yield? 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Yes. 
Mr. MURDOCK of Arizona. Do I understand that these 

claims have been adjudicated? . 
Mr; LUTHER A. JOHNSON. They have been legally ad

judicated and approved by a commission set up by our Gov
ernment and the Mexican Government. The claimants live 
in many different States, and I understand some of them are 
residents of New Mexico. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I yield. 
Mr. KEEFE. Is it not a fact that nearly a thousand claims 

were filed and that the original treaty was extended beyond 
the original 3-year period and that the treaty contemplated 
that no claims should be paid until adjudication had been 
made upon all the claims that were filed? Is not that true? 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. It was contemplated at the 
time the treaty was entered into that it would be completed 
in 3 years and that they would then be paid, but due to the 
large number of claims the time of the Commission was 
extended from time to time until it finally expired by limita
tion of law. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from Texas has expired. 

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman from Geor
gia to yield 1 more minute to the gentleman from Texas. I 
am seeking information. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 minute more. 
Mr. KEEFE. Is it a fact, as shown by the hearings, at 

least, that there have been only a comparatively small num
ber-124 claims-:-actually adjudicated? 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. The gentleman is entirely 
wrong. 

The records show that 2,871 American claims were filed, and 
2,021 claims were passed upon or adjudicated, and of this 
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number 124 were allowed and approved and 1,897 were dis
allowed, leaving still remaining unpassed upon 850 claims. 

This bill only provides for those claims which were allowed 
and approved and upon which awards were made. There is 
nothing due upon the claims which were disallowed, and 
therefore the bill could not deal with them. 

Our Government under the treaty was bound by the deci
sion of awards, and the General Claims Commission, having 
approved only these 124 claims, they are the only claims that 
the Government is at this time legally bound to pay. 

Mr. KEEFE. Are there unadjudicated claims? 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Yes; there are 850 claims 

which were filed which were not passed upon by the General 
Claims Commission, and therefore have never been adjudi
cated. 

It is my understanding that the reason these claims were 
not passed upon is that Mr. Oscar Underwood, Jr., the 
American Commissioner, was ready to act in making awards 
on all of these claims, but that the Commissioner from Mex
ico, for reasons best known to him, refused to meet again 
with the American Commissioner for the purpose of finally 
disposing of these remaining claims. 

Mr. BLOOM. And is it not a fact that the only way any 
of the claimants could receive their money is by adopting 
this procedure? 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Yes; the Commission cre
a.ted to pass upon the claims having adjudicated same in 
accordance with the terms of the treaty, and the Commis
sion having approved them, and it having expired and 
awards having been made, nothing remains now except for 
the claimants to receive the awards so made them, and the 
United States Government is obligated under the treaty to 
pay them. 

Mr. BLOOM. And, furthermore, they took all the au
thority away from the claimants? 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Absolutely. That is true, and 
that is one outstanding reason why our Government should 
pay these claimants all awards so made them, because when 
the treaty was entered into, it took away every right of the 
individual to negotiate any kind of a settlement direct with 
the Mexican Government, and limited even the Government 
to adjudication by that Commission and that Commission 
only. 

Dlustrative of this, Mr. W. A. Parker, of Waco, Tex., had a 
claim of considerable size on which an agreement had been 
reached between himself and the Mexican Government, but 
after the treaty was entered into, the Mexican Government 

· declined to pay unless and until the Commission adjudicated 
it and made an award. Mr. Parker's claim was for material 
and supplies sold by him to the Mexican Government, prin
cipally office supplies, and his sales occurred over a period of 
years, beginning in 1915. 

Another Texas claimant was Mr. H. G. Venable, of San 
Antonio, Tex., whose claims were being negotiated toward a 
favorable conclusion until this treaty was signed, when the 
Mexican Government refused to negotiate further. The Ven
able claim was for the confiscation of railroad engines which 
had been taken into Mexico under rental contracts, for the 
return of which to the United States Mr. Venable stood guar
antor. This confiscation occurred in September 1921. 

The Dlinois Central Railroad claim was for locomotives 
sold direct by that company to the Mexican Government, 
for which it held obligations of the Mexican Government to 
pay same under written contract. These engines were sold 
about 1920. 

Answering further the inquiry of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. BLOOM] that the treaty required claimants to sur
render to the Commission claims against the Mexican Gov
ernment, I call attention to the fact that a representative 
of the Mexican Government in March 1926 . went to Chicago 
with authority to make settlement with the Dlinois Central 
Railroad Co. for their claim, and that the terms of the settle
ment were payment of $100,000 cash and $100,000 monthly 
until the full amount was paid, but that the representatives 

of the railroad advised that they could not accept this untU 
they had conferred with the State Department, since they 
had already filed their claim with the Commission; where
upon a representative of the railroad company and of the 
Mexican Government went to Washington and consulted 
with the State Department and were advised, in effect, that 
the claim having been filed with the Commission, jurisdiction 
was there, and settlement could not be made between the 
claimant and the Iviexican Government. 

Substantiating our contention that the Government owes 
its citizens the awards made by the Commission by virtue of 
the provisions of the treaty, and that the provision of the 
treaty has been interpreted from the beginning to mean that 
each Government was expected to make settlement with its 
own citizens on awards that might be made in their favor, 
the Under Secretary of State, Mr. J. P. Cotton, in a letter to 
Senator MoRRIS SHEPPARD dated November 7, 1929, quotes 
that language and says: 

It will be noted from the foregoing that it is contemplated that 
each government shall settle with its own citizens, in respect of 
awards made by the Commission. 

