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1059. By Mr. KRAMER: Petition of the 

State Lands Commission of the State of Cal
ifornia, protesting against moves by certain 
people to get the sanction of the President 
of the United States for filing court pro
ceedings on behalf of the United States 
against the State of California and those 
holding under and subservient to the State 
of California, with the object of taking from 
the State of California submerged lands in 
and on the coast of the State of California; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1060. Also, resolution of the Downey Cham
ber of Commerce, relative to the location of 
free ways for the transportation of defense 
materials, along the Los Angeles River, etc.; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

1061. Also, petition of the Tahoe-Pacific 
Highway 20 Association, California, wherein 
they request Congress to appropriate the mil
lions necessary for strategic highway repair 
in the State of California because they feel 
that the people of California should not be 
required to pay the usual share percentage 
of such costs because of the fact that na
tional-defense engineers have estimated that 
this great amount of work should be done, 
and that it should be considered strictly as 
a national-defense necessity; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

1062. By Mr. O'BRIEN of New York: Pe
tition of citizens of Rochester, N. Y., urging 
enactment of legislation to provide for the 
common defense in relation to the sale of 
alcoholic liquors to members of the land and 
naval forces of the United States and to 
provide for the suppression of vice in the 
vicinity of military camps and naval estab
lishments; to the Committee on Military Af
fairs. 

1063. By Mr. PADDOCK: Petition of 25 
citizens of the State of Illinois, protesting 
against the enactment of House bill 4000; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1064. By Mr. RICH: Petition of sundry 
citizens of Bradford, Pa., opposing Senate 
bill 860 and House bill 4000; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

1065. By Mr. SHAFER of Michigan: Peti
tion of more than 5,000 citizens of the 
State of Ohio, opposing convoy of American 
ships or ships of foreign flags by the United 
States Navy, and opposing the entry of this 
country, with any part of the armed forces 
of the United States, into any foreign war; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1066. By Mr. STEVENSON: Petition ·of 
Nellie Zeeh and 200 other voters of Wau
zeka, Wis., registering unalterable opposi
tion to any act by this Government leading 
to any war other than to repel an invasion 
of our country; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affair s. 

1067. By Mr. THOMAS of New Jersey: Pe
tition of 25 citizens of Hunterdon County, 
N. J., urging the enactment of Senate bill 
860 and House bill 4000; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

1068. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the 
Evangelical Lutheran New York Conference, 
Jamestown, N. Y., petitioning consideration 
of their resolution with reference to foreign 
affairs; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1069. Also, petition of the Industrial Union 
Council, of Tarentum, Pa., petitioning con
sideration of their resolution with reference 
t'J House bill 4139, known as the Vinson bill; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

1070. Also, petition of the Lions Club, of 
Aust in, Tex., petitioning consideration of · 
their resolution with reference to foreign 
affairs; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

1071. Also, petition of the Texas Cotton 
Ginners' Association, Dallas, Tex., petitioning 
consideration of their resolution with refer
ence to the Russell amendment and the 
cottOn-marketing program for the duration 
of the war; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

1072. Also, petition of the Amalgamated 
Clothing Workers of America, Kansas City, 
Mo., petitioning consideration of their resolu-

tlon with reference to antistrike legislation: 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1073. Also, petition of the State land com
mission of Sacramento, Calif., petitioning 
consideration of their resolution with refer
ence to submerged lands of California; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

SENATE 
THURSDAY, MAY 15, 1941 

(Legislative day of Thursday, May 8, 1941) 

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

The Chaplain, Rev. Z~Barney T. Phil
lips, D. D., offered the following prayer: 

0 merciful God, Father of mankind, 
Lord of all things in heaven and earth, 

· the land, the sea and all that therein is: 
Give us the strength to live this day in 
accordance with Thy will for us, in 
soundness of heart, integrity of purpose, 
and with faith in our fellowmen. 

Help us to live so honestly and fear
lessly that nothing shall be able to de
prive us of the joy of conscious integrity, 
or cause us to pr9ve recreant to the trust 
imposed by our high calling.-- Grant to 
each one of us some new vision of Thy 
truth, that , in obedience to the teachings 
of Thy blessed Son, we may help to build 
a new life of love in which the ills of our 
social order and the anguish of our war
torn world shall disappear, looking to the 
dawn of brotherhood and mutual service. 
Reveal to us Thy will, 0 God, and teach 
us how to do it, that, in striving for the 
highest good, we may grow nearer each 
day to the fullness of the stature of Him, 
in whom all things are perfected, Jesus· 
Christ, Thy Son, our Lord. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of -the 
Journal of the proceedings of the cal
endar day of Wednesday, May 14, 1941, 
was dispensed with, and the Journal was 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
sentatives, by Mr. Megill, one of its 
clerks, announced that the House had 
passed a bill <H. R. 4590) making ap
propriations for the Department of the 
Interior :for the fiscal year ·ending June 
30, 1942, and for other purposes, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. HILL. 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 
Aiken 
Andrews 
Austin 
Bailey 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Brewster 
Bridges 

Brooks 
Brown 
Bulow 
Bunker 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrd 
Byrnes 
Capper 
Chandler 
Clark, Idaho 
Clark, Mo. 

Connally 
Danaher 
Davis 
Downey 
Ellender 
George 
Gerry 
Gillette 
Glass 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 

Hatch -
Hayden 
Herring 
Hill 
Holman 
Hughes 
Johnson, Calif. 
Johnson, Colo. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lee 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarran 
McFarland 
McNary · 

Maloney 
Mead 
Murdock 
Murray 
Norris 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Pepper 
Radcliffe 
Reynolds 
Rosier 
Russell 
Schwartz 
Shipstead 
Smathers 
Smith 
Spencer 

Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Tobey 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg. 
VanNuys 
Wallgren 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White 
Wiley 
Willis 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena
tor from Arkansas [Mrs. CARAWAY] is ab
sent from the Senate because of a death 
in her family. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
HARRISON], the Senator from . Tennessee 
[Mr. McKELLAR], and the Senator from 
New York [Mr. WAGNER], are absent be
cause of illness. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ] is detained on important public 
business. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. 
BoNE] is attending the commissioning of 
the battleship U. S. S. Washington and is, 
therefore, necessarily absent. 

Mr. AUSTIN. The Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. NYE], the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. REED], and the Sen
ator from Idaho [Mr. THoMAs] are neces
sarily absent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-six 
Senators have. answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following communication and 
letters, which were referred as indicated: 
SUPPLEMENTAL EsTIMATE, LEGISLATIVE ESTAB• 

LISHMENT (S. Doc. No. 53) 

A communication from the President of 
the United States, transmitting a supple
mental estimat'J of appropriation for the leg
islative establishment, under the Architect 
of the Capitol, for maintenance of Senate 
Office Building, in the amount of $27,900 
(with accompanying papers); to the Com
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

ARMY MAIL CLERKS AND ASSISTANTS 

A letter from the Postmaster General, 
transmitting a. draft of proposed legislation 
authorizing the designation of Army mail 
clerks and assistant Army mail clerks (with 
an accompanying paper); to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

AWARDS OF CoNTRACTS FOR THE NAVY 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the 
Navy, reporting, pursuant to law, relative to 
divisions of awards of certain quantity con
tracts for aircraft, aircraft parts, and acces
sories therefor entered into with more than 
one bidder under authority of law; to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate by the Vice President, or pre
sented by Senators, and referred as 
indicated: 

By the VICE PRESIDENT: 
A letter in the nature of a memorial from 

Frieda Lohse, of Holmdel, N. J., remon&trat
ing against involvement in war and t he use 
of United States armed ships to convoy ves
sels through war zones; to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 
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A letter from the secretary of the New ' 

York Conference of the Lutheran Augustana 
Synod .in convention assembled at Erie, Pa., 
embodying a resolution adopted by the con
ference protesting against the use of United 
States warships as convoys and also against 
involvement in foreign war; to the Commit
te€" on Foreign Relations. 

A letter from the executive officer of the 
State Lands Commission of California, Sacra
mento, Calif., transmitting a resolution 
adopted by the commission protesting against 
the United States attemping to assume juris
dicion over State-owned tide and. submerged 
lands in California; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 
A petition of sundry citizens of Phillips 

County, Kans ., praying for the enactment of 
the bill (S. 860) to provide for the common 
defense in relation to the sale of alcoholic 
liquors to the members of the land and naval 
forces of the United States and to provide 
for the suppression of vice in the vicinity of 
military camps and naval establishments; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TYDINGS: 
A memorial of sundry citizens of Baltimore, 

Md., remonstrating against the convoying of 
vessels by United States armed ships through 
war zones, or any involvement in war; to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The petition of the Congressional Districts 
Modification League (national headquarters, 
Washington, D. C.), praying for the · enact
ment of legislation legalizing lotteries under 
Federal control; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Petitions of sundry citizens of the State 
of Maryland, praying for the enactment of 

· the bill (S. 860) to provide for the common 
defense in relation to the sale of alcoholic 
liquors to the members of the land and 
naval forces of the United States and to pro
vide for the suppression of vice in the vicin
ity of military camps and naval establish
ments; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AID TO THE BLIND-RESOLUTION OF 
THE ILLINOIS LEGISLATURE . 

Mr. BROOKS. I present for printing 
in the RECORD and appropriate reference 

· House Joint Resolution No. 29, adopted 
by the Sixty-second General Assembly of 
the State of Illinois, memorializing the 
President and the Congress to amend 
the Social Security Act in such manner 
as to prohibit the Socia! Security Board 
from disapproving any State plan for aid 
to the blind on the ground that such 

. plan permits and encourages the blind 
to contribute to their own support, by 
earnings and income in additiDn to the 
State grant, without suffering a corre
sponding reduction in the amount of the 
State grant, or on the ground that the 
property, income, or other requirements 
in the State plan are too liberal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the resolution presented by the 

· Senator from Illinois will be received, 
referred to the Committee on Finance, 
and printed in the RECORD, under the 
rule. 

The resolution is as follows: 
House Joint Resolution 29 

Whereas the Federal Social Security Board 
has construed section 1002 (a) and other 
sections of the Social Security Act as author
izing such Board to veto any State plan for 
aid to the blind which such Board regards 
as treating the blind too generously; and 

Whereas such Board in construing such 
sections has insisted that the States do not 
retain the power under the Social Security 
Act to ·determine, by statutory standards, 

:what blind persons are in need anci shall be • 
eligible for assistance under any State plan 
for aid to the blind; and 

Whereas the Board has insisted that State 
plans be so administered that blind recipi
ents will be constantly under the dictation 
and domination of social workers in the 
management of their conduct and funds; 
and · 

Whereas such Board has insisted that re
cipients of blind aid under a State plan be 
not allowed to earn any money in addition 
to the amount of such aid; and 

Whereas all of such positions taken by the 
Social Security Board are in patent abroga
tion of the stated purpose of the Social Se
curity Act, namely, to enable the States to 
make adequate provision for their blind citi
zens: Therefore be it 

· Resolved by the House of Representatives 
of the Sixty-second General Assembly of the 
State of Illinois (the senate concurring 
herein), That the President and Congress 
of the United States be memorialized to 
amend the Social Security Act in such man
ner as to prohibit the Social Security Board 
from disapproving any State plan for aid to 
the blind on the ground that such p~an per
mits and encourages the blind to contribute 
to their own support, by earnings and in
come in addition to the State grant, without 
suffering a corresponding reduction in the 
amount of the State grant, or on the ground 
that the property, income, or other require
ments in the State plan are too liberal; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution 
be sent by the secretary of state to the Presi
dent of the United States and to all of the 
Members of Congress from the State of 
Illinois. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. WALSH, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs: 

S. 346. A bill to authorize the President of 
the United States to dispose of certain public 
vessels, and for other purposes, with amend-
ments (Rept. No. 285); I 

S. 347. A bill authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to issue the Navy Expeditionary 
Medal to certain Army and civilian personnel, 
without amendment (Rept. No. 286); 

S. 992. A bill to amend sections 4613 and 
4614 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States to include capture.:; of aircraft as prizes 
of war, without amendment (Rept. No. 287); 

S. 1074. A bill for the relief of Austin L. 
Tierney, without amendment (Rept. No. 288); 

S.l:_468. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to establish a fuel depot at Middle 
and Orchard Points, Wash., without amend
ment (Rept. No. 289); 

H. R. 2107. A bill to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to sell equipment and supplies 
to and perform work for the Com"llonwealth 
of the Philippine Islands, without amend
ment (Rept. No. 290); and 

H. R. 4105. A bill to authorize the Secre
tary of the Navy and the Secretary of the 
Treasury to exchange certain equipment in 
part payment for new equipment of the same 
or similar eharacter, without amendment 
(Rept. No. 291). 

By Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on 
Banking and Currency: 

S.1438. A bill to extend the oper:ations of 
the Disaster Loan Corporation and the Elec
tric Home and Farm Authority, to provide for 
increasing the lending authority of the Re
construction Finance Corporation, and for 
other purposes, with amendments (Rept. No. 
292). 

By Mr. HUGHES, from the Committee on 
Claims: 

H. R. 179. A bill for the relief of Frank E. 
Nichols, without amendment (Rept. No. 293); 

H. R. 250. An act for the relief of Otto 
Meyer and Leigh Kelly, without amendment 
(Rept. No. 294); 

H. R. 816. A bill to provide for the reim
bursement of certain members or former 
members of the United States Coast Guard 
(formerly the Bureau of Lighthouses) for the 
value of personal effects lost in the hurricane 
of September 21, 1938, at several light stations 
on the coast of Massachusetts, Rhode Island, 
Connecticut, and New York, without amend
ment (Rept. No. 295) ; 

H. R. 188. A bill for the relief of Maj. R . 
Lee, with an amendment (Rept. No. 296); and 

H. R. 768. A bill for the relief of William 
E. Thomas, with an amendment (Rept. No. 
297). 

By Mr. SCHWARTZ, from the Committee 
on Claims: 

H . R. 713 . A bill for the relief of Elizabeth 
Hessman; without amendment (Rept. No. 
298); and 

H. R. 4073. A bill for the relief of Marijo 
McMillan Williams; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 299). 

By Mr. BROOKS, from the Committee on 
Claims: 

S. 851. A bill for the relief of Edson E. 
Downs; without amendment (Rept. No. 300); 

H. R. 926. A bill for the relief of Hazen G. 
Chamberlain, M. D., and Cuba Memorial Hos
pital; without amendment (Rept. No. 301); 

H. R. 1731. A bill for the relief of Beulah 
Bell Nolte and George C. Nolte; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 302); and 

H. R. 2054. A bill to confer jurisdiction 
upon the Court of Claims to hear, determine, 
and render judgment upon the claims of Ben 
White, Arch Robinson, Lee Wells·, w.·s. Wells, 
A. J. McLaren, A.. D. Barkelew, Oscar Clayton, 
R. L. Culpepper, W. B. Edwards, the estate 
of John McLaren, the estate of C. E. Wells, 
and the estate of Theodore Bowen; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 303). 

By Mr. TUNNELL, from the Committee on 
Claims: 

S. 1142. A bill for the relief of J. Mae 
Chambers and Retta E. Hultgren; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 304); and 

S. 1156. A bill for the relief of Jess W. 
Harmon; with an amendment (Rept. No. 
305). 
· By Mr. ELLENDER, from the Committee on 
Claims: 

S. 820. A bill for the relief of Emiliano 
Lopez and Eliza R. Lopez; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 306); and 

H . R. 3309. A bill for the relief of Louis J. 
Banderet; without amendment (Rept. No. 
307). 

By Mr. AUSTIN, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

S. J . Res. 76. Joint resolution extending the 
application of section 6 of the act entitled 
"An act to expedite the strengthening of the 
national defense," approved July 2, 1940 (54 
Stat. 714), to all Territories, dependencies, 
and possessions of the United States, includ
ing the Philippine Islands, the Canal Zone, 
and the District of Columbia; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 308). 

By Mr. fiLL, from the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs: 

H. R. 4534. A bill to amend the act ap
proved June 28, 1940, entitled "An act to 

, expedite the national defense, and for other 
purposes," in order to extend the power to 
establish priorities and allocate material; 
with amendments (Rept. No. 309). 

By Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys: 

S. 879. A bill relating to certain Carey Act 
lands in Wyoming; with an amendment 
(Rept. No. 310). 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRO
DUCED 

Bills and a joint resolution were intro
duced, read the first time, and, by unanl-
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mous consent, the second · time, and 
referred as follows: 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: 
S . 1520. A bill relating to the appointment 

of clerks for United States district courts; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ANDREWS: 
S. 1521. A bill to provide that the Navy 

ration shaq include canned or powdered or 
concentrated fruit juices; to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

S.1522. A bill to change the name of the 
Santa Rosa Island National Monument to 
Santa Rosa Island National Recreational 
·Area; to the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys. 

By Mr. HOLMAN: 
S. 1523. A bill for the relief· of the Portland 

Sportwear Manufacturing Co.; to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: 
S. 1524. A bill to authorize the deferment 

of men by age group or groups under the 
Selec"-ive Training and Service Act of 1940; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
. By Mr. LA FOLLETTE: 

S. J. Res. 78. Joint resolution requesting 
the President to proclaim October 9 as Leif 
Erikson Day; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED 

The bill <H. R. 4590) making appro
priations for the Department of the In
terior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1942, and for other purposes, was read 
twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 
AMENDMENTS TO INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. WHEELER submitted an amend
ment proposing to appropriate $500,000, 
to be immediately available and to re
main available until expended, for the 
commencement of construction of trans
mission lines, substations, and other fa
cilities for the Fort Peck reclamation 
project, Montana, intended to be pro
posed by him to House bill 4590, the In
terior Department appropriation bill, 
fiscal year 1942, which was referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma submitted 
amendments intended to be proposed by 
him to House bill 4590, the Interior De
partment appropriat.ion bill, fiscal year 
1942, whi:::h were refrrred to the Commit
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed, as follows: 

On page 65, after line 11, to insert the fol
lowing: 

"Five Civilized Tribes, Oklahoma: 
"Dormitory facilities, Jones Academy, 

$75,000 ." 
On page 65, line 21, after the semicolon, to 

insert the following: 
"Dormitory facilities (Fort Sill School), 

$75,000. 
"Dormitory (Riverside School), $75,000." 

PARITY PRICES FOR BASIC FARM 
COMMODITIES 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, yesterday the Senate com
p_eted action on Senate Joint Resolution 
60, relating to certain phases of agricul
tural legislation. In that measure it was 
provided that loans might be made on 
certain farm commodities up to 85 percent 
of parity price. There is no law by which 
we can determine parity prices; so, in 

LXXXVII--258 

order · that we may have some official · 
statement, I have prepared a resolution 
reciting certain facts in the preamble 
and then providing as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agricul
ture and Forestry be authorized and re
quested to hold immediate hearings on the 
question of parity prices on necessary and 
essential farm commodities, and that at the 
earliest convenient date the said Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry be requested to 
report to the Senate the result of its inves
tigation. 

Mr. President, all the resolution asks is 
that the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry be authorized to proceed at once 
to investigate how parity prices are de
termined, and then, after the investiga
tion is made, to report its findings to the 
Senate. At this time I submit the reso
lution. If there is no objection, I ask 
that the resolution be agreed to at this 
time, so that the committee may act on 
it immediately. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I think 
probably that resolution should go to the 
committee and let the committee re
port it. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I have no 
objection to that procedure, if the re
quest be made. The only reason I sug
gested the procedu're I did is that the 
resolution seeks to authorize and request 
the committee to act immediately. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; but it is usual 
that resolutions of this sort go to the 
committee, and that the committee then 
report back to the Senate. I think that 
is the better practice. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. · I have no 
objection. The same purpose will be ac
complished either way. I submit the 
resolution and ask that it be referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and For
estry. 

The resolution (S. Res: 117) was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, as follows: 

Whereas the United States is now expe
riencing a major national emergency; and 

Whereas in such emergency it is deemed 
absolutely necessary that all vital :.nterests 
and necessary groups be protected, promoted, 
and placed on sound financial and economic 
basis; and 

Whereas in this emergency agriculture is 
one if not the most important interest; and 

Whereas our farmers are in a most deplora
ble financial and economic condition due to 
the existing low commodity prices, which ~re 
far below parity in relation to the things 
which farmers must of necessity purchase; 
and 

Whereas taxes, interest, and debts cannot 
be paid and the Budget cannot be balanced 
until our farmers receive at least. parity prices 
for the things they produce and the Nation 
must have; and 

Whereas there has been recently a rise in 
the price of commodities, but still present 
prices are far below parity; and 

Whereas there has just been held in Wash
ington a conference of commissioners, secre
taries, and directors of agriculture represent
ing a majority of the States of the Nation; 
and · 

Whereas in such conference the following 
resolution was adopted: 

"Believing that agriculture is entitled to 
equal protection as the foundation upon 
which our national defense must be sup-

ported, and that It · should be assured com
plete equality with industry and with labor; 

"And believing that those agricultural 
commodities which are traded in on the 
commodity exchange is the least number 
of agricultural products that should be as
sured parity prices in the domestic market; 

"And believing that the domestic prices 
on these products should be protected by a 
tariff or excise tax on competing imports to 
the extent that the landed cost equals parity 
plus 10 percent; 

"And believing that the surpluses of those 
products of which we produce more than 
our domestic requirements be sold in the 
world markets at world prices and thus put 
the American farmer in a position to vigor
ously compete in the world markets to re
gain their rightful position to share in the 
commerce of the world: Now, therefore, be it 

"Resolved, That we urgently request the 
Congress to provide the means by which the 
farmers of the Nation be paid full parity 
prices on their products consumed in the 
domestic market. 

"Resolved further, That a copy of this 
resolution ·be fotwarded to the President of 
the United States, the Secretary of Agricul
ture, the President of the Senate, the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives, and to each 
Member of the Senate and House"; and 

Whereas the public press reports that the 
responsible officials of the Agriculture De
partment are opposed to full parity prices on 
agricultural products and are insisting that 
prices should be fixed and stabilized around 
the present price levels; and 

Whereas official representatives of the 
farmers, recognizing the present high level 
of prices of the things which farmers must 
purchase, are of the opinion that the fixing 
and stabilizing of farm prices around the 
present levels would mean ruin and disaster 
for our farmers and the agricultural inter
ests of our Nation; and 

Whereas no satisfactory formula for the 
fixing of true parity prices for agricultural 
products has as yet been formulated , hence, 
true parity prices have not as yet been fixed; 
and 

Whereas it is the conviction of farmers and 
the representatives of the farmers that under · 
the present general system of prices farmers 
must havet at least the minimum prices nn 
basic farm commodities as follows: Cotton, 
25 cents per pound; wheat, $1.50 per bushel; 
torn, $1 per bushel; oats, 50 cents per bushel; 
hogs, $12 per hundredweight; and cattle, $13 
per hundredweight; and comparable prices 
on other necessary farm products; and 

Whereas in this emergency it is deemed 
necessary that a formula for the fixing of 
parity prices should be developed and an
nounced; and 

Whereas the public national interest de
mands that no agency of the Government 
shnulct asEume or undertake the task of fix
ing maximum prices on necessary agricul
tural products below the parity pric~s for 
such products; and 

Whereas both Democratic and Republican 
Parties have repeatedly resolved: 

(a) That farmers should h ave prices !n 
excess of costs on basic farm products; 

(b) That farmers should have full benefits 
of domestic markets; and 

(c) That farmers should be placed on the 
basis of economic equality with other basic 
industries: Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Committee on Agricul
ture and Forestry be authorized and re
quested to hold immediate hearings on the 
question of parity prices on necessary and 
essential farm commodities, and that at the 
earliest convenient date the said Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry be requested to 
report to the Senate the result of its invest i
gation; be it further 

Resolved, That pending such investigation 
and report no agency of the Government 

./ 
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should assume to exercise power in under
taking to fix maximum prices on any essen
tial farm commodity. 

ANNIVERSARIES OF PAPAL ENCYCLICALS 
ON THE RIGHTS OF LABOR 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, next 
week is the occasion of the fiftieth anni
versary of the issuance of one of the most 
remarkable papers of modern times. I 
have prepared a brief statement with 
reference to it. In order to conserve 
time, I ask unanimous consent that the 
statement be published at this point in 
the RECORD. 

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

The statement is as follows: 
Catholics throughout the Nation are cele

brating this month the anniversaries of two 
famous papal encyclicals on the rights of 
labor. 

One of these celebrations will be held in my 
home State at Saint Ambrose College, Daven
port, Iowa, next Thursday, May 22. This is 
the fiftieth anniversary of the famous encyc
lical of Pope Leo Xlli on the condition of the 
working classes. A half century ago Pope Leo 
gave to the civilized world the most impor
tant, the most far-reaching, and the most 
helpful declaration ever written on the sub
ject. Nearly 3 years ago in a public address I 
tried to emphasize the need for those outside 
the Catholic Church to give careful study to 
this vital document and the particular need 
of study and of adherence to its wise recom
mendations and provisions. 

Never in our national history has it been 
more important than it is today for us tore
view carefully this subject and to consider its 
implications. Pope Leo a half century ago 
brillinntly foresaw the conditions which we 
face in our own generation. While the docu
ment, when issued, was primarily concerned 
witt the condition of the working classes and 
emphasized an appeal to leaders of industry, 
controlling the destinies of millions of work
ing families, to give most generous considera
tion to the rights and working conditions for 
laboring people, yet Pope Leo also foresaw the 
tremendous power and influence which would 
probably develop in the hands of leaders of 
labor and strongly directed attention to the 
wise and proper use of this power. 

Pope Leo's was by far the strongest voice 
that had been raised to insist on the funda
mental basic rights of the workingman-the 
right to organize and bargain collectively 
through his own chosen representatives for 
these basic principles, for proper living condi
ti>Jns, and for the living wage. But he at the 
same time admonished labor leaders as to the 
tremendous responsibility which they owed 
to the great mass of workers whom they rep
resented, to the industrial leaders with whom 
they were to deal, and to the general public 
whose interest must always be a factor in 
negotiations. He expressly cautioned that, 
with the acquisition of just rights, labor also 
must assume the added responsibilities. 

It is fitting that the Congress of a great de
mocracy should pay tribute and again should 
direct the attention of our people to this great 
instrument which now, a half century later, 
has become even more potently a guide and 
an admonition for our conduct. Today, as 
never before, when the welfare and security of 
our Nation is dependent upon unselfish co
operation between and among governmental 
agencies, labor, capital, agriculture, and the 
general public, and with the need for the 
elimination of industrial strife and destruc
tive methods of conflict, we should join 
whole-heartedly in the fiftieth anniversary of 
the events to which I have referred. 

Pope Leo addressed his appeal to all of the 
world. It was not particularly directed to 
those of his own religious faith or alone to the 
adherents of the Roman Catholic Church. It 

was a truly democratic appeal in every tmpll
cation of the word. He envisioned a greater 
world by the adoption of the Golden Rule phi· 
losophy spoken by the Master and its use in 
our human relationships, especially in making 
secure the full rights of the workingman in 
industry and the concomitant acceptance by 
labor and its leaders of their full share of 
responsibility for the public welfare. 

ADDRESS BY BROOKS L. VINCENT ON 
HOSPITALS AND THEIR PLACE IN OUR 
·soCIAL SCHEME 
[Mr. BILBO asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the RECORD a radio address 
on Hospitals and Their Place In Our Social 
Scheme, delivered by Brooks L. Vincent on 
May 12, 1941, which appears in the Ap
pendix.] 

THE TIME HAS COME-EDITORIAL FROM 
SHREVEPORT TIMES 

[Mr. ELLENDER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an editorial 
from the ~ Shreveport (La.) Times of Sunday, 
May 11, 1941, entitled "The Time Has Come," 
which appears in the. Appendix.] 

ACQUISITION AND USE OF MERCHANT 
VESSELS 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill <H. R. 4466) to authorize the 
acquisition by the United States of title 
to or the use of domestic or foreign mer
chant vessels for urgent needs of com
merce and national defense, and for other 
purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Sen
ator from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] 
on behalf of himself and the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARKJ. 

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, I rise to 
make a statement to the Senate with ref
erence to my interest in the matter of 
convoys, and my strong opposition there
to. 

I am convinced that the overwhelming 
sentiment in this country is strongly op
posed to our becoming involved in war, 
and to convoys, which the President says 
mean war. 

In order to insure a decisive victory in 
this fight against convoys, I shall present 
the issue for a Senate roll-call vote under 
a procedure which will not confuse it with 
the issues involved in the pending ship
seizure bill. 

A substantial number of Senators who 
are opposed to the ship-seizure bill and 
also opposed to convoys have urged me 
not to offer the anticonvoy resolution as 
an amendment to this particular bill, 
because then their votes against the bill 
as a whole would necessarily be votes 
against the convoy prohibition, it hav
ing become a part of the bill by amend
ment. 

Another substantial group of Senators 
who supported the lend-lease bill, and 
who intend to vote in favor of the ship
seizure bill, are nevertheless opposed to 
convoys. They have advised me that 
they would prefer to have the convoy 
resolution acted upon separately, so as 
not to delay consideration of the ship
seizure bill for many days. 

Of even greater importance is the de
cision of the President to postpone last 
night's talk for 2 weeks. This scheduled 
talk of the President had been played up 
for days in advance announcements bY 
those close to the President, and it was 
stated that the President would take a 
strong and definite stand in favor of con-

voys. The . abrupt cancelation of the 
talk, with the announcement that the 
President would speak 2 weeks hence, in
dicates that the letters in tremendous 
and increasing volume from the people to 
the White House and to Senators are 
acting as a definite check on the Presi
dent. 

If the postponement of his speech 
means that in his talk of May 27 the 
President will make a clear-cut statement 
in opposition to convoys, we shall be 
satisfied.- If, on the other hand, the Pres
ident comes out for convoys in this talk 
2 weeks hence, or in the interim makes 
any move in .favor of convoys, I shall 
forthwith introduce my anticonvoy reso
lution under a procedure which will af
ford full debate and a roll-call vote on 
the sole issue of convoys or no con
voys. 

The anticonvoy sentiment has already 
demonstrated its strength. It is ever
increasing; and by the time the President 
makes his postponed speech it will have 
reached a peak of overwhelming opposi
tion. 

Mr. President, I read an article pub
lished in this morning's Washington 
Times-Herald: 
CONVOYS, A. E. F. SWAMPED IN POLL-92 PERCENT 

AGAINST GUARDING CARGOES 
~NDIANAPOLIS, IND., May 14.-Qverwhelming 

opposition to convoys and to sending Amer
ican troops overseas is expressed by readers of 
the Indianapolis News in response to a ballot 
published in last Saturday's editions. Re
turns from the poll were tabulated today. 

The tabulation shows that 92 percent of 
those who responded are against the use of 
the United States Navy to convoy ships car
rying war supplies to Great Britain and 8 
percent are in favor. 

In answering the second question, "Do you 
favor the United States entering the war and 
the sending of our troops abroad?", 95 percent 
of the votes were in the negative and 5 per
cent in the affirmative. 

The replies came from a cross-section of 
central Indiana, including Indianapolis and 
surrounding cities, towns, and suburban 
areas. 

The ballot was published at the suggestion 
of readers of a discussion carried on in paral
lel columns by the Indiana Committee for 
National Defense and the America First Com
m~ttee. Neither committee had anything to 
do with the printing of the ballots. 

At this point, Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have inserted in 
the RECORD an editorial from the Concord 
Monitor and New Hampshire Patriot of 
May 12, 1941, written by the editor, 
James M. Langley. In my judgment, it 
is a remarkable editorial. It is entitled 
"Is There No Honesty?" 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, the editorial will be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The editorial is as follows: 
IS THERE NO HONESTY? 

When the President, at the press conference 
at which he announced inauguration of the 
naval patrol system, said that "convoys mean 
shooting, and shooting means war," he only 
said what the majority of the Americ&n pao
ple believe. For that reason many an Amer
ican views with alarm the activities of the 
administration since, for immediately fol
lowing the President's patrol announcement 
members of the Cabinet and others close to 
the President began a deliberate speaking 
campaign, with the President's knowledge, 
designed to work up public opinion to the 
point of approving convoys. Actually, if 
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what the President himself said was true, the 
agitation led by Secretaries Knox, Stimson, 
Hull, and Wickard is for immediate entrance 
of the United States into war. 

Once more, as so often in the past 2 years, 
the real issue is beclouded by administration 
resort to devious methods. The administ ra
tion spokesmen do not use the word "convoy." 
They do not use the word "war." They talk 
instead of delivering the goods, of aid to 
Britain, of loss of ships carrying American 
cargoes to England. In not coming clean the 
administration leaders are aided and abetted 
by various civil groups and opposed by ot hers. 
The great body of American citizens, how
ever, remain unrepresented in this contro
versy except by their President, and their 
Congress, and so it is to the administration 
that they should and do look for guidance. 

What are the people of the United States 
to believe about the good faith of the Presi
dent and his administration leaders? Only 
last fall, when he wanted so badly to be re
elected as President, he broadcast this state
ment of his position: 

"I have said this before, but I shall ~ay it 
again and again and again, your boys are not 
going to be sent to any foreign war." 

This Nation can, of course, be taken into 
an undeclared war without action by Congress, 
as the Constitution provides. Do the t~meri
can people wish to go to war without a tormal 
declaration of their purposes? Congress can 
even participate in such an informal en
trance into war, though in the past its ac
t ions on the whole, with the exception of the 
lease-lend bill, have been designed to avoid 
"incidents" which would precipitate war with
out declaration. To project this country into 
war without a congressional vote upon actual 
declaration of war would be a betrayal of 
both the President's promises to the Ameri
can people both before and since his most 
recen t ele:::tion and of the rights of the people 
as contained in the constitut ional provision 
that only Congress can declare war. 

Suppose the American people had n~ached 
the point of supporting a declaration of war. 
Against whom would it be made? Would we 
declare war against Germany alone? Or would 
we declare war against Japan, too, and Italy, 
and Russia, her open ally, and all the 14 
n ations subjugated by Hitler conquests? 
How would we fight this war, whether: it be 
against Germany alone, or against Germany 
and all her allies? 

If the administration felt that Congress, 
supported by the American people, would 
support a declaration of war, its spokesmen 
would not now be trying so earnestly to con
vince the Nat ion that we have reached the 
moment when we must change our minds. 
The President, in that situation, would prob
ably ask for a formal declaration of war by 
Congress. Lacking assurances that such a 
declaration is forthcoming if requested, the 
administration is obviously trying to create a 
sit uat ion in which the Congress and the 
people have no choice in the matter. In 
doing so the administration is creating dis
t rust among the American people in their 
own Goverm,nent, at the very moment when, 
if the administration has its way and ·war is 
to be actively invited, the people should be 
united in their convictions and solidly sup
porting the administration's course. Suc
cessful wars cannot be fought by a disunited . 
p eople who feel their leaders have betrayed 
them. 

I t is not pleasant to say all these things, 
but too many Americans feel as we do to let 
these facts go unstated. The time may come 
when this Nation must become involved in 
t he war, even when it still is unprepared as to 
equipment, but that time is not yet. When 
it arrives, if it does, we shall have no regrets 
and what we can do we will do to make the 
American cause victorious. That is the spirit 
of most Americans. But these same Amer
icans dislike a leadership which avows non
aggression and then secretly prods its hired 
men into efforts to stir the people to a frenzy 
in favor of intervention. 

All Americans ask is common honesty by 
their leaders. 

Mr. TOBEY. Mr. President, I also ask 
unanimous consent to insert in the REc
ORD at this point certain data and com
munications bearing on the matter of 
convoys. 

The VICE· PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, it is so ord·ered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
SAN MATEO, CALIF., May 11, 1941. 

Sen a tor TOBEY, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. C.: 
As World War veteran with · 22 months' 

service, congratulate you on speech . We 
must keep out of this war at all costs. 

FRANK F. WALKER. 

NASHUA, N.H., May 7, 1941. 
Senator ToBEY. 

DEAR Sm: I know you will 11.ot crucify the 
mothers. We are depending on you. 

Rl)spectfully, 
Mrs. E. PEDERZANI. 

MANCHESTER NICKEL PLATING Co., 
Manchester, N . H. 

Han. CHARLI:S TOBEY, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR: May God bless you and give 
you strength and health to carry on in this 
great and noble effort you so courageously 
ar - fighting. . 

I know and feel that the majority of the 
people are on your side of the convoy is:ue; 
we in this country need more men like you, 
that will not be swayed by the pressure group 
to love Europe before our own country. The 
peace or war of Europe is not the concern of 
our Congress 

Sincere!) yours, 
TIMO'D;HY D. SULLIVAN. 

SANBORN SEMINARY, 
Kingston, N . H., May 8, 1941. 

The Honorable CHARLES W. ToBEY, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: My congratulations for 
your outstanding work in opposition to 
convoys and war. Keep it up. One hundred 
million true Americans are behind you. We 
must not let an organized minority lead us 
into war. 

Please do not take the time to answer 
this letter. You have more important work 
to do. 

Let's keep this country out of wart 
Very truly yours, 

JESSE B. FLANSBURG. 

WINCHESTER, N. H., May 8, 1941. 
The Honorable CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: We are grateful 

for your courageous efforts to keep us out of 
the European war. There are thousands of 
us, whose families have fought in every war 
in which our country has ever engaged, who 
are praying that we may not be forced into 
this one. 

A small articulate group might try to make 
it appear otherwise. I belong to many 
women's organizations and I am convinced 
that most women do not approve our par
ticipation in the present war. 

Yours truly, 
GRACE W. PITCHER. 

MANCHESTER, N. H., May 8, 1941. 
Hon. CHAS. W. TOBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
HoNORABLE Sm: Please oppose the use of 

our ships as convoy for war supplies to 
Britain or other belligerent nations. 

Keep the United States out of war. 
Very truly yours, 

Mrs. CLARA G. BETTEY, 

NAsHuA, N. H., May 10, 1941. 
MY DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Statistics ShOW 

that you are firmly against convoys. 
I believe that your stand is the only way 

to a vert war. 
We all know that convoying will lead us 

to war, and no loyal American wants war. 
We can thank God that we in New Hamp

shire have a Representative who thinks 
more of the welfare of America than he 
does of England. 

So keep up the good work, Senator. 
Yours truly, 

J_OSEPH DUMONT. 

ST. PAUL'S METHODIST CHURCH, 
Manchester, N. H., April 21 , 1941. 

DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: It does US good to see 
you in the Senate and to have you as our 
repreeenta tive. 

You do not wait to see the possible trend of 
opinion before making up your min d. Would 
that there were more like you in the Congress 
of the United States. 

Stand firm. Even though you should be 
continually voted down, you can safely leave 
the judgment to be passed on your stand 
to a few years in the future. 

We are very much afraid that men, pre
sumably strong men, at Washington are be
coming hysterical. And that is not a good 
kind of men to have at the head of affairs. 
And we have a right to be afraid. But we 
are less afraid when we see you standing in 
the midst of them like an oak in the midst 
of lesser trees in the forest. 

Sincerely yours, 
WILLIAM E. LOWTHER. 

CLAREMONT, N.H., May 12, 1941. 
SENATOR CHARLES W. TOBEY: A vote to sup

port you on anticonvoy roll call . Hoping 
there are enough high-minded, courageous 
Americans to stand by you in this hour of 
subterfuge, hypocrisy, and lies in our own 
Halls of Congress. 

C. R. HUDSON. 

DERRY, N.H., May 8, 1941. 
Han. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

United States Senator, New Hampshire, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENAToR: I do not think that it is 
to this country's best interests to convoy 
ships, and I desire that you do everything in 
your power to keep the United States out 
of war by voting against this measure. 

Very truly yours, 
Mrs. WM. MACDONALD. 
MARY MCDONALD. 
W. H. McDoNALD. 

HANOVER, N.H., May 7, 1941. 
Senator ToBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SIR: I want to congratulate you 

on your antiwar stand. I was very much 
impressed by your speech here. I hope you 
continue to po your best to beat that willful 
but powerful minority that is intent on 
sending America to war. 

Respectfully, 
GEO~GE BENZ. 

DERRY, N. H ., May 8, 1941. 
Han. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

United States Senator, New Hampshire, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR: I do not think that it is to 
this country's best interests to convoy ships, 
and I desire that you do everything in yo.ur 
power to keep the United States out of war 
by voting against this measure. 