Furthermore, when Mr. Green H. Hackworth, legal adviser 
of the State Department, was before our committee in the 
hearings upon this biU, he said "We have taken over the claims 
and are prosecuting them as Government claims on behalf 
of our nationals. The Government is the creditor." 

A clear understanding of the treaty will convince anyone 
that this bill is not a proposal to have the United States pay 
the obligations of the Mexican Government to the American 
citizens, but simply authorizes payment of awards made by 
the Commission under the treaty, wherein its terms clearly 
contemplate payment after the awards were made by our 
Government. 

Since the set-off allowed to the Mexican citizens is not to be 
deducted from the American claimants' awards, it goes with
out question that the Government must pay the awards in 
favor of the American nationals, the full' amount awarded 
them, and then collect from the Mexican Government the 
difference .between the aggregate claims of the American na
tionals against the Mexican Government and the aggregate 

· amount of the Mexican nationals against our Government. 
If the claimants were all Americans against Mexico, then 

there might be some ground for contending that our Govern
ment should not assume the payment to our claimants, be
cause collection was to be made from Mexico, but since the 
settlement is based, under the terms of the treaty, whereby ; 
the claimants of both countries are paid, necessarily it was 1 

not only contemplated but was required that each Govern
ment should settle with its own nationals, and then the two 
governments settle between themselves, dependent upon the 
government having paid the larger amount. 

So, those who claim that this bill is simply action upon our 
Government in paying to our citizens money due them by the 
Mexican Government have either not read the treaty or do 
not understand the basis on which this bill is predicated. 

Another question raised by the opponents is that it will be 
setting a dangerous precedent. In reply to this, I say that 
even if there had never been a precedent, when our Govern
ment makes a treaty with another government, whereby 
under its terms each government is to pay its own nationals 
the awards made in their favor, that if there had never been 
any other precedent before, the terms of the treaty must be 
carried out as made; whether the treaty was a wise one or 
not is not open for discussion. The claimants had nothing . 
whatever to do with the treaty; they were not responsible for 
it having been entered into; they were not consulted as to 
whether it would be entered into or not. Our Government 
made the treaty with Mexico for its own peace-to restore 
diplomatic relations between our Government and Mexico, 
and it profited in increased custom receipts and in restoratio!l 
of good will and peace between these two neighboring Repub
lics, and our people profited by greatly increased commercial 
dealings with Mexico. 



• 

1940 CONG-RESSIO.NAL RECORD_-HOUSE 6201 
I say this does not set up a precedent, but carries out a con

tract. But if a precedent is required, then I cite this one, 
which I think is clearly in point. 

On August 10, 1846, the Congress of the United States 
appropriated $320,000 to pay our citizens for claims that had 
been awarded in their favor against Mexico, in the payment 
of which Mexico had defaulted. The United States had no 
property of Mexico on hand at the time this appropriation 
was made, either of land or money, but subsequently, 2 years 
later, after the end of the Mexican War, the United States 
was reimbursed for this appropriation in land which it re
ceived from Mexico. 

Something has been said about the attitude of Secretary 
Hull with reference to this bill. Before the General Com
mission expired, Senator SHEPPARD introduced a similar bill, 
and the State Department made an adverse report because 
the Commission was still in existence and claims were still 
being adjudicated, but this bill occupies a different status, 
for the Commission has already expired and Secretary Hull 
did not make an adverse report upon this bill, but Secretary 
Hull, in his report on this bill, after the expiration of the 
life of the Commission, called attention to the unsettled state 
of the matter and the absence of any present agreement with 
Mexico for the adjudication of the undecided claims, and 
said: 

It will be noted that the claimants, and in many cases their 
successors in interest, have already been required to wait many years 
for the amounts due them. 

Whether, under these circumstances, the Congress should appro
priate the necessary funds to pay the above-mentioned awards to 
the American nationals involved appears to be a matter of legis
lative policy on which I express no opinion. 

Personally, I have no interest whatever in this bill; and, so 
far as I know, I do not have a single constituent who is inter
ested in a claim covered by it, but I believe that the bill is 
based both upon law and equity. 

These claimants have followed the instructions of our 
country. They have submitted their claims under this treaty 
that was made between the two countries, and their claims 
have been awarded after a judicial hearing by the Commis
sion, and I believe they are entitled to their money. I believe 
it would be an unjust repudiation if the United States did 
not pay the claimants and then collect it from the Govern
ment of Mexico, as provided in the treaty. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. CooPER). The question 

is on the adoption of the resolution. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 

Mr. BEAM) there were-ayes 111, and noes 39. 
Mr. BEAM. Mr. Speaker, I object to the vote on the 

ground that there is not a quorum present and I make the 
point of order that there 1s no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evidently there is no quorum 
present. The roll call is automatic. The Doorkeeper will 
close the doors; the Sergeant at Arms will :n,otify absent Mem
bers and the Clerk ·will call the roll. 
· The question was taken; and there were-yeas 210, nays 96, 
not voting 124, as follows: 

Allen, Dl. 
Allen, La. 
Allen, Pa. 
Anderson, Call!. 
Andresen, A. H. 
Andrews 
Arends 
Arnold 
Austin 
Ball 
Barnes 
Barton, N.Y. 
Bates, Mass. 
Beckworth 
Blackney 
Bloom 
Boehne 
Boy kin 
Bradley, Mich. 

[Roll No. 116] 
- YEA8-210 

Brewster 
Brown, Ga. 
Brown, Ohio 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Camp 
Carlson 
Carter 

, Chiperfl.eld 
Church 
Clark 
Clason 
Clevenger 
Cole, N.Y. 
Corinery 
Cooper 
Courtney 
Cox 
Cravens 
Creal 

Cullen 
Curtis 
Davis . 
Delaney 
DeRouen 
Dirksen 
Dondero · 
Dough ton 
Eberharter 
Elliott 
Elston 
Engel 
Fenton 
Ferguson 
Fernandez 
Fish 
Flaherty 
Ford, Leland M. 
Fries 

Gamble 
Gartner 
Gearhart 
Gehrmann 
Gerlach 
Gibbs 
Gillie 
Gore 
Gossett 
Graham 
Grant, Ind. 
Gregory 
Griffith 
Gross 
Guyer, Kans. 
Gwynne 
Hall, Leonard W. 
Halleck 
Harness 

Harter, N.Y. Lesinski Pearson 
Hartley Luce Peterson, Fla. 
Havenner Ludlow Peterson, Ga. 
Hendricks McCormack Pittenger 
Hennings McDowell Poage 
Hess McGregor Powers 
Hinshaw McLaughlin Ramspeck 
Hobbs McLeod Randolph 
Holmes McMillan, Clara Rankin 
Horton McMillan, John L. Rayburn 
Hull Maas Reed, Dl. 
Izac Maciejewski Reed, N.Y. 
Jenks, N.H. Magnuson Richards 
Jennings Maloney Robertson 
Jensen Mansfield Robinson, Utah 
Johns Marshall Robsion, Ky. 
Johnson, DI. Martin, DI. Rodgers, Pa. 
Johnson, Ind. Martin, Mass. Rogers, Mass. 
Johnson, Luther A. Massingale Routzahn 
Johnson, Lyndon Mills, Ark. Rutherford 
Johnson, Okla. Monkiewicz Ryan 
Jonkman Monroney Schaefer, DI. 
Keefe Mundt Schafer, Wis. 
Kefauver Murdock, Ariz. Schuetz 
Kerr Murdock, Utah Shannon 
Kilburn Murray Sheppard 
Kilday Nichols Simpson 
Kinzer O'Brien Smith, Dl. 
Kitchens O'Day Smith, Va.. 
Kleberg O'Leary Snyder 
Knutson O'Neal Somers, N.Y. 
Kocialkowski Parsons South 
Landis Patman Sparkman 
LeCompte Patton Springer 

NAY8-96 

Starnes, Ala. 
Stearns, N. H. 
Stefan 
Sumner, Ill. 
Sutphin 
Sweet 
Taber 
Talle 
Tarver 
Thill 
Thomas, Tex. 
Thomason 
Tibbott 
Tolan 
VanZandt 
Vinson, Ga. 
Voorhis, Call!. 
Vorys, Ohio 
Vreeland 
Wadsworth 
Walter 
West 
Wheat 
White, Idaho 
Whittington 
Williams, Del. 
Williams, Mo. 
Wolcott 
Wolfenden, Pa.. 
Wolverton, N.J. 
Youngdahl 
Zimmerman 

Alexander Durham Kennedy, Martin Pierce 
Andersen, H. Carl Dworshak Kennedy, Md. Polk 
Anderson, Mo. Edelstein Kennedy, Michael Rabaut 
Angell Evans Keogh Rees, Kans. 
Barry Faddis Kramer Rich 
Bates, Ky. Fay Kunkel Rockefeller 
Beam Flannery Lanham Sandager 
Bradley, Pa. Fulmer Leavy Satterfield 
Brooks Garrett Lemke Schulte 
Bryson Ga vagan Lewis, Colo. Schwert 
Buckler, Minn. Geyer, Call!. Lewis, Ohio Scrugham 
Burch Hall, Edwin A. Lynch Secrest 
Burdick Hancock McArdle Shanley 
Cannon, Mo. Hart McKeough Smith, Conn. 
Cochran Healey Mahon Smith, Ohio 
Coffee, Nebr. Hill Marcantonio Tenerowicz 
Corbett Hoffman Mills, La. Thomas, N.J. 
Costello Hook Moser Tinkham 
Crowe Hunter Norrell Vincent, Ky. 
D'Alesandro Jacobsen Norton Wallgren 
Darden, Va.. Jeffries O'Connor Ward 
Dickstein Jenkins, Ohio Oliver Warren 
Dies Kean O'Toole Welch 
Dingell Kelly Pfeifer Winter 

NOT VOTING-124 

Barden, N. C. Culkin Houston 
Bell Cummings Jarman 
Bender Darrow Jarrett 
Bland Dempsey Johnson, W.Va.. 
Boland Disney Jones, Ohio 
Bolles Ditter Jones, Tex. 
Bolton Douglas Kee 
Boren Doxey Keller 
Buck Drewry Kirwan 
Buckley, N, Y. . Duncan Lambertson 
Bulwinkle Dunn Larrabee 
Burgin Eaton Lea 
Byrne, N.Y. Edmiston McAndrews 
Byron Ellis McGehee 
Caldwell Englebright McGranery 
Cannon, Fla. Fitzpatrick McLean 
Cartwright Flennagan Martin, Iowa 
Case, S. Dak. Folger Mason 
Casey, Mass. Ford, Miss. May 
Celler Ford, Thomas F. Merritt 
Chapman Gathings Michener 
Claypool Gifford Miller 
Cluett Gilchrist Mitchell 
Coffee, Wash. Goodwin Mott 
Cole, Md. Grant, Ala. Mouton 
Collins Green Myers 
Colmer Hare Nelson 
Cooley Harrington Osmers 
Crawford Harter, Ohio Pace 
Crosser Hawks Patrick 
Crowther Hope Plumley 

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

Reece, Tenn. 
Risk 
Rogers, Okla. 
Romjue 
Sa bath 
Sacks 
Sasscer 
Schiffier 
Seccombe 
Seger 
Shafer, Mich. 
Sheridan 
Short 
Smith, Wash. 
Smith, W.Va. 
Spence 
Steagall 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Sweeney 
Taylor 
Terry 
Thorkelson 
Treadway 
Weaver 
Whelchel 
White, Ohio 
Wigglesworth 
Wood 
Woodruff, Mich.. 
Woodrum, Va. 