Very truly yours, 
RUTH M. GooDCHILD. 

More power to you, Honorable and Dear 
Sir; in your difficult and courageous efforts 
to keep our country from plunging into the 
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abyss of war. May your stalwart American
ism know no · weakening. The vociferous 
small minority clamors for war and chaos, 
but the inarticulate millions are with you 
and the other patriots. 

More power to you, and God bless you. 
Rev. J. G. LECLERC. 

MANCHESTER, N. H., May 9, 1941. 

FRANKLIN, N.H., May 9, 1941. 
Hon. CHARLES W. ToBEY, . 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR: As a citizen of the State Of 

New Hampshire I desire to express my ad
miration in your stand regarding convoys. 

I feel that we should give all ·aid to Great 
Britain in their fight against Hitler, but I 
am not in favor of this country getting 
into war. It would seem that the admin
istration ·in Washington is doing its best to 
get us into the war by their actions. What 
we heard before election seems to have now 
been forgotten at this time. 

I hope your efforts will not be in vain and 
I wish you success in this matter. 

FRANK T. RIPLEY. 

PLYMOUTH, N. H., May 8, 1941. 
Senator ToBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SIR: I, as thousands of other fathers 

of our country, have been watching the events 
of the world very closely. We thought, surely, 
after the President promised very strenuously 
that no American boy should be sent into 
any foreign war that our boys were safe. But 
what are we going to do? We criticize some 
other countries for being faithless with their 
boys and misrepresenting things to the com
mon people. This very thing makes us lose 
confidence in the leaders of our country. If 
our leaders, with Mr. Churchill, thought it 
wise for Poland and Finland to fight and, 
above all, thought it wise to encourage Yugo
slavia to resist an army they knew would 
ruin them, then whom do we want our boys 
to be led by? 

It makes our hearts sink to raise up boys 
and get them into college and ready for life, 
to be a real help to the world, then have 
them forcibly torn from their homeland and 
sent into foreign waters and foreign lands 
to die for they hardly know what. In fact, 
how many Americans know what the whole 
war is being fought for? They say it is to 
save democracy. But every country they pre
tend to fight for goes down in ruin. Do we 
have to send our boys into war under men 
who cannot state clearly what we are fighting 
for? If an enemy comes to our shores we 
would be willing to resist; but to help a 
country hundreds of miles away, which has 
repudiated her honest debts and has blamed 

· us for prolonging the last war to her disad
vantage, this seems the height of short
sightedness. 

We appreciate most heartily your stand for 
our boys, as we do also that of Lindbergh, 
Wheeler, and others. Can you suggest any
thing we can do to save our boys? If you 
can, we shall appreciate it and be glad to 
cooperate. 

Sincerely, 
LEON W. WORTHEN. 

UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME, 
EDWARD N. HURLEY COLLEGE OF 
FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC COMMERCE, 

Notre Dame, Ind., May 8, 1941. 
Hon. CHARLES W. ToBEY, 

Senate Office Building, 
• Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I am extremely ap

prehensive regarding the war movement that 
is currently being manifested in Washington. 

It seems to me that American interests, 
which are paramount in importance to all 
Americans, have become subordinate to the 
interests of others. In my estimation, our 

secure future is irrevocably associated with, 
and can only be guaranteed through, strict 
subscription to a national policy of adequate 
defell$e, promotion of our internal economy, 
and definite rejection of emotional and right
eous pleas (and pressure) that we again save 
the world for democracy. 

May I hope that we may continue to share 
the privileges of Americanism . without fear 
of involvement in the quarrels of others. 

Very respectfully, 
· JAMES E. McCARTHY, 

Dean, College of Commerce. 

SEATTLE, WASH., May 11, 1941. 
Ron. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Would that we COUld 
take your hand and say "God bless you" 
for your splendid message to the American 
people just heard over our local radio sta
tion KJR this day. 

I am one of those old enough to remember 
the days and arguments leading up to the 
last war. These days are following the same 
pattern. God forbid that the United States 
should so quickly forget the futility and the 
awful days of that last great conflict . We 
want no more such blunders. 

We pray, today and from now on, that God 
may grant you strength to carry on in this 
fight. We are with you heart and soul-our 
hands in yours. 

Yours for our own country. 
Mr. and Mrs. CHARLES E. RICHARDS 

and Miss JENNIE ALr.EN. 

PHILADELPHIA, PA., May 11, 1941. 
Hon. CHAS. W. TOBEY, 

Republican Senator from New 
Hampshire, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: I listened to your address this 
afternoon and wish to thank you for that 
defense of America. I could wish that a copy 
of that speech might reach every American 
home. 

We must help those who are in distress, 
and I feel that if in our strength we prepare 
materials of war and place them on our 
shores ready for shipment, we shall have done 
our duty. If, with adequate defense weap
ons, the present population of democracy
loving countries abroad cannot stem the 
tide, why should more men be sent? In 
your next address, for which I shall be listen
ing, please tell the American people the num
ber of population of these countries-that 
is, the allied countries, both free and con
quered-that the lay mind may grasp the 
idea that it is not people they need but mate
rials an'i stamina and cooperation. 

The intrigues of European countries are 
beyond our comprehension, so what we would 
fight for one day might be what we should 
have to fight against the next. 

If convoying has to be done, let it be done 
by seamen from the other side wl;10 under
stand their neighbors and their neighbors' 
way of doing things. 

I am an American citizen whose fore
fathers wrought farms from the wilderness: 
my father fought with Grant on April 7, 
1862-he was 18 then; so it is with a feeling 
that we must hold fast our heritage of free
dom that I take the liberty of addressing you. 

Most sincerely, 
ANNA G. CHAPMAN, 

PORT WASHINGTON, N.Y., May 11, 1941. 
MY DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I have just lis• 

tened to your masterful radio address To 
Keep America Out of the European War, and 
say more power to you in your wonderful en
deavor. Gen. George Washington gave us 
similar advice some 150 years ago. It was 
good advice then and is st11I good advice. 
At the present time I have ~ son serving in 

the United States Army as a lieutenant in 
the Twenty-sixth Infantry, and I am proud 
to think that he is wearing the uniform · of 
the United States in defense of his country, 
which I will do again if this country is at
tacked, but I am unalterably opposed to our 
entering any war on foreign soil. Keep up 
the good fight you are now waging, and I am 
sure that the majority of the American peo
ple will see the true light. 

I am doing everything to further the fight 
you are now waging and will continue to do 
so. 

Good luck and more power to you. 
Sincerely yours, 

ALBERT S. BROWN. 

THE NATIONAL SOCIETY 
MAGNA CHARTA DAMES, 

New York, May 11, ~941. 
MY DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: How I WiSh that 

I might have been able to team up again 
with you in our beloved national anthem 
after your magnificent, soul-stirring address 
today on the Boston Common, which thrilled 
and inspired us as it came in so wonderfully 
over the radio into our home. God bless you 
in your work to save America. 

Sincerely yours, 
ROBERTA KEENE TREBMAN. 
(Mrs. Edward L. Hunt.) 

NEW YORK CITY, May 11, 1941. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: As I write this letter 

I am listening to your speech from Boston 
Common. 

The answer to your question is emphati
cally "No," and 90 percent of my classmates 
at Fordham University will back me up. 

Keep up the fight for us. 
Sincerely, 

MICHAEL COLLINS JACOBS. 

BELLEROSE, N. Y., May 11, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES W. ToBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SIR: I just heard your radio address 

on Convoys and War, in which you voiced 
the sentiments of millions of fellow Ameri
cans. 

I, too, believe that we should defend our 
own country to the utmost, but also pre
serve our democracy at home. I am opposed 
to sending convoys to deliver war supplies to 
Europe, because it will bring us into war. 

I sincerely hope that you and other Sena
tors who consider the welfare of their own 
country will be successful in your fight to 
keep us out of war. 

Respectfully yours, 
HELEN A. WILLIAMS. 

STANFORD UNIVERSITY, 
Stanford University, Calif., May 10, 194i. 

Senator CHARLES TOBEY, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SIR: My sincere admiration for 

your resolute fight against convoys. You 
are making a good impre:::sion on the people 
because of your consistent efforts to keep 
faith and to work against the duplicity of 
the warmongers who keep "inching" us along 
into active participation in this foreign war. 

· Keep in mind the idea that the Navy is 
people. 

Let's not have Englishmen whipping. up 
too much froth in emotional America. 
Englishmen are for themselves first, as has 
been obvious all along in our lifetimes. 

Do all you can to combat circulation of 
false propaganda both by Axis and Allies. 

Out here the people want to know that 
Congress is still functioning. We do not 
want an emasculated Congress, subservient 
to the will of one man in the United States. 

Most sincerely yours, 
CALVIN P. STONE, 

Professor of Psychology. 
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ALBuQuERQUE, N. MEx., May 13; 1_941. 

Senator CHARLES W. TOBEY, 
Senate Office Building, 

Washington, "D. C.: 
I want tc• pay tribute to a real American. 

Your address Sunday inspired me with new 
hope and courage. Please don't give up the 
fight. 

C. F. HARNOIS. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., May 12, 1941. 
Senator CHARLEf W. TOBEY, • 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C.: 
Fight Rcosevelt. Make him keep his third

term promises not to send our boys to any 
foreign wars. The mothers are always with 
you. 

GERTRUDE BROOKS. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., May 12, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Uni ted States Senate, 
Washington, D. C.: 

The Miscellaneous Employees Union Local 
No. 110, A. F. L. assembled in regular meet
ing went on record supporting Tobey no
convoy resolution urges your honors favor
able action . 

LEO PRODROMOU, President. 
A. T. GABRIEL, Secretary. 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., May 13, 1941. 
Hrm. CHARLES TOBEY, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Following message, 300 signatures, just 
sent PresidP.nt Roosevelt. People of America 
unalterably opposed to foreign-war convoys; 
mean war. We urge you to solemnly rebuke 
those in Cabinet and Congress who would 
sacrifice America to foreign interests. You 
can silence warmongers and we urge you in 
this solemn hour to fulfill wholeheartedly 
your pledg-~ to keep America out of war. 

Mrs. J . HENRY ORME. 

CHICAGO, ILL., May 11, 1941. 

Senator CHARLES W. TOBEY, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR: Have just heard your talk 
over the radio and it is the very best we 
have ever heard since the war. Congratula
tions and a thousand thanks. 

Just recently, Knox stated, as nearly as I 
can recollect, "We have promised England all 
aid to England until they win, and we must 
keep our promise." 

I wish you had, or will if you can, publicly 
or in the Senate, ask the President which 
would be more honorable-to keep his prom
ise to America or to England. 

As to promises, you remember he publicly 
stated, "why trust Hitler? He has never kept 
his word." Did England keep her word with 
Poland, Norway, Finland, and many others? 
When Roosevelt was elected in 1932, did he 
keep his word? And has he, since his last 
election? 

As a Senator, do you know one single act, 
directly or indirectly, that England has ever 
done for America since this Republic was es
tabliEhed? I am afraid not. 

This appears the only way you can beat 
that small bunch of intellectually constipated 
jackasses at Washington. 

I am 77 years old, and served nearly 30 years 
in the military service. Was born here of far
back English ancestry, of which I am not 
proud. Have always been for America only, 
am now, and always will be. 

Very truly yours, 
W. J. SANDERSON, 

Major, retired, 
One Hundred and Thirty-first Infantry. 

LAMBUTH COLLEGE, 
Jackson, Tenn., May 10, 1941. 

DEAR SENATOR ToBEY: I am heartily wishing 
you success against convoys. I shall be glad 

if you and other Senators will bring out the , 
truth in the Senate. 

With best wishes, I am 
Yours sincerely, 

J. R. WALKER. 

BROOKLYN HEIGHTS, N. Y., May 11, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR: I have just listened to your 

impassioned plea for the preservation of our 
sons and our America. 

To me your words and your voice seemed 
inspired by God himself, and I thank Him 
for so courageous and militant a champion 
against those powers of evil that are seeking 
our destruction. 

On the exact spot where I am now living, 
my forefathers fought to free us from 
Britain's tyranny. My great-grandfather was 
killed by the British in the War of 1812. And 
now I am asked to give my two sons in her 
defense, and to bring ruin upon the country 
for which they died. 

I say, "Millions for defense. but not one 
boy for tribute." 

As in the last war, mothers are helpless. 
We appear to be in the hands of the Philis
tines. It is only thrcugh men like you that 
we may be saved. 

Gratefully yours, 
Mrs. NAN INGRAM SMITH. 

BROOKLYN HEIGHTS, N. Y., May 6, 1941. 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES, 

Washington, D. C. 
Mr. PRESIDENT: Having completed an ex

haustive canvass of my election district, I find 
an almost unanimous, and somewhat rabid, 
sentiment against our being involved in 
Europe's war, and therefore against the use 
of convoys. 

Mothers of sons, many of whom cast their 
first Democratic ballot, voted for you because 
of your pledge to them that "No American 
boy shall fight and die on foreign soil." They 
prayerfully believe that you are going to keep 
that promise. You, Mr. President, are the 
arbiter of our destiny. 

We are sorry for Britain's plight, but not 
sorry enough to give our sons to rectify her 
mistakes. 

Invasion of our country would be a dif
ferent matter. But we believe that if we 
build up an impregnable defense for our own 
shores, no enemy will dare attack us. 

To paraphrase Hamlet, we prefer to bear 
those ills we might have (and can avoid) 
than fly to those we know so well. 

Respectfully yours, 
Mrs. NAN INGRAM SMITH, 

ST. Louis, Mo., May 11, 1941. 
Senator CHAS. W. ToBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I have just listened 

to your magnificent address from Boston. 
I have been a student of foreign affairs for 

over 30 years. I have spent most of the past 
11 years in Europe lecturing and trying to 
help the conser·Jatives of Europe and Great 
Britain prevent this dreadful war. You can 
see the result. The warmongers lied, stole, 
cheated, and beat us at every turn, just as 
they are doing In the United States today. 
We must not enter this war. 

Russia has planned for our entry into this 
war for years, and when our Army and Navy 
leave our Rhores a Communist government 
will be set up behind them to rule over the 
ones left at home. 

I have my facts from Russia, secured when 
I was in Russia; they are authentic. 

How may I help? 
Sincerely, 

(Mrs.) LELAH H. STOKER. 

CAMDEN, N.J., May 11, 1941 . 
Senator CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

· washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Can you mail me a 

copy of your talk today? It was the greatest 

talk you or any other Senator ever made. I 
am an ex-service man, was an Infantry ser
geant in France, served on three fronts, and 
saw several of my buddies killed and 
wounded. For 14 years I was chairman of 
veterans' relief in Camden, and I saw plenty 
of sad cases from the last war. I feel the same 
as you do about this war. I have a 19-year
old boy, and I can't see what he will fight 
for if our country goes to war. 

Yours truly, 
PERRY J. WARK, 

Member of Veterans of Foreign Wars 
and American Legion. 

JERSEY CITY, N.J., May 10, 1941. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: First I want to ex

press my deep appreciation of all your splen
did efforts in behalf of _\m.erican democracy. 
You are a really great American. 

As one who has observed the complete col
lapse of democracy in Jersey City, whose peo
ple are now terrorized by the nihilistic Frank 
Hague gang, I wonder if it is possible for 
even a United States Senator to ascertain why 
the United States Attorney General's office 
fails to prosecute the Frank Hague gang on 
the abundant evidence its a.gents collected in 
their several months' Investigation of Hague 
In 1939. I spoke to the agents and they 
seemed optimistic that action would be taken. 
Why is Hague, who hates America! civil rights, 
being protected? 

Respectfully yours, 
ROBERT A. AMBRY, Jr. 

BROOKLYN, N. Y., May 11, 1941. 
DEAR SIR: My sincere thanks and apprecia

tion to you for your splendid and untiring 
efforts to keep our great and beloved country 
at peace. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. A. MARSHALL, 

Ex-Twenty-seventh Division, A. E. F. 

MAY 11, 1941. 
DEAR SIR: I am a disabled veteran of the 

last war, unemployed since then. We have 
one son 18 years old~ We want to thank you 
for your radio speech of today and urge you 
to continue the fight against convoys and 
for a referendum before further steps Into 
Britain's war. 

Gratefully yours, 
A. J. HARTHE and wife, 
LILLY PAYNE HARTHE. 

FRANK H. CORBETT PosT, No. 1144, 
AMERICAN LEGION, 

Bronx, N. Y., Ma.y 11, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES TOBEY, 

Senate Building, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: May God bless you 

and give you the strength to carry on. You 
will go down in history for your great fight 
to keep America free. 

As an overseas veteran, I am opposed to 
convoys. 

I remain, 
Yours in Christian comrade~hip, 

WILLIAM J . MCGRATH. 

PHILADELPHIA, May 11, 1941. 
Han. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. c. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: May God give you 

the health to continue your courageous fight 
against our boys being sent to fight in Europe. 

I proudly gave a 17-year-old boy to save 
democracy in the first World War. "Ha ha." 

After all said, done, and happened since, 
the whole British Empire is not worth one 
American boy. 

OUR ORGANIZATION 
The Crusading Mothers of Pennsylvania are 

working doing all we possibly can, giving 
these circulars out by the thousand. Know 
the mothers of America are united today in 
our prayers for peace. 

Sincerely, 
Mrs. L. PARKS. 
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N:Ew YoRK CITY. 

DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: As an American 
citizen and as a young man of 22, soon to be 
drafted, I want to express to you my deep 
appreciation and admiration for your elo
quent speech in defense of democracy which 
I . have just listened to over the radio. I say 
"in defense of democracy" because I recognize 
with many of my fellow citizens that non
intervention in this terrible conflict and the 
maintenance of our cherished way of life are 
mutually dependent on each other. It is 
indeed most grat ifying t-o hear the case for 
nonintervention stated so lucidly and logically 
as you have just done and to know that in
telligent leadership in this country is still 
able to put up a gooq fight against the forces 
of blindness and hysteria. If through your 
efforts and those of others this country is 
able to remain at peace and at the same time 
build up an impregnable defense, a service of 
incalculable value to the human race will 
have been rendered. 

Respectfully yours, 
Wn.LIAM OWEN. 

MAY 11, 1941. 

MAY 7, 1941. 
Hon. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Senate Ojftce Building, Washi ngton, D. C. 
DEAR Sm: This is not intended as a pres

sure letter, and yet, I hope that it may give 
you an indication of support for your stand 
on the convoy question and other momentous 
questions relative to the involvement of the 
United States into the present European war . 

Truthfully, among my acquaintances, I 
know of no person who wants participation in 
this war, and I have yet to meet a rabid in
terventionist. Perhaps they are simply above 
my status in life; however, I must admit my 
acquaintances despair of keeping out unless 
men of your caliber exert your utmost in and 
out of our National Congress. 

Although I am not one of your constitu
ents, I trust this letter will be an encourage
ment to you from the country at large. I do 
this knowing the present concerted efforts of 
influential groups to plunge our Nation into 
active participation into this war. 

Congratulation for your courageous stand. 
Respectfully, 

JAMES B. DoTsoN. 

CocoA, FLA., May 6, 1941. 
Senator ToBEY, 

New Hampshire. 
DEAR SENATOR: My w~e and I are strongly 

against the use of convoys. It does no good 
to write ---. Everyone knows --- is 
out for --- and has an eye on the Pres
idency. 

Yours respectfully, 
W. A. FULLER, 

Ex-Captain, Engineers Corps, A. E. F. 

SYRACUSE, N. Y., May 8, 1941. 
Senator ToBEY. 

DEAR Sm: For one, I want to agree with 
you-someone is playing us for suckers. 
As an ex-soldier that was wounded in the 
last war, I am for no part in Europe's wars, 
and rate Charles Lindbergh No. 1 American; 
and am sure time will prove him right. 

Thanking you for the fight you have put 
up to keep us out of war, I remain, 

Sincerely yours, 
FRANK P. FRAWLEY, 

DOVER, N.H., May 7, 1941. 
New Hampshire had a great man in Plum

mer in the early days, but your equal isn't 
in New Hampshire history. Last night High 
got his deserts, and you shouldn't have in· 
terfered. He was flippant and pathetic. 
Your type can't quit; it isn't expected. Good 
luck. 

Dr. J. L. SwEENEY. 

NEW IPSWICH, N. H., May 6, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR TOBEY; 
• • • • 

I am convinced that only a miracle can 
prevent us from being plunged into another 
suicidal foreign war. I am praying that this 
miracle will happen. In the meantime, you 
have my heart-felt thanks and unlimited 
support in the course which you are taking. 
I take a great deal of pride in the courage 
with which you are maintaining your con
victions in the face of ever-increasing propa
ganda pressure. 

Sincerely yours, 
LESTER E. SMITH, 

Headmaster, Appleton Academy, 

MAY 6, 1941. 
Senator STYLES BRIDGES, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR BRIDGES: This is to acknowl
edge with deep gratitude your telegram of 
March 8 announcing your vote in favor of 
the Ellender amendment offered by Senator 
TAFT to the lend-lease bill. The purpose of 
this amendment, as I recall, was to empha
size to President Roosevelt that the passage 
of the lend-lease bill was not to be inter
preted as a mandate for taking the United 
States into an undeclared war. 

It occurs to me that Senator ToBEY's anti
convoy amendment to the ship-seizure bill ts 
designed to serve the same purpose, and that 
it ought to be supported enthusiastically by 
those who are opposed to condemning this 
generation of youth to another futile foreign 
war. 

I know that my neighbors-are overwhelm
ingly opposed to our fighting another war 
over issues which are not clearly and con
clusively American. They believe that such 
a war is imminent and they will undoubtedly 
support it,. but certainly there is none of 
that fervor and enthusiasm which charac
terized the late winter and spring of 1917. 
when we believed that we were about to save 
the world for democrr.cy and to end war 
forever. 

I assure you that once it should become 
clear that America is being threatened by 
military aggression in _ this hemisphere, I 
would urge and participate in armed resist
ance to the limit of my ability. However, 
like millions of others I am unwilling to ac.
cept the proposition that a nation of 120,-
000,000 people, with unlimited natural and 
technical l;'esources, cannot make itself 
strong enough to remain at peace against 
a nation which is faced with the task of 
orga-nizing and uniting a continent of hostile 
neighbors. 

Back home we feel that the next few 
weeks, perhaps days, will determine the ls
sue of war and peace, of life and death for 
those boys who, since last fall, have joined 
the Army or Navy with the assurance of 
their Congress and President that they would 
not be sent to fight in any foreign war. They 
have a right to expec~ that this pledge will 
be kept. 

Gratefully yours, 
------. 

ExETER, N. H., May 7, 1941. 
The Honorable CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: As the British loyalists drive the 
country from one insincerity to another I 
wonder whether this people is the only one 
to whom pledges are not to be kept. The 
amazing cynicism-a product of the past 8 
years of broken promises-which greets every 
flouting of solemn assurances and pledges is 
certainly not an earnest of a hlgh crusading 

spirit: There is one point on which nat ional 
enthusiasm can center-a genuine national 
defense. W~rein is Amerir:'l. even as decent 
as Germany if, without provocation, it should 
seize the Azores and other territory of friendly 
nations as outposts? A war must be en tered 
on by a united people. A regular army goes 
where it is sent, a volunteer army goes where 
it has willed to go, but in a democracy the 
only justified use of a conscrip-t army is the 
defense of its own soil. Lend England every 
justified material thing and tax us for it all 
the traffic can bear (but hand back relief to 
the communities that can handle it realis
tically) but let us not spill one drop of Ameri
can blood for any cause but our own. 

If the idea of intervention were morally 
justified, would a roll call of England's allies 
in this war justify our exposing the United 
States to a position which up to date shows 
a record of 100 percent fatalities? If Britain 
is fighting for all democracies she is doing a 
very futile job of it. The persistent question 
"What if England were defeated without our 
aid" may well be countered by "What if 
England were defeated with our aid?" We 
would be committed of a war on the enemy's 
ground, the absolute aggressor, with forces 
depleted in a losing fight . 

It may well be that we will have to fight 
Germany, or all the totalitarian powers, for 
the United States and Canada. We can do 
it, if, as Germany does, we operate on inside 
lines, without long, easily broken lines of 
communication. The Philippines, a third of 
the way across the world, are our great weak
ness, and I hope we may soon be rid of them. 

We need, however, enormous holding forces. 
It is probably true that a compact highly 
organized force is best for attack. Let's have 
such a Regular Army, and a two-ocean Navy. 

* • • * 
Let me thank you for and congratulate you 

on the defense of our liberties. It is not we 
who are the defeatists. I hope, if the home 
guard takes shape, to be an early applicant. 
I enclose a clipping showing that half my 
contemporaries of pre-1910 are willing to 
fight to their last grandnephew, while 1931-
40, faced with participation, are 3 to 1 against. 

I hope you will continue your resolute fight 
in the face of all attacks and innuendos. 

Very truly yours, , 
HOWARDS. STUCKEY. 

[From the Princeton Alumni Weekly of May 5, 
1941] 

4. ON GOING TO WAR 

If you were asked to vote on the question 
of the United States entering the war against 
Germany and Italy, how would you vote--to 
go into the war or to stay out of the war? 

Percent 
To go in_______________________________ 42 
To stay out____________________________ 58 

This question, which is similar to one asked 
b:; the American Institute of Public Opinion 
of a national cross section, shows that Prince
ton alumni, at the present time anyway, are 
considerably ahead of the country in the feel
ing that the United States should go to war 
against the Axis Powers. The last Gallup 
poll of the country on the same question 
returned: To go in, 15 percent; to st ay out, 85 
percent. When it was tabulated for men's 
opinions only, however, the result was: To 
go in, 20 percent; to stay out, 80 percent. 

One factor that doubtless accounts in large 
measure for the difference in sentiment on 
this question among Princeton alumni · and 
the country as a whole is that the Gallup 
figure was released some time ago, was based 
on surveys made in November and February. 
The Weekly's survey, on the other hand, was 
made during the past month-a period when 
dislike of the Axis reached a considerably 
higher peak than previously. 
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Both the institute survey and the Weekly 

survey show again the wide difference of opin
ion between those who are being trained to 
fight and those who are beyond draft age. 

The institute's national poll: 
Percent Pr.1·cent 

Ages: go in stay out 
50 and over______________ 23 77 
30 to 40----------------- 20 80 
21 to 29_________________ 13 8~ 

Princeton alumni: 
Princeton class-

Up to 1910__________ 54 46 
1911 to 1920_________ 50 50 
1921 to 1930_________ 41 59 
1931 to 1940_________ 25 75 

TILTON & TILTON, 
Laconia, N.H., May 7, 1941. 

Han. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 
United States Senator, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Perhaps in these try

ing times, and when you are being so bitterly 
assailed for your stand o~ the convoy ques
tion, you may like to know that there are 
some at least who cordially endorse your 
position. 

I am one of those and I heartily commend 
your attitude and your work upon this very 
important question. 

Sincerely yours, 
FRANK P. TILTON. 

NEW YORK, MAY 6, 1941. 
The Honorable CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: It begins to look 
as though the President will give up the 
steps-short-of-war policy for a policy of active 
intervention. The vast majority of the people 
are doubtless opposed to such a move, but I 
suspect that Mr. Roosevelt now feels that 
public opinion can be swung to its support. 
That this is coming to be his view seems par
ticularly likely since the press, radio, and 
other means of public expression are in the 
main subject to the control of those favoring 
intervention. Add Mr. Roosevelt's dramatic 
ability to these forces and we shall have a 
campaign which will be difficult to resist. 
Whether or not it can be resisted will depend 
to a considerable extent upon your efforts and 
the efforts of your colleagues in Congress. 

In the coming fight you will, more than 
ever, be the object of attacks designed to 
attribute to you cowardice, lack of patriotism, 
and motives of self-interest. So powerful are 
the publicity methods of those who will be 
against you that you may feel that you have 
lost the support of the public or of that por
tion of the public which is composed of 
patriotic Americans interested solely in the 
welfare of our country. But I do not believe 
that you will have lost such support. 

Here in New York it is true that groups in 
favor of intervention are able to make a 
greater noise and a greater show of strength 
than their opponents. This, I think, is due to 
the fact that no business is lost by being 
pro war, but there is a definite fear that busi
ness may' be lost by being antiwar. Those 
favoring intervention have worked with some 
success to make people believe that to be 
antiwar is to be pro-Hitler. In view of this 
employers are afraid to speak out against war 
for fear of losing their customers and em
ployeas are afraid to do so for fear of losing 
their jobs. For the same reason many per
sons are deterred from joining antiwar or
ganizations, although there is no such deter
rent against joining prewar groups. How,. 
ever, I find that in private conversation the 
sentiments expressed against participation in 
the war, and against convoys and other steps 
towa"·d this result, are greatly in the majority. 
As time goes on and the war publicity cam
paign gets under way, it is likely that this 
antiwar sentiment will become even more 
timid and inarticulate; but this, to my mind, 

wm not indicate a change of the views of the 
majority, but a fear of the expression of such 
views. 

The purpose of this letter is to poirit out 
that, in the heat of the confiict, the support 
of your position may not be loud but will 
continue to be strong and sincere. I earn
estly hope tlfat the realization of this fact 
wm encourage you to carry on, with all the 
vigor at your command, the fight against 
American participation in the war. 

Sincerely yours, 
J. FRANK WOOD. 

TROY, PA., May 5, 1941. 
Hen. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR: Allow me to congratulate 

you on your courage in opposing all steps by 
the President and others which would most 
certainly plunge this country into war. I am 
100 percent in agreement with you and hope 
that you will continue unceasingly your ef
forts to make the people see that this is not 
our war. 

I have already written my Pennsylvania 
Representative and Senators but also wanted 
to let you know that there are millions of 
people all over the country who applaud your 
stand. 

I am a Dartmouth graduate (1928) and an 
admirer of Dr. Ernest Martin Hopkins, but I 
think he and Dr. Conant, of Harvard, and 
others are absolutely wrong in wishing to 
rush us into a war which we cannot win. 

Very truly yours, 
OSMUN SKINNER. 

NEW YORK, N. Y. 
DEAR SENATOR: I have read the published 

letter of Ik Stearns and have answered him 
in kind. 

God bless you, Senator, and keep up your 
good work. 

WM. R. WALLACE. 

HOPKINSVILLE, KY., May 9, 1941. 
Senator ToBEY, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Conservation of national defenses by your 

conservative party precludes invasion but 
sabotaging national defense by extremist 
party for aid to Britain is dangerous domes
tic policy. 

FRANCES FAIRLEIGH, 

MIAMI BEACH, FLA., April 30, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Senate, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Your COUrageous 

fight against further embroiling this coun
try in to the foreign war is being noted by 
many people-even down here in the dark
est South. 

The working people, especially, know that 
the war in Europe is another struggle that 
does not concern them. They remember 
what Wilson said after the last one, "Who 
does not know this was a commercial war?" 

As proof of this they see increauing at
tacks against labor rights, free speech, and. 
civil liberties. 

By voicing their sentiments, you, with a 
small number of other elected Representa
tives, prove that America can still keep out 
of war if enough people can voice their sen
timents. 

We hope that you will safeguard all of our 
hard-won democratic rights in this crisis. 
The convoy measure is another step toward 
total war. We must defeat this and all other 
measures to kill our youth. 

I hope that thousands of these letters reach 
you daily, encouraging you to keep on the 
path of peace, despite the selling out of 
rubber-stamp legislators who have betrayed 
their pledges. 

I will gladly aid distributing any of your 
speeches on this vital issue. 

Very truly yours, 
Louis GREEN. 

HUNTINGTON, W. VA., May 7, 1941. 
Han. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR: Ninety percent of the 

people I contact are opposed to our entrance 
·into European-Asiatic wars. Many of them 
are confused by repeated statements of peo
ple in high positions that England is our 
first line of defense. People I talk with are 
largely pro-British, but they do not think we 
can give all people everywhere our ideas of 
freedom and impose it upon them by force. 
Propaganda is confusing the issues. Trick 
questions by Gallup polls are not bringing 
correct sentiment. 

If we become involved in a 5- to 10-year 
war with uncertain results, we can lose our 
liberty at home as well as in China, Russia, 
or Germany. 

Let us prepare a strong defense for Amer
ica. Let us get everyone down to work with 
a united program for defending ourselves 
and our way of life. Let us not overaccentuate 
the importance or certainty of losing foreign 
trade. Let us protect America and pay for 
it as we go. I am willing to increase my 
already large tax bill; I am willing to add to 
my hours of work; but I don't believe our 
way of life is suitable for Russia, China, or 
the Indias for generations to come. I doubt 
if it is suitable for Germany or France or 
even parts of South America. The responsi
bility is on the Members of our Congress to 
protect America only and make it strong. 

Yours very truly, 
JAMES D. FRANCIS. 

MONDAY, MAY 12, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR MR. TOBEY: I desire to express 

my appreciation of your untiring efforts to 
keep America out of war. I am in perfect 
accordance with your belief regarding Ameri
ca convoying material to Britain. It will 
be the eighth wonder of the world if this 
American convoy syst€m does not entangle 
us in foreign discord. 

Your speech from Boston Common Sunday 
was a very fine one-the best that has been 
delivered against American convoy to Britain 
up to now. I hope and pray that your words 
will be heeded and that American citizens 
will wake up. 

Good luck to you, and may God bless you 
for your stand. Congratulations for your 
courage. 

Very truly yours, 
(Miss) MARY E. FORD. 

DORCHESTER, MASS. 

CoLUMBus, OHIO, May 12, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I want to com

mend you very highly for the splendid, pa
triotic, American message you gave the puc
lie in your radio address of last evening. 

We must not become involved deeper in 
this European war. As you said last night, 
the President has stated, "Convoy means 
shooting, and shooting means war." The 
American people should demand his living up 
to his campaign promises, "That no American 
boy will be sent to any European war." 

More and more people all the time are ob
jecting to convoying. 

I trust you will give many more radio 
addresses and do everything in your power 
to keep us out of this terrible holocaust. 

Very sincerely yours, 
M. L. GREGG. 

PARK RIDGE, ILL., May 11, 1941. 
Sen a tor CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR: Thank you for the patriot

ism of your great address in Boston this 
afternoon. It came into our home with great 
clearness and power. 
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Although a descendant of noble English 

ancestry, and a sympathizer with England in 
her peril, I view the British invasion of the 
United States with consternation and alarm. 
!British officials have been bombarding Chi
cago, Kansas City, and Minneapolis with 
word bombs in their facinorous efforts to in
volve our country in their foreign war. 
Words are more dangerous than air raids, for 
they disrupt and destroy our national unity. 

The British invaders have taken advantage 
of our afflicted President to secure his con
nivance in their nefarious scheme to seize 
foreign ships to turn over to them, and the 
employment of convoys "which means war." 
Instead of meeting the exigencies of today 
with far-sighted provisions for a future se
curity for the English-speaking peoples by 
negotiating peace terms, they seem bent on 
the ultimate destruction of the only sanc
tuary left to our civilization. 

In making a traitor of our Chief Executive, 
they force upon Congress the onerous duty 
of instituting proceedings for his impeach
ment. Their peaceful invasion is proving 
more disastrous than warfare with air raids, 
for it forebodes the end of our constitutional 
government. Nothing short of im_peachment 
proceedings can give to our cit1zens open 
knowledge of facts that have been carefully 
concealed from our people by a foreign
minded administration. The British have as
sumed a usurpation of privileges to which 
they have neither moral nor legal right. 

We appeal to Congress to prove to these 
invaders and their sympathizers that this is 
a democracy, and the voice of the people rules 
our land. Prove this to the President by in
stitution of impeachment proceedings; that 
will serve to bring to light facts which the 
public is entitled to know. The vote may not 
carry, but the Nation will be saved and re
turned to unity and sanity by a revealment 
of secret intrigue. The people who do the 
fighting and . the dying, and the people who 
sacrifice to pay for warfare, when entered 
into, have the right to rule according to con
stitutional provisions. 

We honor all who are loyally striving to 
keep our Nation free from war, and we pray 
for the passage of the anticonvoy measure. 

Sincerely. 
M. J. EvANS. 

TULSA, OKLA., May 11, 1941. 
Senator ToBEY, 

Republican Senator from New 
Hampshire, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Fortunately, I heard 
your address Sunday over the radio. God 
grant that you had a huge audience. 

You are the voice of the Middle West, whose 
inhabitants fervently abhor the thought of 
intervention in the European war, but are 
emphatic in their support of an invulnerable 
national defense. 

May your able leadership and oratory help 
to disperse the impending wave of American 
intervention. 

Very truly yours, 
THOMAS D. JAMES. 

JERSEY CITY, N. J., May 11, 1941. 
Senator ToBEY, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: The New York Times of Sunday, 
the 11th, carried an item saying that some 
other Senators, including --, intended to 
try and dissuade you from putting your anti
convoy measure to a Senate vote. I hope and 
pray God that you won't give up at the 
promptings of such men. Please, by all 
means, press the fight to ban convoys, even 
though it does seem like a losing battle. 

They call us who favor no aid to Britain 
"defeatists." It seems to me that men (?) 
like -- should be termed "American boy 
haters" if all they can do is admit that the 

convoy system is inevitable. 
out of that war. 

Yours respectfully, 

We must keep 

GEORGE MAGEE. 

RIVERSIDE, ILL., May 11, 1941. 
Hon. CHAS. W. ToBEY, 

· Washington. 
DEAR SENATOR: Just heard your radio ad

dress. Congratulations and thanks. 
The President should be impeached; maybe 

the British would like him over there. 
We parents will give our live;. to keep out 

of Britain's wars, but not our sons to fight 
there. I served in 1917-18 over there; never 
again for me or mine. 

Sincerely, 
PHIL~P RANSOM. 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIF., May 11, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

The Senate, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Listened to your 

radio talk this morning, and you expressed 
my thoughts as well. Keep fighting the war
mongers, those who would sacrifice our boys 
for England. We need more courageous 
Americans to come forward and speak for the 
a'Jfense of our own beloved country. H w 
can England win? Why should we send our 
boys to d ie for another country other than 
their own? 

I am unalterably opposed to convoys, which 
spe 1 war. The last war should have taug:1t 
us not to trust England. She only partici
pates in a struggle when her own neck is to 
be saved. Build strong defense in this coun
try and Hitler will stay on his own back yard. 
He will have trouble enough keeping his 
bouse in order, to trouble to come over here. 

England is paying for her own short
sightedness in the Manchuria grab, and my 
sympathies are for the children and women 
who are being bombed for it right now. 

I did not like the attitude of Lloyd George; 
one would think we were a colonial possession 
of theirs. They wouldn't involve themseh--s 
in a war for us. 

I thank God every night my son is only 
nine, but I feel for those mothers who have 
sons who must go if we convoy. 

I am a patriotic American and have been 
on the State board of a political organization 
that is educating women in the intelligent 
use of their franchise. A duty, not a right. 

I am a descendant of an American Presi
dent, my father bas served in four wars and 
is a possessor of a Congressional Medal of 
Honor. From this you can gather I am of 
loyal American stock. I love my country ar d 
want to see it saved from destruction. No 
foreign wars for us. We were talked into it 
in 1917, and what ha_r:pened? 

Everyone I talk with in this city is opposed 
to the convoy, which means war for us. They 
aren't so gullible to the propaganda as in 
the last war. 

Keep talking before free speech is denied to 
th~se who are real Americans, first. 

Best wishes from an American. 
Cordially, 

FLORENCE Mmmow 
(Mrs. Weldon Morrow). 

MAY 11, 1941.. 
Hon. CHARLES w. ToBEY, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I have just listened 

to your broadcast from Boston Commons con
cerning our position as to taking part in 
Europe's war, and want to commend you for 
stating the position of all those with whom I 
come in contact in this, the heart of America. 
We do not want to engage in this war, but all 
of us do want our own country prepared for 
a defense that will keep European countries 
from even considering attacking us. 

Last night I listened to Col. Charles Lind
bergh, who in years to come will be known as 

one of the men who did everything he could 
to help keep American boys at home and to 
build up our own country to the type of de
mocracy we should have, but do not have at 
present. As Colonel Lindbergh said, what_ we 
are doina in America is the important thmg, 
and wh;t is happening in other countries is 
secondary in importance. Let's make Amer
ica a real democracy, with truth and honor 
the main points of government, before going 

·out to attend to the business of every other 
country on earth. 

We as those who have not the ability to 
take 'the lead, but have· ·the same ideas as 
such men as yourself, Colonel Lindbergh, and 
President Hutchins, of Chicago University, 
wish to express our high regard for you in 
your stand, and we hope and pray that your 
efforts may not be in vain. 

Sincerely yours, 
Mrs. CORAM. JoHNSON. 

SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY UNIT, 
NATIONAL LEGION OF THE 

MOTHERS OF AMERICA, 
San ·Francisco, May 11, 1941. · 

Senator C. W. ToBEY, 
Senate Offi ce Building, Washington, D . C. 

Re Tobey resolution. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Your OUtspoken 

comments on the manner in which the 
American people are being talked, deceived, 
and propagandized into war were appreciated 
today as we listened to your outstanding 
speech via the radio from Boston. We con
sider this the kind of information and the 
exact message the American people should 
hear every day now until the war danger is 
over. It could easily mean the end of a war 
crisis if ohly we had more sincere speakers 
like yourself who are not afraid to be an 
American nor to tell Americans just what 
they should know. 

We thank you from the very depths of our 
souls for your heroic efforts to avert destruc
tion of our beloved country. May you have 
the health and strength to carry on your 
outstanding work. This is the wish of thou
sands of our members and thousands of 
other mothers on the Pacific coast. 

Our m <Ombers in San Francisco particularly 
are working to help you to have your resolu
tion passed in the Senate. It is a good one, 
and we are behind you and it 100 percent. 

Gratefully, 
Mrs. HENRY C. MORRIS, 

Northwestern Regional Director, 
Mothers of America. 

HARTFORD, CONN., May 12, 1941. 
Hon. CHARLES W. ToBEY, 

United States Senate, Washington, D . C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Yesterday afternoon 

I drove my wife into the country and while 
she was making a call I turned on the radio 
of the car at haphazard. It proved to be a 
Boston station, which was broadcasting your 
address on why this country should keep out 
of war. I heard something more than half 
the address and I liked it. I am glad there 
are men in public life who have the moral 
courage to express themselves on what seems 
to be the unpopular and unemotional side 
of a controversy. 

To my mind the big argument, which you 
expressed fully, is that war means in the end 
bankruptcy, destruction, and despair, and 
out of these comes revolution. What the 
aftermath would be if we went to war is 
anybody's guess. It might not be commu
nism or nazi-ism or fascism, but it would 
probably be some type of authoritarian re
gime which would be kindred to those ugly 
forms and would be a long way from con
stitutional government as we have known it 
in the past. 

Very truly yours, 
LEWIS A. STORRS. 

May I mention that my oldest son served 
overseas in the World War for 2 years and 3 
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months; that he was 1n France when he 
would normally have graduated from Dart
mouth, and his mother and I received his 
degree diploma in absentia for him. I al
ways thought that was a fine thing for Dart
mouth to do. 

MELROSE HIGHLANDS, MASS., 
Monday Morning. 

DEAR SENATOR: After hearing your most in
spiring talk, or really I should call it a 
sermon, for no minister could give a better 
one, I must write and give you my most 
heartfelt thanks. It did my soul good to 
listen to you. We common people, who love 
our country, are terribly maligned by the 
warmongers. We surely need someone to 
uphold our position. The Government at 
Washington certainly intend to railroad us 
into a war if they can. It sure is a laugh 
to hear Roosevelt talk about bringing free
dom to the rest of the world and in the 
meantime take it away from his own 
countrymen. 

May God bless you in your valiant stand, 
and I am sure you have the good wishes and 
constant prayers of all Americans who love 
their co.1ntry's welfare. 

Gratefully yours, 
Mrs. M. E. BURKE. 

NAVAL RESEARCH LABORATORY, 
BELLEVUE STATION, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SIR: We heard your fine speech Sun

day. You have the range. Keep firing! 
Keep firing! Keep firing! 

We four have a total of 44 years' naval 
service. Our only regret is that we can't 
serve that same amount of loyal service to a 
cause as just as yours. 

Very respectfully yours, 
ScOTTY, 

Fleet Air Base, Honolulu, 12 years' service. 
ED, 

Fleet Air Base, Honolulu, 8 years' service. 
EARL, 

U.S. S. Medusa, 17 years. 
ToMMY, 

U. S. S. Boise, 7 years. 

PITTSBURGH, PA., May 11, 1941. 
The Honorable CHARLES W. ToBEY, 

The United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

SIR: I was extremely thrilled at your 
Mother's Day radio address and I want to 
assure you that I will do all in my power 
to assist in the great cause you are so nobly 
championing. Would to God that every 
mother in these United States could have 

· heard your words. It is most reassuring to 
know that there are still a few real Ameri
cans who are willing to make any sacrifice in 
order to preserve to us the security for which 
our forefathers gave their lives. 

As one who served in the A. E. F. during 
the last World War and who knows how fruit
less our efforts were· then, I pray God that 
there are enough right-thinking p~ople in 
this country to turn the tide that seems to 
be so rapidly engulfing us in that terrible 
tragedy being enacted abroad. 

Please carry on. bmve sir. 
Sincerely, 

W. R. McKRELL. 

NEW YORK CITY, May 11, 1941. 
MY DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Your speech to

day was magnificent. I hope the whole 
country heard !t. 

With you in our Senate, I feel safer now. 
You had the courage to say things today that 
we had hoped-more or less in vain-that the 
other leaders on our side would have said 
long ago. In everyday language, "you hit the 
nail on the head." 

Can't we drive the British from our Capital 
and from the White House, including the 
"country squire"~ 

My daughter and I are active members of 
America First. Yesterday my daughter-a 
senior at Manhattanville College of the Sacred 
Heart-distributed America Firat literature 
on Forty-second Street and · attracted big 
crowds and secured hundreds and hundreds 
of petitions to the President for no convoys 
and no foreign war. We are doing our bit. 

If you have copies made of your won
derful speech, may I have several to send to 
camps, etc.? 

God bless you, and my humble thanks. 
Sincerely, 

Mrs. C. H. GRAMLING. 

BRONX, NEW YORK CITY, May 11, 1941. 
Han. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: You deserve great 

praise for your splendid efforts in keeping 
this country out of war. May your anti
convoy amendment pass in the Senate. 

Respectfully, 
RAYMOND TRACEY. 

DORCHESTER, MASS., May 12, 1941. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Please keep Up your 

grand fight for the American people: We are 
all behind you 100 percent. 

Your speech on Boston Common May 11 
was the best I ever ·~xpect to hear anywhere. 

Here's to your anticonvoy bill; may it be 
passed with Iiying colors. 

Sincerely yours, 
MARY G. MURPHY, 

Los ANGELES, CALIF., May 7, 1941. 
Hon. CHARLES W. ToBEY, . 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR MR. TOBEY: Congratulations and 

more power to you. Please keep up your 
fight against this war to the bitter end. 
Your relentless fight inspires me to send 
another donation to the America First Com
mittee. 

Respectfully yours, 
J. R. JoHNSON, 

THE MUTUAL BENEFIT LIFE IN-
SURANCE Co. OF NEWARK, N.J., 

Manchester, N. H., May 12, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I heartily approve Of 

your attitude toward convoys and our par
ticipation in the European war. 

At the age of 30, with my life ahead of me, 
I am not willing to fight in Europe to help 
England. I am willing to fight in the United 
States to defend America. I approve of giv
ing materials to England for her use. Let 
her convoy them. 

Yours sincerely, 
LEROY W. DAVIS. 

RAYMOND, N. H., May 12, 1941. 
Hon. CHARLEs W. ToBEY, 

United States Senator from New Hamp
shire, Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Congratulations 
on your address given at Boston of this date. 

I believe that you, Senator WHEELER, 
Lindbergh, and a few other real Americans 
are fighting for the people; please keep it up; 
you do, and will in the days to come, have 
the gratitude and respect of the boys that 
do the fighting and their parents. Unfor
tunately this group do not have the funds 
for propaganda that the wer party has access 
to. 

I note in the papers that the Government 
has taken over many large boats to be made 
over into troop ships. The question is, Where 
are our troops going? Certainly not to some 
camp down south. 

Do not acknowledge receipt of this letter; 
conserve your time and energy to carry on 
the fight for America. 

Sincerely yours, 
WM. B. Huim. 

SHELBURNE, N. H. 
New Hampshire's Minuteman, Han. Senator 

CHARLES W. TOBEY:· 
Your State is proud of the fight you are 

making for our country, and God knows we 
need that fight. We do not want F. D. to 
put on the small mustache. The only thing 
to do is to try and keep that upper lip 
shaved. And you are doing it. When you 
go before your State or Nation in the future, 
put me in your book as one who will spend 
6 months at my own expense to keep you in 
Washington. 

Good luck and may God bless you. 
FRANK McLAUGHLIN. 

NEWPORT, N. H., May 12, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR: The writer heard your Sun

day speech over his radio, and I do wish to 
congratulate you on what you are doing and 
the limitless effort and energy you are put
ting into the fight. I do heartily agree with 
you, and ·I know that we should not be 
drawn into the hell of Europe. 

I could write and write along these lines, 
but we are in accord on the subject, and I 
do want to say, "Carry on." 

Sincerely, 
JESS ROWELL, 

DOVER, N. H., May 11, 1941. 
DEAR SENATOR: After hearing your address 

over the radio today, I wish to let you know 
that I agree with everything you said and 
am against convoys and any other measures 
that will get us into war. 

Sincerely yours, 
M,rs. HENRY LANDRY. 

NASHUA, N.H., May 12, 1941. 
Hon. CHARLES TOBEY, 

Senator, New Hampshire. 
DEAR SIR: I am writing you again to repeat 

my assurances of my support to your noble 
efforts to keep this country out of war. It 
seems that you are our only representative 
in the Senate. I sincerely hope that your 
convoy amendment is passed and I wish that 
I could be there to cast a hearty vote for you. 
There is no need for me to repeat that Mr. 
Roosevelt's promises to keep our country out 
of this world's European turmoil is not in 
accordance with the conduct of a gentleman 
and our President. I remain 

Yours respectfully, 
Mrs. K. BoYAJIAN. 

MANCHESTER, N. H., May 12, 1941. 
Senator ToBEY. 

DEAR SIR: The President has promised the 
people of the United States that we will never 
convoy the Atlantic and we demand he keep 
his promises. 

Sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. G. BoETTCHER and Family. 

CHARLESTOWN, N. H., May 12, 1941. 
Senator ToBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Let me express my 

approval of your address of yesterday as re
ported in the papers. Bravo for a brave man 
who is unafraid to express his opinions 
against strong opposition. 

America first! Not in a spirit of craven 
selfishness, but that she may lead the world 
to an era of genuine brotherhood that can
not be won by our entry into this war as an 
active and full participant. 

Yours for democracy which we seem to be 
squandering for what I am afraid will turn 
out to be of little more relative value than 
the proverbial and scriptural mess of pot
tage. 

-RICHARD F. MANWELL, 
Congregational Church.-
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GoVER, N. H., May 12, 1941. 

Bon. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: As one of your con
stituents I should like to take this oppor
tunity to thank you for your loyal efforts 
in behalf of the people of New Hampshire. 
Your recent fighting speeches do you credit. 
Of your loyalty to your country there can 
never be any question. When all the results 
are in, your record as a United States Senator 
from our beloved State will become a standard 
by which we may judge those to follow; and 
Senator, I want you to know that there are 
thousands and thousands of New Hamp
shire people like myself that truly appreciate 
what you are doing. 

In times like these it takes courage and 
fortitude to withstand the unethical and 
cowardly insults hurled by those in high 
places, by those who should know better. 
Thank God, Senator, you have that courage, 
that fighting heart, and we . are proud of 
you. 

We like fighting men, especially when the 
fight is a good fight. I think the time has 
arrived, Senator, when you should receive 
more substantial support from people like 
myself. I am ready to do more; and if the 
time ever comes when I can become more 
active, I should be very happy to do any
thing in my power to help preserve America 
and guard her from those who would betray 
her. 

Does it not strike you as strange, Senator, 
that these warmongers are-so they say
perfectly willing to die for democracy, but 
when they encounter any real opposition, 
they start to whine and state that they are 
living in cold terror? If their cause is so 
just, why are they afraid? Surely you are 
not afraid. I am not afraid. I ask you, Sen
ator, who is it that fears the wrath of 100,-
000,000 people if this administration dare 
take us into this war? 

The President states that we must keep 
our pledges to certain nations under the 
terms of the lease-lend bill. I say to him 
that there were pledges made to the Ameri
can people that are much more important 
than those made to foreign nations. If he 
dare break faith with us, I go on record as 
saying he should be impeached. His duty to 
the American people is clear-the people have 
made known their wishes. He must be made 
to respect those wishes if we are to continue 
as a free, democratic people. 

Forgive me, Senator, for taking up so much 
of your val:uable time. I admire your cour
age and what you are doing for us; and if 
the time ever comes when we can be of as
sistance in any way, I, for one, am ready and 
willing to do my part in this crusade to save 
America. 

Yours truly, 
RAYMOND C. ALLARD. 

MASSACHUSETTS BONDING & 
INSURANCE Co., 

Nashua, N.H., May 12, 1941. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: "I hate war," said the 

President. The Bible indicates that God 
hates war. Everybody I contact in New 
Hampshire say they do not want war. 

The President is quoted as saying: "Con
voys mean shooting, and shooting means 
war." 

One hundred ar1d twenty-nine million nine 
hundred and ninety-nine thousand nine 
·nundred and ninety-nine Americans prob
ably don't want war; therefore they don't 
want convoys. 

Millions of us feel as you do, Mr. ToBEY. 
We haven't the ability or opportunity to 
spread our feelings from the rostrums or 
through the press; but please keep up your 
fight for us against convoys, and to enable 
us to build up our American defenses, bOth 
of which w111 keep us out of war. 

Yours truly, 
R. E. RussELL. 

THE WOODLAND FARM, 
Center Sandwich, N. H., May 12, 1941. 

Hon. CHARLES W. ToBEY, 
Senator frcmt New Hampshire, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: We heard your 

speech yesterday, the 11th, via radio. We 
are 100 percent with you. 

You can figure this letter as if you re
ceived seven individual letters. 

I have five boys. One is in the service and 
has been for some time at Panama Coast 
Guard. 

Three more are eligible for cannon fodder 
when needed but God knows they or I do 
not want to go on record as starting a fight 
which at present seems none of our business 
and if we did have to defend ourselves later 
we need all our resources then. 

Mrs. Davis is slowly improving. She went 
through considerable. 

Myself-they say I am improving; perhaps 
in weight, but suffering all the time which 
is not much now as I have for the past few 
years. 

We certainly admire your courage. 
With kind regards and best wishes, I am 

as ever, 
CHARLES J. DAVIS. 

Figure as seven letters? 

REEDS FERRY, N.H., May 12, 1941. 
Ron. CHARLES w. ' TOBEY, 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: My husband and I tuned in on 
our radio and heard you give your talk to the 
mothers and you spoke our sentiments and 
we are 100 percent with you. 

Do keep us out of the war. My husband is 
too old to go, but I am thinking of the 
younger people. 

Yours sincerely, 
Mr. and Mrs. FRED FLETCHER. 

DovER, N.H., May 11, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Undoubtedly every 

mother today blessed you in her heart as she 
heard the concluding words of your talk. 

May God bless the work you are doing in 
endeavoring to keep America at peace. 

Every day I pray to the Prince of Peace 
that America will not convoy. 

Cordially yours, 
Miss MARY KING. 

CRANSTON, R. I., May 11, 1941. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Bravo to you on your 

wonderful speech of today. I enlisted in the 
war of 1917 and many of my old comrades 
died on the fields of France. They probably 
would still be alive today if, at that time, we 
had enough men of your caliber who were 
brave enough to stand up for their rights as 
American citizens and express themselves 
openly as you did this day over the radio. 

God grant that we keep at peace and in so 
doing preserve our strength and our own 
democracy. I believe as you and Colonel 
Lindbergh do, and that we Americans can at 
all times protect ourselves against any agres
sor or aggressors. 

Sincerely yours, 
C. L. ALTHAUS. 

THE ENTERPRISE-RECORDER, 
Madison, Fla., May 10, 1941. 

Sen a tor CHARLES W. ToBEY, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I want to thank you 
and wish you Godspeed in your efforts to 
keep this country at peace. There are milM 
lions of Americans with you 1n this, Keep 
up the good fight. 

:With all best wishes, 
· Sincerely, 

y, 0. MERCHANT, 

WEST ORANGE, N. J. 
DEAR SENATOR: This is just a line to let 

you know that I heard your speech from 
Boston Common, and I want to congratulate 
you on your fine message and the stand you 
are taking at this time. 

A college man myself, and two sons, ages 
21 and 23, both college men, the younger 
receiving his degree from Syracuse next 
month, your message coincides with our 
ideas perfectly. We all will gladly sacrifice 
everything to preserve democracy in the 
United States, but we will not go to foreign 
countries to fight to preserve the British 

• Empire. 
The facts you mentioned were excellent, 

and thinking people can appreciate them and 
understand them. 

May you have the strength and courage 
to continue . the good work and speak the 
truth so that this great democracy will be 
prepared to defend itself against any and all 
forces which are enemies of our democratic 
life. 

Best personal regards to you and yours. 
Very truly yours, 

J. W. HOFSTED. 

NEw YoRK, N. Y., May 11, 1941. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Ex-service men and 

women thank God we have a man such as 
you. 

Unafraid of eny official, you are doing the 
honest thing to save this Nation from be
coming another Commonwealth of Great 
Britain. That is in the offing, as you must 
know. 

Organizations are going on record for con
voy. It is dishonest, since they are under 
pressure and only a · minority are present. 
My advice to them has been: Let those who 
urge convoy and the "big shots" using the 
pressure-let these, this era type of cap
italist, do the convoying. Many of them 
have sinecures in Washington. They have 
never met a pay roll; they have been and are 
birds of prey. 

The old-fashioned capitalists are almost 
hounded out of business by the dollar-a-year 
man, Government regulations, taxes, and 
encouraged strikes. 

God give you strength to carry on for God 
and our own country. In His name we 
ask it. 

JULIA WHEELOCK, 
C. P. 0., United States Navy. 

ST. LoUIS, Mo., May 11, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES W. ToBEY, 

Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: This morning I wrote 

a letter to President Roosevelt requesting 
him to live up to his promise to keep us out 
of Europe's war. This afternoon I listened 
to your talk in Boston. I feel it my duty to 
write you and give you all the encourage
ment within my power. 

If it were not for such men as you, Senator 
BENNETT CLARK (of this State), NYE, 
WHEELER, and others, we would all be slaves 
in the years to come. But I have faith in 
the majority of the people unless the war
mongers get a foothold. 

It is not because I am afraid that I do not 
want us to get in this war, because I served 
several years in the United States Army, and 
the records show that I have offered my serv
ice to the War Department during the past 
year. My offer was refused because I am 60 
years old. 

In the creation of things the Supreme In
telligence of the universe did not intend for 
man to hunt for war. If he had intend€d for 
us to hunt for destruction, it would not have 
been creation. If war should come to these 
shores I am sure we could hold our own un~ 
lef;S we give everything we have away to a 
country that has always been looking out for 
their own interest against us. 
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Keep up the good fight and the thinking 

people will not let you down. 
Yours very truly, 

A. T. LAWSON. 

IDAHO STATE GRANGE, 
Nampa, Idaho, May 10, 1941. 

Hon. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I do not pretend to 
represent the sentiment of all the farmers of 
Idaho but believe I do know the sentiment of 
most of them and am sure we are not in 
favor of using our ships as convoys or other 
ways that will eventually get us into that 
terrible conflict on the other side. We are 
not in favor of any measure that will even
tually get us into the catastrophe of other 
nations while we believe we can be of the 
greater benefit to Britain by staying out and 
helping all that is humanly possible in ma
terials and supplies. 

Yours very truly, 
w. W.DEAL, 

Former Master, Idaho State Grange. 

BALTIMORE, MD., May 9, 1941. 
Han. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Please accept my sin
cere congratulations on the wonderful fight 
which you have and are making against the 
convoying of British war materials by Ameri
can ships and American men. 

As a matter of possible interest, I am en
closing a copy of a letter from our good Sen
ator RADCLIFFE, together with a copy of my 
reply . 

I am convinced that the great majority of 
the American people, especially those who will 
have to sacrifice their lives and those who will 
have to pay the bill of the war, are very 
strongly opposed to our entry into this war. 

The prowar papers, the New York Times 
and the Baltimore Sun papers, give much 
spa::e to anything favorable to our entrance 
into this war, but give little space and little 
publicity to favorable information against our 
entrance into this war, probably for fear of 
losing some large advertising contracts, know
ing that the middle class and little fellows do 
not control such contracts. 

How any sane person can favor convoys or 
doing anything that will force us into this 
war, especially after the miserable experience 
the United States had with the World War, is 
beyond me. 

I pray you godspeed in the great fight which 
you and others are making to keep this 
country out of war. 

Very sincerely yours, 
C. W. BODIE. 

BALTIMORE, MD., May 8, 1941. 
Han. GEORGE L. RADCLIFFE, 

United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR RADCLIFFE: I am grateful for 
your letter of April 19, but I regret that I am 
unable to agree with·you, as I do feel that we 
should not enter the war unless or until some 
foreign nation takes hostile action against the 
United States, and then only if such action 
could not be settled by arbitration. Certainly 
we cannot compare fairly Norway, Denmark, 
and Holland with the United States, as con
ditions are so entirely different; furthermore, 
if the United States is properly prepared with 
naval, air, and land forces there is not a 
nation or nations on earth that could con
quer us. 

As previously stated, while my sympathies 
are with England, I have not forgotten the 
last war-the horrors, loss of life, illness, in
sanity, blindness, tuberculosis, widows, and 
orphans, etc., resultin~ from that war, and 
of the utter futility of'"the whole thing. The 
Allies were victorious, and how . did they use 
that victory and the great sacrifices that the 

American people made to gain that victory? 
By starting another war. I can vision one 
making a mistake, but to deliberately make 
that same error again is unpardonable and 
borders on insanity. 

The President was reelected on a no-for
eign-war platform, and the papers have quot
ed him from time to time as saying that he 
would keep us out of this war. October 30, 
1940, at Boston, he was reported to have said: · 
"I have said this before, but I shall say it 
again and again. Your boys are not going to 
be sent into any foreign wars; they are going 
into training to form a force so strong that 
by its very existence it will keep the threat 
of war away from our shores." When the 
so-called lease-lend bill was debated in the 
Congress and the matter of convoys was un-

. der discussion the President was quoted as 
having stated that "Convoys mean shooting, 
and shooting means war." Furthermore, 80 
percent of the people of the United States 
are reported to be against war, and this is 
why I am so strongly opposed to convoying 
ships with war materials for Britain with 
American ships and with American men, for 
if we do I feel certain that it will mean war. 

Apparently some people of the United States 
want the United States to act as policeman 
for all the so-called democracies. In that 
event, if two of the South American democra
cies should start a war between themselves, 
just which democracy would the United States . 
defend? In view of our World War experi
ence, I still favor the advice of Washington 
and Jefferson-keep away from foreign en
tanglements. 

Yours very truly, 
C. W. BoDIE. 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
washington, D. C., April 19, 1941. 

Mr. C. W. BODIE, 
Baltimore, Md. 

DEAR MR. BoDIE: Like you, I am 100 percent 
for preparedness and defense, and, like you, 
I want to do everything in reason to avoid 
war consistent with our safety and self
respect. 

Should Hitler succeed in overcoming Great 
Britain, do you feel that the question as to 
whether or not he took hostile action against 
us would be dependent upon some special act 
which he might commit? Judging from what 
happened in Norway, Denmark, and Holland, 
the answer wou!d have to be in the negative. 

I was very glad to get your very thoughtful 
letter of the 11th. 

Sincerely yours, 
GEORGE L. RADCLIFFE. 

[From the Baltimore Sun of May 7, 1941] 

MARITIME UNION OPPOSES CONVOYS 

NEw YoRK, May 7.-All branches of the 
National Maritime Union (C. I. 0.), claiming 
to represent 65,000 seamen, have approved a 
resolution opposing American convoys of war 
supplies to England, Joseph Curran, N. M. U. 
president, announced today. 

The resolution said an attack on a convoy 
would put the United States into the war, 
"against the strong desire of an overwhelming 
majority of the American people to stay out 
of it." 

It further stated that convoys were used 
"to safeguard the interests and tremendous 
war profits of shipowners at the risk of sea
men's lives." 

BLOOMFIELD NURSES REGISTRY, 
BLOOMFIELD BLOOD DONOR BUREAU, 

Bloomfield, N. J., May 12, 1941. 
Senator C. W. TOBEY, 

Washingtcm, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Our group Qn this 

date-Hospital Day-writes to ask that all be 
done which is possible to keep this country 
free of another war. We, as nurses, come in 
contact with one of the World War's after-

maths. The poor devils in hospitals, shell
shocked and all forms of mental conditions. 
Why fill more facilities in a few years which 
convoys will certainly do? 

We have sent letters to our Representatives 
in Washington, also the President, hoping it 
may reach him. Knowing you are not in favor 
o:t: convoys, we send these lines expressing our 
feelings. 

Good luck to you and all who "see the 
light." 

Sincerely, 
L. C. GIRVAN. 

CINCINNATI, OHIO, May 12, 1941, 
Sen a tor ToBEY. 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: We Wish to thank 

you for your great efforts in trying to keep 
our country out of this war. We do so hope 
that your bill will pass. Then, and only 
then, can we stay out of the war. 

This bill will be our last fight, I am sure. 
And thanks again for the fine work you are 

doing. 
Very respectfully, 

Mr. and Mrs. J. E. ToBEY. 

CHERRY VALLEY, MASS., May 11, 1941. 
HONOBABLE SENATOR TOBEY: Please keep up 

your good work. I am about to be inducted 
into the service of the United States Army. 
I'm willing to fight for my country, but only 
when I feel there is a just cause. At present I 
don't believe justice will be done to me and 
the thousands of others if we are made to 
fight an English war. 

The majority feel the same as I do, but 
they need men like you, Walsh, and Lind
bergh to make them realize their opinions 
should be given consideration. 

Keep waking them up so they know that 
it's not useless for a little fellow to make 
himself heard and recognized. 

Yours respectfully, 
RoGER H. KANE. 

MEARSFIELD, 
Peterborough, N. H., May 14, 1941. 

Han. CHARLES TOBEY, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR MR TOBEY: This is to assure you of 
the admiration felt by your constituents for 
your courageous stand on the subject of 
convoys, for your determination not to let 
the President :target that he has gone on 
solemn record before this country as opposed 
to convoys and foreign wars. 

I speak as a representative voter and the 
mother of two sons who have enlisted in the 
Naval Reserve to defend this country. 

Very truly yours, 
LAURIE HILLYER ARMSTRONG. 
(Mrs. E. B.) 

GaFFE's SAw & GRIST MILL, 
Bedford, N. H. 

MY DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: May I send you 
my hearty endorsement of your policy against 
convoys to England. I trust the moronic 
steps of those who are in opposition will not· 
discourage the firm stand you have t aken. I 
urge you to hold fast and earnestly hope 
that more may see the necessity of stopping 
this gradual slide toward war. 

Very truly yours, 
CONSTANCE T. WOODBURY. 
(Mrs. George Woodbury.) 

UNITARIAN PARSONAGE, 
Walpole, N.H., May 13, 1941. 

Senator CHARLES TOBEY,· 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: I am very thankful that 
our New Hampshire Senators stand against . 
further involvement in this war. I trust 
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that y.lur convictions are so firmly grounded 
that nothing that may happen in the future 
will weaken or change them. 

Very truly yours, 
· RoBERT M. L. HoLT. 

EAST JAFFREY, N.H., 
May 13, 1941. 

DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: 1 have just read your 
magnificent speech given Sunday on Boston 
Common. 

I could not say the words the way you did, 
but it is exactly the way I think, and am 
very thankful that New Hampshire has you 
to speak for us in this dreadful crisis. This 
European war is none of our business, and we 
must keep our boys at home. No convoys. 

I am sorry not to have written you long 
ago to thank you for sending me the two 
red-hot speeches, re: the lend-lease bill. 
They were sent to me in Florida, w.here I 
spent the winter. 

I am glad Hoover has spoken out at last; 
· it ought to help; and I like Lindbergh and all 

he h.as to say. He is sincare and patriotic. 
Guess I am a "copperhead" too. 

More power to you and the cause I 
Sincerely, 

MARIETTA ANNETT. 

ST. PAUL'S SCHOOL, 
May 13, 1941. 

MY DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: With millions of 
Americans who voted for either Mr. Willkie 
or Mr. Roosevelt last November, I voted for 
"aid short of war for the democracies." When 
I asked you to support the lease-lend legisla
tion I wanted aid short of war. I still want 
aid short of war. No words of mine could 
state my convictions better than Mr. Hoover 
did in his speech on Sunday evening. 

Yours truly, 
EDITH E. R. CONWELL. 
(Mrs. George M. Conwell.) 

CONCORD, N. H. 

MANCHESTER, N.H., 
May 12, 1941. 

DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I Sincerely hope you 
will do all in your power to keep our boys on 
our own Shores. To convoy ships across the 
ocean is asking for war. Please ·don't let this 
happen. 

Mrs. ELLA LANGER, 

UNIVERSITY OF NEW HAMPSHIRE, 
Durham, N. H., May 12, 1941. 

Hon. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR li!IR: I wish to give you my unqualified 
approval of your stand upon the convoy ques
tion. Convoys mean war, and I am firmly 
convinced that it would be a tragic mistake 
for the United States to enter the European 
war. Please keep up the good work. 

I have not been long at the University of 
New Hampshire; my position is a modest one. 
Today I was given the opportunity of signing 
a stateme11t to be submitted to the president 
of the university condemning your position. 
I did not sign, because I could not honestly 
do so. But since this was a negative way of 
supporting you. I thought it behooved me to 
give you more positive support. Hence this 
letter. 

Very truly yours, 
ROBERT B. SEARS, 
Assistant in charge, 

Biological Inshtute Library. 

BARTLETT, N. H., May 13, 1941. 
Hon. CHARLES TOBEY, 

· Washington, D. C. 
HONORABLE SIR: I am very much against 

using our forces to man ships for convoy 
purposes. 

I think it would be better to equip and 
furnish the vessels and let the English fur
n:sh the manpower. 

Yours truly, 
EVERETT W. TEBBETTS, 

Veteran. 

HAMPTON, N. H., May 12, 1941. 
..Hon. CHARLES TOBEY, 

Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SIR: I listened with great interest to 

your fine address on Boston Commons, Moth
er's Day. We are all proud of you and the 
great work yQu are doing to bring the truth 
before the people. We do not want our 
ships used as convoys and we don't want 
war. 

I wish there were more men like you and 
Charles Lindbergh who had courage to speak 
their convictions. 

Very truly, 
Mrs. MARY B. WARBURTON. 

ExETER, N. H., May 13, 1941. 
Hon. CHARLES TOBEY, 

United States Senator 
from New Hampshire, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR: As a very humble citizen 0! 

this old town I am writing you to tell you 
that I am mighty pleased ~ith your attitude 
-in the present deplorable international situ
ation. I admire your stand in regard to 
convoys. 

My father, the late Capt. George N. Julian, 
served 4 years in the Civil War which was, 
without doubt, prolonged by the assistance 
given the Confederacy by the English. 

History will detail to you and anyone else 
who will read, instance after instance where 
the British have done all in their power 
against the United States, especially in the 
Revolution and the War of 18'2. 

I do not believe a leopard can change its 
spots and therefore I see no change in the 
attitude of the British people toward the 
United States except to get all they can from 

. us and then stab us in the back even while 
accepting our gifts. 

I believe the advice of Washington to have 
no foreign entanglements is as applicable to
day as when it was given. 

Therefore I am against any help we may 
give England except what it pays for in the 
way of cold cash. 

I voted for you at your last election and I 
will gladly do the same again. 

Please excuse this letter and consider me 
always your stanch supporter, 

JOHN A. L. JULIAN. 

DEERFIELD, N.H., May 13, 1941. 
CHARLES W. TOBEY, . 

United States Senator, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR: I was much pleased With 
your talk at Boston, Mass., Sunday afternoon. 
I agree with it 100 percent. The people of 
New Hampshire should be proud of you as 
their Senator. I am glad we have a man who 
has the mind and courage to tell the public 
he is for the interest of the United States and 
its people and is using his every effort to 
maintain the principle that was said by 
George Washington, "To keep out of foreign 
troubles.•• 

May God help you to continue, if you win 
or lose in your effort to keep us out of this 
war. 

Very truly yours, 
GEORGE W. DANFORTH. 

NATIONAL OLD AGE PENSIONS, INC., 
Nashua, N.H., May 14, 1941. 

Hon. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: I wish to express my admiration 
Of the courageous stand that you have taken 

and the work that you are doing in your 
efforts to keep this country from becoming 
actually involved in the European war. 

In these troubled times it takes the kind ·of 
courage that you possess to stand up and 
fight for what one believes in when those 
beliefs happen to be in conflict with those of 
the administration in Washington. I am 
proud that New Hampshire has a man of your 
type to represent it in the Senate of the 
United States. 

Respectfully yours, 
. Mrs. EFFIE T. RUSSELL. 

GoFFSTOWN, N. H., .'lay 13, 1941. 
Hon. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Washington, D . C. 
DEAR MR. ToBEY: I admire you for the stand 

you are taking on the question of convoys. 
I wish to go on record as being opposed to 

the use of our United States Navy for con
voying ships to Britain, believing that it 
would automatically involve the United 
States in this war. 

I feel we can contribute more to the aid 
of Britain if we refrain from any act that 
would lay ourselves open to attack. 

Very truly yours, 
Mrs. FLORA L. BLAISDELL. 

MANCHESTER, N. H., May 12, 1941. 
Hen. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
HoNORABLE SIR: We appreciate your speech 

in Boston, Mass., on Sunday, May 11. 
We thank you for your opposition to con

voy and foreign wars. 
Very truly yours, 

THEODORE GRIMARD. 

PORTSMOUTH, N.H., May 13, 1941. 
Hon. CHARLES TOBEY. 

DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I was delighted to 
read in the Boston Post on Monday, the 
reaction your Sunday speech on the Boston 
Common made upon the public. 

You did a good job, and I only wish you 
could do it in othe.· places. Anyway, the 
President changed his program. I sent him 
my protest today about using convoys; I also 
sent Senator GEORGE my protest. In both 
letters, I asked that the people be allowed to 
vote on the question of war. 

Now that the President has postponed his 
speech it will give the people more time to 
think it over, talk it over, and write more 
lett ers, now that you have got them aroused. 

Boston was just the place to start from. I 
hope you will either repeat your speech 1n 
the same place, or select another equally good 
city. 

I wish that I coUld help. What can one do 
now? 

You are to be congratulated for your cour
age. 

Of course, I am asking everyone I meet to 
write to the President and our Senators. 

Is there anything else we can do? You 
have my support. Thanks for your letter and 
copy of speech on radio. 

Very sincerely, 
Mrs. LOUIS H. ALLEN. 

BARTLE'.I'l', N.H., May 14, 1941 . 
Senator CHARLES W. ToBEY: 

Drive the British out of Washington. Stop 
the convoys, also foreign wars. More power 
to you. 

J. F. CHADBOURNE. 

CoNCORD, N. H ., May 14, 1941. 
Hon. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

Un-ited States Senate, Washington, D . C. 
DEAR SIR: I know you are flooded with 

messages of congratulations from all parts 
of our great land for ,the position you have 
taken on the issue of convoy. May the faith 
we have in your righteousness make more 
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might in your fight for us against convoying 
.;hips in European waters. There is no doubt 
1n my mind, as also in the minds of a great 
many others in this beautiful city of Con
cord, but we are heading for an undeclared 
war against the Axis Powers if this convoy 
which has partially started is continued. 

The Neutrality Act was passed to keep our 
ships out of the war zone-let us see to it 
that we abide by this act. 

Kindly accept my encouragement and 
gratitude for the good work you are doing 
and the firm stand you have taken on this 
question of convoy. 

Sincerely yours, 
AUSTIN B. PRESBY, 

P. S.-Would it be possible to receive a copy 
of an extract from the CoNGRESSIONAL 
RECORD of your speech of April 18, 1941. 
A.B. P. 

DERRY, N. H ., May 12, 1941. 
DEAR Sm: I, as a citizen of New Hampshire, 

want to urge you to keep up your fight 
against our convoying and getting into war. 

While I do not approve of Hitler's policy, 
I feel that we are all partly responsible for 
making these conditions possible by the 
treatment Germany received after the last 
war. 

I would also like to urge you that in the 
future our policy be one of cooperation with 
all nations, a policy of service instead of 
only thinking of our own interest. As long 
as we are fighting wars we will never have 

' peace. I would like to see a union of world 
nations, where trade, etc., can be justly dis
tributed to all nations. 

In peacetime we claim we cannot have 
foreign entanglements, but yet in war we 
want foreign entanglements. 

I congratulate you and others who are 
striving for peace, and I think as a sup
posedly Christian nation, we should try to 
be Christian in our actions. 

Yours truly, 
HERBERT CHASE. 

HAMMOND, IND., May 11, 1941. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I was born in the 

hills of Kentucky, where we were taught 
Amer:.•ca first during our cradle days. I have 
always stuck to that patriotism. When I 
was 17 years of 'lge I enlisted in the United 
States Navy, a.nd 1:eceived my honorable dis
charge after 4 years' se:r.vice. I stand ready to 
give my life for America, but refuse to give 
one drop of my blood because of a few per
sonalities or over-night spring-ups of Euro
pean "isms." 

I am afraid for America's sake of an offen
sive, offending policy which makes enemies of 
the world except one power. If we go into 
this war, we go a divided people, unless we 
have more reason to fight than imperialism 
and the hate of a few personalities. All 
America would unite 100 percent if the cause 
were just and if it really meant America. 
But why tell you this; you understand. 

I do offer a prayer that Almighty God con
tinue to give you courage. Some day you 
shall be rewarded. The American people are 
not masses of fools. Thank Heaven, some 
still read and think instead of believing. 

I would suggest that we have a warmonger 
in the crow's-nest of every convoy or troop
transport ship which sails for England, 
Africa, and other foreign lands. If they can 
so selfishly make the policies against the 
people's will, let them get a taste of a fool
ishly created !1ell instead of dwelling in 
our Capital's heaven. 

WM. R. ADAMS. 
This article written by me was published 

recently in our local paper: 
THIS BEAUTIFUL FIGHT 

Yes; we are about ready to begin, and 
what a build-up. We have been primed, mis
led, and betrayed. We first have cash and 

carry; no ships to war zones; no loans; and 
build up this country's defenses from money 
received by se111ng our antiquated planes, 
ships, etc. Never, a thousand times never, 
an expeditionary force to be bombed from 
the heavens and torpedoed from hell while 
they helplessly do nothing but die. 

On we went; a few more kings were driven 
from jewel-studded thrones built from sweat
ing brows of half-starved, badly mistreated 
peasants; then we promised more aid. 

Later, after ample propaganda and ap
peals from kings with red-headed female 
companions and gold-lined dance halls, we 
softened. Our policy became "Come and get 
it; pay later or never, as you have always 
done. Our newest public opinion is in our 
favor." How sweet the sound. What chance 
did public opinion have when the least dared 
opposition was muffled out with cries of 
"Traitor, coward, appeaser" and other con
demning terms. 

Now it's wide open. Convoys, war, any
thing, no more short-of-war phrases. We 
must preserve the lords, the kings, and queens 
against whose ancestors the stalwart pioneers 
of thi~ country valiantly fought to protect 
a land where taxes would go for the better
ment of common people rather than to fat, 
false politicians, nobles, and lords for cham
pagne, 25-cent cigars, and corrupt parties. 
· Soon, my friends, it will be expeditionary 

forces, total war with nothing to gain but 
broken homes, more taxes for the continua
tion of the "ritzy" lives of nobles who spread 
coats for the ladies to walk upon while the 
poor go naked and starve. 