Mr. Dempsey (for) with Mr. Treadway (against), 
Mr. Andrews (for) with Mr. Seger (against). 
Mr. Englebright (for) with Mr. Terry (against). 
Mr. Miller (for) with Mr. Houston (against). 
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General pairs: 
Mr. Drewry with Mr. Short. 
Mr. Ford of MiEsissippi with Mr. Plumley. 
Mr. Grant of Alabama with Mr. McLean. 
Mr. Hare with Mr. Jarrett. 
Mr. Jarman with Mr. Hawks. 
Mr. Woodrum of Virginia. with Mr. Gifford. 
Mr. Weaver with Mr. Eaton. 
Mr. Steagall with Mr. Ditter. 
Mr. Spence with Mr. Crawford. 
Mr. Patrick with Mr. Bolton. 
Mr. Mouton with Mr. Cluett. 
Mr. Pace with Mr. Woodruff of Michigan. 
Mr. May with Mr. Goodwin. 
Mr. Boland with Mr. Case of South Dakota. 
Mr. McGehee with Mr. Wigglesworth. 
Mr. Bland with Mr. Risk. 
Mr. Wood with Mr. Hope. 
Mr. Gathings with Mr. Osmers. 
Mr. Folger with Mr. Gilchrist. 
Mr. Doxey with Mr. Douglas. 
Mr. Cooley with Mr. Bender. 
Mr. Cummings with Mr. Bolles. 
Mr. Collins with Mr. Jones of Ohio. 
Mr. Barden of North carolina with Mr. Thorkelson. 
Mr. Cartwright with Mr. Schifller. 
Mr. Flannagan with Mr. Reece of Tennessee. 
Mr. Caldwell with Mr. Crowther. 
Mr. Jones of Texas with Mr. Darrow. 
Mr. Whelchel with Mr. Lambertson. 
Mr. Burgin with Mr. Culkin. 
Mr. Sumners of Texas with Mr. Martin of Iowa. 
Mr. Nelson with Mr. Seccombe. 
Mr. Boren With Mr. Mason. 
Mr. Romjue with Mr. White of Ohio. 
Mr. Claypool with Mr. Michener. 
Mr. Colmer with Mr. Shafer of Michigan. 
Mr. Chapman with Mr. Mott. 
Mr. Sasscer with Mr. Edmiston. 
Mr. Fitzpatrick with Mr. Taylor. 
Mr. Byrne of New York with Mr. Sacks. 
Mr. Duncan with Mr. Sheridan. 
Mr. Crosser with Mr. Cole of Maryland. 
Mr. Smith of Washington with Mr. Green. 
Mr. Kee with Mr. Sweeney. 
Mr. Buck with Mr. Merritt. 
Mr. Johnson of West Virginia with Mr. Lea. 
Mr. Bell with Mr. Bulwinkle. · 
Mr. Sullivan with Mr. Casey of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Harrington with Mr. Buckley of New York. 
Mr. Celler with lVf..r. Kirwan. 
Mr. Sabath with Mr. Harter of Ohio. 
Mr. Larrabee with Mr. Smith of West Virginia. 
Mr. Byron with Mr. Dunn. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
The doors were opened. 

APPOINTMENT OF ADDITIONAL DISTRICT AND CIRCUIT JUDGEs-
CONFERENCE REPORT 

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference 
report on the bill <H. R. 7079) to. provide for the appoint
ment of additional district and circuit judges, and I ask 
unanimous consent that the statement may be read in lieu 
of the report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there ob~ection to the 

request of the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 
· There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement. 
The conference rePQrt and statement are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT 

The co~mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7079) to 
provide for the appointment of additional district and circuit 
judges, having met, after full and free conference, have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment 
of the Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by the 
amendment of the Senate, insert the following: 

''That the President is authorized to appoint, by and with the 
advice and consent of th_e Senate, three additional circuit judges 
as follows: 

"(a) One for the sixth circuit; 
"(b) Two for the eighth circuit. 
"SEC. 2. The President is author ized to appoint, by and with the 

advice and consent of the Sena~, eight additional district judges, 
as follows: 

"(a) One for each of the following districts: District of New 
Jersey, western district of . Oklahoma, eastern district of Pennsyl

. vania, southern district of New York, northern district of Illinois. 

and the northern district of Georgia: Provided, That the first va~ 
caney occurring in the office of district judge in each of said districts 
shall not be filled. 

"(b) One, who shall be a district judge for the northern and 
southern districts of Florida: Provided, however, That whenever a 
vacancy shall occur in the office of the district judge for the north
ern or the southern district of Florida., the judge appointed pursu
ant to the authority granted by this section shall become a district 
judge for the northern or the southern district of Flc;>rida as the 
case may be, ahd thereafter no successor shall be appomt~d to the 
vacancy thus occur.ring in the position created by this sect10n. 