What will we fight for? How silly. Yes; 
we real Americans would all fight for Amer
ica, what America really stands for, but not 
for the upper crust who always push from 
behind but never pull when it comes to 
battle, who always give those who are sin
cere, patriotic, honest, and productive a new 
false deal instead of a new honest one. 

Yes; we will fight, fight for this land for 
which our fathers bled and for those funda
mental principles of a government by, for, 
and of the people. We must protest against 
a government by, for, and of the government. 
Let's fortify this hemisphere and deport on 
the next boat with a lend, lease, and please 
lose, shipping bill those who would betray 
the majority of the common, productive, hon
est, and brave Americans who really love 
America and who do not want America to 
fight because of a few personalities or be
cause there might be a little trade competi
tion for the millionaire exchangers and busi
nessmen. 

Yes; we are about there; but wait a minute. 
There is a low rumbling sound which our 
all-assuming politicians do not hear. Amer
ica is still America and the people cannot 
be fooled all the time. Our fathers and we 

·fought for this land time and time again, 
while a few gathered a bloody harvest after 
giving the fighters and producers a "forget-it 
pill." But this time we warn, we are not 
appeasers; therefore, we asked to be con
sulted, not driven by false propaganda. Our 
flag-waving, band-beating arteries are clogged 
until we know what we fight for and where. 
We agree to fight here only, and only for 
those principles for which we thought we had 
always fought--common, plain, old Ameri
can principles of freedom, justice, equality, 
with no upper crust and interest fixers as 
our cowardly and selfish leaders. Give us 
those principles in this country, and the end 
of time will find us fighting. Otherwise, I 
suppose we might have to fight for awhile 
half-heartedly, but beware betrayers who 
would clip the principles whi~ serve as the 
foundation of this country and cry "patriot
ism" to detract our attention from the scars. 

WILLIAM R. ADAMS. 

ScAPPOOSE, OREG., May 11, 1941. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I should be a very 

stupid American if I failed to write to you in 

acknowledgment of your honest and healthy 
efforts to keep this Republic from being sent 
out by men who should be tested for their 
sanity to police the world. My views and 
those of dozens of my friends coincide ex
actly with your own in every way, and I urge 
you please to keep up the fight, for somehow 
those deceivers in high places must be kept 
from always getting their way, at the expense 
or our people, when an honest look on the 
inside of any base hospital in the land would · 
give the answer to all the questiorts. 

P.lease do not hesitate to let me know if 
there is anything, anything at all that I can 
do toward our keeping this Nation from fall
ing to pieces, just to please England. I am 
tired of all the insults, the supersuperiority . 
of the British over us, and the sell-out. It is 
decent and commonsense, dear Senator 
ToBEY, and I also speak with knowledge, 
since for 10 years I have lived in Europe 
and traveled in Asia, and I am in command 
of the facts as regards the attitudes of other 
nations toward our own, for our meddling. 
Let Britain handle her own affairs without 
dragging us to the level of peasants because 
of her jealousies. 

Sincere and honest regards, 
loNE DUNN. 

MIDDLEBURY, VT., May 13, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES TOBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I want to thank you 

for carrying on the fight against war and 
dictatorship in the United States, and add 
my voice to that great chorus of voices which 
is being raised against the war policy of the 
Roosevelt government today. I want you to 
know that you have my support in your 
courageous battle. I know many other 
people who hold with you, but who, unfor
tunately, are so frightened by Roosevelt prop
aganda and the veiled threats of local dic
tators-in-embryo that they do not dare to 
express themselves openly. 

Your speech over WQXR. at the Congress 
of the People in New York, was, I am con
vinced, a history-making episode in the 
course of American political events. I could 
not have been · more thrilled if I had been 
listening to the voice of Patrick Henry, or 
some other great American patriot. Let us 
hope that there can be an ever-increasing 
number of such forums as that held in New 
York by the Congress of the People. Such 
forums put the fear of God into the war
mongers, for when they listen to the radio 
they cannot help hearing the ominous roar 
of public wrath and indignation. 

It is no attempt of mine to exaggerate 
when I say that people in Middlebury are 
dissatisfied and discontented, not to men
tion frightened, by the course of the Gov
ernment. Men of my age-military age-are 
without exception disgruntled at the prospect 
of being pushed into a conflict which we all 
regard as an almost certain eventuality due 
to the corruption of the Roosevelt regime. A 
brilliant young medical doctor-one of the 
best in the town-a young master carpenter, 
mechanics, students, college professors ~of 
military age) , all of us are sullen about the 
conduct of the Government. I do not think 
I exaggerate when I say that if we get into 
the war in a big way, sending navies, men 
and equipment, that there will be created a 
situation favorable to revolution following 
or during the war. Thanks to yourself &.no a 
number of other prominent and patrio ~ic 
American statesmen, and also men in priVitte 
life, the public is not fooled about this war. 
Some are deceived, to be sure, but not the ma
jority. The lies of President Roosevelt and 
his henchmen .have been too numerous, and 
have been exposed too frequently, for the 
people to forget. If Roosevelt takes us into 
a war he will complete the chasm which is 
growing deeper every day between the Gov
ernment and the people. 

• 
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We read about a plan to present you with a 
yellow umbrella. We know that you can 
carry that off in your stride. However, my 
wife suggested something which might help 
you to lighten the burden a little. She pro
posed that you invite Lord Halifax to be at 
the reception party when the delegation of 
New Hampshire citizens arrives at Washing
ton, Halifax having had plenty of experience 
in handling appeasement umbrellas. 

More power to you. 
Sincerely, 

PAUL T. COLLINS. 

SOUTH RIVER PUBLIC SCHOOLS, 
South River, N. J., May 12, 1941. 

Senator CHARLES W. ToBEY, 
Senate Office Building, Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: Thank God for 
such men as you, who will fight to make the 
voice of the common American heard. I 
heard your address from Boston today, and 
you are voicing the will and feelings of mil
lions of Americans who are by force of cir
cumstances kept quiet on the side lines. I 
have a son in the United States Marine Corps 
whom his mother and I were happy and proud 
to see enlist in the service of his country for 
its defense. He is an honor graduate of Dart
mouth College and prepared to enter a worthy 
professio!fal career. He has foregone this for 
the moment, we hope, to serve his country; 
-but if the President and his cohorts have 
their way, I am sure he will be one of millions 
struggling on foreign soil for another mythi· 
cal prize. He is now sorry he joined the 
United States forces and feels he _has been 
duped. 

Please do all you can to prevent the passage 
of the convoy bill, which will inevitably 
plunge us into war. The President seems to 
have no hesitancy a:bout throwing his prom
ises to the wind. He has done it often before 
and we helpless Americans can do nothing 
about it. We must depend upon you Sena
tors and Representatives to stop him in his 
determination to thrust us into this awful 
holocaust. Keep fighting; the common folks, 
the mothers and fathers of America, are with 
you. · 

I have contacted my own Senators and 
Congressman. What else can I do? 

Sincerely and respectfully, 
LESTER A. RODES. 

CoNCORD, N. H., May 12, 1941. 
Senator CHARLES TOBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I am very glad that 

you are doing all you can to keep the United 
States from convoying the supplies sent to 
Britain and hope that you will continue to 
keep up your activity in this direction. 

Sincerely, 
ELIZABETH C. KELLEY, 

THE LESSON OF THE YEARS 
The years have taught me many things 

But none so sure as this: 
That shelter, solace, joy, and strength 

Are always where God is. 
So now when hope and courage fail, 

And only fear is strong, 
My heart will sing as in the past 

An unforgotten song. 

God is my refuge and my strength 
I wlll not be afraid, · 

And though the night be wild and dark 
I'll meet it undismayed. 

BELMONT, MASS. 
MY DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: May God bless 

you and your work, and it will be my con
tinued prayer that you will be given the 
health to carry on and the grace of wisdom 
to see and speak the truth as you are now 
doing so nobly. 

May God's blessing be yours. 
Cordially in Christ, 

Rev. ARTHUR B. KIMBALL, 

NEW YoRK, N.Y., May 9, 1941. 
Han. CHARLES W. ToBEY, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Sm: I am one of that vast majority of 

Americans who detest and abhor Hitler and 
nazi-ism; who are even sympathetic to 
Britain in her hour of retribution; but who 
cannot and will not swallow the lying defini
tion of "defense for America" which a per
fidious administration and government, in 
concert with other self-seeking warmongers, 
is attempting to ram down the throats of the 
American people. 

When our double-talking President--prom
ising to keep us out of war, all the while 
consciously leading us into it--says that we 
in America are ready to fight and to die to 
defend America, to defend our way of life, 
to defend democracy and the four freedoms
which, by the way, we are yet to achieve--he 
is right. But the word "defend" to us Ameri
cans means just that---defend. It does not 
mean the creation of an American empire out 
of the fragments of the crumbling empires 
of Britain, Holland, Belgium, and France. It 
does not mean policing the world. It does 
not mean lording over other nations and 
peoples and telling them what to do o'r how 
to live. 

We Americans are no cowards; we are no 
weaklings; and we have the calm conviction 
that we are Invincible in our own back yard, 
where we belong. There need be no con
templation of any regret if history shall prove 
us to be wrong in this conviction, for if that 
happens, then America and Americans will 
not have been worth saving. 

We want no convoys, no naval action, no 
subterfuges, nothing-absolutely no part of 
this recurrent European slaughter. 

Yours truly, 
JAY H. BEST. · 

NEWBERG, 0REG, May 12, 1941. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: It is encouraging 

that a Senator from the sovereign State of 
New Hampshire is opposed to the high
handed intrigue that prevails in Washington 
at this time. I am a direct descendant of the 
mustrious patriot that was a "signer" and 
also the first Governor of New Hampshire. If 
the patriots of that period were here and 
could see what is being done today, they 
would wonder whether we were deserving of 
independence from the British Crown. 

From the information we receive via radio 
and news sources, our country is rapidly 
forging toward war. The average citizen does 
not want war. We do want adequate defense, 
but here. We are opposed to convoying Brit
ish or any other vessels. We have no right to 
send our boys to foreign shores. When we do 
that we have surrendered to British plutoc
racy as surely as if Washington had been de
feated at Yorktown. Our community is made 
up of thrifty people that are just barely get
ting by-good, honest, hard-working, devout 
people. War taxation, in any case, will cause 
the loss of many homes and farms to mort
gage foreclosures. If, in addition to that, our 
manpower, our workers, are slaughtered 
needlessly, what can be ahead? Use your in
fiuence to vote against war. 

Very truly, 
Mrs. S. A. BRISTOL, born Bartlett. 

, PHILADELPHIA, PA.; May 12, 1941. 
Han. CHARLES W. TOBEY, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR TOBEY: I heard your thrill

ing, patriotic address over the radio yester
day afternoon. Frankly, I consider it one of 
the most patriotic utterances made in our 
day. I pronounce it equal to Patrick Henry's 
"Give me liberty or give me death" appeal. 
Alas "them" were the real American days. 

Notwithstanding your undiluted lOO-per
cent Americanism, 'however, attached is a 
mere 2-inch clipping taken from today's. 
Philadelphia Inquirer, which, obviously, 
measures the patriotism of this newspaper 
cqmpared to yours and · all the real red-

blooded Americans ln the United States who 
haven't a chance, pitted against such over
whelming handicap. 

I am also attaching a clipping from the 
editorial page of the Norristown Times Her
ald. This is an obituary on my late father. 
I enclose this primarily to bring to your at
tention the Americanism and the American
istic appeal of my dad, shortly before his 
death. If we must have unity-a united 
America-! believe my father's last appeal on 
earth is the one and only solution. 

Please convey my regards to Senator JIM 
DAVIS, your colleague and my friend and fa
vored Senator from Pennsylvania. Please al~::o 
convey to Congressman BILL DITTER my fer-

. vent regards. I have had the honor of talk
ing from the same platform with BILL, and 
I am sure he favors my ideals-and yours
on what is best for the safety and preserva
tion of America. 

Sincerely yours, 
JOHN J. ALLEVA. 

[From the Philadelphia Inquirer of May 10, 
1941] 

VOTING ON CONVOYS CALLED WAR DECISION 
BosTON, May 11.-Senator CHARLES W. To

BEY (Republican, New Hampshire). told a 
Mother's Day crowd of 3,000 today on Bos
ton Common that he would introduce an 
anticonvoy resolution as an amendment to 
the ship-seizure bill in the Senate this week. 

Asserting he would demand a roll call on 
the amendment, ToBEY said: 

"I measure my words when I say that the 
vote on that anticonvoy amendment will be 
a war vote. It will be a vote to decide 
whether the United States shall enter the 
war or stay out." 

[From the Norristown (Pa.) Times Herald of 
March 11, 1941] 

TOWN TALK 
Casimiro Alleva, who died last week at the 

age of 85, was one of the few remaining 
pioneer Italian emigrants from the Italy 
of the pre-Mussolinian era, who came over to 
and contributed his indelible part toward the 
development of the American community in 
which he lived and labored. 

As a respected local merchant and private 
banker, Mr. Alleva enjoyed the confidence as 
well as the respect of his fellow men. His 
store, at 250 East Main Street, now the site 
of Chatlin's department store, became a sort 
of "oasis" for the immigrants of sunny Italy 
who came to America in great numbers after 
1900. 

Casimiro Alleva was one of the founders 
and president for the first 25 years of the 
Mutua Soccorso Society, now the Mutual 
Benefit Association, the first !tala-Ameri
can society in Norristown. Migrating to 
America in the late nineties, when Italians 
were pioneer-strangers in a friendly land 
of opportunity discovered by their immortal 
compatriot, Columbus-he strove to plant 
the germ of Americanism in the hearts of 
those of his fellow countrymen who followed 
him in migrating to this beloved land of 
democracy and promise. 

As president of the first American society 
of Italian extraction aforesaid, he was the 
first emigrant to unfurl the tricolor of his 
native Italy alongside the beloved Stars and 
Stripes of his adopted America. The occa
sion was the first local commemorative Co
lumbus Day parade--the Yankee Doodle 
march of the Italo-American fathers of their 
proud American sons of today. 

Italian emigrant Casimiro Alleva's heart 
was truly Americanized, although his tongue 
was never completely Anglicized. 

He was the first, if not perhaps the only, 
foreigner in Montgomery County ever ad
mitted to full American citizenship by ex
amination through an interpreter. At that 
time (1907) character was the chief qualifica
tion for admission to American citizenship, 
rather than ability to speak English; and 
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our county judges at that time (Judges 
Swartz, Wiend, and Miller) promptly wel
comed Mr. Alleva as an American. 

As evidence of his soulful Americanism, 
his son John quotes Casimiro Alleva as hav
ing expressed only recently the opinion that 
"the President of the United States should 
call a conference of tried and true outstand
ing Americans of every racial extraction com
prising these United States for their collec
tive opinion as to what should be our for
eign policy." This, the elder Alleva believed, 
would produce in these troubled times the 
common-sense, practical, harmonious unity 
every American so soulfully hopes for and 
craves, "that 100-percent unity so vital for 
the safety and preservation of America." 

Casimiro Alleva's pet expressions were: 
"Racial sentiment is not incompatible with 
100-percent Americanism"; and, "Let our 
hearts be Americanized while time Angli
cizes our foreign tongues." He breathed, 
loved, and preached Americanism until his 
last conscious day on earth. 

NEW YORK, May 8, 1941. 
The Honorable HENRY L. STIMSON, 

Secretary of War, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR HARRY: You and I have been 

friends for many years. And, though our 
ways have parted since the old days, I 
have always thought of you as an able, 
honorable, and patriotic man. Yet, as I lis
tened to the measured sentences of your 
broadcast Tut>sday night, I confess that I 
was shocked and deeply distressed. And I 
will tell you some of the reasons why. 

1. Your broadcast began with a complaint 
against those who say you are trying to get 
America into war, who say you are a war
monger. Then you proceeded to call for 
convoying, which the President says will 
necessarily mean war. And you ended up 
with an exhortation to the youth of Amer
ica to be ready to die in a war with Ger
many, which you virtually declared to be 
an accomplished fact-though Congress has 
never declared war. 

2. You did not hesitate to base your plea 
for convoying on the incorrect allegation 
that American supplies cannot be delivered 
in sufficient quantity to Britain on account 
of the German U-boat blockade. On Wed
nesday, the day after your broadcast, Ad
miral Land, Chairman of the Maritime Com
mission, reported that, out of the hundreds 
of vessels that have cleared from American 
ports, only 8 have been sunk since the 
beginning of the year. He also reported 
that only 158 vessels, clearing from all ports 
of the world, have been sunk in 1941. 

Harry, was that information available to 
you before your broadcast? If it was, you 
owe an expianation and, I think, an apology 
to every citizen of this country. 

Why didn't you ask for convoying ·and 
war last summer, when Britain, as now, was 
calling on us for more planes and ~uni
tions, and when, according to your testi
mony before the House Military Affairs Com
mitt ee, she was in such a desperate condi
tion that her collapse and the seizure of 
her navy by Germany was possible at any 
moment? 

On July 31, you appeared before that 
committee and, after stating that we could 
no longer rely on our Navy and the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans for defense, you said: 

"You, gentlemen, are the trustees of the 
security of the United States." 

"A prudent trustee must take into con
sideration the possibility that in another 30 
days Great Britain herself may be conquered 
and her shipyards pass under German con
trol." 

A few days later Secretary of the Navy Knox 
made a similar sta. tement before the same 
committee, though he extended the period of 
possible collapse from 30 to 60 days. 

Nevertheless, in the entire period between 
these prognostications and November 5, when 
the people went to the polls and reelected 
Mr. Roosevelt on his clear, categorical, and 
unconditiomil pledges of peace, neither you 
nor the President, nor any man in the admin
istration said a mumbling word in favor of 
convoys or any act by our Government that 
might involve us in war. And invariably all 
proposals to help Britain were coupled with 
the promise that, whatever happened, you 
people in Washington would do nothing that 
might result in war. 

On October 30, at Boston, President Roose
velt told 22,000 cheering men and women: 

"And while I am talking to you, fathers 
and mothers, I give you one more assurance. 
I have said this before, but I shall say it 
aga.ln and again and again: Your boys are not 
going to be sent into any foreign wars." 

On many platforms he pledged no "inter
vention in foreign disputes," no "army, naval, 
or air forces to fight in foreign lands outside 
the Americas except in case of attack." 

Now, since on Tuesday night, as Secretary 
of War, you said the things the President has 
not dared to say for himself, I ask you this 
question: What are the hidden forces, who 
are the people with a vested interest in war, 
what are the mysterious, unspoken considera
tions that, after the ballots were counted, so 
suddenly switched Mr. Roosevelt from the 
path of peace to the highroad of war? 

Sincerely yours, 
AMOS PINCHOT. 

[From the Huron News, Bad Axe, Mich.] 
OPINION 

(By C. C. S.) 
Democracy is a noble word. It means a 

government that derives its powers from the 
consent of the governed. 

The American Colonies went to war more 
than 150 years ago to achieve that kind of 
a government. Abo··t a quarter of a century 
ago the United States of America crossed 
3,000 miles of ocean to make the world safe 
for democracy. 

Again we are confronted with the proba
bility of going to war to preserve democracy 
in the world. The last war for democracy 
cost our country 75,000 lives and more than 
$25,000,000,000. The present struggle will 
cost much more money and many more 
lives--if we engage in the fighting. 

Is democracy a precious thing only when 
we are called on to fight for it? The United 
States refused to join the League of Nations 
because it might involve us in foreign con
troversies, but every time a row breaks out 
in Europe our Government jumps in with 
both feet. 

Is it trw! that our Government would 
much prefer to fight to preserve democracy 
than to work and mediate to make it safe? 
If this country had been as interested in 
keeping the world safe for democracy as it is 
to fight for it, the present war could have 
been avoided. 

Let us not forget that Germany had a de
mocracy after the World War. The Treaty 
of Versailles reduced Germany to a vassal 
state at the insistence of England and 
France, overruling President Wilson, who had 
promised Germany a peace with no annexa
tions. Germany lost her colonies and one
seventh of her European territory. 

It is the consensus of . opinion among 
British statesmen and Woodrow Wilson that 
the treaty was unjm;t and should be revised. 
But what did these nations, who now prate 
about democracy, do to .-:encourage and pre
serve the :youthful democracy in Germany? 

Germany was bankrupt; its middle class 
had been wiped out through in'fiation; un
employment and hunger were widespread, 
bringing suffering, discontent, revolution, and 
thousands of suicides. 

Then was the time for England, France, 
and America to talk about saving democracy 

when it would not have meant war. The 
German Government had at last · been 
snatched from the war lords by the people 
of Germany. That was the real victory of 
the World War. The democracy of Ger
many should have meant a mutual bond of 
friendship between the people of Germany 
and the people of the other democracies. 

But what happened? France, in particular, 
was as suspicious of the German people as 
they had been of the Prussian war leaders. 
England could not quite bring herself to 
recognize the German Republic as an equal 
in Europe, and the United States tossed them 
a few crumbs of bread and forgot the promise 
of the American President; forgot that the 
World War had accomplished more than they 
had expected-that Germany had really 
joined the family of the democracies . . 

These champions of democracy waited un
til distress and despair had destroyed de
mocracy in Germany, until desperation had 
driven the German people to accept most 
any scheme that might lead them out o..f an 
apparently hopeless situation. 

So a new democracy was born and died 
while England, France, and the United States 
looked on. Instead of extending the hand of 
friendship they turned their backs in dis
trust-waiting until it was time to fight an
other war for democracy. 

A little faith and human kindness shown 
the people's government of Germany in 1923 
and the years following; a little of this great 
love for democracy put in action then would 
have preserved the new democracy and made 
another friend for our form of government. 

The democracies bungled an excellent op
portunity then to establish friendship with 
a people who now are again seeking to gain 
by force what negotiation and peace failed 
to bring them-"a place in the sun." 

Lord Lothian, England's Ambassador to the 
United States who recently died in Washing
ton, said in 1937, "On the principle that any 
government that fails to remedy the serious 
grievances of its people in time must face 
revolution at home. I think it is true in in
ternational affairs that, unless a situation 
which causes a deep sense of injustice, re
sentment, and grievance can be remedied by 
agreement, it will inevitably be remedied by 
unilateral action, or in the last resort by 
power diplomacy or war. There is no use in 
talking about the sanctity of treaties unless 
they are just treaties. 

"Is there any doubt that if we put our
selves in the position of the Germans, leav
ing entirely out of account the existence of 
the Nazi regime, we should feel bitterly that 
we had been unjustly and badly treated 
ever since 1918, that we had just claims 
against the rest of the world, and that if we 
could not get our just rights by agreement 
we were entitled to take them back by force 
if we could do so? 

"I think the present regime in Germany 
has been created by the policy of her neigh
bors, and mainly by the policy of keeping 
Germany down and 'encircled' which h as 
been relentlessly pursued by France since 
1920. But when I say French policy, I do 
not mean to hold France alone responsible 
for that policy, because I think the United 
States and Great Britain are ·equally respon
sible." 

That, my gentle readers, is quite a mouth
ful for one of the leaders of England during 
recent years. And it gives us somet~ing to 
think about besides the propaganda that is 
being spread abroad in the land to the effect 
that the Allies are all right and the Axis all 
wrong. 

[From the Washington Daily News of 
May 7, 1941] 

IT MEANS WAR 
President Roosevelt said convoys mean 

shooting and shooting means war. 
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His Secretary of War Stimson declares for 

convoys-now. The Constitution of the 
United States says, "The Congress shall have 
power to declare war, grant letters of marque 
and reprisal, and make rules concerning cap
tures on land and water." 

Obviously, therefore, since the issue of war 
has been laid down by the Secretary of War, 
it should go to Congress which, under the 
Constitution, has the final responsibility and 
is under constitutional mandate to say yes 
or no. 

The decision will be the most important 
since the one made by Congress on April 6, 
1917. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, : de
sire to make a simple observation in view 
of the statement made by the Senator 
from New Hampshire that it had "played 
up" in advance by the spokesmen of the 
President that last night he intended to 
take a definite stand in behalf of convoys. 

I do not think the Senator from New 
Hampshire has a right to draw any such 
inference as that. I do not believe any
body who "played up" the fact that the 
President was going to speak last night 
had any authority either to speak for 
him as to what he was going to say or to 
conjecture as to what he was going to 
say; neither do I believe the President 
canceled his speech last night because of 
any letters he had received. 

I simply wanted to state that I do not 
believe anybody had the right even to 
guess about what the President was going 
to say if he had spoken last night, and 
it is not fair to the President to intimate 
that he canceled his speech simply be
cause he had received some letters. 

I merely wished to make that state
ment for the REcoRD. 

Mr. TOBEY. In reply to the distin
guished majority leader, my authority 
for that statement-and he who runs 
may read always-lies in the fact that 
the remarks and addresses made by the 
Cabinet members of the same President, 
notably, Secretary of the Navy Knox, 
Secretary of Agriculture Wickard-! 
think Secretary of the Interior Harold 
Ickes is included in the lot-and, in addi
tion to that, Secretary of War Stimson, 
if I am able to judge the English lan
guage, breathed the spirit of war and 
convoys, and culminated in the most 
terrible example exhibited today, in the 
.statement of Secretary of the Navy Knox 
that American manhood is committed to 
carry on a war to save England. He 
never had authority for such a state
ment, and I challenge it now. Those 
statements, or a large part of them, 
breathed a spirit of getting into the war 
all over-convoys, men, and everything 
else-and the American people are op
posed to it, beyond peradventure, by a 
tremendous majority. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Sen
ator fram Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] on 
behalf of himself and the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
when I concluded my statement yester
day afternoon regarding the pending 
amendment r left one phase of the mat
ter open in contemplation of the receipt 
of official information from the Depart
ment of State. I refer to the fact that 
it has been generally understood that 

the Government of Chile undertook a 
few months ago to seize certain alien 
ships interned in her harbors, and was 
prevented from their use under the 
Chilean :flag by a British refusal to guar
antee their safe conduct at sea under 
Chilean sovereignty. I stated last night 
that for 2 or 3 weeks I had sought au
thentic information on the subject with
out avail. I stated that I sought it from 
many witnesses before the Committee 
on Commerce without avail. 

Day before yesterday the comrrtittee 
authorized a letter to be sent to the State 
Department with a request for authentic 
information. The reply has arrived this 
morning. It is addressed to the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. BAILEY]. I 
read it: 

The receipt is acknowledged of your letter 
of May 12, 1941, concerning the bill to au
thorize the acquisition by the United States 
of foreign merchant vessels (Ii. R. 4466) and 
requesting information regarding the follow
ing two questions: 

1. What was the basis of the British com
plaint against the transfer of German ships 
to the Chilean flag under the general formula 
which is contemplated by this b!ll? 

2. In what respect does this formula col
lide with the pan-American agreement which 
was made here in the Pan American Union 
within the last 3 or 4 weeks on this specific 
subject? 

With reference to the first question, in
sofar as the Department is advised, no Ger
man ships were taken over by the Chilean 
Government under the general formula 
which is c-.ntemplated by H. R. 4466. 

Concerning the second question, the De
partment is of the view that the provisions 
of H. R. 4466 are not in conflict with the 
resolution adopted on April 26, 1941, by the 
Inter-American Fin:mcial and Economic Ad
visory Committee. 

Sincerely yours, 
CORDELL HULL. 

Mr. President, let me take the first 
question and the first answer. The dis
tinguished Secretary of State is unques
tionably literally correct in replying that 
"insofar as the Department is advised, 
no German ships were taken over by the 
Chilean Government." I finally discov
ered this morning that they were Danish 
ships, not German ships. But I . very 
much regret that, in the spirit of comity 
under which the inquiry was sincerely 
addressed to the State Department, in 
an earnest effort to substitute authentic 
facts for mere conjecture, the Depart
ment has not seen fit to go beyond the 
text of the question and to accept the 
inquiry in the spirit in which it was sub
mitted, and to give us the information 
which was obviously sought, and which 
ought to be available. 

I have had only an hour or two since 
the receipt of the letter from the State 
Department. Manifestly I cannot speak 
by the book, because official sources of 
information seem to be entirely closed. 
They have been closed for 3 weeks, and 
they are still closed this morning. But 
I assert, first, on the basis of a news dis
patch--

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, will the Sen
ator yield before proceeding further? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 
Mr. LEE. Does the Senator imply a 

criticism of the State Department for 
not answering a question which was not 
asked? The Senator asked, as I under-

stood, how many German ships were 
taken, and the Senator is now unhappy 
because the State Department did not 
tell him something about certain Danish 
ships which were taken? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
the Senator can be as literal as he pleases 
in his effort to evade the point I am sub
mitting. A representative of the State 
Department appeared before our com
mittee for at least 2 hours, probably in 
the absence of the Senator, who is a 
member of the committee, and the rep
resentative of the State Department--

Mr. LEE. If the Senator will yield
the Senator from Oklahoma was present. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am sorry. I as
sumed he was not, or he would have 
known what I am about to say, which 
bears upon the answer. 

Mr. LEE. But the Senator seems dis
turbed because the State Department did 
not understand what he wanted. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I will answer the 
question. The representative of the 
State Department was quizzed for a con
siderable period about this general infor
mation that there was some sort of a 
seizure in Chile concerning which we 
wanted information for whatever bearing 
it might have upon the general situation. 
The general information we had was 
that the seizure was of German ships. 
Apparently the seizure was of Danish 
ships. I am merely expressing my regret 
that the State Department, knowing the 
generally sincere purpose of the inquiry, 
knowing that it had to be a general quest 
for information concerning which we 
had no definite facts-! am merely ex
pressing regret that the Department did 
not receive the inquiry in the obvious 
spirit in which it was submitted, and give 
us the information regarding ship 
seizures. 

Mr. President, I now return to my 
statement. On the basis of dispatclaes 
carried in all of the regular news associa
tions of the country, on February 16, 
three Danish vessels which were interned 
in Chilean harbors were seized by the 
Chilean Government, under a deere 
which took them over as public utilities 
for the duration of the wat, for the pur
pose of operating them in the Chilean 
trade. 

My next statement is based upon the 
best available information I can secure 
this morning from those in Washington 
who should know authentically what 
happens 1n Chile. In any event, the ships 
are still interned in Chilean harbors, and 
the best information I can procure, hav
ing failed to gain it officially, is that they 
are still interned, because the British 
Government checkmated the efforts of 
the Chilean Government to obtain insur
ance on the ships, and because the Brit
ish Government declined to guarantee 
that the f'hips, when once at sea, would 
not be seized, be~ause the British Gov
ernment would not recognize the right of 
a neutral to immunize a confiscated ship 
against capture by the British Govern
ment at sea. 

I hope that statement is correct. It is 
as nearly correct as I can make it. I 
repeat my regret that the facts are not 
specifically authenticated by the State 
Department's letter, 
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Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield. 
Mr. CONNALLY. In this particular 

case, was title taken and compensation 
paid, or were the ships merely seized? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I am unable to 
say. ' 

Mr. CONNALLY. Of course, that 
would be a very important factor, be
cause if the ships were merely seized, they 
would still be Danish property, whereas if 
they were taken over under condemna
tion and compensation paid, they would 
cease to be Danish property. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The statement 
in the newspapers was that there was to 
be full compensation in some form, but 
it was a generality, and I am unable to 
give the Senator an authentic reply. 

The only reason why the matter 
seemed to be of moment to the com
merce committee, Mr. President, was 
that it seemed to bear upon what has 
been and probably still is, the general 
inte;national understanding of the 
rights of a neutral in respect to the sei~
ure of ships. It seems to me that If 
three Danish ships, which are neutral 
ships, and therefore · the case is far 
more aggravated than it was under the 
hypothesis that I laid down, because I 
was presuming to inquire about Germ~n 
ships, which would have made the sit
uation far more challenging-it seems to 
me that if the Danish ships cannot be 
transferred to the sovereignty of a neu
tral for the duration of the war, or the 
use of the neutral for its own trade, if 
they cannot be seized without a pro
test from Great Britain that that is a 
violation of the British understanding of 
their right to seize ships at sea of that 
character and status, then it seems to me 
it becomes of considerable importance in 
connection with the pending bill that 
we should know what the British atti
tude is to be toward this fleet of 84 ships 
which we are about either to purchase or 
charter or seize-requisition, excuse me; 
and that it bears distinctly upon the 
fundamental right which we are assum
ing to exercise. We are assuming to 
exercise it now, n - doubt, in behalf of 
British advantage, so that as a practical 
proposition I assume the degree of haz
ard substantially disappears under the 
Chilean precedent, but still the Chilean 
precedent stands as an independent as
sertion of the British attitude respecting 
this general process, and it bears very 
definitely, it seems to me, upon the 
problem which confronts us. 

Mr. President, I said everything I 
wanted to say upon this subject yester
day, and I am going to subside, with 
but one single concluding statement. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, before 
the Senator subsides I should like to ask 
him about his amendment. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I yield to the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I admit that I am 
unfamiliar with nautical terms, but I 
had always understood that a flagship 
was a ship flying the flag of the com
mander of a fleet, or something of that 
kind. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. No; I think not. 
LXXXVII--259 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senator's amend
ment provides-

That the flagships of nations now engaged 
In war requisitioned pursuant to the provi
sions of this act . shall not be turned over-

And so forth. What does the term 
"flagship" mean technically in the 
amendment? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. A flagship is a 
ship flying the flag of the nation under 
which it is registered. 

Mr. BARKLEY. So they are all flag
ships? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Yes. 
Mr. BARKLEY. All ships fly some 

flag. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. That is correct. 
Mr. BARKLEY. So there is no tech

nical meaning attached to the word 
"flagship" as respects the ships of any 
country or any fleet; is that true? Of 
course, we speak usually in terms of a 
navy. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I suppose there 
are limitations of tonnage in respect to 
registration which may have some tech
nical bearing on t:he use of the word 
"flagship." 

Mr. BARKLEY. At any rate the 30 
ships involved in the Senator's amend
ment are all flagships? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is correct. 
Now, Mr. ·President, I sum up in one 

sentence everything I tried to say yester- · 
·day. There are 84 ships involved in this 

contemplated transfer. Fifty-four of 
these eighty-four ships are the ships of 
nonbelligerents. Therefore there is 
nothing in the pending amendment 
v·hich will in any way restrict the use of 
these 54 ships when taken over by Ameri
can authority. The amendment does not 
ever circumscribe the authority of the 
United States Government in taking over 
the other 30 belligerent ships, so long as 
those ships are used in our own trade and 
on our own trade routes. That is the 
precise purpose which Assistant Secretary 
of State Breckinridge Long specifically 
advised the Commerce Committee was 
the purpose of taking over the ships, 
namely, to put them on our own trade 
routes. Therefore there is nothing in 
this amendment which in any way pro
hibits or proscribes the full , free Ameri
can use of not only the 54 ships in their 
entirety, including the right of transfer 
to Britain if desired, but there is nothing 
which interferes in any way with the use 
of the 30 ships in the manner which the 
State Department advised the Senate 
Commerce Committee is the intention to 
use them. 

The only point at which the ~:mend
ment becomes effective is if and when 
this neutral country _undertakes to trans
fer the property, the ships of one bel
ligerent, to an adverse belligerent. At 
that point the amendment says it cannot 
be done, and it says it cannot be done 
because that transfer is universally rec
ognized as a violation of international 
law, and obviously it is a definite, provoc
ative step in the direction of war. 

I submit that if the Senate wants to 
turn the amendment down, all in the 
world it is doing is gratuitously inSisting 
upon the injection of a provision in this 
law which does take a provocative step to-

ward war, and it is unnecessary to take 
the step in the purview of the legislation 
itself, because there is nothing in the 
amendment which will prevent the use of 
54 of the ships in any way America wants 
to use them, and nothing to prevent the 
use of the other 30 in precisely the fashion 
that the State Department has officially 
notified us they intend to use them. ·In 
other words, here is a rare and unusual 
opportunity for Senators to record them
selves in favor of keeping our foreign pro
gram short of war and yet to leave the 
lEgislation fully competent to meet every 
purpose assigned to its passage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The ques
tion is on agreeing to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Michigan 
on behalf of himself and the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I wish 
to say a few words with respect to this 
amendment. The senior Senator from 
Michigan has made his amendment very 
clear, and it is-

That the flagships of nations now engaged 
in war requisitioned pursuant to the provi
sions of this act shall not be turned over to 
any nation now at war or used for the pur
pose of promoting their military and naval 
objectives. 

As the amendment is drawn it is ap
plicable only to such ships as may be 
requisitioned, and not otherwise acquired 
by purchase, as I understand it. . 

Mr. President, I think it is helpful to 
try to ascertain the reason for any rule 
of conduct, either in the domestic forum 
or in the international forum, because, 
after all, the letter of the law "killeth," 
and that statement is true and always 
will be true. It is the reason or the spirit 
of the law that sheds light upon the rule 
itself, and why the rule exists. 

We are a neutral. We are not engaged 
in war. Hence the question arises, and 
naturally arises, what our right and au
thority may be to requisition ships, or to 
take over the ships lying idle in our 
ports? Certain examples have been given 
here by the distinguished chairman of 
the Commerce Committee as having been 
given by the Assistant Secretary of 
State, in hearings before the Commerce 
Committee, but very little can be found 
from these examples, I think, that would 
be helpful. They do illustrate how na .. 
tions act under certain circumstances. 

The distinguished chairman of the 
committee called attention to the fact 
that an ancient doctrine known as the 
right of angary has not been invoked at 
any time on behalf of a · neutral. That 
is true. Why? Because ordinarily a. 
neutral country is not under the pressing 
necessity to invoke it. When a country 
enters a war and becomes a belligerent, 
of course the necessity and the emer
gency are manifest. They are obvious, 
and it must act. But I think the reason 
for doctrine of angary is equally ap
plicable if the emergency be great enough 
in any given situation to justify its exer
cise by a responsible nation asserting it. 

Of course, it is perfectly well known 
that the United States, for instance, 
would have the right to requisition ships 
of its own nationals or private citizens; 
and that would be true whether those 
ships were registered under our flag or 
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not. It is perfectly well known, of course, 
that the United States would have the 
right to requisition · or take over ships 
lying idle in our ports if the emergency 
should justify it, even though the ships 
were owned by nationals of other 
countries. 

There is no analogy to be drawn from 
the power of any sovereign government 
to take over property located within the 
particular country. It has been suggested 
that certain of the belligerent powers 
have actually taken over the property of 
American citizens located within the 
territorial limits of the belligerent coun
tries. That is true as a matter of fact, 
but it is also true that every nation has 
that sovereign right and power and may 
exercise it if it is engaged in war or if 
the emergency is of sufficient gravity to 
justify the action. 

So when it is said that the doctrine of 
angary, which for nearly 2 centuries
the whole of the eighteenth and nine
teenth centuries, in fact-was not 
exercised by any responsible nation, has 
never been invoked by a neutral, but has 
always been confined to belligerent 
nations, it is equivalent only to saying 
that no neutral nation had found an 
emergency which was the equivalent of 
belligerency, and which in its reasoned 
judgment justified the exercise of the 
power. 

The reason lying back of the power of 
any nation to requisition ships of its pri
vate citizens, whether chartered under its 
own :flag or a foreign :flag, or the reason 
lying back of the power of any nation at 
war or during an emergency to requisi
tion the ships of foreign countries or of 
the nationals of foreign countries is 
equally applicable under the pressure of 
great emergency and great necessity. 
That reason, of course, may be disputed 
by other nations; and on any occasion 
when any responsible nation exercises it 
it must necessarily take the consequences. 

It is well known that Italy requisi
tioned certain German [.hips in Italian 
harbors a little while before Italy went 
into the first World War. No final issue 
was ever made up and determined upon 
that seizure, for the reason that in the 
Treaty of Versailles the claim of the Ger
man Government against Italy on ac
count of the seizure was waived. It is 
also likely that Germany, still hoping at 
the time of the seizure ·chat Italy would 
enter the war on the side of the Central 
Powers, refrained from the exertion of 
any pressure upon the Italian Govern
ment. But be that as it may, the exercise 
of that power was asserted and accom
plished by the Italian Government before 
Italy entered the World wa_· against the 
Central Powers. 

Mr. President, the power to seize ships 
idle in our ports belonging to the nation
als of other countries must depend upon 
the existence of a serious emergency, one 
equivalent to a state of actual belliger
ency-not necessarily immediately, be
cause with nations, as with individuals, 
the only test is whether, under all the 
existing conditions, a reasonable person 
or nation would conclude, and would be 
justified in concluding, that an actual 
necessity existed for the action taken. In 
the final analysis, that is the question; 

and when we consider. the acts of nations 
that have taken over ships of their own 
nationals, ships belonging to their na
tionals but chartered under other :flags, or 
ships :flying other :flags and belonging to 
the nationals of other governments
when we consider all those cases we find, 
of course, that generally they have arisen 
when the nation taking was at war. But 
the reason for the rule was the pressing 
necessity or emergency under which the 
nation acted. Without such necessity or 
emergency no such taking, of course, can 
be justified on the part of any nation. 

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

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Do any of the 

cases or precedents to which the Senator 
refers involve the fundamental point at 
issue, namely, the right of a neutral to 
take the property of one belligerent and 
transfer it to another belligerent? 

Mr. GEORGE. I know of no such case 
exactly in point. I was about to make 
that statement when the Senator rose 
to ask the question. · 

As I have already said, and as we know, 
we are hot at war. We are not a bel
ligerent within the meaning of interna
tional law, or as the term is generally 
understood. But we have acted in this 
emergency, which has been officially de
clared by the Executive, on the assump
tion that the country faces grave danger. 
There may be questions as to how grave 
or how imminent the danger is. I freely 
grant that there must be a danger, or a 
conclusion, based upon reason, that 
danger exists, and that the danger must 
have the quality of imminence. It can
not be remote. It cannot be a danger 
that may arise at some remote time and 
be invoked as justification for an extraor
dinary action such as is contemplated 
under the terms of the pending bill. 

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

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 
Mr. TOBEY. I was delighted a mo

ment ago to hear the distinguished 
chairman of the Foreign Relations Com
mtttee make the straight-forward and 
forthright assertion that we are not in 
war. With respect to that statement
which is true, in my judgment-he is at 
the opposlt.e pole from a noted authority, 
who stated abroad, 24 hours ago, "We 
are already in the war." I refer to Capt. 
James Roosevelt of the Marines. I pre
fer to take the testimony of the dis
tinguished leader from Georgia. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do 
not desire to go into that controversy, 
except to say that we are not in war, but 
we are in a great emergency. I am 
undertaking to say simply, without 
further elaboration, that if the emer
gency in fact exists-that is to say, if we 
determine that a real emergency in fact 
exists, and we have arrived at that con
clusion upon the basis of reason, which 
of course ought to govern the conduct of 
nations in important international rela-

- tionships-then, in my judgment, we 
may act as if we were actually in war so 
far as taking ships in our harbors is 
concerned. 

In t.he first place there are in our har
bors certain ships belonging to Italian 

nationals or to the Italian Government. 
There are now under seizure two ships 
belonging to the German Government or 
to the nationals of Germany. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield at that point? 

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 
Mr. BAR.KLEY. I desire to ask the 

Senator if any of the ships actually be
long to these two governments, or do all 
of them belong to nationals of the gov
ernments? Can the SP.nator answer 
that question? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am not able to 
answer that question; but it has been 
assumed that they belong to nationals 
of the governments. I should like to say 
that, under the terms of a committee 
amendment if the vessels are owned by 
the government itself they shall not be 
requisitioned, seized, or taken, other than 
by purchase. So if it should turn out 
that the 28 Italian ships, as we describe 
them, or the 2 German ships, or any of 
them, belong to the governments of the 
countries named, then, as I see it, the bill 
has been very properly amended so as to 
require the taking over of such ships only 
by purchase. 

Mr. BARKLEY. · Mr. President, if the 
Senator will further yield--

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Then the provision as 

to any ships actually owned by the gov
ernments is more restrictive than the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG], which does 
not prohibit their being requisitioned, but 
prohibits their being turned over to a 
belligerent. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should so interpret it. 
Mr. BARKLEY. So under the amend

ment of the committee, which already 
has been adopted, I believe, if the ships 
belong to either the Italian Government 
or the German Government they cannot 
be taken at all, for any purpose, except 
by purchase. 

Mr. GEORGE. Except by purchase. 
That is my understanding of the amend
ment inserted in the bill by the Com
merce Committee, to which the dis
tinguished chairman of the committee 
yesterday referred in the course of his 
remarks: 

It is well known, of course, that these 
30 ships had been disabled in our ports. 
It is well known that they were first taken 
into protective custody because they had 
been disabled by their respective crews. 
It is, of course, well understood that the 
United States had a perfect right to take 
them into protective custody and into 
complete custody, and would have a right 
to go much further with respect to these 
particular ships than it has undertaken 
to go without legislative approval. In
deed, I think there would be no serious 
question that the United States could 
have taken over these ships, certainly so 
far as the use of the sabotaged or dis
abled ships is concerned, without this 
legislation; but, of course, the Govern
ment desired express legislative authority 
for its actions. 

The status of the Danish ships and of 
other ships is perfectly well known. While 
Denmark is a neutral-with respec.t to 
the United States it is strictly neutral
and while we are neutral as to all coun-
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tries, including Denmark, nevertheless it 
is known that the Danish Government 
is actually under some form of control or 
direction by one of the belligerents. I 
need not go into that matter. 

Mr. President, the bill proposes to au
thorize the purchase or charter-and 
with respect to the proposal to purchase 
or charter there is no substantial dispute 
anywhere-and also the requisitioning or 
taking over of the title to these ships. 
The Government, if it should take over 
the title, would, of course, not desire to 
:find itself embarrassed by being com
pelled to put into one classification the 
ships of one country and to put in a 
different classification the ships of an
other country. If we are justified in tak
ing over the Danish ships, we are upon 
the same basis justified in taking over the 
ships of nationals of Germany and of 
Italy. 

If it should turn out that these ships 
are owned by the German Government 
as such, or by the Italian Government as 
such, the bill provides for their purchase. 
There can be no quarrel upon that point, 
and the amendment raises no issue upon 
that point. But identically the same 
reason that justifies the United States in 
taking over the ships belonging to na
tionals of a neutral country applies to 
and authorizes the taking over of ships 
belonging to the nationals of belligerent 
countries. That reason is, as I have at
tempted to say, the existence of an emer
gency which justifies extraordinary ac
tion upon the part of a neutral; but when 
that extreme emergency arises it exists 
as certainly as if it arose while we were 
active belligerents in a contest with other 
nations. . 

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

Mr. GEORGE. I am glad to yield to 
the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. LUCAS. Assuming that the gov
ernmental agency determined, in the 
course of its investigation, that the Dan
ish ships belong to the Danish Govern
ment, would the Senator's amendment 
apply under those circumstances? 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator from Illi
nois misunderstood me. The committee 
amendment would apply. 

Mr. LUCAS. I mean, the committee 
amendment that the Senator read a mo
ment ago. 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; I think it would 
apply. That is my understanding of the 
statement made by the chairman of the 
committee, who is present. If it turns 
out that the ships belong to a foreign gov
ernment itself, rather than to the na
tionals of some foreign government, 
either neutral or belligerent; my under
standing ·is that, under the terms of the 
committee amendment, the ships can be 
acquired only by purchase. -

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

Mf. GEORGE. I yield. 
Mr. BAILEY. The Senator is correct. 

I can give an illustration. 
There is in our waters today. a Danish 

ship, owned by the Kingdom of Denmark. 
It is here as our guest. It is the guest of 
the United States Coast Guard. It has 
aboard it Danish boys who are undergo
ing training. My amendment would not 
permit that ship, or any ship owned by a 

government, to be requisitioned or held 
or seized or taken by our authorities. We 
could buy it. We would buy it at arm's 
length. I do not think it is necessary for 
me to discuss the matter. 

Mr. LUCAS. No; it is not. I was 
merely inquiring for information. 

Mr. BAILEY. While I am on my feet 
I think I will ask the Senator from Geor
gia, for whose judgment I have the ut
most respect, if I was not correct in my 
statement yesterday that the arbitrary 
taking by one country of a ship of an
other-a ship owned by the government 
itself, not by its nationals-is an inva
sion of and a challenge to the sovereignty 
of the nation, regardless of the location 
of the ship, and could be considered an 
act of war. 

Mr. ·GEORGE. I think the Senator is 
entirely right. Not only is the Senator's 
statement correct, but when a nation 
charters under its :flag a ship of its na
tionals it gives to that ship a sort of ex
traterritoriality which is not possessed by 

. the property that may be domiciled by 
permission of the Government within its · 
territorial limits. I think there is no 
question about the correctness of the 
statement first made by the Senator from 
North Carolina. 

Mr. BAILEY. That whole subject, I 
may say, was thoroughly thrashed out in 
this country in the War of 1812, and I am 
always interested in the fact that Thomas 
Jefferson took the view that a ship with 
the :flag of its nation over it carried under 
its bottom the sovereignty of the country; 
that wherever it might be located on the 
sea, down beneath the sea was tempo
rarily the sovereignty of the country 
whose :flag was :flown from the mast of 
the ship. I do not say that it has been 
upheld in law, but that is always put for
ward in our books or in the controversy 
concerning shipping-and they were most 
extensive in the War of 1812-as the view 
of Thomas Jefferson. 

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator is again, 
as always, or, I should say, almost always, 
correct. I do not want to commit my
self to a universal affirmative because it 
may be found on rare occasion to be nec
essary to controvert some conclusion of 
the able Senator. 

Mr. BAILEY. I always feel that I am 
conect when I am with the Senator from 
Georgia. 

Mr. GEORGE. I thank the Senator 
very much, but the Senator has correctly 
stated the doctrine. 

Ordinarily a neutral country is able to 
acquire ships, whether in its own waters 
or beyond, by negotiation, by purchase, 
by trade, by charter. Ordinarily when a 
country is still neutral, not engaged in 
war, it is not necessary for it to resort to 
the extraordinary powers which are set 
up in this bill. That is very true. But 
occasion may arise when identically the 
same great national emergency may exist 
as if the nation itself were engaged in 
war. I do not say that we have recog
nized the existence of such an emergency 
as that, and yet we have gone a long way. 
We have thrown open our shipyards and 
said that we would repair the disabled 
merchantmen, or even the ships of war, 
of one of the belligerents now engaged in 
the war in Europe. We have said that 
we would furnish defense articles, and 

the broad definition of that term is al
most all-inclusive and certainly includes 
arms and munitions of all kinds and de
scriptions. We have acted, in other 
words, as if we were faced by a great 
emergency; indeed, our whole course has 
been predicated upon the idea, upon the 
fact, as I think, that the Nation does face 
a tremendous emergency. 

We need ships at this time; the power 
we have been seeking to aid and assist in 
this war needs ships beyond all doubt. 
The great primary need of Great Britain 
at this hour is, perhaps, ships and more 
ships, merchant vessels as well as other 
types or kinds of ships. We need ships 
to get our commerce out, to prevent its 
piling up upon our docks and in turn to 
prevent the stagnation of industry lying 
back of those docks. We need ships to 
enable them to maintain our commerce, 
our established commerce, our necessary 
commerce. England certainly needs 
ships in order to get supplies, including 
food and the implements of war, into her 
hands. Ships are a vital necessity; and 
if we have been justified in aiding Great 
Britain, if we have been justified in our 
own defense in aiding any free govern
ment or self-governing people who are 
resisting the aggressors, then we are jus
tified, I think, in reaching the conclusion 
as a reasonable people that in our defense 
we may exercise the power to take over 
ships lying idle in our ports and make use 
of them. On that point I think there is 
no dispute. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
if the Senator will permit me--

Mr. GEORGE. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. The Senator is 

not inferring, is he, that there is any
thing in the pending amendment which 
challenges our right to take over the 
ships? 

Mr. GEORGE. Not at all. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. There is no such 

provision in it. That is conceded? 
Mr. GEORGE. That is correct. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. The amendment 

purely refers to the disposition of a por
tion of them. 

Mr. GEORGE. It goes only to the dis
position of so many of them as may be 
acquired other than by purchase-the 
final disposition or the ultimate disposi
tion of the ships. That is very true. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, will the Senator yield at that pcint? 

Mr. GEORGE. I am glad to yield to 
the Senator froni Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Does the 
Senator agree that this bill, with this 
amendment included, would bring about 
precisely the objective stated by Ass.istant 
Secretary Long to the Commerce Com
mittee to be sought by the bill? 

Mr. GEORGE. I did not hear the As
sistant Secretary. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Unfortu
nately, no record was made of his state
ment, but the Assistant Secretary stated, 
not only once but repeatedly that the 
purpose of this bill was to put these ships 
on our own normal trade routes, particu
larly with South America, on which most 
of the ships had been before their intern
ment in this country, a purpose which was 
agreed to between the United States Gov
ernment through its various agencies, the 
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Inter-American Committee, and other 
countries on this hemisphere. 

Mr. GEORGE. As I said, I did not 
hear the Assistant Secretary when he 
testified before the Commerce Committee, 
but I understood yesterday in a colloquy 
between the Senator from Michigan and 
the chairman of the committee that. pre
cisely what the Senator from Missouri 
now says was stated before the committee 
by the Assistant Secretary. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. So that our 
amendment simply makes the bill con
form to the avowed objectives of our Gov
ernment in passing the bill at all? 

Mr. GEORGE. I think the Sena.t.or is 
correct in making that observation, and 
I would not dispute it. I think it cun be 
said of the amendment that it compels 
or requires the disposition of the ships 
of the Italian and German nationals to 
be the same as the Senator from Michi
gan and the chairman of the committee 
and the Senator from Missouri under
stood the Assistant Secretary of State to 
announce as the purpose of the Govern
ment in taking over the ships. 

So that brings us down to this one 
. final question, Shall we require the Gov
ernment to make that disposition of these 
ships? I do not think we should require 
the Go\'ernment to do it, because I think 
it may be embarrassing to segregate these 
ships and to classify them apart from 
other ships which are taken over at the 
same time or under the same law, ships 
which belong to neutrals; but, primarily, 
I think we should not do it for this 
reason:. 

If these ships belong to the Govern
ments of Germany and of Italy, the bill 
has already cared for them. If they be
long to the nationals of Italy and of Ger
many, we should not go further and neg~ 
ative the only justification which au
thorizes us to take the Danish ships. In 
other wor~. we should not say that we 
are acting in a great emergency; that we 
are under an emergency which we, upon 
reason, conclude to present as grave a 
situation as if we were at war so far as 
the necessity of providing ships is con
cerned, and then negative that basis 
upon which the whole legislation is 
founded jn the case of the ships belonging 
to the German nationals or the Italian 
nationals by providing that with respect 
to those ships we cannot do what we 
propose to do or may do with the Danish 
ships. 

I express the hope that even with re
spect to the Danish ships we will charter 
or requisition the use of the ships, and 
that the Government, even if it takes over 
title, will see fit to use those ships on our 
own trade routes; and I express the . 
hope that the same thing will be done 
with the ships of the ·nationals of the 
German and Italian Governments, be
cause I think thereby we would get out 
of those ships all the use and all the 
service that we could get by taking them 
over and turning them over to Great 
Britain. If it be necessary, our ships 
that are released by putting into service 
on our trade routes any of the requisi
tioned ships, or ships taken over, can be 
turned over to Great Britain. We can 
do as we please, under the Lease-Lend 
Act, under legislation already passed, 

• 

with respect to our own ships, if any 
should be released. 

I express the.hope that the Assistant 
Secretary of State was correct in his dec
laration of our national purpose so far as 
these ships are concerned; and I would 
not apply it merely to the ships of the 
German nationals or the ships of the 
Italian nationals. I would not make a 
distinction between them, because I think 
when we make a distinction between 
them we unquestionably weaken the 

. whole foundation upon which we propose 
to take .this extraordinary step. It is an 
extraordinary step. It is not to be found 
in the precedents that have grown up 
under or in what we call international 
law, as I have already tried to say, very 
largely because so long as countries are 
neutral they are able to meet their emer
gent demands by ordinary barter or trade 
or purchase in the peaceful way, in the 
way that cannot be said to be unneutral 
at all. Usually, therefore, the necessity 
has arisen only when a nation found it
self involved in war. 

I do not want to go back into the 
Lease Lend Act, and I shall not do so, 
except to say that in my judgment the 
emerge:ncy at this moment-the necessity 
which justifies the use of these ships at 
this moment-is substantially the same 
as if there had been a formal declaration 
of war between the United States and the 
Axis group, because we cannot move our 
own commerce; we cannot move the im
plements of war, the defense articles 
which we have seen fit to provide for one 
of the belligerents, because the failure to 
move our manufactured and raw prod
ucts away from our own ports means ulti
mately the stagnation of American in
dustry, and means ultimately the neces
sity in some way of finding an outlet for 
our products. We are not required to 
wait; indeed, if we should wait until the 
actual necessity is upon us, we should 
then be powerless actually to defend our
selves by providing the ships we need. 

So I can see very good reason and no 
real harm that can possibly come from 
treating alike any and all ships that may 
be taken over under this bill, giving them 
the same treatment, leaving the Govern
ment free to deal with them and handle 
them as it thinks wise. I again express 
the hope that the Government will find 
it possible, consistently with its neces
sities, to deal with all alike so far as the 
final disposition of the ships is concerned. 

Mr. President, at last the authority 
upon which this bill rests is the right of 
a nation, in war or in case of extreme 
necessity for self-preservation, to assert 
its naked sovereign power. 

The amendment is so narrowed, and 
I find my view and my hope to be so 
much in accord with what the amend
ment requires, that I have hesitated to 
make any statement about it; · but my 
conclusion is that it is better that we 
stand upon much firmer ground, not to 
separate the ships into different cate
gories, but to treat them all alike if 
they shall be taken over under this bill 
if it becomes law. 

I therefore hope the amendment will 
not be approved. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, the statement made yesterday and 

repeated in part today by the Senator 
from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] is SO 
succinct, cogent, and, in my opinion, so 
unanswerable as to the merits of the 
amendment proposed by him yesterday 
on his own behalf and on mine, that I 
shall detain the Senate only very briefly. 

I merely desire to call attention again 
to the fact that it is admitted on all 
sides, and not denied by anybody, that 
the bill, if amended by the amendment 
offered yesterday by the Senator from 
Michigan on his behalf and mine, would 
exactly and specifically represent the 
ostensible objectives of this legislation; 
would specifically and exactly meet the 
requests and purposes enunciated by the 
Assistant Secretary of State, Mr. Long. 

Mr. Long made in the Senate Com
merce Committee a statement which un
fortunately was not recorded. I think 
there is no dispute as to what the effect 
of his testimony was-at least, none that 
I have heard-on the rather large at
tendance of that committee. Mr. Long 
is one of the ablest, one of the most ex
perienced, one of the frankest and most 
sincere officials of the State Department . 
He used to be a citizen of my State. In 
fact, I think he was appointed to the 
State Department as a resident of Mis
souri, although he actually lived in 
Maryland, and voted there for a num
ber of years; but he is an able and dis
tinguished former citizen of my State. 
I have the very highest regard for his 
opinion. He made a statement, officially 
representing the State Department, be
fore the Commerce Committee, in which 
he specifically, and in some detail, stated 
the purpose of this legislation, which 
was that by reason of the conditions 
existing during this war, resulting in 
very considerable measure from the re
tirement from the South American
North American trade of the very ships 
proposed to be seized, there had been 
created a serious shortage in the carry
ing facilities necessary for the normal 
trade between North and South Amer
ica, and that it was proposed, therefore, 
to take these ships, restore them to their 
normal trade routes. the trade routes 
which most of them had occupied before 
their internment, and certain other 
trade routes on which these very ships 
had for- the most part been engaged; 
that is, trade routes necessary to the 
normal trade of the United States. 

Mr. President, that is precisely what 
this amendment would do, and that is 
precisely what the amendment is in
tended to do. The Assistant Secretary 
of State was interrogated at some 
length-! should say for nearly 2 hours
by the members of the Committee on 
Commerce on that very question. He 
stated that not only was it the purpose 
of the United States, if the proposed 
legislation were enacted, not only the 
objective of the legislation itself, to take 
the ships and put them in operation to 
accommodate the normal necessities of 
the South American countries and of 
ourselves in trade between North and 
South America, but that we were actually 
bound by an agreement with our South 
and Central American neighbors to that 
very end, so that these ships and certain 
ships which would be taken by the Cen-
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tral and South American countries would 
be put on the normal trade routes be
tween North and Central and South 
America. 

Incidentally, in connection with the 
correspondence between the committee 
and the Secretary of State, read by the 
Senator from Michigan this morning, I 
am very clear, because I interrogated him 
at some length myself, as to the testimony 
of the Assistant Secretary of State, Mr. 
Long, about the proposed Chilean sei
zures. It was to the effect that some 
South American countries, notably Chile, 
had proposed some time ago to seize cer
tain German ships interned in their 
ports and to put them in their own nor
mal trade. In the case of Chile it was 
proposed to seize three German ships, a 
matter which had not been consummated 
and completed for the reason that the 
Chilean Government was notified by the 
Government of Great Britain that they 
would not recognize any such seizure, and 
that if those ships put to sea under the 
Chilean flag they would be subject to 
seizure on the high seas by Great Brit
ain. In other words, according to the 
statement of the Assistant Secretary of 
State, in the case of Chile, Great Britain 
had served warning of seizure under 
practically an identical policy with that 
contained in the pending bill; and some 
of us on the Committee on Commerce 
were interested to know what the differ
ence would be between Chile seizing Ger
man-flag ships and the United States 
seizing certain German-flag ships
whether there was any difference in 
international law between Chile and the 
United States, and whether the United 
States had made any commitments to 
Great Britain which would change that 
rule. 

I have known the Secretary of State 
for a great many years; I have the 
highest respect for him, in fact, a very 
deep personal affection for him. I know 
him to be frank and honest and sincere, 
and I can only explain the divergence 
between the testimony of the Assistant 
Secretary of State, Mr. Long, and the 
information contained in the letter ad
dressed to the chairman of the Com
mittee on Commerce by the Secretary of 
State himself, on the ground that some 
quibbling technicality has been availed 
of as to the form of the question pro
pounded by the chairman of the Com
mittee on Commerce. 

Be that as it may, Mr. President, the 
proposed legislation, with the Vanden
berg-Clark amendment added to it, 
would supply every bit of authority 
necessary or desirable to carry out the 
purposes announced on the part of the 
Government of the United States at 
least on the part of the State Depart
ment, by the authorized representative 
of the State Department, the Assistant 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. President, so far as I am con
cerned, I would find no hesitancy what
ever in voting to exercise the right which 
I believe to be a legal right on the part 
of the United States in time of emer
gency, as the Senator from Georgia has 
stated, to take possession of these ships 
and use them for our own purposes. 
With a proper restriction, I could cheer-

fully and willingly. vote for the bill for 
the purposes announced by the State 
Department itself. But I cannot vote 
for a measure which, in addition to car
rying out the announced objectives of 
the measure, deliberately goes beyond 
that with a grant of authority to com
mit an act of war by seizing the prop
erty of one belligerent and turning it 
over to another belligerent. 

Mr. President, that to my mind repre
sents another of the successive steps 
which have been taken, designed, and in
tended to get this country into war, like 
a boy putting a chip on his shoulder and 
daring some other boy to knock it off. 
From my experience, I am convinced 
that if that course is continued long 
enough, someone will sooner or later 
knock the chip off, and there will be a 
fight. 

What I object to in the bill is the de
liberate inclusion of that grant, not 
necessary and, indeed, incompatible with 
the announced purposes of the legisla
tion. I cannot see how any Senator on 
this floor can possibly justify a grant of 
power intended only to · be provocative, 
whose only effect will be provocative, if 
the actions are taken which are incom
patible with the announced purposes of 
the proposed legislation. 

Therefore, if the pending amendment 
shall not be agreed to, as much as I 
should like to vote for the restoration of 
these ships to the essential trade routes 
of the United States, I shall be unable to 
vote for a measure which I regard not 
only as illegal but as immoral. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the senior Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. VANDENBERG]. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. First, Mr. Presi
dent, I ask for an order for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I suggest the ab

sence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 

will call the roll. 
The legislative clerk called the roll, 

and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
Adams 
Aiken 
Andrews 
Austin 
Bailey 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Brown 
Bulow 
Bunker 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrd 
Byrnes 
Capper 
Chandler 
Clark, Idaho 

. Clark, Mo. 
Connally 
Danaher 
Davis 

Downey 
Ellender 
George 
Gerry 
G1llette 
Glass 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hatch 
Hayden 
Herring 
H111 
Holman 
Johnson, Calif. 
Johnson, Colo. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lee 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarran 
McFarland 
McNary 
Maloney 
Murdock 

Murray 
Norris 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Pepper 
Reynolds 
Rosier 
Russell 
Schwartz 
Shipstead 
Smathers 
Smith 
Spencer 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Tobey 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Vandenberg 
VanNuys 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White 
Wiley 
Willis 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-one 
Senators having answered to their names, 
a quorum is present. 

The yeas and nays having been ordered 
on the amendment offered by the Senator 

from Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] on be
half of himself and the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK], the clerk will call 
the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. McNARY (when his name was 
called). I have a pair with the senior 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARRI
SON]. I transfer that pair to the junior 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. THoMAs] and 
will vote. I vote "yea." If present, the 
junior Senator from Idaho would vote 
"yea." I am advised that if present and 
voting, the Senator from Mississippi 
would vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena

tor from Arkansas [Mrs. CARAWAY] is 
absent from the Senate because of a 
death in her family. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
HARRISON], the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. McKELLAR], the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. TYDINGs], and the Sena
tor from New York [Mr. WAGNER] are 
absent because of illness. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ] is detained on important public 
business. 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. 
BoNE] is attending the commissioning of 
the battleship U. S. S. Washington, and 
is therefore necessarily absent. I am ad
vised that if present and voting he would 
vote "yea." . 

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
HuGHEs], the Senator from New York 
[Mr. MEAD], the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. RADCLIFFE], and the Senator from 
West Virginia [Mr. RosiER] are detained 
in Government departments on impor
tant business. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I announce the neces
sary absence of the senior Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. NYEJ and the junior 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. REED]. The 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. NYE] 
is paired with the Senator from Mary
land [Mr. RADCLIFFE]. If present, the 
Senator from North Dakota would vote 
"yea," and I am informed the Senator 
from Maryland would vote "nay." 

The Senator from Kansas [Mr. REED] 
is paired with the Senator from Dela
ware [Mr. HUGHES]. If present, the Sen
ator fr?m Kansas would vote "yea," and 
I am Informed that the Senator from 
Delaware would vote "nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 38, 
nays 43, as follows: 

· Adams 
Aiken 
Bailey 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Brown 
Bulow 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrd 
Capper 
Clark, Idaho 

Andrews 
Austin 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Barkley 
BUbo 
Bunker 

YEAS-38 

Clark, Mo. 
Danaher 
Davis 
Downey 
Gillette 
Gurney 
Holman 
Johnson, Calif. 
Johnson, Colo. 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lodge 
McCarran 

NAY8-43 
Byrnes 
Chandler 
Connally 
Ellender 
George 
Gerry 
Glass 
Green 

McNary 
Reynolds 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Taft 
Tobey 
Vandenberg 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White 
Wiley 
W1llis 

Guffey 
Hatch 
Hayden 
Herring 
H1ll 
Kilgore 
Lee 
Lucas 
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McFarland 
Maloney 
Murdock 
Murray 
Norris 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 

Pepper 
Russell 
Schwartz 
Smathers 
Spencer 
Stewart 
Thomas, Okla. 

Thomas, Utah 
Truman 
Tunnell 
VanNuys 
Wall~ren 

NOT VOTING-14 
Bone McKellar 
Caraway Mead 
Chavez Nye 
Harrison Radcliffe 
Hughes Reed 

Rosier 
Thomas, Idaho 
Tydings 
Wagner 

So Mr. VANDENBERG'S amendment, Of
fered on behalf of himself and Mr. CLARK 
of Missouri, was rejected. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is 
still open to amendment. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre
~entatives, by Mr. Megill, one of its clerks, 
announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of con
ference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill <H. R. 4183) making 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1942, for civil functions admin
istered by the War Department, and for 
other purposes, and that the House in
sisted upon its disagreement to the 
amendment of the Senate No. 5 to the 
bill. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to House Concurrent 
Resolution 34, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed as a House document 177,000 copies 
of a revised edition of the pamphlet entitled 
"Our American Government: What Is It? 
How Does It Function?" of which 45,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 
132,000 copies for the use of the House of 
Representa tlves. 

ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 

The message further announced that 
the Speaker had affixed his signature to 
the enrolled joint resolution (S. J. Res. 
60) relating to corn and wheat market
ing quotas under the Agricultural Ad
justment Act of 1938, as amended, and 
it was signed by the Vice President. 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR CIVIL FUNCTIONS 

OF WAR DEPARTMENT~ONFERENCE 
REPORT 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma submitted 
the following report: 

The committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4183) making appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1942, for civil functions 
administered by the War Department, and 
for other purposes, having met, after "full 
and free conference, have agreed to recom
mend and do recommend to their respective 
Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend
ments numbered 9, and 10. 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 6, 7, and 8; and agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend
ment, insert the following: "purchase of 
grave sites;"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
In lieu of the sum proposed insert "$73,030,-
000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree 
to the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by said 
amendment amended to read as follows: 
", of which not to exceed $9,134,035 shall be 
available immediately and exclusively for ex
penditure upon projects on account of which 
allotments heretofore have not been made, 
and, in addition, for the protection from 
flood waters at approaches to Fort Dix, New 
Jersey"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of ~ference report in dis-
agreement amendment numbered 5. 

ELMER THOMAS, 

CARL HAYDEN, 
JOHN H. OVERTON, 

RICHARD B. RUSSELL, 
J. w. BAILEY, 

ROBT • . R. REYNOLDS, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

J. BUELL SNYDER, 

D. D. TERRY, 
JOE STARNES, 
Ross A. CoLLINS, 

JOHN H. KERR, 
GEORGE MAHON, 

D. LANE POWERS, 
FRANCIS CASE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was agreed to. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 

President. that leaves one amendment in 
disagreement. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the House of 
Representatives announcing its action on 
Senate amendment No. 5 to House bill 
4183, which was read as follows: 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
May 15, 1941. 

Resolved, That the House insist upon its 
disagreement -to the amendment of the Sen
ate No. 5 to the bill (H. R. 4183) making 
appropriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1942, for civil functions administered by 
the War Department, and for other purposes. 

Mr. THOMAS ·of Oklahoma. Legis
lative action is complete on the bill ex
cept for one amendment. That amend
ment is legislation on an appropriation 
bill. It was inserted by the Senate. The 
House has not agreed to the amendment, 
and I am constrained to believe that it 
will not agree to it. It relates to the au
thority of the Interior Department to 
agree with the War Department over 
mineral rights in a certain :flood-control 
project located in my State. · 

Because of the conditions I move that 
the Senate recede from its amendment 
No.5. 

The motion was agreed to. 
PRINTING OF PAMPHLET ENTITLED "OUR 

AMERICAN GOVERNMENT: WHAT IS IT? 
HOW DOES IT FUNCTION?" 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate, House Concurrent Resolution 34, 
which was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That there be 
printed as a House document 177,000 copies 
of a revised edition of the pamphlet entitled 
"Our American . Government: What Is It? 
How Does It Function?" of which 45,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate and 

132,000 copies for the use of the House of 
RepreEentatives. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I move that the Sen
ate concur in the House concurrent reso
lution. 

The motion was agreed to. 
PRINTING OF MANUSCRIPT RELATIVE TO 

STRIKES IN DEFENSE INDUSTRIES 
(S. DOC. NO. 52) 

l\1r. HAYDEN. Mr. President, from 
the Committee on Printing I report back 
favorably without amendment Senate 
Resolution 114 and ask unanimous con
sent for its present consideration. 

There being no objection, the resolution 
(S. Res. 114) submitted by Mr. THOMAS 
of Utah on May 13, 1941, was considered 
and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the manuscript entitled 
"Statement Showing Basic Data for the For
mulation of a Policy Toward Strikes in De
fense Industries in the United States, To
gether With Facts as to the Extent, Duration, 
and Severity of Those Strikes, and the Causes 
Therefor; Also a Summary of the State and 
Feqeral Law and Jurisprudence Which De
fines the Rights and Status of Labor Insofar 
as They Relate in Any Way to Strike Situa
tions," be printed as a document. 

ACQUJSITION AND USE OF MERCHANT 
VESSELS 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bili <H. R. 4466) to authorize the 
acquisition by the United States of title 
to or the use of domestic or foreign mer
chant vessels for urgent needs of com
merce and national defense, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
I offer an amendment, which I send to 
the desk and ask to have stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. Mc
FARLAND in the chair). The amendment 
offered by the Senator from Utah will be 
stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. Immediately fol
lowing the enacting clause, and before 
the word "That" in the third line, it i~ 
proposed to insert: 

That whereas Congress has power to pro
vide for the common defense and general 
welfare and to regulate commerce with for
eign nations, and whereas for this purpose 
embargo acts and nonintercourse acts have 
from time to time been passed, and whereas 
the commerce of the United States is at the 
present time interrupted and the general 
welfare of its citizens is threatened and an 
emergency has been declared. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
I should not have offered this amendment 
had I not consulted with the chairman 
of the Commerce Committee, who has 
the bill in charge. 

The amendment affects in no way the 
structure of the bill. It merely adds a 
declaration of policy; and it has been 
deemed by those who have had charge 
of settling litigation with foreign govern
ments arising as the result of the last war 
that the bill would be stronger and bet
ter if this introductory sentence were put 
in. I, therefore, ask the chairman of the 
Commerce Committee to accept the 
amendment so that it may go to con
ference with the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I see no 
objection to agreeing to the request. The 
whole matter relates to the preamble, and 
probably broadens the . base of the rea-
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scns for the legislation. With a view of 
taking the matter to conference, I have 
agreed to accept the amendment, and I 
hope the Senate will agree to it. 

While I am on my feet I have some
thing in my heart that I wish to say. 

Yesterday I stated that in the matter of 
the preparation of our country for its 
present emergency the Maritime Com
mission, in the enlargement of shipyards 
and the construction of ships, was prob
ably in advance of any other activity of 
the Government. I believe that state
ment will stand up. For several years 
we were building ships at th·e rate of 50 
a year. Two years ago we began build
ing merchant ships of from 7,000 to 10,-
000 tons at the rate of 100 a year. This 
has been done under the leadership of 
the Chairman of the Maritime Commis
sion and the Commission itself. The 
Chairman is Rear Admiral Land. 

I wish to say that the excellent state 
of our merchant marine, the unusual 
anticipation of our present situation, the 
rapid construction of modern, first-class 
ships, fully €QUal to our needs insofar as 
they have been built, and the plans now 
in operation for very greatly and rapldly 
increasing our merchant marine are due 
in very-great measure to the unusual in
dustry and great intelligence and devo
tion to duty of Rear Admiral Land. Of 
course, be has had the full cooperation 
of his Commission; and no one in pay
ing tribute to him should fail to pay a 
similar tribute to the Commission. 

I wish to add that the Committee on 
Commerce has learned to rely upon Ad
miral Land as a public servant singularly 
devoted to his duty, and probably better 
qualified for the duties imposed upon him 
than any other man in our country. I do 
not think we could find his equal. He is 
highly intelligent, perfectly honest, and 
remarkably industrious. I know of the 
sacrifices he bas made, and I think I 
should not let the occasion pass without 
paying this tribute to him. I desire to 
express the thought · that if all public 
servants were equal to him, the difficulties 
of our Government would be infinitely 
diminished. 

Mr. THOMAS of Utah. Mr. President, 
has my amendmen~ been accepted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment 
oi the Senator from Utah. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I send to 

the desk an amendment, and ask that it 
be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will state the amendment. 

The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to 
amend section 5 (f) , so as to read: 

(f) The Commission, without regard to the 
provisions of section 3709 of the Revised Stat
utes may repair, reconstruct, or recondition 
any vessels to be utilized under this Act. Any 
other Government Department or agency by 
which any vessel is acquired or chartered, or 
to which any vessel is transferred or made 
available under this Act may, with the aid 
of any funds available, and without regard to 
the provisions of section 3709, repair, recon
struct, or recondition any such vessels to meet 
the needs of the services intended, or pro
vide facilities for such repair, reconstruction, 
or reconditioning. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, the 
amendment is presented at the request of 

the Navy Department and is acceptr,ble 
to the chairman of the Committee on 
Commerce. Briefly, it would permit the 
Navy Department to reconstruct, alter, 
repair, and make usable for naval pur
poses such ships as may be acquired or 
chartered by the Navy Department. 

There is some doubt regarding the 
working of the la-;v if some such amend
ment as this shall not be added. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Massa
chusetts. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
EAGLE OR OSTRICH? 

Mr. LEE. Mr. President, in 1927 
Charles Lindbergh thrilled the world by 
a flight across the Atlantic Ocean. The 
ship in which he made the flight was 
named the Spirit of St. Louis, for CLarles 
Lindbergh represented the pioneering 
spirit of America. Because of that cou
rageous flight, we called him the Lone 
Eagle. His deed indicated that he had 
the attributes of that noble bird. But 
today his short-sighted policy of appease
ment and defeatism shows none of the 
attributes of the lordly eagle, but all the 
chara.cteristics of the frightened o::trich. 
Which of these Lindberghs should Amer
ica follow-Lindbergh the eagle or Lind
bergh the ostrich; the lone eagle of 1927 
or the frightened ostrich of 1941? 

Just as the French Army made the mis
take of trying to fight this war on the 
basis of the World War, so is Lindbergh 
making the mistake of trying to judge 
the world of 1941 by the world of 1927. 
The same :flight which it took him 33 
hours to make is now made in 8 hours. 
Today long-range bombers can fly that 
distance, unload their cargoes of death, 
and return. In other words, the Atlantic 
Ocean has shrunk until today it only 
one-third as wide as it was when Charles 
Lindbergh made his historic flight. 

From the outset of the present struggle 
in Europe, England has followed a policy 
of "close the barn door after the horse is 
stolen." If England had closed the Suez 

• Canal, and had invoked sanctions against 
Italy, it is very likely that Mussolini never 
would have invaded Ethopia. If England 
had prevented Germany from overthrow
ing the Spanish Government, Germany's 
first major step toward control of the 
Mediterranean would have been stopped. 
If England had not given away Czecho
slovakia, at Munich, the map of Europe 
would be different today. If England had 
furnished the promised aid to Poland. 
more soldiers now would be fighting on 
the side of liberty~ If England had 
beaten Germany to the punch, and had 
moved enough forces into Greece to have 
commanded the respect of the Balkan 
states, England today undoubtedly would 
have strong allies in the Balkans. 

Thus, England has followed the policy 
of "close the barn door after the horse 
is stolen," always "too late and too little." 

Of course, it does not take a prophet 
to recount the mistakes of the past, nor is 
it difficult to sit on the sidelines and point 
out the mistakes of the other fellow. All 
of this would have no point if it were not 
applicable to our own policy. Up until 
now we have followed about the same 
policy of "too little and too late." 

This charge, however, cannot be made 
against President Roosevelt. His warn
ing that "the aggressor nations should be 
quarantined" came long enough ago that, 
had we acted upon it immediately, we 
could have been well armed by now. But, 
instead, many Americans at once began 
to criticize the President as a w~r
monger, and the timely warning was not 
heeded. 

Then, again, 2 years ago this spring, 
President Roosevelt asked Congress to 
repeal the arms embargo, in order that 
our industries might increase their pro
duction capacity by supplying the 
democracies with defense materials. 
But the opposition raised its head, and 
Congress adjourned without taking this 
important step toward national defense. 

All that summer was lost. Then, on 
September 1, war broke out in Europe·, 
just as President Roosevelt had feared 
it would. Congress was called . back into 
session; and, after lengthy debate, the 
embargo on arms was repealed, but not 
until we had lost several precious months 
of industrial preparation. I lay the re
sponsibility for that lost time on the 
doorstep of the isolationists, whose oppo
sition prevented Congress from repealing 
the arms embargo in the spring session 
of Congress, when President Roosevelt 
asked for its repeal. 