" (c) One for the southern district of California. 
"SEc. 3. After the date of enactment of this Act, the salary of the 

judge of the District Court of the Virgin Islands of the United States 
shall be at the rate of $10,000 a year." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
. HATTON W. SUMNERS, 

FRANCIS E . WALTER, 
SAM HOBBS, 
u.s. GUYER; 
JOHN W. GWYNNE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
CARL A. HATCH, 
PAT McCARRAN, 
WARREN R. AUSTIN. 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on the 
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the 
Sen ate to the bill (H. R. 7079) to provide for the appointment of 
additional district and circuit judges, submit the following ex
planation of the effect of the action agreed upon in conference, 
and recommended in the accompanying conference report. 

The Senate passed the House bill after amending it by striking 
out all after the enacting clause and inserting its own provisions. 
The Senate insisted upon its amendment and requested the con
ference, to which the House agreed. The conference report recom
mends that the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate, and agree to the same with an amendment, 
the amendment being to insert in lieu of the matter proposed to be 

. inserted by the Senate amendment, the matter agreed to by the 
conferees, and the Senate agree to the same. 

The following judgeships were contained in both the House bill 
and the Senate amendment: Three additional circuit judges, one 
for the sixth and two for the eighth circuit. Also the following 
district judgeships: One each for the district of New Jersey, west
ern district of Oklahoma, eastern district of Pennsylvania, and 
southern district of New York. These judgeships are all included. 

Southern district of California 
Both the House bill and the Senate amendment provided for the 

appointment of an additional district judge for the southern dis
trict of California, and this judgeship is included. With respect to 
the provision of the House bill that the first vacancy occurring in 
the office of district judge in each of the districts provided for, 
should not be filled, such provision was not contained in the Sen
ate amendment. The House receded only to the extent that the 
proviso will not apply to the office of district judge for the southern 
district of California, and a vacancy in that judgeship may be filled. 

Northern district ofiUinois 
The House bill provided for the appointment of an additional dis

trict judge for the northern district of Illinois. The Senate amend
ment did not. The Senate receded, and this proposed judgeship 
is included. 

Northern district of GelYrgia 
The House bill provided for the appointment of an additional 

district judge for the northern district of Georgia. The Senate 
amendment did not. The Senate receded, and this proposed judge
ship is included. 

Northern and southern districts of Florida 
The House bill did not provide for the appointment of a district 

judge for the northern and southern districts of Florida. The Senate 
amendment added such a provision. The House receded, and the 
proposed judgeship is included. 

The House bill contained the proviso that the first vacancy occur
ring in the office of district judge in each of the districts provided 
for in the bill should not be filled. This proviso was not contained 
in the Senate amendment. The Senate receded and the proviso is 
included, except in the case of the additional judgeship for the 
southern district of California where the proviso does not apply. 

The Senate amendment added a new section, not contained 1n 
the House bill, as follows: 

"SEc. 3. After the date of enactment of this act the salary of the 
judge of the District Court of the Virgin Islands of the United 
States shall be at the rate of $10,000 a year." 

The House receded, and this provision of the Senate amendment 
1s included. 

HATTON W. SUM NERS, 
FRANCIS E. WALTER, 
U.S. GUYER, 
SAM HOBBS, 
JoHN W. GWYNNE, 

Managers on the part of the Hou.se • 
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Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 

Massachusetts [Mr. MARTIN]. 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I understand this is a 

unanimous conference report? 
Mr. WALTER. Yes; it is unanimous. 
Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

to revise and extend my remarks at this point in the RECORD 
on the conference report. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. RAMSPECK. Mr. Speaker, I am very happy to see 

this judgeship bill approved through adoption of the confer
ence report. It contains a provision for an additional judge 
in the northern district of Georgia, for which I have been 
working during the past 7 years. 

More than once the House has passed legislation authoriz
ing the additional judge. Each time the Senate has rejected 
it, and the House conferees were forced to agree. This has 
been true notwithstanding the fact that this judgeship has 
been recommended repeatedly by the judicial conference and 
by the Attorney General. 

This time, thanks to the House conferees, the Senate, after 
having deleted this judgeship from the bill, has receded. I am 
grateful to the House conferees, and especially thankful to 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WALTER], and the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. HoBBS]. 

Too often, I think, in such matters, the House permits the 
Senate to have its way. When the need of a new judge is so 
apparent, when it is conceded by all having knowledge of the 
facts that it is necessary, the House should insist upon its 
rights, as our conferees did in the instant case. 

The northern district of Georgia has its headquarters in 
Atlanta. In that city is located the Atlanta Penitentiary with 
several thousand Federal convicts. Atlanta is also the head
quarters of more than 2,500 northern and eastern corpora
tions. 

For many years the business of this judicial district 11as been 
more than the combined business of the two other judicial dis
tricts in Georgia. The one judge has carried a very heavy 
load of work, and I am glad to see him given assistance. 

Those having business in this Federal court have long been 
denied prompt trial of their cases because of the congestion. 
It is right and proper that relief should be afforded in such a 
case, and I am taking this opportunity of commending the 
action of the House conferees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the conference report. 

The conference report was agreed to, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

SESSION OF THE COMMITTEE ON PATENTS 
Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

the Committee on Patents be permitted to sit during the ses
sion of the House tomorrow. 

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

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, reserving 
the right to object, is that agreeable to the minority mem
bers of the committee? 

Mr. KRAMER. I understand a min<?rity member of the 
committee has made the request. In order to comply with 
his request it will be necessary to have the hearing on ac
count of the House meeting at 11 o'clock. These witnesses 
are coming from New York, Philadelphia, and different parts 
of the country and undoubtedly are on their way. There 
is no way by which I could reach them. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. What is the bill under 
consideration? 

Mr. KRAMER. Three bills, in one of which the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. REED] is interested. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. But what is the bill? 
Mr. KRAMER. Oh, I could not tell you. 
Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. The gentleman knows 

the subject matter, of course? 