Just think· what it would mean in our 
defense effort if we had 5 more months 
behind us. Think how much our pro
duction would be increased over the 
present output. Think what it would 
have meant to England 5 months ago to 
have received the materials which she is 
receiving today. Think what it would 
have meant had she been supplied with 
enough planes and tanks to have armed 
the Greeks and the Yugoslavs. Suppose 
England had had enough ships to have 
transported 10 divisions to Greece, in
stead of the 2 or 3 she did transport. 
In fact, those 5 precious months which 
we lost in our production efforts, be
cause of a failure to repeal the arms em
bargo, placed America just that much 
closer to war. 

Then, again, many months ago Presi
dent Roosevelt told us that the United 
States was in greater danger than it had 
been since the beginning of the Republic, 
and asked for a program of "full steam 
ahead" in the production of weapons. 
He called upon us for unity of purpose 
and action, but how have we responded to 
that call? 

Immediately the radios rang with 
voices of denunciation, criticism, and di..:. 
vision. The President's efforts to awaken 
the American people to their danger were 
referred to as warmongering and war 
hysteria. The idea that America was in 
danger was ridiculed. The thought that 
the Nazis might have designs on the West
ern Hemisphere was scoffed at and the 
American people were lulled to sleep with 
stories of their own potential strength. 
The result was that our production did 
not swing into full emergency tempo, but 
the American people continued with a 
"business as usual" frame of mind. 

Then, again, at a later date President 
Roosevelt asked Congress to pass the 
lease-lend bill ·in order that America 
might become the arsenal of democracy. 
Once more the opposition appeared and 
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by every appeal to prejudice fought the 
passage of that· bill to the bitter end. 
Then even after it had been passed by the 
people's duly elected Representatives in 
Congress, the-same opposition opened up 
an organized campaign against the policy 
of aid to Britain, although the American 
people had already put their stamp of ap
proval on that policy. Not only that, 
America had already launched the pro
gram of aid to Britain. We had charted 
our course. We were already irrevocably 
and irretrievably committed by word and 
deed to the program of aid to the Allies. 
The time for debate should have been 
over. The time for division should have 
been at an end. 

Every true-hearted American should 
have preached unity instead of division. 
It was known that the success of our 
·plan depended upon the speed and unity 
w.ith which it was carried out. We had 
committed ourselves to the proposition 
that America's best chance of escaping 
war was to help the allies stop Hitler in 
Europe, but, in spite of this, the opposi
tion launched an appeasement campaign 
in order to sabotage the public mind and 
bring to naught the efforts of this Gov
ernment in giving effective aid to the 
Allies. 

Although there were, no doubt, many 
sincere Americans who took part in this 
campa~ gn, yet every public meeting 
which they held was the rallying ground 
.for every pro-Nazi, every Communist, 
and every "fifth columnist" in the United 
States. 

This is an organized campaign under 
the auspices of the so-called America 
Flrst Committee. They are well fi
nanced. They have set up chapters in 
almost every community. They have 
been well publicized. Although they r€p
resent only a small percentage of the 
people of the United States, the radio 
networks have seen fit to give them most 
liberal radio time on the air. 

What has been the result of this well
organized campaign? The result has 
been to sabotage America's defense ef
fort. The result has been to encourage 
. laborers to strike by making them believe 
that no emergency exists. The result 
has been to slow down the tempo of 
American production. The result has 
been to create dissension and division 
when we should have unity. The result 
has been to weaken England, strengthen 
Hitler, and increase America's chances 
for war. 

Then, again, just lately President 
Roosevelt called upon industry for an 
intensive production effort. He asked 
for a 24-hour day and a 7-day week. 
He was answered by a whole new crop 
of strikes. But the organized opposition, 
which counts among its numbers every 
pro-Nazi and every Communist in the 
United States, has done its work so well 
in creating dissension, indecision, and 
opposition that we can scarcely pick up 
a newspaper without reading about the 
threat of more strikes. The heart of 
labor is sound. These laboring people 
would not jeopardize their own country 
if they were not led to believe that no 
emergency threatens. 

Mr. President, I said at the outset that 
England had followed a policy of "Too 

late and too little," or a policy of closing 
the barn door after the horse is stolen. 

So have we in this country, as I have 
just shown by the timid and delayed 
action steps which we have taken, fol
lowed the poiicy of "Too late and too 
little." 

A year ago I spoke on the fioor of the 
Senate, and urged that American indus
try immediately be placed on a 24-hour 
basis, and that every emergency step be 
taken immediately that would be taken 
if we were actually in war. 

It is my purpose at this time to urge 
a courageous and aggressive policy, 
which, if taken, would greatly increase 
our security and give America one final 
chance of escaping total war. 

First. The President should immedi
ately declare a war emergency and urge 
that all industries be placed on a war
time basis. 

The 40-hour week should be relaxed 
in its· application to technical workers, of 
whom there is a shortage. All industries 
should be placed on a 24-hour basis and 
7 -day week as rapidly as possible. The 
production of peacetime luxuries should 
be reduced to the minimum. All indus
tries now manufacturing automobiles 
and similar peacetime supplies should be 
turned immediately to the manufacture 
of planes, tanks, and guns. 

Such a move on the part of the Presi
dent is necessary in order to bring our 
production to its peak. It is now obvious 
that we cannot continue under "a busi
ness as usual" psychology and overtake 
the production of a country like Ger
many, which for 7 years has devoted its 
entire energies to war production. 

ESTABLISH CIVILIAN MORALE ORGANIZATION 

Second. The Government should set 
up at once a giant, correlated organiza
tion for combating foreign agents in this 
and other countries and for countering 
and offsetting propaganda at home and 
abroad. Here on my desk is a large vol
ume prepared by the Committee for Na
tional Morale, a committee which has 
made a thorough study of this kind of 
organization, and ·made recommenda
tions. Such an organization is what I· 
have in mind. This should not be done 
in an apologetic, piecemeal, half-measure 
manner. Congress should appropriate 
$500,000,000 for this organization. 

This modern war is a new war; it is a 
three-dimension war; that is, it is indus
trial and psychological as well as mili
tary. Therefore, if we are to build a na
tional defense, we must be prepared to 
defend ourselves in the field of propa
ganda as well as in the economic field 
and on the field of battle. 

One of the things which made it so 
easy for Hitler to conquer France was that 
the French people had a fortress com
plex. They had a Maginot line defense 
psychology. They thought in terms of 
military breastworks alone. But so com
plete was Hitler's psychological victory 
over France that the military battle of 
France was won even before it was begun. 

Therefore I urge that we stop playing 
at national defense and set up a military 
defense organization to defend America 
against the Nazi psychological assault. 
This cannot be done by a few patriotic 
writers here, and a few wise statesmen 

speaking there, and a few courageous 
newspaper editors somewhere else. 

As we have seen the so-called America 
First Committee sabotage the defense ef
forts of the great majority of the people 
of this country we should realize that a 
small, well-organized minority can de
feat a much greater but unorganized ma
jority. Therefore we must provide for 
defense on the propaganda front. 

Furthermore, this organization should 
be prepared to deal adequately with the 
saboteurs, spies, and foreign agents which 
are swarming all over, through, and 
under this country today. 

The Dies committee, the F. B. I., and 
·the Intelligence Divisions of the Army 
and Navy are not able to cope with this 
situation. In the first place, they have 
not enough money to employ sufficient 
personnel. In the second place, they 
should be coordinated and synchronized. 
Then, again, if they were able to cope 
with the situation in this country, we 
have no sour,ce of reliable information 
from other countries, but the Nazis and 
Communists and Japanese have. I have 
the uncomfortable feeling that the Nazis 
have a more accurate card-index system 
of information on American production 
today than is a vail able to the !'resident 
of the United States. 

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

Mr. LEE. I yield. 
Mr. DANAHER. Would the Senator 

mind telling me from what he is read-
ing? . 

Mr. LEE. A statement which I pre
pared. 

Mr. DANAHER. It was all so new to 
me that I wondered if it was something 
we should have known about. 

Mr. LEE. I thank the Senator for the 
compliment of originality. 

But, Mr. President, I expect some of 
Hitler's friends in the United States to 
reply immediately that if we should do 
this we would be doing the same thing 
that Hitler has done. I answer that the 
democracies have been forced to pattern 
Hitler's dive bombers. We have been 
forced to pattern his parachute troops . 
We have been forced to build big tanks 
in order to meet his big tanks. We have 
been forced to revise our military tactics 
in order to meet his panzer units. 
Therefore, why should we not pattern 
our psychological defense after his, since 
modern wars are fought in the field of 
psychology as well as on the field of 
battle? 

When Orson Welles staged his radio 
program about the invasion of the men 
from Mars, thousands of persons in 
America were thrown into utter panic. 
We laughed about it here in America; 
but Dr. Goebbels, Hitler's propaganda 
minister, only smiled, and realized what 
a powerful weapon the radio would be 
in the hands of the Nazis. 

Consequently, 8 brown-shirt storm 
troopers armed with automatics over
powered the radio station at Vienna 
while some 62 Nazis, disguised as civil
ians, found their way into the capital, 
murdered Dollfuss, and took over the 
government. The radio, acting in co
operation with the storm troopers in the 
capital, was able to keep the people de-
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ceived about the true situation until the 
Nazis had made their victory secure. 

Today 50 secret Nazi agents could take 
over almost any city in the United States 
and the people would be helpless. In 
fact, the people themselves would help 
bring about their own capture. The 
Nazis, by controlling the light and power 
plants and the source of water supply, by 
establishing one of their members as an 
officer in the police force, and by taking 
control of the radio stations, could give 
orders, and not only the civilians but the 
officers could be made to contribute to 
the capture of a city, a:~ was done in Nor
way. The only way in which we can be 
protected from such tactics is by a coun
terorganization such as I suggest being 
established at once. 

Remember, it was not by armed might 
alone that Hitler captured Norway, Den
mark, Holland, Belgium, Luxemburg, 
and France. They went down under a 
double assault of steel and betrayal. 
Their radio stations, overpowered by 
"fifth columnists," blared Hitler's lies. 
Troops were sent in the wrong direction 
and a state of utter confusion was cre
ated which made further resistance seem 
hopeless. 

Furthermore, if we hope to have any 
success in our efforts of hemisphere soli
darity, we must be prepared to offset the 
propaganda which is now being unleashed 
in the Latin Americas. Already Dr. 
Goebbels' propaganda machine has un
leashed a bitter denunciation of-as he 
calls the United States-"Uncle Shy
lock"; and it will take more than giving 
tea parties and receptions for their dele
gations in Washington, and more than 
lending them money through Jesse Jones, 
to offset the psychological assault which 
Dr. Goebbels has unleashed in the Latin 
American countries. 

USE NAVY EFFECTIVELY 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to urge as a 
third and most important step that the 
United States Navy and air force be used 
in the most effective manner possible to 
guarantee defense of the Western Hemi
sphere. The strategy of how that should 
be done, of course, should be left to our 
naval and military authorities. 

If more defense could be secured for 
the United States by delivering war ma
terials to England, that should be done, 
and done at once. On the other hand, 
if we could secure greater defense by 
taking up strategic positions along the 
West Coast of Africa, that should be done. 
If the naval and military authorities of 
the United States feel that our security 
makes it necessary to take steps to pre
vent the Axis from occupying- Dakar on 
the West Coast of Africa, we should do 
it at once. In other words, we should 
immediately take such steps as are nec
essary for our own protection. 

Why should we tie our hands with i.n
ternational laws which no longer exist? 
Why should we give Hitler every ad
vantage? Why should we be our· own 
worst enemies? The law of self-preser
vation is the first law of life. Nothing 
we can do or refrain from doing will 
prevent Hitler from destroying our lib
erty if he is ever able to do it. When our 
very existence as a free nation is at 
stake. it is national suicide for UI!S to 

stand on technicalities which are not 
recognized by the dictators. It makes an 
unfair and unequal contest when a 
democracy limits, hobbles, and handi
caps itself by laws, rules, and niceties 
which the dictators treat with utter con
tempt. 

I speak only as a layman. I do not 
know, from the standpoint of a military 
or naval expert, how important Dakar 
is to the protection of South America; 
but if it is as important as it loo~ on the 
map, and if it is as important as many 
students of geography claim that it is, we 
are just plain ·fools if we allow the Axis 
to seize that important position when we 
have the power to prevent it. 

Only today comes the news from Italy 
that the Axis Powers are going to occupy 
the West Coast of Africa. From Dakar . 
to South America is only 1,500 miles-
2,000 miles nearer than from New York 
to the same point in South America. Fif
teen hundred miles is within bon!hing 
range. The occupation of Dakar would 
give Hitler a jumping-off place to South 
America. If Hitler occupies Dakar, he 
will control the narrowest neck of the 
Atlantic Ocean, and with his land-based 
bomber planes he can effectually close 
that passage to the democracies. He will 
then have driven a wedge between North 
and South America. Then the United 
States will be forced to take up her de
fense at Panama and the Caribbean Sea, 
in a last-ditch fight for our survival. 

Hitler already has control of the Medi
terranean Basin. From air bases which 
he now controls, he is within easy bomb
ing range of any place in the Mediter
ranean. He is in a position to harass the 
British Navy and render it ineffectual if 
not completely disable it. Whether or 
not the British will be able to defend Suez 
and Gibralter is a· very doubtful question. 
He is in a position to harass British traffic 
through the Mediterranean, the Suez Ca
nal, and the Red Sea. He is, therefore, 
seriously threatening the British life line. 

But the British can still maintain a 
life line by going around Africa, provided, 
of course, Hitler is not allowed to seize 
Dakar. If he does, then he will cut the 
British Empire in two. In the meantime, 
he will have continued his effective sub
marine campaign on the supply line to 
the British Isles. He will also have con
tinued his pulverizing bombings of the 
islands. The British Empire will then 
begin to fall apart. The British Isles will 
be a little more than a heap of rubble. 
Much of the British Navy will have been 
destroyed or disabled. Hitler will then 
be able to turn his full attention to the 
conquest of South America, and eventu
ally North America. 

Mr. President, that would mean that 
we would be forced to abandon the 
Monroe Doctrine and make a last-ditch 
stand at the Panama Canal and in the 
Caribbean Sea. ·The Nazis, who have 
many friends in South America, and less 
scruples than the United States, would 
have no trouble in securing naval and 
air bases in South America. Then the 
Third Imperial Reich would be in a posi
tion to blackmail the United States into 
a war for which we are not yet prepared. 

But, Mr. President, we do have a great 
Navy, if we have courage and foresight 

enough to use that · Navy in the most 
effective way to guarantee the defense 
of the western world. 

But let us look the facts in the face. 
In spite of the gallant fight of the Brit
ish, they have lost every battle with the 
Nazis. They have been outmaneuvered 
in almost every instance. Now, for one 
time in this war, I would like to see the 
democracies move to a point of vantage 
before Hitler beats them to it. 

Hitler's scheme was, and still is, to 
take the world on the installment plan. 
If he can keep America in the role of a 
mere sympathetic onlooker while he cuts 
the jugular vein of the British Empire, 
and at the same time pulverizes the Brit
ish Isles, he will have accomplished his 
fondest purpose. 

Armed forces are useless if you are 
outmaneuvered strategically before the 
actual fight begins. Of what benefit are 
defense materials if you are outflanked 
before the first shot is fired? The de
fense into which we are pouring billions 
of dollars will protect us only if we do 
not permit the Axis Powers to outplay us 
strategically before the inevitable attack 
is launched, and inevitable it is. 

Hitler will be stopped in his plans for 
South America only if his path to Dakar 
is blocked; but if he is able to take Dakar 
without a struggle, the United States will 
be placed in a position as vulnerable as 
that of the British Empire. If Hitler is 
allowed to take the Atlantic coast of 
Africa, he will have surrounded the At· 
!antic and gained control by controlling 
the ports with his deadly bombing planes. 

If Hitler can keep our attention di
verted from his plans in Africa by the 
operation of his fleet of submarine 
sharks in the North Atlantic, and the 
bombing of Great Britain, while he is 
carrying out his plan to encircle the At
lantic Ocean, he will have outmaneuvered 
the democracies again. 

Therefore, we must keep our atten
tion glued on the African Continent. It 
is there that the land battle of the At· 
!antic ·will be determined. If the Dakar 
base falls into German hands, the flank 
of the American Maginot line on the 
Atlantic Ocean will be turned. 

Mr. President, America is the last 
stronghold of democracy, but our secur
ity and independence are threatened. 
We have waited too long already to take 
the bold and aggressive action which 
will guarantee our security. 

The democracies have allowed their 
scrupulous regard for the niceties of 
international law to give the dictators 
every advantage. Therefore, if we are to 
survive as a free people, we must exer
cise the foresight and courage of free 
men who are willing to defend their 
right to remain free. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the engrossment 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. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is, Shall the bill pass? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi

dent, I desire to suggest the absence of 
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·a quorum; not that I intend to demand 
a roll call, though I wish to announce 
my own vote, but I think the Senators 
who are absent from the :floor should 
have an opportunity to pass upon the 
bill if they desire to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Adams 
Aiken 
Andrews 
Austin 
Bailey 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Brown 
Bulow 

. Bunker 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrd 
Byrnes 
Capper 
Chandler 
Clark, Idaho 

· Clark, Mo. · 
Connally 
Danaher 
Dav·s 
Downey 

Ellender 
George 
Gerry 
Gillette 
Glass 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hatch 
Hayden 
Herring 
H111 
Holman 
Johnson, Calif. 
Johnson, Colo. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lee 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarran 
McFarland 
McNary 
Maloney 
Mead 
Murdock 
Murray 

Norris 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Pepper . 
Radcliffe 
Reynolds 
Rosier 
Russell 
Schwartz 
Shipstead 
Smathers 
Smith 
Spencer 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Okla . 
Thomas, Utah 
Tobey 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Vandenberg 
Van Nuys 
Wallgren 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
White 
Wiley 
W1llis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Eighty
four Senators have answered to their 
names. A quorum is present. 

The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
Mr. BARKLEY. I ask for the yeas 

and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered, and 

the Chief Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. McNARY <when his name was 

called). I have a general pair with the 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON]. 
I understand, however, that he would 
vote as I am about to vote. I therefore 
vote "yea." 

I also wish to announce that the Sen
ator from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS] is neces

. sarily absent, and that if present he 
would vote "yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. BRIDGES. I have a general pair 

with the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
THoMAs]. If the Senator from Utah were 
present, he would vote as I shall vote. 
Therefore I am at liberty to vote. I 
vote "yea." 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena
tor from Arkansas [Mrs. CARAWAY] is ab
sent from the Senate because of a death 
in her family. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
HARRISON], the Senator from Tennessee 
[Mr. McKELLAR], the Senator from New 
York [Mr. WAGNER], and the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS], are absent 
because of illness. 

The Senator from Florida [Mr. AN
DREWS] and the Senator from Utah [Mr. 
THOMAS] are attending a meeting of the 
Thomas Jefferson Memorial Commission. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
GuFFEY], the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
HERRING J, and the Senator from Dela
ware [Mr. HuGHES] are detained on busi
ness in Government departments. 

I am advised that the Senators whose 
· absences I have announced, if present 

and voting, would vote "yea." 

The Senator from Washington [Mr. 
BoNE] is attending the commissioning of 
the battleship Washington, and is there
fore necessarily absent. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ] is detained on important public 
business. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
WALSH] is detained on business in one of 
the Government departments. I am ad
vised that, if present and voting, he 
would vote "nay." 

Mr. AUSTIN. I announce the follow
ing pair: 

The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
NYE], who would vote "nay," with the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. GuF
FEY), WhO WOUld VOte "yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 59, 
nays 20, as follows: 

Adams 
Austin 
Bailey 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barbour 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Brown 
Bunker 
Byrd 
Byrnes , 
Chandler 
Connally 
Davis 
Downey 
Ellender 
George 

Aiken 
Brooks 
Bulow 
Burton 
Butler 
Capper 
Clark, Idaho 

Andrews 
Bone 
Caraway 
Chavez 
Guffey 
Harrison 

YEAS-59 
Gerry 
Gillette 
Glass 
Green 
Gurney 
Hatch 
Hayden 
Hill 
Johnson, Colo. 
Kilgore 
Lee 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarran 
McFarland 
McNary 
Maloney 
Mead 
Murdock 
Mut:ray 

NAYS-20 
Clark, Mo. 
Danaher 
Holman 
Johnson, Calif. 
La Follette 
Langer 
Shipstead 

Norris 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Pepper 
Radcliffe 
Reynolds 
Rosier 
Russell 
Schwartz 
Smathers 
Smith 
Spencer 
Stewart 
Thomas, Okla. 
Truman 
Tunnell 
VanNuys 
Wallgren 
White 

Taft 
Tobey 
Vandenberg 
Wheeler 
Wiley 
Willis 

NOT VOTING-16 
Herring 
Hughes 
McKellar 
Nye 
Reed 
Thomas, Idaho 

Thomas, Utah 
Tydings 
Wagner 
Walsh 

So the bill, H. R. 4466, was passed. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I move 

that the Senate insist upon its amend
ments, ·request a conference with the 
House of Representatives thereon, and 
that the Chair appoint the conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. BAILEY, 
Mrs. CARAWAY, Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Mr. 
Mr. McNARY, and Mr. JoHNSON of Cali
fornia conferees on the part of the Sen
ate. 

SHIPMENT OF ESclENTIAL DEFENSE 
MATERIALS TO JAPAN 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, I 
have two or three times referred to a con
current resolution which is pending in 
both Houses of Congress relative to the 
alleged shipment of essential war ma
terials by American companies to the 
Axis Powers. Many of us are greatly 
concerned with this all-important ques
tion; indeed, I think every Member of 
the Senate and every true American.is. 

We receive disturbing information 
from time to time. For instance, it is 
tremendously disturbing to learn that we 
shipped over four and a half million bar-

rels of petroleum to Japan in the first 3 
months of this year. Most all the news is 
disturbing, but I have just received some 
news which is encouraging, and I wish to 
put it in the RECORD. 

While the articles which I wish to have 
inserted in the RECORD refer to the fact 
that in the month of March alone we 
shipped one and a half million barrels of 
petroleum to Japan, yet last Saturday we 
imposed an embargo on the shipment of 
hyoscyamus. I do not know when I was 
relieved any more than I was to learn 
that we had shut 0ff the shipment of 
hyoscyamus to Japan. I have never 
heard of it before, but along with the 
shipment of hyoscyamus, which I learn is 
henbane, we also last Saturday prohib
ited the shipment of stramonium, co
lumbium, tantalum, cryolite, and :fluor
spar. Hyoscyamus is henbane. Japan is 
to get a million and a half barrels of pe
troleum a month, but she is to have no 
more henbane from America. 

In order that the public may have the 
benefit of this information, I ask unani
mous consent to have the articles to 
which I have referred placed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the articles 
were ordered 'to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

[From the Christian Science Monitor] 
TOKYO'S OIL PURCHASES IN UNITED STATES 

MOUNTING 
WASHINGTON, May 5.-Japan's feverish hunt 

for vitally needed oil-for its Army and Navy 
as well as for industry-was reflected today 
in Commerce Department statistics showing 
considerably increased purchases in the United 
States. 

During March the United States exported 
1,553,000 barrels of petroleum products to 
Japan, compared to 1,279,000 barrels in Feb
ruary and 1,491,000 barrels in January. 

The Japanese need for oil for further Army 
and Navy activity and reduction of stocks be
cause of war in China and penetration into 
Indochina was believed by experts to have 
forced intensification of efforts to import a lot 
of oil in a hurry. 

The large shipments to Japan in March were 
despite recent United States export-control 
measures which require lice·nses for aU-metal 
containers of 5 or more gallons capacity. This 
covers much of the petroleum shipments to 
the Far East. 

Officials say 20 Japanese Government-owned 
tankers are now in constant servi<::e and Jap
anese shippers are experimenting with ship
ments in wooden barrels instead of metal 
containers. 

Although there has been some agitation, 
particularly from Chinese sympathizers, for 
an embargo on all oil shipments to Japan Sec
retary of State Cordell Hull recently said that 
if embargoes were instituted they would not 
be directed against any particular nation. 

Dr. Quo Tai-chi, China's Foreign Minister, 
in a radio address from Washington May 3 
pleaded for the United States to stop sup
plying Japan with war weapons and espe
cially with fuel for Japanese planes to bomb 
Chinese cities and towns. 

In an analysis of Japan's oil resources E. 
Degoyler has reported to the National Pe
trol~um Association that Japan's position 
in the event it decided to fight other nations 
as well as China "would seem hopeless." 

Mr. Degoyler estimated Japan's production 
at only 2,500,000 harrels annually. The Rus

. sian half of the Island of Sakhalin produces 
· 2,000,000 barrels yearly, but its ports are ice

bound 7 months of the year and the Soviet 
would need its own oil if the United States 
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cut aU the 1,000,000 barrels a year normally 
shipped to Vladivostok. 

To get the 14,000,000 barrels Imported from 
the East Indies in 1939, Mr. Degoyler report
ed, the Japanese had to send tankers from 
2,300 to 3,000 miles, past the Philippines and 
past Singapore, Britain's fortress in the 
Straits Settlements. 

Japan's normal peacetime consumption ts 
estimated at 25,000,000 barrels a year, while 
Its military and naval consumption In 1938 
was estimated at an additional 21,000,000 
barrels, and in 1939 at an additional 16,000,-
000 barrels. 

[From The Nation of May 17, 1941] 

NO HENBANE FOR JAPAN? 

The President annnounced on May 10 that 
he had approved the recommendation of 
Brig. Gen. Russell L. Maxwell, administrator 
of export control, and had issued a procla
mation placing 8 additional articles under 
the export-licensing system. The articles are 
hyoscyamus (henbane), stramonium, colum
bium, tantalum, cryolite, fluorspar, chemical 
wood pulps, and digitalis seeds. Perhaps 
these materials are not less important for 
being little known. But this meticulous 
addition of obscure items to the list of arti
cles for which an export license is required 
seems a little ludicrous beside the continued 
export to Japan of huge quantities of so 
important a war material as oil. The latest 
report of the Department of Commerce shows 
that our shipments of petroleum to Japan 
in March were 1,500,000 barrels, as compared 
with 1,280,000 barrels in February and 1,491,-
000 in January. These huge exports were in 
no way hindered by the necessity of obtaining 
licenses for them from General Maxwell, al
though when oil was put on the export
license list last summer it was assumed this 
would be a virtual embargo. It has turned 
out instead to be a meaningless sop to senti
ment for an oil embargo, and we continue to 
provide fuel for the Japanese Navy and air 
force, and there is good reason to believe that 
Japan is not the only beneficiary of our will
ingness to let the oil companies, like our 
copper and steel magnates, make a profit on 
the sale of the materials of war to our 
enemies. 

Few newspapers printed anything about 
the resolution introduced by Senator GIL
LETl'E, of Iowa, and Congressman CoFFEE of 
Washington for a joint Investigation into 
trade with the Axis Powers tn basic war ma
terials. Too much money is involved here, 
and more courage is required than the aver
age politician possesses. There are three pos
sible channels through which the Axis may 
obtain supplies from this country. One is 
through Soviet purchases which would be 
later transferred to Germany. The trickle 
to which our trade with Russia has been 
reduced Is sufficient evidence that this ls not 
a major source of supply. The second, of 
course, requires no investigation. Our huge 
exports to Japan have been largely in war 
materials and machine tools. That some of 
this may be transshipped to Europe is indi
cated by the State Department's announce
ment that it has revoked all licenses for the 
shipment of scrap rubber to Japan and occu
pied parts of China, a belated move, like 
all the State Department's actions of this 
kind. For a rubber shortage here is already 
in sight. Washington correspondents were 
given to understand "off the record" that 
this move was designed to check one German 
source of supply, which would indicate that 
In some materials at least transshipments 
have been made from the Far East to Europe. 
There was a similar hint in the statement of 
Hugh Dalton, Minister of Economic Warfare, 
in London on April 25. Dalton said a short
age of ferrous alloys was developing in Ger
many and that negotiations were on in 
Washington to curb "supplies to enemy coun-

tries." Has Germany been obtaining Ameri
can ferrous alloys through Japan or Spain? 
For Spain Is the third intermediary through 
which war materials may be reaching .the 
Axis. 

Senator GILLETTE, in introducing the joint 
resolution for an inquiry, referred to the 
testimony of Joseph Curran, head of the 
National Maritime Union, that Standard · Oil 
was delivering oil to Spain's Canary Islands 
for transshipment to Germany and Italy. 
E. B. Lyman, publicity director of the 
Standard Oil Co. of New Jersey, explained 
afterward to a representative of the Feder
ated Press that "first of all, you must under
stand we are an international company
that is, Standard Oil of New Jersey is a 
holding company with subsidiaries in many 
countries. We must keep an international 
viewpoint. As a private company we can
not declare our own boycott. As a general 
pri:pciple we sell to anyone that wants to 
buy and can pay for it until the State De
partment places an embargo on any country." 

We believe that the Senate and House 
should not only pass the Gillette-Coffee reso
lution but should instruct the joint com
mittee to inquire what oil, copper, steel, and 
other materials made by American com
panies or their subsidiaries in Latin America, 
the Near East, and the Dutch East Ind:es 
are reaching the Axis. British-American oil 
companies in the Dutch East Indies have 
just renewed their sales agreement boosting 
oil exports to Japan from 494,000 to 1,800,000 
tons a year. We should like to know how 
much oil Japan has been getting from Ameri
can oil companies in the Near East. J. H. 
Carmical, the oil expert of the New York 
Times, reported last July 28 that earlier in 
the year Japanese oil interests had purchased 
1,000,000 barrels of oil from the Anglo
Iranian Co., a majority of whose stock is 
owned by the British Government. These 
British sales have been one of the principal 
arguments used by our oil companies against 
an embargo on sales of American oil to Japan. 
Both ought to be shut off. 

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

Mr. GILLETTE. I yield. 
Mr. LEE. Did the Senator say he had 

a resolution pending to stop the further 
shipment of oil and petroleum to Japan? 

Mr. GILLETTE. The resolution to 
which I have referred calls for an inquiry 
into the extent to which American com
panies are contributing to this trade in 
essential war materials to the Axis 
countries, and it is before the Committee 
on Commerce, of which the Senator is 
an honored member. 

Mr. LEE. Let me say to the Senator 
that it will have my support, as will any 
proposal to stop the shipment of 
petroleum, or anything else which has 
been furthering the Axis program. I 
think such a move would be worth vastly 
more in our defense effort than changing 
the direction the eagle is looking. 

Mr. GILLETTE. The sentiments ex
pressed by the Senator from Oklahoma 
do him credit. 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, it had 
been my hope that we might follow the 
bill just passed with either the priorities 
bill, which was unanimously reported 
from the. Military Affairs Committee, or 
which was at least authorized to be re
ported yesterday, or the so-called Re
construction Finance Corporation bill, on 
which a report was authorized yesterday 
from the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

However, I find that neither of those 
bills was reported in time to be on the 
calendar at the present time. They are 
being reported today and will be on the 
calendar tomorrow. It had been my hope 
that we might dispose of those bills and 
one or two others before the end of the 
week, and that Members might be more 
or less free next week to catch up with 
their office work or perform such other 
duties as they might find convenient. 
Under the circumstances we cannot take 
up either of those bills at this time. 
Therefore, in the hope that we may take 
up one or both of them tomorrow, and 
that we may dispose of bills on the cal
endar to which there is no objection, I 
shall ask that we next proceed to the 
consideration of bills on the calendar to 
which there is no objection. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. Do I correctly un

derstand that the Senate will meet to
morrow? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; the Senate will 
meet tomorrow. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I know that at 
least one committee held a meeting to
day, at which it authorized the reporting 
of certain bills, and it would be very 
desirable to have them considered. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The Senate will be in 
session tomorrow. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I thank the Sen
ator. 
CONSIDERATION OF MEASURES ON THE 

CALENDAR 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask unanimous con
sent that the Senate now proceed to the 
consideration of bills on the calendar to 
which there is no objection. 

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

The clerk will proceed to call the cal
endar. 

RESOLUTION PASSED OVER 

The resolution <S. Res. 30) amending 
· rule VIII so as to prohibit action by unan

imous consent on bills in cases where a 
Senator has given written notice of his 
objection to their consideration was an
nounced as first in order. 

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over! 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu

tion will be passed over. 
COMMODITY LOANS AND MARKETING 

QUOTAS 

The bill <S. 935) to amend the Agri
cultural Adjustment Act of 1938 with re
spect to commodity loans and marketing 
quotas, and for other purposes, was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, we 
disposed of the principle and objective 
of that bill in the conference report yes
terday, so I move to recommit the bill to 
the Committee on Agriculture and For
estry. 

The motion was agreed to. 
WITHHOLDING FROM THE MARKET COT

TON OWNED BY THE GOVERNMENT 

The bin <S. 1250) to provide for with
holding from the normal channels of 
trade and commerce cotton of the 1940 
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and previous crops which is owned by 
the Government or which is pledged as 
security for Government loans was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, I hope 
this bill will pass. It is of very great im
portance to the cotton growers. It was 
unanimously reported by the committee. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I never 
like to hold up bills, especially those re
ported by the able chairman of the com
mittee. However, this bill brings into 
consideration a very large subject. 
Standing by itself, and applicable only 
to cotton, it covers only one phase of the 
problem. It had been my intention
and it may yet be-to consider offering 
an amP.ndment providing for perhaps two 
other basic commodities, corn and wheat. 
I have been giving study to the matter, 
and have also recently received a great 
many letters and telegrams from farm 
leaders who wish further to consider the 
matter. For that reason I do not feel 

·that I should consent today to any action 
on the bill. 

I wish to have it understood that I am 
not attempting purposely to hold up the 
bill. My action is in the best of faith, as 
I have always attempted to act in mat
ters which come before the Senate. The 
bill deals with only part of a large prob
lem. The Bankhead bill, providing for 
a commodity loan of 85 percent upon 
cotton, should be considered in connec
tion with this very measure. 

I think we should also consider what 
the attitude of the Appropriations Com
mittee might be with regard to the pay
ment of parity, and how much we should 
pay toward parity. There is such a 
thing as making the benefits so generous 
as to throw the commodities out of line 
with other commodities not treated. It 
is possible to elevate the price to such an 
extent that the demands of the con
sumer are not met. The problem is a 
large one. In my judgment, this bill 
should be considered in connection with 
other legislation, particularly with ref
erence to the question whether we 
should freeze one commodity without 
attempting to treat other commodities 
dealt with in the Agricultural Adjust
ment Act. 

For that reason, and only for that rea
son, I ask that the bill go over. 

Mr. SMITH. I desire to make one fur
ther remark. It is unfortunate that 
cotton is not in the same category with 
grains. They are perishable. When it 
is taken from the weather, and when it 
is stored, cotton is practically imperish
able. The Government has in its own 
possession 6,000,000 bales; it has an 
equity in approximately 4,000,000 addi
tional bales, making in round numbers, 
according to the last report I have re
ceived, approximately 10,041,000 bales. 
Everyone knows that a crop of cotton 
is now on hand. Because of the action 
taken by the Senate yesterday and that 
taken by the House the day before, cot
ton has risen almost to the loan price, 
if it has not today risen to that price. 
The only thing that deters it from reach
ing the loan price-in which event there 
would not be any drain at all on the 
Treasury, because under those circum
stances farmers would sell their cotton 

at a price in excess of the loan price
is the cotton growers' fear of the Gov
ernment's tremendous holding of cotton. 

Under the terms of the bill I propose 
the Government could use the cotton 
for any purpose it sees fit, so long as 
it is not put into channels of trade or 
not offered as a hedge against a sale or 
a purchase. This cotton already is 
financed and provided for. The Gov
ernment owns it. I do not know how 
much of it the Government will use. 
According to the reports I have received, 
some 300,000 bales have been used in 
channels other than channels of trade. 

I had hoped that the Senate would 
see fit to put this matter beyond the 
realm of speculation and trade, so that 
we would give the current crop a right 
to the market. I appreciate what · the 
Senator from Oregon has said, and I 
am perfectly willing to let the bill go 
over, in order that wheat and other com
modities may be included according to 
their storage value. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, if the 
Senator will permit an obtrusion, I de
sire to state that if we impound the ten 
and one-half million bales of cotton ·now 
in possession of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, whether owned or whether 
held as collateral, that cotton will not 
enter into the channels of trade. I am 
curious to know what effect the loan 
price of 85 percent of parity on this 
year's spot cotton would have a year 
from now on the price of the frozen 
cotton. 

Mr. SMITH. I think the probabilities 
are that it would go a cent or 2 cents 
above the loan price-that is, the 85-per
cent level. 

Mr. McNARY. Is it the intention of 
the able Senator from South Carolina 
that this cotton should be taken out of 
the reservoir in which it is temporarily 
impounded and that it should receive the 
benefits of the parity loan price? 

Mr. SMITH. It is the Government's 
cotton. 

Mr. McNARY. Part of it is the Gov
ernment's cotton. On half of it the 
title has passed. On half of it the Gov-
ernment simply holds a lien. · 

Mr. SMITH. According to its terms, 
the note the Government holds is a de
mand note, and the Government can 
take the cotton at any time and can take 
it at the current price. 

Mr. McNARY. Yes. 
Mr. SMITH. Farmers now are with

drawing it. 
Mr. McNARY. Yes. So, without this 

bill the farmer who would have an 
equity in this cotton could take it out 
and sell it today or during this year's 
crop season. 

Mr. SMITH. According to the terms 
of the note, he could take it out and hold 
it until the 1st of July. 

Mr. McNARY. After the 1st of July, 
he could take his cotton out of the reser
voir in which it is impounded and could 
sell it at 85 percent of the parity price. 

Mr. SMITH. He can sell it at that 
price now. 

Mr. McNARY. Very well. Then, if 
that be true, the Senator's bill would 
apply not only to this year's crop of cot
ton but also to cotton which is frozen. 

Mr. SMITH. The bill would not ap
ply to this year's crop. 

Mr. McNARY. The Bankhead bill, 
which provides for 85 percent of parity, 
does apply to this year's crop. 

Mr. SMITH. Yes. 
Mr. McNARY. That is what I say. I 

think the two measures must be treated 
in relation to each other. By this bill 
the Senator is attempting to freeze cot
ton which is now impounded and is at
tempting to keep it off the market. The 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD] 
wants to give the cotton crop of this year 
a loan price of 85 percent of parity. 

Mr. SMITH. That is this year's crop. 
Mr. McNARY. Certainly. We must 

think of the owners of the 11,000,000 im
pounded bales. 

Mr. SMITH. The Senator desires to 
quote the figures correctly. 

Mr. McNARY. Certainly. 
Mr. SMITH. There are about three 

and one-half million bales in which there 
is no equity at all. 

Mr. McNARY. That is true. What
ever the total may be, or however the 
Senator may segregate the supplies of 
cotton ·in the consideration of his bill, 
according to my judgment we must con
sider it in connection with the Bankhead 
measure and the parity bill which is in 
the Committee on Agriculture and For
estry, and over which there has been no 
controversy. 

Mr. SMITH. The Government owns 
in fee simple 6,000,000 bales. That is in 
the Government's hands. The acreage 
has been reduced, and the loan price on 
cotton has been increased. It will not 
cost the Government anything more to 
keep it. It is in their own warehouses. 
I think, in justice to the farmers who are 
making a crop this year in excess of do
mestic consumption, that they should be 
given a free market on the basis of 85 
percent of parity. 

Mr. McNARY. But the Senator does 
not think that that should apply to the 
grower who now has a crop impounded? 

Mr. SMITH. I do not know of any 
cotton grower whose crop has been im
pounded. Only a fraction of the crop 
has been impounded. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator must con
cede that there is a clear distinction be
tween spot cotton-this year's crop-and 
the cotton of last year and the year be
fore, now controlled by the Commodity 
Credit Corporation. I have the greatest 
sympathy for the cotton growers of the 
South, and I think I have shown it by 
every word I have said on this floor and 
every vote I have cast. But in view of 
the three separate bills and the fact that 
cotton has been segregated from wheat, 
corn, tobacco, and rice, I think careful 
consideration should be given before 
further action -is taken. 