Mr. KRAMER. They are all to amend various sections 
of the Patent Act. 

Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts. I have no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the 

request of the gentleman from California [Mr. KRAMER]? 
There was no objection. 

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

to extend my remarks by putting in the Appendix of the 
RECORD a statement I made to the press last week. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to extend my remarks I made on the· resolu
tion just adopted, and also to include a statement from 
Senator SHEPPARD about the bill. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent to revise and extend my remarks and include 
therein an editorial from the Daily Oklahoman on the ques
tion of national defense. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. JOHN L. McMILLAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent to extend my remarks and include therein a resolu
tion passed by the State Legislature of South Carolina. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con

sent to extend my remarks and include a menu which illus
trates a dinner on which a person on W. P. A. is supposed 
to subsist. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the special order of 

the House heretofore entered,' the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. DIES] is entitled to recognition for 1 hour. 

TROJAN HORSES 
Mr. DIES. Mr. Speaker, it had been my intentio~ to 

discuss the subject of the "fifth column" in America, but due 
to the lateness of the hour and the fa.ct that the Members 
are tired, I shall wait until some more opportune time. 

I do want to say, however, Mr. Speaker, that in the course 
of this talk it shall be my purpose to show the House that 
in the United States a Trojan horse, or a "fifth column," . 
as it is commonly called, is better organized and has a 
larger membership than in any other country. 

I shall also suggest some legislation which I hope can be 
offered to the House of Representatives in the very near 
future, legislation which will enable the United States to 
deal with this serious situation in a constitutional way. I 
do not know whether I can get time tomorrow from the 
gentlemen in charge of debate on the relief bill. The gen
tleman in charge of time on the Democratic side has said 
he would yield me 30 minutes. 

On account of the factual material which I have in mind 
and my desire to go into details with respect to certain or
ganizations and individuals and to show this House that 
they are under the control of foreign governments and are 
carrying out the program and policies of foreign govern
ments, and that they occupy strategic positions in this coun
try from which vantage point they are in position to do con
siderable damage in time either of peace or war, that being 
true it will necessarily reqUire an hour to present the facts 
to the House. I merely wanted to make this statement in 
extenuation of my failure to speak this afternoon. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. DIES. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Oklahoma. I am sure that the Mem

bers of this House and that the American people as a whole 
will be interested in the address the gentleman is going to 
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deliver. I dare say there is not a Member of Congress or 
public official in America who knows more about the Trojan 
horse, or the "fifth column,'' than does the able and dis
tinguished gentleman from Texas, who has rendered such 
valuable and unselfish service in the interest of America 
and the things for which America sta.nds. [Applause.] 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

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

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. FISH. Mr. Speaker, will the majority leader tell the 

House whether it is his intention to bring up the Mexican 
claims bill next Monday? 

Mr. RAYBURN. It is the purpose to call it up after the 
disposition of the Consent Calendar. 

On tomorrow and Friday, of course, the House will meet 
at 11 o'clock to engage in general debate on the relief bill. 
The reading of that bill will be taken up on next Tuesday. 

Mr. FISH. · I thank the gentleman. 
ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 
40 minutes p. m.) the House, in accordance with its previous 
order, adjourned until tomorrow, Thursday, May 16, 1940, 
at 11 o'clock a. m. 

COMMI'ITEE 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 1{} 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, Ma·Y 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. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

There will be held before subcommittee No. IV of the Com
mittee on the Judiciary a hearing on H. R. 8963, to amend 
section 40 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 subcommittee 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 . 
certain elections) . The hearing will be held in the Judiciary 
Committee room, 346 House Office Building. 

COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDS 

There will be a meeting of the Committee on Public Build
ings and Grounds at 10 a. m. on Thursday, May 16, 1940, for 
the consideration of H. R. 9116. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE 

There will be a meeting of the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce on Thursday, May 16, 1940, at 10 a.. m. 

Business to be considered: To continue hearings on s. 280 
and H. R. 145-motion pictures. All statements favoring the 
bill will be heard first. All statements opposing the bill will 
follow. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,-ETC. 
Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive communications 

were taken· from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
1636. A letter from the Acting President, Board of Com

missioners, District of Columbia, transmitting the copy of a 
proposed bill to authorize employees of the United States to 
testify on behalf of the District of Columbia and employees of 
the District of Columbia to testify on behalf of the United 
States and of the District of Columbia without loss of salary 
or annual leave; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1637. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting the 
draft of a proposed bill to authorize appropriations for con
struction at military posts, and -for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMI'ITEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of ru1e XIII, 
Mr. BURCH: Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Supplemental report to part II to accompany H. R. 8582. A 
bill to adjust the salaries of rural letter carriers <Rept. No. 
2145). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOBBS: Committee on the Judiciary. S. 2303. An 
act authorizing the continuance of the Prison Industries Re
organization Administration, established by Executive Order 
No. 7194, of Septembe-r: 26, 1935, to June 30, 1941; without 
amendment <Rept. No. 2177) . Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LANHAM: Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. H. R. 8076. A bill to authorize the furnishing of 
steam from the Central Heating Plant to the National Acad
emy of· Sciences, and for other purposes; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2178). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LANHAM: Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds. House Joint Resolution 517. Joint resolution to 
clear title to certain real est~te; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2179). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BLAND: Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish
eries. House Joint Resolution 537. Joint resolution to make 
temporary emergency provision for the determination of 
foreign construction costs under section 502 (b) of the 
Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amended; without amend
ment <Rept. No. 2180). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HOBBS: Committee on the Judiciary. H. R. 5613. A 
bill to extend the Fugitive Felon Act to include flight from 
prosecution for arson; without amendment <Rept. No. 2181). 
Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BLAND: Committee on Merchant Marine and . Fish
eries. H. R. 9553. A bill to amend and clarify certain ~cts 
pertaining to the Coast Guard, and for other purposes; with 
amendment (Rept.. No. 2183). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BLAND: Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish
eries. H. R. 9603. A bill to amend the Canal Zone Code; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2184) . Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES of Texas: Committee on Agriculture. H. R. 
9064. A bill to authorize an appropriation for a Weather Bu
reau station at Boston; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2185). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. TAYLOR: Committee on Appropriations. House Joint 
Resolution 544. Joint resolution making appropriations for 
work relief and relief, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1941; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2186). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
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Mr. TAYLOR: Committee on Appropriations. House Reso