Mr. SMITH. If the Senator desires 
to offer an amendment, I shall be per
fectly willing to accept it. I do not 
know anything about wheat and the 
storage of wheat and corn. If the Sen
ator desires to offer an amendment, I 
will accept it. I have tried to do the 
best I could for wheat and corn. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator has done 
so. 
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Mr. SMITH. I have tried to do the 

best I could for all the products of agri
culture, but in view of the fact that the 
price of everything the farmer has to 
buy is going sky-high, I think the time 
has come when he must be considered. 
I know that the Senator from Oregon 
entertains the same views on the matter 
that I do. 

Mr. McNARY. Oh, yes. I think the 
Senator from Oregon is just as tender 
tcward the condition of the farmer as 
is the able Senator who succeeded me 
as chairman of the Committee on Agri
culture and Forestry. I am considering 
not only the farmer who today is rais
ing cotton, but the man who raised it 
last year and the year before. My sym
pathies are not solely with one group; 
I am considering all cotton raisers as a 
group. 

However, I do not desire to take up 
any further time. I am violating the 
rule; I am speaking longer than I 
should. But with the greatest · of 
courtesy toward the Senator from South 
Carolina, knowing his sympathy for the 
bill, I ask that today it go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be passed over. 

Mr. SMITH. I do not object; I join in 
suggesting that it go over; but I desire 
to say that the men with the equity 
in the Government's cotton are the very 
men who are making this year's crop. 
They cannot divide this year's crop from 
that of other years; they have gotten 
their loans on last year's crop and have 
spent it on this year's. If there is any 
equity coming to them I should be glad 
to have them get it; but I am trying 
to take care of those who are making 
this year's crop. 
PAYMENTS UNDER SOIL CONSERVATION 

AND DOMESTIC ALLOTMENT 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 588) to give the Secretary of 
Agriculture permanent authority to make 
payments to agricultural producers in 
order to effectuate the purposes speci
fied in section 7 (a) of the Soil Conserva
tion and Domestic Allotment Act, which 
was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 7 of the 
Soil Conservation and Domestic Allotment 
Act, as amended (16 U. S. C. 590g), is 
amended by striking out subsections (b), 
(c), (d), (e), (f), and (g). 

SEc. 2. Section 8 of the Soil Conservation 
and Domestic Allotment Act, as amended (16 
U.S. C. 590h), is amended (1) by striking out 
subsection (a); and (2) by striking out, in 
subsection (b) , "Subject to the limitations 
provided in subsection (a) of this section, 
the" and inserting in lieu thereof "The." 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, will the Senator from Alabama ex
plain this bill? I have not had an op
portunity to examine it. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will be very glad 
to do so. When the Soil Conservation 
and Domestic Allotment Act was passed 
in 1936, immediately following the an
nulment of the original Agricultural 
Adjustment Act by the Supreme Court, 
there was grave doubt about the power 
of Congress, under the decision of the 
Court, to administer any Federal pro
gram relating to agriculture because of 
the very great length to which, appar-

ently, the opinion of the Supreme Court 
went. So, in passing the act immedi
ately following the Supreme Court deci
sion, there were, because of. that doubt, 
included in the act provisions requiring 
that the administration of the Soil Con
servation Act should be returned or sent 
back to the various States so as to have 
what were then called 48 little Triple A's 
A certain length of time, 4 years, as I 
recall, was given-and it was extended 
2 years--for the States to pass enabling 
acts in order to administer such money 
as Congress might grant to them under 
the Soil Conservation Act. The time will 
expire on the 1st of January. 

Only about 12 or 15 States have passed 
enabling legislation; and unless a bill 
similar to this is passed, administra.tion 
of the Soil Conservation Act will revert 
to some 10 or 12 States only, and there 
will be no authority to administer it 
elsewhere: In fact, it cannot well be ad
ministered locally; so this bill is to con
tinue the present soil-conservation pro
gram, a program which was endorsed in 
the platforms of both political parties. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, let me say to the Senator from 
Alabama that, of course, I have no inten
tion · of objecting to the consideration of 
this bill, for I am very much in sympathy 
with the Soil Conservation Act. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I think that act is 
probably the best legislation which has 
been enacted in relation to agriculture. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I, too, think 
it is one of the very best. I should like 
to remark, however, that I am, in gen
eral, very apprehensive about extending 
the permanent powers of the Agricul
tural Department, because I have seen 
so many instances of the very arbitrary 
exercise of power by the bureaucrats 
there. I recall that last fall and this 
spring the Senator from Alabama and 
myself, and all other members of the 
United States Senate interested in cot
ton, saw an extremely arbitrary exhibi
tion of power by the bureaucrats of the 
Agricultural Department which required 
an act of Congress to correct, and which 
I was very glad to be one of the followers, 
under the leadership of the Senator from 
Alabama, in correcting. But I do, in 
general; regard permanent grants of 
power to the Agricultural Department 
with very great misgiving, although in 
this particular case I agree with the 
Senator that the passage of the bill is 
very necessary to effectuate the purposes 
of the Soil Conservation Act. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That is true, for 
unless the bill were passed the act would 
terminate except in a few States. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Senator 
knows what I am talking about. I refer 
to the very arbitrary exercise of power 
in the matter of the reconcentration of 
loan cotton, which would have worked 
an intolerable outrage on the farmers of 
the interior. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I feel exactly as 
the Senator does about that matter. I 
thought it was an outrageous and un
conscionable effort. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I was glad 
to follow the leadership of the Senator 
from Alabama in correcting that situa
tion, but that experience and others have 

made me very apprehensive about mak
ing permanent grants of power to the 
Agricultural Department. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. This bill was ini
tiated on my responsibility; I was the 
coauthor of the Soil Conservation and 
Domestic Allotment Act, and it was 
really my bill which was passed. I feel 
very greatly interested in its success, and 
unless something is done now, that law 
cannot, as I have stated it, be adminis
tered except in a very few States, and, 
of course, that would not be satisfactory 
to the Congress. 

Mr. BILBO. Mr. President, on April 
14 I introduced Senate bill 1324, seeking 
to amend the Federal Crop Insurance Act 
of 1938, in such a manner as to provide 
for the insurance of producers of cotton 
against loss in yields of cotton due to 
unavoidable causes, including a provision 
for additional premium and indemnity 
in terms of lint cotton to cover loss of 
cottonseed, such additional premiun~ and 
indemnity to be determined on the basis 
of the average relationship between re
turns from cottonseed and returns· from 
lint cotton for the same period of years 
as that used for computing yields and 
premium rates. In other words, we want 
to assure to cotton growers the same type 
of protection now enjoyed by wheat grow
ers under the Federal Crop Insurance 
Act. 

However, the Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. BANKHEAD] introduced Senate bill 
158 in January and it was very prcperly 
taken up by the committee to be reported. 
Therefore, in view of the fact that his 
bill was introduced first and also bec·ause 
he was author of the earlier bill which 
was vetoed by President Roosevelt last 
year, I now wish to pledge my support 
to the bill of the Senator from Alabama 
in lieu of my own, and I ask leave to ·sub
mit a few remarks in support of same. 
It has the same objective, in the long 
run, as the measure proposed in my bill, 
and I gladly join him in urging enactment 
of his bill. · 

In his letter transmitting a report of 
the President's Committee on Crop In
surance in 1937, President Roosevelt 
stated: 

I believe that legislation should authorize 
application of similar programs to other com
modities (than wheat) when it is established 
that producers desire them and application 
of the plan to wheat has providEd a back
log of experience in applying the principles 
of crop insurance. 

On May 4, 1940, Senate bill 2635, Sev
enty-sixth Congress, third session, was 
passed to extend to cotton the system of 
Federal crop insurance now applied to 
wheat. But President Roosevelt could 
not see his way clear to approve the bill. 
He is now convinced that the time is ripe 
for extending the insurance program to 
cotton, as evidenced by the following let
ter from Mr. Roosevelt to the Secretary 
of Agriculture under date of April 5, 
1941, as follows: 
The Honorable the SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 

MY DEAR MR. SECRETARY: On May 4, 1940, 
I returned to Congress without my approval 
S. 2635 (76th Cong., 3d sess.), a bill which 
would have extended to cotton the system 
of Federal crop insurance now applied to 
wheat. My action was based on (a) the sub
stantial losses incurred by Federal insurance 
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of wheat; (b) the lack of a sound actuarial 
bas!s for a self-supporting crop insurance; 
and (c) the belief that when such basis was 
established the producers of all major crops 
should share in its benefits. 

I am now informed that the losses incurred 
by the Federal Insurance Corporation have 
been considerably less than previously esti
mated and that your Department feels the 
actuarial basis of the Corporation has proved 
to be sound, provided administrative ex
penses continue to be paid by the Govern
ment. 

While I have felt that any crop-insurance 
plan should be self-supporting with premiums 
sufficient to pay administrative costs as well 
as indemnities, I recognize that where the 
Government has entered insurance fields to 
meet needs which commercial insurance or
ganizations have been reluctant to provide, 
it has heretofore seemed proper to share or 
provide the necessary administrative ex
penses. The Department has successfully 
reduced the ratio of administrative expenses 
and has recently submitted legislation to 
Congress which would permit premiums to 
be paid in notes of the commodity which, if 
enacted, will result in further substantial 
savings by largely eliminating storage costs. 

In view of the proven benefits of crop in
surance a'1d the reduction in administrative 
expenses accomplished and in prospect, it 
now seems to me that as reliable actuarial 
bases are developed consideration might be 
given to the extension of Federal insurance 
to other crops. 

Sincerely yours, 
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

After careful observation of the pro
gram and its results in the instance of 
wheat, based on my researches into facts 
and figures, I am firmly convinced that 
the crop-insurance program has amply 
justified itself. In fact, I am elated over 
the results obtained thus far. 

The wheat crop insurance program has 
been in operation 3 years, and now is pre.: 
paring for its sign-up campaign for the 
fourth time. The official report issued by 
the Crop Insurance Corporation is a veri
table progress sheet. 

During the first year of operation, that 
is, in 1939, insurance was written in 1,289 
counties of 31 States. Losses paid on the 
1939 crop amounted. to about 10,000,000 
bushels of wheat. Each succeeding year 
has witnessed substantial increases in the 
sign-up. The following summary speaks 
eloquently for th~ popularity of the pro
gr.am: 

1939 1940 1941 

Number of pre· 
miums collected ___ 165, 777 360, 656 420,077 

Premium payments 
(in bushels) ____ ___ 6,684,215 13,804,632 14,358,958 

E stimated insured 
acreage (in bush· 
el~> - -------------- - 7,235, 050 12,764,124 10,946,284 

Estimated insured 
producti o n (in 
bushels)---- ------- 60,839, 785 108, 333, 141110, 591, 202 

It is officially estimated that drought, 
floods, frost, hail, insects, plant diseases, 
and other unavoidable hazards take an 
annual toll of around 300,000,000 bushels 
of wheat every year. It is gratifying, 
indeed, to know that at least a part of 
this tremendous'loss is now offset by crop 
insurance. The crop-insurance program 
has given the wheat farmer the protec
tion of a guaranteed wheat income, and 
the result has been that the insured 
grower has always had some wheat to 

sell, regardless of whatever perils the 
hostile forces of Nature might visit on 
his crops. It has helped farmers to sta
bilize their business of wheat growing. 
It has enabled the wheat grower to pay 
for his crop failures on the installment 
plan, so to speak, instead of absorbing 
the shock of crop failure all in 1 year. 
Actuarial rates have been developed from 
actual and appraised records for. farms 
so that over a period of years the amount 
the grower pays in premiums will about 
balance with what he collects in indem
nities. 

Moreover, crop insurance has given the 
wheat grower a new source of credit, 
since, by assigning his contract, he can 
borrow money to continue his farming 
operations. With an insurance contract 
as collateral, he has become a much 
better credit risk. Insurance, too, has 
helped numerous wheat growers to pro
tect their meager investments in land 
where one crop failure would have fgrced 
them off the land. 

With assured wheat income, local rural 
communities, wholly dependent upon 
wheat for trade and existence, have been 
benefited. Crop insurance has made 
possible continued trade on Main Street 
by supplying some measure of purchasing 
power on the farm in crop-failure years. 
This purchasing power has had an indi
rect effect on city industry and urban 
labor in that the farm thus was able to 
buy what the city produced, whereas in 
former years of crop failures business 
and labor suffered. 

It may be truthfully said that crop 
insurance serves another important pur
pose in the complex business of farming. 
It supplies the farmer with an irrefutable 
record of his land. Through insurance 
the grower can determine for himself the 
feasibility of continuing to grow wheat 
on land that otherwise might not prove 
unfitted for that crop until after repeated 
years of meager success and failure. 

Aside from all economic considerations, 
the protection afforded by crop insurance 
goes a long way to boost the morale of the 
farmer thus protected. It gives him the 
precious feeling of security that comes 
with knowing that the elements and the 
:insects and plant diseases cannot snatch 
away his whole year's hard work and 
investment in his crop. In years of crop 
failure the farmer who does not have 
crop insurance or some other reserve to 
fall back on must resort, if he needs 
funds, to borrowing, or he may have to 
seek private or· public relief. Crop in
surance gives him certainty and security 
in the place of uncertainty and insecu
rity. It is less expensive than borrowing 
because it eliminates the payment of 
interest and other borrowing costs which 
are us-qally inordinately high at those 
times when the farmer is pressed for 
funds. It is certainly less expensive to 
the Government than public relief be
cause the farmer contributes through 
payment of premiums to his own need 
for funds following crop failures. It is 
less embarrassing to farmers to provide 
in advance through insurance for their 
own needs in years of misfortune than 
to have to accept public relief. In other 
words; the Federal crop-insurance pro
gram helps the farmer to help himself. 

With the attained success of the wheat
insurance program as a backlog of ex
perience, the time seems ripe for apply
ing the program to what is commonly 
called the Nation's economic problem 
No.1. That is to say, the cotton-growing 
south. · 

More than 2,000,000 American farmers 
depend on cotton for the major source 
of their income. Many of these farmers 
at one time or another 11ave faced finan
cial difficulties--even fina:Icial ruin-be
cause of crop failures from causes beyond 
their control. The need for some form 
of protection against these unavoidable 
and seemingly inevitable production 
hazards has long been apparent. Crop 
insurance would seem now to point the 
way to meet these hazards. 

Approximately 13,500,000 people in the 
United States are directly dependent for 
at least a substantial part oi. their liveli
hood on the cotton crop. This is almost 
11 percent of the population of conti
nental United States. 

On 2,000,000 cotton farms of the South 
and Southwest there are more than 10,-
000,000 persons dependent on cotton for 
the greater part of their income. Cotton 
textile manufacturing in all its branches 
provides the support of approximately 
3,000,000 citizens, and in other work 
based on cotton marketing and processing 
there are about 500,000. There are more 
cotton farms than those of any other 
type. 

In good years the annual farm value 
of the cotton crop reaches $1,000,000,000; 
adding to this the value of cottonseed 
products, approximating $180,000,000 and 
$1,000,000,000 as the approximate value 
of products of southern textile mills, we 
have in the cotton industry an annual 
business totaling $2,18U,OOO,OOO. This 
represents the Nation's largest single in
dustry, and yet it is the most unprotected 
business. 

Ten million persons dependent on cot
ton for the greater part of their income 
are more or less at the mercy of the ele
ments, the insects, and the scourge of 
plant disease, to say nothing of disastrous 
fluctuations in cotton price. 

In these times of low cotton price the 
growing of cotton is unprofitable enough 
from any angle viewed. Persons not fa
miliar with the facts are shocked to 
know how much it costs to produce an 
acre of cotton. The following chart of 
official figures pertaining to cost of pro
duction is very revealing: 

Gross cost per acre 
To prepare and plant _________________ $3. 82 
To cultivate and hoe_________________ 5. 20 
liarvest------------------------------ 8.15 
Fertilizers____________________________ 1. 93 

Seed--------------------------------- 1.16 
Ginning----------------------------- 2. 73 
Miscellaneous------------------------ 3. 39 

Total, above items------------- 26. 38 
Credit allowance per acre for cotton-

seed·------------------------------- 4.53 
Balance (net)------------------ 21. 85 

If the grower rents his land an addi
tional item of $4.98 per acre must be 
added, bringing the total net cost per 
acre to $26.73. 
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Translated in pounds, based on a 10-

year average of yields per acre, the net 
cost of producing a pound of cotton, in
cluding rent, is 9.6 cents; excluding rent, 
7.8 cents. 

These :figures are for the 1937 crop and 
are the latest production :figures I have 
at hand, but the cost of production does 
not vary a great deal over an average 
period of years. 

Taking into consideration the fre
quency of material crop losses that occur 
over the Cotton Belt and almost total 
losses that occur occasionally in lesser 
portions of the region, it is not surprising 
that the average annual income of the 
cotton farmer is so pathetically low. 

The seriousness of hazards to cotton 
are graphically shown by Bureau of Agri
cultural Economics :figures giving the per
centage of reduction from full yield in 
recent years: 

Percent 
1928---------------------------------- 36.4 
1929---------------------------------- 43 . 8 
1930------------------------~--------- 47.1 
1931---------------------------------- 27.8 
1932----------------------------------42.7 1933 __________________________________ 28.6 

1934----------------------------------42.6 
1935----------------------------------36.8 
1936----------------------------------38.5 
1937 --------------------------------- 23. 1 

Crop failures befa11 one part or another 
of the Cotton Belt practically every year. 
The consequence is that the farmers who 
suffer these crop losses have little or no 
income on which to live. Where borrow
ers are dependent upon a crop for in
come and that crop is subject to numer
ous uncontrollable hazards, the grower is 
often rated a questionable credit risk. 
Too many crop failures and his credit 
dries up completely. Or if he still is ·con
sidered a credit risk, he generally must 
pay interest rate commensurate with 
that high degree of risk. Crop insurance 
would enlarge the availability of credit. 
It would provide the cotton farmer with 
a better distribution of income from year 
to year and thus alleviate some of the 
hardship brought about by crop failure. 
The burden of crop failure on cotton 
farms, as with wheat farms, has fre
quently been beyond the resources of the 
individual grower. At such times gov
ernmental relief is the only place to 
which the individual can turn. Accord
ing to :figures taken from the records of 
the Director of Information of the United 
States Department of Agriculture, the 
Federal Government spent for emer
gency agricultural relief a total of $600,-
000,000 during the 10-year period from 
1926 to 1935. A large part of this relief 
was absolutely essential because of crop 
failures. 

The crop-insurance program is mate
ri:;~Jly reducing the need for Federal and 
State Government relief in wheat areas, 
and it can do the same for the cotton 
South. 

We do not claim that crop insurance 
offers a solution for all the cotton 
farmers' problems, for many of these 
problems are world-wide in scope. We 
do believe and honestly affirm that ap
plication of the program to the Cotton • 
Belt would make a great contribution to-

ward solution for many farmers of the 
problems that are caused by the haz
ardous factors of crop production. 

By the eame token, it would undoubt
edly make a significant contribution to 
the welfare of the whole Nation, for it 
does not take an economist to know that 
the security and prosperity of the cot
ton industry has a marked influence on 
the security and prosperity of the entire 
country. 

I am delighted with the findings of the 
comprehensive research that has been 
conducted by agricultural experts with 
the Crop Insurance Corporation and 
other departments of the United States 
Department of Agriculture with relation 
to the possibilities of cotton-crop in
surance. 

I have recently reread and analyzed 
again the statements of Mr. R. T. Bag
gett, associate agricultural economist of 
the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, 
as presented before the Agriculture Com
mittee of the House in July 1939. Since 
that time much additional information 
has been assembled, of course, and the 
more thought I give to the subject, the 
stronger becomes my conviction that we 
should no longer delay the inclusion of 
cotton and cottonseed in the crop
insurance program. 

Mr. Baggett had made an objective 
study of conditions at first hand in the 
strategic areas of the cotton South. In 
my State, for example, he attended sev
eral meetings that were held in Missis
sippi, arranged by the director of exten
sion, where discussions were held re
garding the proposed plan for cotton
crop insurance. The farmers were asked 
to express their opinions as to how they 
thought insurltnce might be received 
there, and not a dissenting vote was cast 
in these meetings. 

FUrthermore, previous to the time 
these meetings were held, and previous 
to the time that crop conditions became 
critical in that area, the director of ex
tension had sent copies of House Docu
ment 277, A Suggested Plan for Cotton 
Crop Insurance, to about 604 cotton 
growers in the State of Mississippi and 
asked them to read that and send to him 
their comments on the plan as proposed 
in that bulletin, and out of the 604 replies 
received, 403 were in favor of it. That is 
to say, 80 percent of the representative 
farmers of the State were in favor of the 
plan. 

Mr. Baggett and his assistants selected 
strategic counties in various cotton States 
and completed actuarial computations to 
reflect tentative :figures for premium 
ratcJ on cotton, 75-percent coverage. 
Based on these tentative computations, 
it appears that the average rate for the 
State of Mississippi premiums is around 
9 pounds per acre. 

This chart of . tentative :figures for 
county average yield and county average 
premium rates for 75-percent insurance 
per acre for cotton-crop insurance in 
selected, strategic counties in all the 
typical cotton States is herewith pre
sented, and I wish to make it a part of the 
RECORD. 

Tentative figures for county acreage yield. 
and county average premium rates for 75-
percent insurance per acre tor cotton crop 
insurance in selected counties in Cotton 
Belt 

[From the report o!R. T. Baggett, associate agricultura 
economist, Bureau of .Agricultural Economics, U. S 
Department of .Agriculture] 

State and county 

North Carolina: Anson ___ _____________________ _ 
Johnston _____ --------------- __ Rowan ___ ____________________ _ 
Sampson ___ __________________ _ 

Vance ___ ----------------------Florida: Madison ________________ _ 
South Carolina: 

.Allendale __ ------------------

.Anderson __ ------------------
Chester __ ---------------------Darlington ____ -- ___________ --: 
Dillo:L _____ ____________ -------
Orangeburg __ ----------------_ Richland _____________________ _ 
Saluda __________ --------------
Spartanburg __ ----------------

Georgia: 
Burke _________ ----------------CarrolL ______________________ _ 
Cherokee __ ___________________ _ 
Early __ -----------------------Floyd ________________________ _ 

~ :~~;s:~= = = = = ::: === == === = ==== Laurens __________ --- _________ _ 
Oglethorpe _________ _. _________ _ 

Tattnal.L ·---------------------Terrell ___________ ----- __ ------
Tift. ___ ----------------_------
Walton_----------------------Wayne _______________________ _ 
Wilcox _____________________ --_ 
Upson ___ ----------- ___ ------_ 

Alabama: 
Barbour __ --------------------
Bibb . . ------------------------Esram bia __ __________________ _ 

Etowah __ --------------------
Lamar __ ----------------------Madison _____________________ _ 
Randolph ____________________ _ 
Sumter ________________________ . 

Mississippi: .Amite _________________________ . 
.A ttala ________________________ _ 

Bolivar ___ --------------------
Chickasaw-------------------
Claiborne_--------------------
Coahoma ___ ------------------Humphreys __________________ _ 
l~saquena ____________________ _ 
Jasper------_--------~- __ -----
Lee. __ ------------------------
Marion ___ --------------------
Perry_------------------------
Tippab ___ --------------------
Winston __ --------------------

Louisiana: 
Caddo __ ----------------------Concordia ___ _________ --_-----_ 
East CarrolL-----------------
Jackson ______ -----------------
Jefferson Da>is_ --------------Natchitoches _________________ -
Red River_-------------------Richland ___ _______________ ----
St. Martin ___________________ _ 
Tangipahoa ________ ------ __ ---

Texas: 
.Archer _____ ----_----- _____ ---_ BelL _________________________ _ 

Brazoria. __ -------------------
Brazos.-----------------------
Coleman. ______ ---------------Dawson ______________________ _ 

Denton.----------------------Dickens _____________ ----------
Donley __ ---------------------
Ellis __ ------------------------El Paso ______________________ _ 
Guadalupe _____________ --- __ -_ 
Hardeman.-------------------
Harrison. __ --------- _____ ----_ 
Hunt.-----------------------
Jones __ -----------------------
Liberty_----------------------Lubbock ___________ --- __ -_----McCulloch ___________________ _ 
Nacogdoches _________________ _ 
N ueces ______ ------------------
Titus.-----------------------
Ward.------------------------

11-year 
county 
average 

yield 
(19:z8-38) 

Pounds 
lint 

252 
276 
288 
287 
258 
119 

208 
250 
226 
229 
:294 
248 
188 
241 
271 

217 
254 
230 
Z07 
241 
207 
221 
199 
193 
196 
249 
230 
248 
198 
200 
161 

157 
214 
221 
242 
219 
238 
216 
147 

177 
186 
281 
177 
198 
289 
276 
265 
210 
214 
208 
193 
203 
187 

244 
294 
344 
170 

. 228 
228 
205 
242 
212 
184 

111 
150 
189 
173 
110 
138 
148 
144 
151 
173 
506 
136 
122 
130 
162 
121 
188 
160 
118 
164 
205 
138 
173 

County 
average 
premium 

rate 

Pounds 
lint 

8.3 
7. 5 
9.5 
8.9 
5.2 
9.8 

9.8 
6.0 
6. 6 

12.8 
14.1 
12.4 

9.0 
9. 9 . 
5. 4 

9.5 
4.3 
4.4 
8. 7 
3.4 
7. 7 
8.4 

12.3 
9.8 

12. 7 
9. 5 
8.0 
4. 2 

16. 0 
6. 4 

13.4 

13. 0 
10.3 
9. 3 
6. 5 
7. 9 
7.1 
5.4 
8.5 

12.0 
7. 3 

14.6 
12.6 
10.5 
11.3 
11.0 
16.4 
11.1 
7. 7 
9.6 

13.3 
10. 4 
12.9 

7.1 
14.1 
10.3 
8.0 
9. 3 
8.9 
7.0 

1L6 
24.8 
10.7 

19.9 
5. 7 

23.1 
10.0 
10.9 
17.2 
8.0 

22.0 
12.5 
6. 7 

13.7 
10.7 
18.4 
6.4 
7. 5 

16.9 
16.5 
25.0 
8.1 
8. 5 
8.6 
6.6 

13.7 



4114 ·coNGRESSIONAL .RECORD~SENATE MAY 15 

Tentative figures for county acreage yield 
and county average premium tates for 75· 
percent insurance per acre for cotton crop 
insurance in selected counties in Cotton 
Belt-Continued 

State and county 

Oklahoma: Beckham _____________________ _ 

Canadian ___ ------------------
Cleveland_--------------------Comanche_._ __________________ _ 

Dewey_-----------------------Harmon.----- _______ :_ _______ --
Jefferson. _-------------------
Johnston._-------------------
McCurtain------------------
Muskogee.--------------------

~f~~urgh~~=::::::::::~:::::: 
Tennessee: 

Fayette __ ------~------~-------
Giles._------------------------Herdin _______________________ _ 
Lake ______ --------------------
Meigs ____ ---------------------Rutherford _____________ -------

Arizona:, . Graham ______________________ _ 
Greenlee· __ --------------------Maricopa _______ : ____________ _ 
PinaL __ _ ---------------------

Kentucky: 
Calloway __ ------------------
Carlisle_.---------------------
Fulton __ ----------------------

Virginia: · Greensville .. __________ ~ ___ • __ _ 
Mecklenburg _________________ _ 
Princess Anne ________________ _ 
Southampton ___________ ------

Arkansas: 
Arkansas ________ -------------_ 
Cbicot_ ---------~-----------~-
Clay_-------------------------Franklin ________ ---- _________ _ 
Garland. ________ o ____ ~ ______ ~-

Lawrence_--------------------
Lee. ____ ----------------------• Little River __________________ _ 
Lonoke. __ --------------~-----Oua<;hita. ____________________ _ Scott_ ________________________ _ 

Stone ___ ----------------------

11-year 
county 
average 
yield 

(1928-38) 

Pounds 
lint 

139 
140 
143 
114 
122 
120 
129 
122 
137 
135 
133 
127 

198 
210 
181 
323 
199 
203 

538 
320 
356 
359 

232 
249 
318 

276 
245 
304 
289 

170 
238 
245 
127 
131 
200 
217 
152 
201 
140 
122 
129 

County 
average 
premium 

rate 

Pounds 
lint 

17.8 
17.5 
10.0 
15.8 
17.6 
13.7 
13.0 
11.0 
11.1 
17.7 
16.5 
10.7 

6.9 
4.0 
6. 3 

10.7 
7.0 
6.1 

8.1 
17.6 
4. 3 

10.8 

13.7 
18.2 
16. 5, 

8.8 
9.6 

16.4 
13.3 

11.2 
9. 5 

12.0 
6. 9 

11.3 
13.4 
13.0 
5. 5 
6.2 
9. 7 
8. 4 
9.3 

Mr. President, . it will be noted that in 
certain parts of the Belt the risks are 
greater than they are in Mississippi and 
the premium rates are, of course, rela
tively higher. But the greater the risk 
in crop production, the greater the need 
for protection. 

If we may assume that cotton farm
ers of other States are as interested in 
securing cotton-crop insurance as in 
Mississippi-where a representative 80 
percent favored the plan even when it 
was still in its infancy, we may safely as
sume that cotton farmers over the entire 
Belt will be ready and eager, in large 
numbers, to take advantage of it-pro
vided the proposed amendment passes, as 
I do most fervently hope it will. As a 
matter of fact, many cotton farmers are 
pleading for this protection and I do not 
see how we can turn a deaf ear to their 
p1eas. They have seen that 55,929 wheat 
growers in 1939 were paid indemnities 
amounting to 10,163,487 bushels and that 
in 1940, 112,645 wheat growers received 
indemnities aggregating 22,887,713 bush
els, and they are wondering why they, 
the cotton farniers, cannot likewise par
ticipate in a program which is working 
out so advantageously. _ 

A reading of the 1940, or Second An
nual, Report of the Manager of the Fed
eral Crop Insurance Corporation, will 
convince the skeptical that the program 

is being administered in a businesslike · 
. manner for the wheat farmers. The vast 
amount of convincing actuarial and 

_other factual data made available 
through the Department of Agriculture 
furnishes sufficient evidence that cotton
crop insurance can also be made tenable. 
So I can see no reasonable argument 
against inclusion of our largest group of 
farmers in the whole Nation-the cotton 
farmers-in the crop-insurance plan. 
We have only asked for an additional ap
propriation of $6,000,000 to administer 
cotton-crop insurance. Surely, even in 
the face of the necessity for retrench
ment to as great extent as possible in 
nondefense expenditures, the · 10,000,000 
people who are dependent on the cotton 
crop for their principal source of income, 
are entitled to this small consideration. 

As a matter of strict fact, the protection 
of this important s'ector of our population 
s.gainst the economic hazards that con
stantly threaten them, is a defense 

· measure. As I look at it, proper defense 
is more than the mere assembling of 
physical implements of defense or the 
building of Army, Navy, and· Air Forces. 
Proper defense should include protection 
against all the things that the people in 
our democracy have cause to fear. And 
what is more to be feared than the loss of 
one's source of livelihood? Few aspects 
of human pathos are more poignant than 

_ the loss of a crop into which the farmer 
_ has not only invested his dollars but his 
hard, unremitting toil and his faith for 
the coming harvest. 

Thomas Jefferson said, about-150 years 
ago: 

The cultivators of the earth are the most 
valuable citizens. They are the most vigor
ous, the most virtuous, and they are tied to 
their country, and wedded to its Uberty and 
interests by the most lasting bonds. 

Those who labor in the earth are the 
chosen people of God, 1f He ever had a 
chosen people, whose breasts He has made 
H~s peculiar deposit for substantial and gen
uine virtue. It is the focus in which He 
keeps alive that sacred fire, which otherwise 

· might escape from the face of the earth. 
Corruption of morals in the mass of the 
cultivators is a phenomenon of which no age 
nor nation has furnished an example. It is 
the mark set on those, who, not looking up 
to heaven, to their own soil and industry, as 
does the husbandman, for the subsistence, 
depend for it on casualties and caprice of 
customers. Dependence begets subservience 
and venality, suffocates the germ of virtue, 
and prepares fit tools for the designs of 
ambition. Generally speaking, the propor
tion which the aggregate of the other classes 
of citizens bears in any State to that of its 
husbandmen is the proportion of its un
sound to its healthy parts, and is a good 
enough barometer whereby to measure its 
degree of corruption. 

It was true when Jefferson said it 150 
years ago, and it is equally true today; 
the tillers of the soil are the most vigor
ous and courageous of our citizens, taken 
as a whole, and they · are without ques
tion the backbone of our Nation. 

It was true when Jefferson said it 150 
years ago, and it is ·equally true today 
that dependence begets subservience and 
venality, suffocates the germ of virtue 
(and virtue includes patriotism) . 

It was true when Jefferson said it 150 
years ago, and it is equally true today 
that the proportion which the aggregate 

of the other classes of citizens bears in 
any State (or country) to that of its 

. farmers is the proportion of its unsound 
to its healthy parts, and is a sure enough 
barometer whereby to measure its degree 
of corruption or instability. 

Yes, Mr. P.resident, I believe with all 
my heart that the inauguration of cot
ton-crop defense-defense against the 
thing that the farmer fears most-de
serves consideration as a potentially im
portant link in national solidarity and 
security. And I do most _urgently plead 
for the passage of Senate bill 158, which 
would pave the way for this measure of 
defense for our cotton farmers. 

Tne PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was orderd to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
AMENDMENT OF FEDERAL CROP INSUR· 

- - ANCE ACT 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill <S. 158) to amend the Federal Crop 
Insurance Act which had been reported 
from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry with an amendment on page 3, 
after line 11~ to insert: 

SEC. 10. That section 508 (d) of the Fed
eral Crop ·Insur-ance Act, as amended, is 
amended by inserting the following sen
tences immediately after the first sentence 
thereof: "Nothing in this ·section shall pre
vent the Corporation from accepting, for 
the payment of . premiums, notes payable 
in the commodity insured, or the cash 
equivalent, upon such security _as may be 
determined pursuant to subsecton (b) of 
this section, and from purchasing the quan
tity of the commodity represented by any 
of such notes not paid at maturity." 

So as to make the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 502 of the 

Federal Crop Insurance Act, as amend.ed, is 
hereby amended by substituting the word 
"crop" for the word "wheat-crop" and by 
substituting the words "agricultural com
modities" for the word "wheat." 

SEc. 2. That section 506 (h) of said act, as 
amended, is amended by striking out the 
words "for wheat and other agricultural 
commOdities." · 

SEc. 3. That section 508 of said act, as 
amended, is amended by striking out the first 
comma in subsection (a} thereof and insert
ing in lieu thereof the following: "and with 
the cotton crop planted for harvest in 1942." 

SEc. 4. That section 508 of said act, as 
amended, is further amended by striking out 
the words "producers of wheat against loss in 
yields of wheat" in the first sentence, and 
substituting in lieu thereof the words "pro
ducers of the agricultural commOdity against 
loss in yields of the agricultural commodity.'' 

SEc. 5. That section 508 of said act, as 
amended, is further amended by substituting 
the words "the agricultural commodity" for 
the word "wheat" in the third sentence of 
subsection (a) . 

SEc. 6. That sections 508 (b), (c), and (d) 
and 516 (a) of said act, as amended, are 
further amended by substituting the words 
"the agricultural commodity" for the word 
"wheat" wherever it appears. 

SEc. 7. That section 508 of said act, as 
amended, is further amended by adding at 
the end thereof the following new subsection: 

"(e) In connection with insurance upon 
yields of cotton, to include provision for ad
ditional premium and indemnity in terms of 
lint cotton to cover loss of cottonseed, such 
additional premium and indemnitJ to be de-
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termined on the basis of the average rela
tionship between returns from cottonseed 
and returns from lint cotton for the same 
period of years as that used for computing 
yields and premium rates." . 

SEc. 8. That section 516 (a) of said act, as 
amended, is amended by striking out the 
figures "$6,000,000" and substituting in lieu 
thereof the figures "$12,000,000." 

SEC. 9. That said act, as amended, is fur
ther amended by :t.edesignating section 518 
as section 519, and by addition thereto of the 
following new section: 

"SEc. 518. 'Agricultural commodity,' as 
used in this act, means wheat or cotton, or 
both, as the context may indicate." 

SEc. 10. That section 508 (d) of the Fed
eral Crop Insurance ·Act, as amended, is 
amended by inserting the following sentence 
immediately after the first sentence thereof: 
"Nothing in this section shall prevent the 
Corporation from accepting, for the payment 
of premiums, notes payable in the commodity 
insured, or the cash equivalent, upon such 
security as may be determined pursuant to 
subsect ion (b) of this section, and from pur
chasing the quantity of the commodity rep
resented by any of such notes not paid at 
maturity." 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I favor 
this bill, as I have always favored crop 
insurance, but the last time the calendar 
was called some Senator objected. I un
derstand that objection has been re
moved. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. That objection has 
been removed. 

Mr. McNARY. Very well. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

question is on agreeing to the amendment 
reported by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered· to be engrossed 

for a third reading, read the third time 
and passed. 

CONTINUATION OF TEMPORARY IN
CREASES IN POSTAL RATES 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 105) to 
continue the temporary increases in 
postal rates on first-class niatter and for 
other purposes was considered, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time and 
passed. 
LANDS ADJACENT TO TURTLE MOUNTAIN 

INDIAN AGENCY, N. DAK. 

The bill <H. R. 3362) to amend the act 
of May 24, 1940 (Public, No. 520, 76th 
Cong.) was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXTRADITION OF FUGITIVES FROM 
JUSTICE 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 269) to amend section 5278 of the 
Revised Statutes, as amended, which was 
read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 5278 of the 
Revised Statutes, as amended, is amended by 
inserting after the words "en indictment 
found" the following: ", or information filed 
by a prosecuting officer." 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, may we have an explanation ' of the 
bill? 

Mr. McFARLAND. Mr. President, this 
bill is for the purpose of amending the 
statute relating to the extradition of fugi
tives from one State to another. 

The existing law provides that when 
the executive of any State or Territory 
demands any person as a fugitive fl'Om 
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justice of the €xecutive ·of any other 
State or Territory, to which such person 
has fied, and produces a certified copy of 
an indictment or an affidavit made before 
a magistrate charging the person de
manded with having committed treason, 
felony, or other crime, it shall be the duty 
of the executive of the State or Territory 
to which such person has fied to cause 
him to be arrested and to be delivered to 
the ag-ent of the demanding jurisdiction. 

The bill under consideration would 
amend the existing law by inserting the 
words "or information filed by a prose
cuting officer" immediately following the 
words "an indictment found." The ex
isting law dates back almost 150 years. 
Since that time many States have, in 
whole or in part, abandoned prosecutions 
by indictment and have substituted pros
ecutions by information. 

The purpose of this bill is to give the 
same effect to an information as to an 
indictment in extradition cases between 
the Stat€s. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is the only 
effect of the . bill to put information filed 
by the prosecuting attorney on the same 
footing as indictments? . 

Mr. McFARLAND. That is correct. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think that 

is a very meritorious change. There are 
a great many States, including my own, 
that very rarely proceed by indictment, 
but proceed by information to a very 
much larger extent than by indictment. 

Mr. McFARLAND. That is the reason 
for the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
EXCHANGE OF LAND IN SANTA YSABEL 

INDIAN RESERVATION, CALIF. 

The bill <H. R. 3514) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to effect an ex
change of certain tribal land of the Santa 
Ysabel Indian Reservation, Calif., for 
other land of equal value, was considered, 
ordered to a third reading, read the ·third 
time, and passed. 

W. R. LARKIN AND DORA LARKIN 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 4064) for the relief of W. R. 
Larkin and Dora Larkin, in connection 
with the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of the Fort Hall Ind!an 
irrigation project, Idaho, which had been 
reported from the Committee on . Indian 
Affairs with an amendment on page 2, at 
the end of the bill, to insert a proviso, 
so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the acts of June 
20, 1938 (52 Stat. 1363) , and June 11, 1940 
(PrJvate, No. 362, 76th Cong.), for the re!ief 
of certain individuals named therein in con
nection with the construction, operation, and 
maintenance of the Fort Hall Indian irriga
tion project, Idaho, are hereby supplemented 
and further amended by authorizing pay
ment, pursuant to the provisions of said acts, 
of the sum of $4:,0DO toW. R. Larkin and Dora 
Larkin, in lieu of the payment of the sum of 
$2,000 toW. R. Larkin, as therein authorized: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
shall accord recognition to any valid assign
ment executed by W. R. Larkin and Dora 
Larkin to the Fort Hall Water Users• Associa-

. tion of all or any part of ·the amount herein 
authoriz€d for payment to them. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment was ordered to be en

gros~ed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 
passed. 