lution 130. Resolution to provide for an investigation of the 
Works Progress Administration; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 2187). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. O'CONNOR: Committee on Indian Affairs. S. 72. An 
act to amend the act entitled "An act conferring jurisdic
tion upon the United States Court of Claims to hear, ex
amine, adjudicate, and render judgment on any and all 
Claims which the Ute Indians or any tribe or band thereof 
may have against the United States, and for other purposes", 
approved June 28, 1938; with amendment <Rept. No. 2188). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE Bn..:LS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, 
Mr. MASON: Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza

tion. H. R. 9754. A bill for the relief of George M. Louie; 
without amendment <Rept. No. 2176). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House. 

Mr. WOOD: Committee on War Claims. H. R. 9691. A 
bill for the relief of sundry claimants, and other purposes; 
without amendment <Rept. No. 2182). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House. · 

Mr. MAY: Committee on Military Affairs. H. R. 9453. A 
bill to provide a license to the Atlantic Refining Co., and for 
other purposes; without amendment <Rept. No. 2189). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 3 of ruie XXII, public bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. ENGEL: 

H. R. 9772. A bill authorizing the transfer to the State of 
Michigan for public-park purposes of certain surplus Federal 
property; to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish-
eries. 

By Mr. KEOGH: 
H. R. 9773. A bill to repeal obsolete statutes and to im

prove the United States Code; to the Committee on Revision 
of the Laws. • 

By Mr. POAGE: 
H. R. 9774. A bill to provide for the prompt deportation 

of aliens engaging in espionage or sabotage, alien criminals, 
and other undesirable aliens; to the Committee on Immigra
tion and Naturalization. 

By Mr. SPENCE: 
H. R. 9775. A bill granting the consent and approval of 

Congress to an interstate compact relating to control and 
reduction of pollution in the Ohio River drainage basin; to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. O'CONNOR: 
H. R. 9776. A bill to provide for the construction and main- . 

tenance of a bridge on United States Highway No. 2 in the 
State of Montana; to the Committee on Interstate and For.:. 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. VOORHIS of California: 
H. R. 9777. A bill to promote the national health and wel

fare through appropriation of hospitals and for the preven
tion, education, and control of tubercuiosis, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

H. R. 9778 (by request) . A bill to exempt benefits adminis
tered by the Veterans' Administration from attachment, and 
for other purposes; to the Committee on World War Veterans' 
Legislation. 

By Mr. RANDOLPH: 
H. R. 9786. A bill to supplement existing laws with respect 

to the training of civilian aircraft pilots; to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HARTLEY: 
H. Con. Res. 66. Concurrent resolution creating a special 

committee_ to formuiate a military policy for the United 
States; to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of ruie XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: 

H. R. 9779. A bill for the relief of Nell Victoria Lea; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. DURHAM: 
H. R. 9780. A bill to place David J. Gilmer Ln the retired 

list of the Army w1th rank of captain; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: 
H. R. 9781. A bill for the relief of Arundale Vrabec; to the 

Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. O'CONNOR: 

H. R. 9782. A bill for the relief of Harry Ray Smith; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PETERSON of Georgia: 
H. R. 9783. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Frasier Matthews 

Porcher; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. TINKHAM: 

H. R. 9784. A bill for the relief of Joseph Hovey; to the 
Committee-on War Claims. 

Jly Mr. VANZANDT: 
H. R. 9785. A bill granting a pension to William H. Poor

man; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions and papers were 

laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
8269. By Mr. CARLSON: Petition of G. A. Wetham and 27 

other citizens of Salina, Kans., urging enactment of House 
bill 1, the Patman chain-store bill; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

8270. By Mr. HARRINGTON: Petition of the Independent 
Business Men's Association, regarding the Patman chain-store 
tax; to the Committee on vVays and Means. 

8271. By Mr. JOHNS: Petition of A. Graef and 26 other 
citizens of Kiel, Wis., urging vigorous support of the Federal 
chain-store tax bill (H. R. 1), to the end that it may be 
speedily enacted into law; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

8272. Also, petition of Wendelin Rose and 35 other citizens 
of Door and Kewaunee Counties, Wis ..• soliciting support of 
the Wheeler-Jones-La Follette bill, concerning interest rates 
on Federal farm loans; to the Committe13 on Agriculture. 

8273. By Mr. MARTIN J. KENNEDY: Petition of the 
Roland German-American Democratic Society, Inc., New 
York City, expressing condemnation of the ruthless invasion 
of the peace-loving countries of Denmark and Norway, and 
assuring the people of the United States that the Gentian
Americans abhor and despise the actions of an irresponsible 
government that is bringing war on its democratic neigh
bors; extending deepest sympathy to the Norwegian and 
Danish people and likewise heartfelt sympathy to the Ger
man people who have themselves become the slaves of a 
tyrannical power that is bringing tragedy into their lives; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

8274. By Mr. KRAMER: Resolution of the German
American Democratic Society, relative to extending sym
pathy to Norway and Denmark in their recent tragedy; to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

8275. By Mr. MERRITT: Resolution of the Citizen's 
League for ·Health Rights, urging enactment of House bill 
8963; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

8276. By Mr. RANKIN: Senate Resolution No. 29, by 
Senator Winter, of the Mississippi Legislature; to the Com
mittee on Agricuiture. 

8277. Also, House Resolution No. 46, of the Mississippi Leg
islature; to the Committee on Agriculture. 
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8278. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Louise Eovino, Cliff

side Park, N. J., petitioning consideration of resolution with 
reference to House Joint Resolution 408, concerning a na
tional referendum; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

8279. Also, petition of the Pontiac Industrial Union Coun
cil, Pontiac, Mich., petitioning consideration of their resolu
tion with reference to Senate bill 591, United States Housing 
Authority program; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

8280. Also, petition of Constantin Doncca, 17217 Marx, peti
tioning consideration of their resolution with reference to 
antialien bills; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

8281. Also, petition of Local Union No. 443, International 
Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, petitioning consideration 
of their resolution with reference to United States Housing 
Authority; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

8282. Also, petition of the Brotherhood of Sleeping Car 
Porters, New York City, N. Y., petitioning consideration of 
their resolution with reference to the Dies committee; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, MAY 16, 1940 

<Legislative day of 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, our Heavenly Father, who at this moment 
dost call us by the providence of events to take a lowlier esti
mate not of our tasks but of ourselves, that we may be the 
better fitted for the service of our high calling: Grant that 
we may never be unmindful of Thy great goodness to us as a 
people, and do Thou remember, Lord, no more our sins and 
our iniquities. 

Make us, then, both thankful and humble as we Ioose the 
shoes from off our feet because the ground on which we stand 
at this crisis of the world is holy ground and we can but wait 
in hushed silence to hear what Thou wouldst say to us. Bless 
our President with wisdom from on high as he leads our Na
tion in these uniting days of a common anxiety, and help us 
all to be the instruments of Thy purpose as we learn that tasks 
willed in hours of insight can be fulfilled through hours of 
gloom. In the Saviour's name we ask it. 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 Wednesday, May 15, 1940, was dispensed with, and the 
Journal was approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. 

Calloway, one of its reading clerks, announced that the 
House had agreed to the report of the committee of confer
ence on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the Senate to the bill <H. R. 7079) to provide 
for the appointment of additional district and circuit judges. , 

The message also announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 8202) making appropriations for. 
the Departmei1t of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1941, and for other purposes; that the House re
ceded from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 6, 19, 40, 85, 90, 96, 100, 101, 102, 104, 107, 
and 111 to the bill, and severally concurred therein; that the 
House receded from its disagreement to the amendments of 
the Senate numbered 8, 12, 13, 44, 45, 95, 99, 103, and 110 
to the bill and concurred therein, severally with an amend
ment, in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate, 

and that the House insisted upon its disagreement to the 
amendments of the Senate numbered 17, 20, 21, 37, 39, 41, 42, 
43, 60, 61, 65, 66, and 105 to the bill. 

The message further announced that the House of Repre
sentatives had agreed to a concurrent resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 67) providing that the two Houses of Congress assemble 
in the Hall of the House of Representatives at 1 o'clock 
p.m. today, May 16, 1940, for the purpose of receiving such 
communications as the President of the United States shall 
be pleased to make to them, in which it requested the con
currence of the Senate. 

JOINT MEETING OF THE TWO HOUSES 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I ask that the House Con

current Resolution 67 be now laid before the Senate. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 

a concurrent resolution coming over from the House of Rep.;. 
resentatives, which will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read the resolution <H. Con. Res. 67) , as . 
follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Se?ULte concur
ring), That the two Houses of Congress assemble in the Hall of the 
House of Representatives on Thursday, the 16th day of May 1940, at 
1 p. m., for the purpose of receiving such communications as the 
President of the United States shall be pleased to make to them. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the House concurrent resolution and that it 
be concurred in. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. President, reserving the 
right to object, may I inquire if, when the Senate returns to 
its Chamber and resumes the consideration of House bill 
9243, I will be given the floor? 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator from Colorado can proceed 
now, if he wants to do so. It is not intended that the Senate 
shall proceed to the Chamber of the House of Representa
tives until about 20 minutes to 1. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will say to the Senator 
from Colorado that an examination of the RECORD this morn
ing discloses that the Senator from Colorado has not com
pleted his remarks, and it is the purpose of the Chair to 
recognize the Senator from Colorado to conclude his remarks. 
The adoption of the concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives will not interfere with that procedure, if 
there is no .ol:tjection. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I understand. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 

of the senator from Kentucky that the House resolution be 
concurred in? The Chair hears none, and the resolution is 
concurred in. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I will say to the Senator from Colorado 
that if he desires to proceed now and shall not have con
cluded his remarks when the Senate goes to the Hall of the 
House of Representatives, he will, of course, be permitted to 
do so on the return of the Senate to its Chamber. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am anxious to proceed with 
my remarks, and if I shall not have concluded at the time 

· of the recess, I desire to continue after the Senate returns 
to its Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ken .. 
tucky desire to move an order with reference to proceeding 
to the Hall of the House of Representatives? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous consent that at not 
later than 20 minutes to 1 o'clock p. m. the Senate proceed 
to the Hall of the House of Representatives for the joint 
session of. the two Houses. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the re
quest of the Senator from Kentucky? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 
Mr. BARKLEY. I think we should have a quorum, and 

I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
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