ACQUISITION OF INDIAN LANDS FOR 
CENTRAL VALLEY PROJECT 

The bill <S. 1120) for the acquisition of 
Indian lands for the Central Valley proj
ect, and for other purposes, was consid
ered, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
·reading, read the third time, and passed, 
as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, in aid of the con
struction of the Central Valley project, au
thorized by the acts of April 8, 1935 ( 49 Stat. 
115), and August 26, 1937 (50 Stat. 850), 
there is hereby granted to the United States, 
subject to the provisions of this act, (a) all 
the right, title, and interest of the Indians 
in and to the tribal and allotted lands within 
the area embraced by the Central Valley 
project, including sites of agency and school 
buildings and related structures, as may be 
designated therefor by the Secretary of the 
Interior from time to time, and (b) such 
other interests in or to any of such lands and 
property as may be required and as may be 
designated by the Secretary of the Interior 
from time to time for the construction of res
ervoirs, canals, ditches, pipe lines, highways, 
railroads, telegraph, telephone, and electr:c
transmission lines in connection with the 
project, or for the relocation or reconstruc
tion of such facilities made necessary by the 
construction of the project. 

SEc. 2. As lands or interests in lands are des
ignated from time to time under this act, the 
Secretary of the Interior shall determine the 
amount of money to be paid to the Indians 
as just and equitable compensation therefor. 
A::; to the tribal lands, the amounts so deter
mined shall be transferred in the Treasury 
of the United States from the funds now or 
hereafter made available for the construction 
of the Central Valley project to the credit of 
the appropriate tribe pursuant to the provi
sions of the act of May 17, 1926 (44 Stat. 560). 
The amounts due individual landowners or 
their heirs or devisees shall be paid from 
funds now or hereafter made available for 
the construction of said project to the super
intendent of the appropriate Indian' agency 
or such other officer as shall be designated by 
the Secretary of the Interior for credit on the 
books of such agency to the accounts of the 
individuals concerned. 

SEc. 3. Funds deposited to the credit of al
lottees, their heirs or devisees, may be ussd, 
in the discretion of the Secretary of the In
terior, for the acquisition of other lands and 
improvements, or the relocation of existing 
improvements or construction of new im
provements on the lands so acquired for the 
allottees or heirs whose lands and improve
ments are acquired under the provisions of 
this act. Lands so acquired shall be held 
in the same status as those from which the 
funds were derived, and shall be nontaxable 
until otherwise provided by Congress. 

SEc. 4. As to any Indian ·cemetery lands 
required for the project, the Secretary of the 
Interior is authorized, in his discretion, in 
lieu of requiring payment therefor, to estab
lish cemeteries on other lands that he may 
select and acquire for the purpose, and to re
move bodies, markers, and other appurte
nances to the new sites. All costs incurred 
in connection with any such relocation shall 
be paid from moneys appropriated for the 
proje9t. All right, title, and interest of the 
Indians in the lands within any cemetery so 
relocated shall terminate and the grant of 
title under this act take e1Iect as of the date 
the Secretary of the Interior authorizes the 
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relocation. Sites of the relocated cemeteries 
shall be held in trust by the United S tates 
for the appropriate tribe, or family, as the 
case may be, and shall be nontaxable. 

SEc. 5. The Secretary of the Interior is 
hereby authorized to perform any and all acts 
and to prescribe such regulations as he may 
deem appropriate to carry out the provisions 
of this act. 

EASTERN AND WESTERN CHEROKEES 

The bill (S. 1113) for the relief of the 
Eastern and Western Cherokees, was 
considered, ordered to be engrossed for 5. 
third reading, read the third time, and 
pas£ed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, et c., That there is hereby au
th:>rized to be appropriated, out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 
the sum of $432.28, with interest at 5 percent 
per annum from January 1, 1874, to the date 
of the pass!!ge of this act, the same being the 
balance arising from the sale of the Cherokee 
Strip, the title to which was vested by the 
treaty of 1846 (9 Stat. 871) in the whole 
Cherokee pecple, and said fund having been 
found due by the Slade-Bander Award and 
appearing as item 3 in the judgment of the 
Supreme Court of the United States in 1906 
(202 U. S. 101); and when appropriated shall 
be placed to the credit of the Eastern and 
Western Cherokees and paid to their attorney 
of record by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

RESOLUTION PASSED OVER 

The resolution, Senate Resolution 96, 
submitted by Mr. ADAMS, making rule 
XVI applicable to amendments to relief 
and work-relief bills, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the resolu
tion go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The res
olution will be passed over. 
LAND OWNERS ON UINTAH INDIAN IRRI

GATION PROJECT 

The bill <H. R. 3987) to provide reli~f 
for, and to promote the interests of, the 
landowners on the Uintah Indian irriga
tion project, Utah, and for other pur
poses, was considered, ordered to a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WATER FOR FffiE FIGHTING BY LOCAL 

GOVERNMENTS ADJACENT TO THE 
DISTRICT 

The bill <S. 234) to authorize the Chief 
of Engineers of the Army to enter into 
agreements with local governments ad
jacent to the District of Columbia for the 
use of water for purposes of fire fighting 
only was considered, ordered to be en
grossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Chief of En
gineers of the Army is hereby authorized 1.o 
formulate regulations and enter into agree
ments with county or other local govern
ments in communities adjacent to the Dis
trict of Columbia for the use of unfiltered 
water from the supply conduits along Con
duit Road between the Dalecarlia Reservoir 
and Great Falls for emergency purposes tn 
:fire fighting only. 

TRAINING OF ENLISTED MEN OF THE 
ARM'Y AS AVIATION STUDENTS 

'The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill <S. 1371). to authorize the training of 
enlisted men of the Army as aviation 
students, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs with 
an amendment, on page 2, line 3, after 
the word:; "amount of", to strike out 

"$5,000" and insert "$10,000", so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary uf 
War be, and he is hereby, authorized, under 
such regn1ations as he may prescribe, to 
cause the detail of enlisted men of the 
Regular Army and of other components of 
the Army of the United States in active 
Federal sen•ice for training and instruction 
as aviation students, in their respective 
grades, in such numbers and schools as he 
shall direct: Provided, That enlisted men LO 

detailed as aviation students who are under
going courses of instruction which require 
them to participate regularly and frequently 
in aerial flights shall be issued Government 
life insurance in the amount of $10,000 under 
the National Service Life Insurance Act c•f 
1940 (Public, No. 801, title VI, pt. 1), except 
that the premiums shall be paid by the Gov
ernment during the period such enlisted men 
ate undergcing training and instruction, and 
upon compJetion of training and instruc
tion as aviation students they shall have the 
option of continuing such policies at their 
own expense: And provided further, That 
nothing hr-,rein shall be construed as re
pealing or otherwise affecting existing statu
tory authorizations for the appo:ntment and 
training of aviation students or aviation 
cadets. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engro&sed 

for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

LITTLEFIELD-WYMAN NURSERIES 

The bill <H. R. 819) for the retie:f of 
Littlefield-Wyman Nurseries was con
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
FOOT'S TRANSFER & STORAGE CO., LTD. 

The bill (H. R. 1151) for the relief of 
Foot's Transfer & Storage Co., Ltd., was 
considered, ordered to a third reacting, 
read the third time, and passed. 

RUSSELL H. GAUSLIN 

The bill <H. R. 1267) for the relief of 
Russell H. Gauslin was considered, or
dered to a third reading, read the third · 
time, and passed. 

ADAM M. GARMON 

The bill <H. R. 1355) for the r~lief of 
Adam M. Garmon was considered, or
dered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 
PATENTS TO CERTAIN SETTLERS IN PYR

AMID LAKE INDIAN RESERVATION, NEV. 

The bill <S. 13) to authorize the Secre
tary of the Interior to issue patents for 
c~rtain lands to certain settlers in the 
Pyramid Lake Indian Reservation, Nev., 
was considered, ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 
Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to issue patents for certain lands 
entered pursuant to section 1 of the act of 
June 7, 1924, entitled "An act for the relief 
of settlers and town-site occupants of cer
tain lands in the Pyramid Lake Indian Res
ervation, Nev.," upon the payment of "Unpaid 
balances based upon reappraisals made in 
1934 as follows: J. A. Ceresola, $4,595.89; W. J. 
Ceresola, $4,376.11; Domenico Ceresola, $4,-
926.63; M.P. Depaoli, $4,878.56; and the Gara
venta Land & Livestock Co., $2,951.51: Pro
vided, That the foregoing amounts, together 
with interest at 31':! percent per annum from 
date of reappraisals made in 1934, shall be 
paid within 90 days from the date (If the 
passage and approval of this act: And pro-

vided further, That in the case of the death 
of any of the entrymen, payments may be 
received from and patents be issued to the 
heirs or legal successors of the entrymen 
herein named. 

CONVEYANCE OF LAND IN WASHINGTON 
TO CECELIA CROW ARQUETTE 

The bill (H. R. 3404) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to convey the 
rjght, title, and interest of the United 
States in certain property, was con
sidered, ordered to a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

DEVELOPMENT OF FARM UNITS ON 
PUBLIC LANDS 

The bill <S. 1089) to extend the time 
limit for cooperation between the Bureau 
of Reclamation and the Farm Security 
Administration in the development of 
farm units on public lands under Fed
eral reclamation projects, was consid
ered, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed, 
as follows: 

Be i t enacted, etc., That the act of Aug
ust 7, 1939 (Public, No. 307, 76th Cong., 1st 
sess.) , as amended by the act of June 17, 
1940 (Public, No. 636, 76th Cong., 3d sess.), 
is hereby further amended by striking out 
"during the fiscal year 1941," and by insert
ing during the :fiscal year 1942'." 

CLAIMS OF UTE INDIANS 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill <S. 215) to amend the act entitled 
"An act conferring jurisdiction upon 
the United States Court of Claims to 
hear, examine, adjudicate, and render 
judgment on any and all claims which 
the Ute Indians or any trib~ or band 
thereof may have against the United 
States, and for other purposes," approved 
June 28, 1938, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with amendments, on page 2, line 5, 
before the word "by" to strike out "and", 
and on page 2, after line 7, to insert 
"by striking out the word 'of' follow
ing the word 'ownership' appearing in 
the first proviso of the said section; and 
by striking out the word 'constitutent', 
in section 1 and inserting in lieu the 
word 'constituent'", so as to make the 
bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of the 
Act entitled "An act conferring jurisdiction 
upon the United States Court of Claims to 
hear, examine, adjudicate, and render judg
ment on any and all claims which the Ute 
Indians or any tribe or band thereof may 
have against the United Stat es, and for other 
purposes," approved June 28, 1938, is hereby 
amended by striking out the words "any
thing in any other acts of Congress to the 
contrary notwithstanding" and inserting in 
lieu thereof a period and the following: 
"Anything in any other acts of Congress to 
the contrary notwithstanding"; by striking 
out "range 35" wherever it appears in such 
section and inserting in lieu thereof the fol
lowing: "township 35 north"; by striking out 
the word "of" following the word "owner
ship" appearing in the first proviso of the 
said section; and by striking out the word 
"constitutent" in section 1 and inserting in 
lieu the word "constituent." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. MURDOCK subsequently said: Mr. 
President, I enter a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which Senate bill 215 was 



1941 CONGRE$SIONAL RECORD-SENATE 4117 
passed. I do so for the reason that the · 
act which the bill amends was originally 
introduced in the House by me, and I 
have not had time to see just what the 
amendments are, but they are included 
in Senate bill 215. So I enter that mo
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The mo
tion will be entered. 

FRANK T. HINES 

The bill <S. 875) to authorize the 
President to appoint Frank T. Hines a 
brigadier general in the Army of the 
United States was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, may we have an explanation of tlie 
bill? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, this bill is 
identical with one which passed the Sen
ate at the last session of Congress. It 
would merely permit Frank T. Hines, 
when and after he completes his Govern
ment service in the Veterans' Adminis
tration or in any other branch of the 
Government, to retire as a brigadier 
general, with the retired pay of a briga
dier general. 

As the Senator from Missouri knows, 
for he served with him during the World 
War, General Hines has had an unusually 
outstanding and brilliant record as an 
officer in the Army. He started as an 
enlisted man back during the days of the 
Spanish-American War, served through 
the Philippine Insurrection, continued in 
the Army doing outstanding work, being 
assigned to especially difficult and im
portant details because of his great ability 
and great devotion, served through the 
World War, and then, at the close of the 
World War, resigned from the Army. 
Not very long after his resignation a 
terrible situation developed in the Veter
ans' Administration; and the then Presi
dent of the United States; President 
Harding, sent for General Hines and 
asked him if he would not come back into 
the Government service and serve as Ad
ministrator of the Veterans' Administra
tion at least until that Administration 
could be cleaned out and put on an effi
cient basis. General Hines has been Ad
ministrator ever since that time; and I 
think veterans and nonveterans and per
sons generally throughout the United 
States pay tribute to him for his fine 
work as Administrator of the Veterans' 
Administration. 

Perhaps the most outstanding achieve
ment of General Hines' whole career was 
when he was in charge of the service of 
embarkation. He was the man more 
than any other man who was responsible 
for the feat which really surprised the 
world-namely, the great feat of putting 
more than 2,000,000 men across the At
lantic Ocean during the World War, 
sending across that ocean the American 
Expeditionary Force. 

All the bill would do would be to give 
General Hines the right to retire as a 
brigadier general, because he has been 
in the service practically all the time, 
except for a very short period of time, 
rendering service to the Government; 
and had he continued on as a brigadier 
general of the Army, of course, he would 
have enjoyed that right. 

I hope the Senator from Missouri will 
·join me in supporting the bill. If he has 
any particular question to ask, I shall be 
glad to have him do so. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, I have no particular question to 
ask. I have great respect for General 
Hines, and admiration for him, and lik
ing for him. This seems to me, how
ever, to be a very unusual sort of bill. 
As a matter of fact, of course, the 
President of the United States has the 
right to appoint anybody he wants to 
appoint a brigadier general. The office 
of brigadier general is the one office in 
the United States Army or Navy, so 
far as I am advised, to which the Presi
dent has the right to make an appoint
ment. The President may make an ap
pointment ab initio, if he desires, to the 
office of brigadier general. 

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

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 
Mr. HILL. The Senator may be right 

about that, but that is not my under
standing of the law today. Under the 
existing law, I do not think the Presi
dent would have authority to appoint 
General Hines or anyone else a brigadier 
general. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. He would if 
he is not above the retirement age. The 
President did it in the case of General 
Pershing. He jumped him from a cap
tain to a brigadier general. He did it 
in the case of General Funston. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator is eminently 
correct. The then President of the 
United States did it in the case of Gen
eral Pershing, and in the case of General 
FUnston, and perhaps in other cases; 
.but, as the Senator from Missouri so 
well knows, since that time the law has 
been very materially amended; and I 
think I can assure the Senator from 
Missouri that the President now would 
have no authority to appoint General 
Hines or anybody else a brigadier gen
eral. · 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, nevertheless, in spite of my respect 
for General Hines, in view of the fact 
that the President of the United States 
has recently evinced a disinclination to 
commission a general officer who has 
voluntarily retired even as a Reserve 
officer, I do not think we ought to pass 
this special kind of legislation. In other 
words, I think Gen. Hugh Johnson's 
services during the last war were fully 
as valuable as were those of General 
Hines. One may be in favor with the 
administration, and the other may not 
be in favor with the administration; but 
when we even refuse General Johnson 
a commission which it would cost him 
possibly forty to fifty thousand dollars 
a year to accept in case he should be 
called into acti-le service, and when he 
has been very highly recommended by 
the War Department for reappointment, 
I do not think we ought to pick out 
other retired officers who voluntarily re
tired for their own reasons for the 
purpose of making an exception to the 
rule. Therefore, I think the bill ought 
to go over. 

Mr. HILL. Let me say that whatever 
may be the merits of the case of Gen-

eral Johnson, I do not think that case 
is analogous to the case of Gen. Frank 
T. Hines, because Gen. Hugh Johnson, 
as we know, has been out of the Gov
ernment service for quite some time
some years, in fact. He came back for 
a short time during the NRA, but, ex
cept for that short period, I think he 
has been out of the Government service 
most of the time since the World War; 
whereas General Hines has continued in 
the Government service practically all 
the time since the World War. 

I will say to the Senator from Mis
souri that the bill does not make Gen
eral Hines a brigadier general with the 
thought of calling him into the service, 
as Gen. Hugh Johnson might have been 
called into the service. It simply per
mits General Hines, when he finishes 
his Government service, to receive the 
retired pay of a brigadier general, the 
rank he occupied when he last served 
in the Army. It is not calling him back 
to service, as was the case with Gen. 
Hugh Johnson. That was a case of 
calling an officer from inactive duty, 
from civilian life, back into active mili
tary service. The passage of . this bill 
would not in any way affect General 
Hines' present active status. He would 
continue on as the Director of the Vet
erans' Administration. The only thing 
it would do would be that when he did 
finally finish his Government service, he 
then would receive the retired pay of the 
rank which he held while he was in the 
Army. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I think the 
bill ought to go over, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill 
will be passed over. 
EXEMPTION OF CERTAIN PERSONS FROM 

SELECTIVE TRAINING AND SERVICE 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill <H. R. 4125) entitled "an act to amend 
Public Law No. 783, Seventy-sixth Con
gress, so as to relieve 3-year Regular 
Navy, Marine Corps, or Coast Guard 
members and certain members of the 
Reserve components thereof from selec
tive training and service," which had 
been reported from the Committee on 
Military Affairs with an amendment, on 
page 2, line 12, after the figure "2", to 
insert a semicolon and the words "or any 
person who as a member of the Naval 
Reserve or Marine Corps Reserve shall 
have satisfactorily served for at least 3 
consecutive years on active duty before 
or after or partially before and partially 
after the time fixed for such registra
tion; or any person who as a member of 
the Naval Reserve or Marine Corps Re
.serve shall have satisfactorily served for 
at least 1 year on active duty and for at 
least 2 consecutive years in the Regular 
Navy or Marine Corps or with an organ
ized unit of the Naval Reserve or Marine 
Corps Reserve, before or after or par
tially before and partially after the time 
fixed for such registration," so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 5 (b) of 
Public Law No. 783, approved September 16, 
1940, be amended to read as follows: 

"(b) In time of peace, the following per
sons shall be relieved from liability for train
ing and service under section 3 (b) and from 
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the liability to serve in any Reserve com
ponent of the land or naval forces imposed 
by this act: 

"(1) Any person who shall have satisfac
torily served as an officer or enlisted man for 
at least 3 consecutive years in the Regular 
Army, Navy, Marine Corps, or Coast Guard 
before or after or partially before and par
tially after the time fixed for regiStration 
under section 2. 

"(2) Any person who as a member of the 
active National Guard shall have satisfac
torily served as an officer or enlisted man for 
at least 1 year in active Federal service in 
the Army of the United States, and subse
quent thereto for at least 2 consecutive years 
in the Regular Army or in the active National 
Guard, before or after or partially before and 
partially after the time fixed for registration 
under section 2; or any person who as a 
member of the Naval Reserve or Marine Corps 
Reserve shall have satisfactorily served for 
at least 3 consecutive years on active duty 
before or after or partially before and par
tially after the time fixed for such registra
tion; or any person who as a member of the 
Naval Reserve or Marine Corps Reserve shall 
have satisfactorily served for at least 1 year 
on active duty and for at least 2 consecutive 
years in the Regular Navy or Marine Corps 
or with an organized unit of the Naval Re
serve or Marine Corps Reserve, before or 
after or partially before and partially after 
the time fixed for such registration. 

"(3) Any person who is an officer or en
listed man in the active National Guard at 
the time fixed for registration under section 
2, and who shall have satisfactorily served 
therein for at least 6 consecutive years, be
fore or after or partially before and partially 
after the time fixed for such registration. 

" ( 4) Any person who is an officer in the 
Officers' Reserve Corps on the eligible list at 
the time fixed for registration under section 
2, and who shall have satisfactorily served 
therein on the eligible list for at least 6 
consecutive years, before or after or partially 
before and partially after the time fixed for 
such registration. 

" ( 5) Any person who is an officer or an en
listed man in the organized Naval Reserve 
or the organized Marine Corps Reserve at 
the time fixed for registration under section 
2, and who shall have satisfactorily served 
therein for at least 6 consecutive years, be
fore or after or partially before and partially 
after the time fixed for such registration or 
any person who is an officer or an enlisted 
man in the Naval Merchant Marine Reserve 
or Volunteer Naval Reserve or Volunte·er 
Marine Corps Reserve at the time fixed for 
registration under sec~ion 2, and who shall 
have satisfactorily served therein for at least 
8 consecutive years, before or after or par
tially before and partially after the time fixed 
for such registration." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, before 

the bill is passed, if it is to be passed, I 
should like to offer an amendment, on 
page 2, in line 4, to add a proviso reading 
as follows: 

Provided, That any person who has had 
such prior service and has already been in
ducted for service may upon application be 
discharged and shall not be liable for fur
ther training and service in time of peace. 

The point is that when the Selective 
Training and Service Act of 1940 was 
passed there were certain branches of 
the service which. were overlooked, and 
the bill now under consideration, House 
bill 4125, is designed to obviate the effect 
of that omission, which is to discriminate 
against certain other branches of the 
service, the standing Army being one of 
them. 

We have discovered since the bill was 
reported that under its operation one . 
who has already been inducted into serv
ice would not get the relief which the 
bill provides for all those who in the 
future would be inducted into the service. 
It is for that reason that the amendment 
is offered. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, as I under
stand, the Senator's amendment really 
carries out the intent and purpose of the 
bill which the committee had in mind 
when it reported it, and what the House 
had in mind when it passed the bill. The 
language was not as it should have been, 
and did not make certain that the ex
emptions under the bill would apply to 
men who had been drafted before the 
passage of the bill. 

Mr. AUSTIN. That is correct. The 
selective training and service organiza
tions have been consulted by telephone, 
and they thought the bill did make this 
provision; but upon examination of the 
measure they found it did not, and rec
ommended that the language suggested 
be added. The amendment has the 
recommendation of all the different 
branches of the military, naval, and 
marine services, as well as of the Treas
ury Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Ver
mont. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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. 

PAY OF PARACHUTE TROOPS 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill <S. 1063) to provide increased pay for 
certain military personnel while engaged 
on parachute duty, which had been re
ported by the Committee on Military Af
fairs with amendments, on page 1, line 1, 
after the word "That". to strike out "an 
ofilcer or warrant ofilcer" and to insert 
''hereafter any ofilcer, warrant ofilcer, or 
enlisted man", and on page 2, line 4, after 
the words "per month", to insert "in the 
case of any such ofilcer or warrant ofilcer, 
and additional pay at the rate of $50 per 
month in the case of any such enlisted 
man", so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That hereafter any offi
cer, warrant officer, or enlisted man of the 
Army, Navy, or Marine Corps of the United 
States not in flying-pay status who is as
signed or attached as a member of a para
chute unit, including parachute-jumping 
schools, a,nd for whom parachute jumping is 
an essential part of his military duty and 
who, under such regulations as may be pre
scribed by the Secretary of War or the Sec
retary of the Navy, has received a rating as a 
parachutist or is undergoing training for such 
a rating shall receive, while engaged upon 
duty designated by the. head of the depart
ment concerned as parachute duty, additional 
pay at the rate of $100 per month in the case 
of any such officer or warrant officer, and 
additional pay at the rate of $50 per month ln. 
the case of any such enlisted man. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. WALSH. Mr. President, I should 

like to inquire of some member of the 
committee what increase in pay is pro
Vided and what relation this has to thO$~ 

in the submarine service and those in the 
aviation service. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator from Mas· 
sachusetts is addressing his .remarks to 
me, I have to say that I did not introduce 
the bill and did not report it, and there
fore would have to refresh my recollec
tion by reading the report. If the Sen
ator has some question, I might ask that 
the bill go over temporarily until I have 
an opportunity to examine the report. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Let the 
bill go over. 

Mr. WALSH. I should like to know 
whether it has any reference to an in
crease in pay that is important to aviators 
and those employed. in the submarine 
service. 

Mr. HILL. It does have relationship, 
but I think it would be best for us to read 
the report, and under the circumstances 
I am in favor of the bill going over. 

Mr. WALSH. I am in favor of some 
increase, but I should like to know 
whether . there is uniformity with other 
departments, so that there will not be 
such a situation that other departments 
will be asking for increases because of 
this increase. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec
tion is heard, and the bill will be passed 
over. 

Mr. WALSH subsequently said: Mr. 
President, I call attention to Senate bill 
1063, Calendar No. 271, appearing on 
page 6 of the calendar. When the bill 
was called a few minutes ago, I made 
inquiry concerning the measure, and it 
was stated by members of the Military 
Affairs Committee that they desired to 
examine the report. I have now ex
amined the report, and have no objec
tion to the bill. I therefore ask that it 
be considered at this time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair wishes to remind the Senate that 
the amendments to this bill were pre
viously considered and agreed to. 

Is there objection to returning to the 
bill and considering it now? 

There being no objection, the bill was 
considered, ordered to be engrossed for 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

WORKING CONDITIONS OF REDCAPS 
The Senate proceeded to consider the 

resolution <S. Res. 105), which was read 
as follows: 

Resolved, That the Administrator of the 
Wage and Hour Division of the United States 
Department of Labor, or his designated 
representatives, is hereby directed to under
take immediately an inquiry into the wages, 
hours, and other conditions and practices of 
employment of redcaps by railroad or ter
minal companies in view of the minimum 
wage requirements of the Fair Labor Stand
ards Act of 1938 (52 Stat. 1060), under his in
vestigatory powers under said act, and to 
ascertain and report to the Senate--

(1) The extent to which such conditions 
and practices violate the letter or the spirit 
of the Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 or 
other Federal statutes, if at all; 

(2) The extent to which such conditions 
and practices are susceptible to regulation 
under the Fair Labor Standards Act in its 
present form; and 

(3) What legislation, if any, should be 
enacted for the purpose of further regulating 
wages, hours, and other conditions and prac
tices of employment of redcaps under the 
Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938. 
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Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, I have an 

amendment to offer. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. It is proposed to 

add at the end of the resolution the 
following: 

The Administrator shall give a full oppor
tunity to both the employees and the em
ployers to present publicly any evidence, in
formation, data, or argument they may care 
to present, and shall report such evidence 
and other data to the Senate with his 
findings and conclusions. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. President, this 
amendment was adopted in the Com
mittee on Education and Labor. The 
resolution is one authorizing an inquiry 
into the situation regarding redcaps, 
with a view to possible legislation under 
the wage-hour law. I myself think that 
some legislation is necessary. The 
amendment merely proposes that the in
vestigation, which the Administrator is 
instructed to make, shall be a public in
vestigation, giving both sides opportunity 
to be heard. Otherwise there seems no 
particular reason for the investigation, 
because the Administrator may make an 
investigation on his own account. It 
seems obvious that if the investigation is 
to be of value to the Senate in determin
ing on legislation, it is desirable to have 
public hearings, and let both the redcaps 
and the railroads appear before the com
mittee and have their testimony re
corded, so that it may be considered by 
the Senate. Otherwise, we would have 
to undertake another complete investi
gation before the Committee on Educa
tion and Labor when the report comes in, 
and hold hearings of our own, repeating 
those which have already been had. I do 
not see that there can be any reasonable 
objection to the proposal that a record be 
kept of the hearings and that everyone 
be given an opportunity to be heard. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Inasmuch as the 
resolution was submitted by the Senator 
from Utah and reported by him from 
the Committee on Education and Labor, 
I should like, in his absence, to inquire 
whether any other member of the com
mittee objects to the amendment. I be
lieve the Senator from Louisiana is a 
member of the committee. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
would suggest such an amendment my
self. I think it should be adopted, be
cause the purpose is to give both sides 
an opportunity to present their views. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. TAFT]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed 

to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

committee reported an amendment to 
strike out the preamble. 

The preamble was rejected. 
SNAKE OR PAIUTE INDIANS 

The bill (S. 613) authorizing the 
Snake or Paiute Indians of the former 
Malheur Indian Reservation of Oregon 
to sue in the Court of Claims, and for 
other purposes, was considered, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction be, 
and the same is hereby, conferred upon the 
Court of Claims, with the right of appeal to 
the Supreme Court of the United States by 
either party as in other cases, anything in 
the Judicial Code of the United States and 
amendments thereto to the contrary notwith
standing, and notwithstanding the lapse of 
time or the statute of limitation, to hear, ex
amine, and adjudicate the claims of, and 
decree just compensation for, any and all 
claims of the Snake or Piute Indians of the 
former Malheur Reservation of Oregon arising 
or growing out of the Executive orders of 
September 12, 1872, May 15, 1875, and July 23, 
1880, setting aside certain lands as a reserva
tion for said Indians, which lands were taken 
from them and restored to the public domain 
by the Executive orders of January 28, 1876, 
September 13, 1882, May 21, 1883, and March 
2, 1889; and it is hereby declared that the 
taking and the loss, without just compen
sation to the said Indians, of their lands, 
reserved to them by the said Executive orders 
of 1872, 1875, and 1880, and which were 
restored to the public domain by the said 
Executive orders of 1876, 1882, 1883, and 1889, 
is sufficient ground for the court to render 
equitable relief, and the court shall determine 
the acreage of the lands set aside for the 
said Snake or Piute Indians by the aforesaid 
three Executive orders, as near as may be, 
and shall determine the value thereof as 
fixed and classified under the terms of the 
public land and mining laws of the United 
States, provided the minimum value shall be 
fixed at $1.25 per acre, and render just com
pensation for the value and loss of use of 
the same. For the purpose of this act the 
Snake or Piute Indians of the former Mal
heur Reservation shall be defined to be all 
Snake or Piute Indians who occupied and 
used lands set aside under the said three 
Executive orders creating the Malheur Res
ervation (1) from September 12, 1872; (2) 
from the time of establishing their home on 
such lands if such home was established 
between September 12, 1872, and January 1, 
1878; or (3) from time of their birth if they 
were born on such lands after September 
12, 1872, and who continued to occupy and 
use such lands until their removal therefrom 
by force in 1878, and their descendants. 
Any payment or advances made to the said 
Indians by the United States shall not be 
pleaded as an estoppel but may be pleaded 
by way of set-off, where such payments or 
advances have inured to the benefit of said 
Indians. 

SEc. 2. The claim of said Snake or Piute 
Indians of the former Malheur Reservation 
of Oregon shall be presented by petition or 
petitions to be filed within 5 years from the 
approval of this act and shall make the said 
Indians party plaintiff and the United States 
party defendant. Such petition shall be veri
fied and signed by such attorney or attorneys 
employed by the representative or agent of 
said Indians under and by virtue of author
ity given at a council of said Indians duly 
called by the Indian Department and held 
on October 1, 1934, and by virtue of a certain 
contract entered into by said Indians with 
their representative or agent dated October 
6, 1934, in accordance with existing law, 
which may be made upon information and 
belief, and no other verification shall be nec
essary. Official letters, papers, documents, 
maps, and other public records, or certified 
copies thereof, of any department of the Gov
ernment shall be available · to the Govern
ment and the claimants, and may be used in 
evidence, and be furnished without cost. 

SEc. 3. Upon final determination of such 
suit instituted hereunder, the Court of Claims 
shall have jurisdiction and fix and determine 
a reasonable fee for all services rendered 
before the departments of the Government, 
committees of Congress, and the courts, not 
to exceed 10 percent of the amount recovered. 
In addition thereto, all necessary and propeJ:: 

expenses incurred in the preparation and 
prosecution of such suit hereunder, the said 
fees and expenses shall be paid by the Sec
retary of the Treasury out of any sum or 
sums found to be due said Indians, when 
appropriation therefor is made by Congress to 
pay any judgment rendered, and the balance 
of any sum or sums shall be placed in the 
Treasury of the United States as a trust fund 
to the credit of said Indians decreed by said 
court to be entitled thereto, and shall draw 
interest at the rate of 4 percent per annum 
from the date of said judgment, and shall 
be subject to appropriation by Congress for 
the benefit of said Indians. 

SEc. 4. That for the purpose of the distri
bution of the proceeds of such judgment, 
the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au
thorized and directed to make a proper roll 
of said Indians within 2 years from the date 
of the approval of this act. Each community 
of the Snake or Piute Indians of the former 
Malheur Reservation of Oregon shall prepare 
a roll of its membership, which roll shall be 
submitted to a council of the majority of 
their Indian chiefs, who lived on the above 
said Indian reservation, for its approval or 
disapproval. The said central council of these 
chiefs shall prepare a combined roll of all 
members and descendants of members of the 
respective communities of said Indians of the 
former Malheur Reservation of Oregon and 
shall submit the same to the Secretary of 
the Interior for a final approval, which shall 
operate as final proof of such Indians to 
share in the benefits of this act. 

GALLUP-DURANGO HIGHWAY 

The bill <S. 1296) to amend an act en
titled "An act authorizing annual ap
propriations for the maintenance of that 
portion of Gallup-Durango Highway 
across the Navajo Indian Reservation, 
and providing reimubrsement therefor," 
was considered, ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
a.nd passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act of June 7, 
1924 (43 Stat. 606). entitled "An act author
izing annual appropriations for the main
tenance of that portion of Gallup-Durango 
Highway across the Navajo Indian Reserva
tion, and providing reimbursement therefor," 
be, and the same is hereby, amended to read 
as follows: 

"There is hereby authorized to be appro
priated annually, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum 
of $20,000, or so much thereof as may be nec
essary for each fiscal year, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Interior, for maintenance of that portion of 
the Federal-aid highway from Gallup, N. 
Mex., to Shiprock, N.Mex., across the Navajo 
Indian Reservation and that portion of the 
State highway in New Mexico between Gallup, 
N. Mex., and Window Rock, Ariz., serving the 
Navajo Reservation, reimbursable from the 
tribal funds of the Indians of said reserva
tion:- Provided, That Indian labor shall be 
employed as far as practicable: And provided 
further, That if no funds are available no 
expenditure shall be made." 

SAGUARO NATIONAL MONUMENT 

The bill <S. 394) to revise the bounda
ries of the Saguaro National Monument 
was considered, ordered to be engrossed 
for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the exterior bound
aries of the Saguaro National Monument, 
Ariz., established by proclamation of the 
President dated March 1, 1933 ( 47 Stat., pt. 2, 
2557), are hereby revised and amended so as 
to include within said monument all lands 
in section 8, the northwest quarter, the south 
half of the northeast quarter, and the south 
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half of section 9, the southwest quarter of 
section 10, the west half of section 15, sections 
11, 14, 16, 17,20, 21 , 22, 23,26,27, 28,29, 32,33, 
and the north half of section 34, township 
14 south, range 16 east, Gila and Salt River 
base and meridian. 

SEc. 2. The Secretary of the Interior is 
hereby authorized and empowered, on behalf 
of the United States, to purchase at an ap· 
praised value of $25 per acre, all privately 
owned lands and rights thereto within sec· 
tion 8, the south half of the southeast quarter 
of section 9, the north half of section 17, and 
section 29, township 14 south, range 16 east, 
Gila and Salt River base and meridian. There 
is hereby authorized to be appropriated the 
sum of $42,000 for the purposes of this section. 

SEc. 3. The Secretary of the Interior is 
hereby authorized and empowered, on behalf 
of the United States, to purchase, at the ap· 
praised value of $1,300, a certain well and 
pumping machinery in place, together with 
the following-described land surrounding and 
including said well: 

Beginning at a point one thousand and 
seven feet south of the north boundary of 
section 31, township 14 south, range 16 east, 
Gila and Salt River base and meridian, and 
thirty feet east of the west boundary of said 
section 31, thence due east four hundred and 
sixty·eight feet, thence due south one hun· 
dred and eighty-six feet, thence due west 
four hundred and sixty-eight feet, thence due 
north one hundred and eighty-six feet to the 
point of beginning, a total of two acres, more 
or less, all located within the northwest quar· 
ter of the northwest quarter of said section 
31: Provided, That such purchase shall in· 
elude easements of way for power lines and 
water lines to be forever vested in the United 
States through the north half of said section 
31 between the above-described land and the 
dedicated county highway land on the north 
boundary of said section 31: And provided 
further, That said purchase shall vest in the 
United States absolute title to all water rights 
in the west half of the northwest quarter of 
said section 31. There is hereby authorized 
to be appropriated the sum of $1,300 for the 
purposes of this section. 

SEC. 4. The Secretary of the Interior is 
hereby authorized and directed, on behalf · of 
the United States, to acquire title from the 
University of Arizona to the southwest quar· 
ter of section 10, and the west half of section 
15, and from the State of Arizona to all of 
sections 11, 14, 22, 28, and the east half of 
section 21, all in township 14 south, range 16 
east, Gila and Salt River base and meridian, 
and there is hereby auth~rized to be appro· 
priated to said university as partial reim· 
bursement for the value of the southwest 
quarter of said section 10, the west half of 
said section 15, and in consideration of the 
expenditures of said university in protecting 
and acquiring for the benefit of the United 
States the cactus forest growth on all of the 
lands described in this section, the sum of 
$55,000. 

SEC. 5. With the exception of the lands de· 
scribed in section 4 of this act, the State of 
Arizona may relinquish in favor of the United 
States such portions as it may see fit of all 
other State lands described in section 1 of 
this act, and shall have the right on such 
relinquishments to select in lieu thereof other 
unreserved and nonmineral public lands 
within the State of Arizona equal in value 
to those relinquished, said lieu selections to 
be made in the same manner as is provided 
for in the Enabling Act of June 20, 1910 (36 
Stat. 558), or, in the discretion of the State 
of Arizona, under the provisions of section 8 
of the act of June 28, 1934 ( 48 Stat. 1269), 
as amended and supplemented by the act of 
June 25, 1936 (49 Stat. 842). The payment of 
fees or commissions is hereby waived in all 
lieu selections made pursuant to this section. 

SEc. 6. The provisions of the proclamation 
of the President dated March 1, 1933 (47 
Stat., pt. 2, 2557), creating the Saguaro Na-

tiona! Monument, are hereby repealed insofar 
as they affect the north half of the northeast 
quarter of section 9, the north half and the 
southeast quarter of sect ion 10, and the east 
half of section 15, township 14 south, range 
16 east, Gila and Salt River base and me
ridian, and section 5, township 15 south, 
range 16 east, Gila and Salt River base and 
meridian. 

SEc. 7. Jurisdiction over all lands within 
the boundaries of the Sagu:.ro National Mon· 
ument as described in section 1 of this act is 
hereby vested in the Secretary of the Interior, 
acting through the National Park Service. 
Except for the areas described in sections 1 
and 6 of this act, all lands within the Saguaro 
National Monument as established by said 
proclamation of the President dated March 
1, 1933, are hereby restored to the Coronado 
National Forest, to be administered in ac
cordance with existing law by the Secretary 
of Agriculture, acting through th.e United 
States Forest Service, subject to all valid ex
isting rights which may have accrued in favor 
of private individuals. 

OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ~EPORTS 

The bill (H. 3368) authorizing expendi· 
tures for the Office of Government Re
ports in the Executive Office of the Presi
dent, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I have 
no objection to this bill, in fact, I favor it, 
but two Members of the Senate have 
filed minority views, and1 noting their 
absence, I ask that the bill go over today. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I wish to state that it 
is .very important that the bill be passed 
as soon as possible, because it is an au
thorization upon which an appropriation 
must be obtained in an appropriation bill 
shortly. While I cannot, of course, in
sist on taking it up in the absence of the 
two Senators who filed the minority 
views, I do hope that within the next few 
days we can dispose of the bill. 

Mr. McNARY. I am sure the request 
will find compliance. 

Mr. IDLL. As the distinguished ma
jority leader has stated, it is important 
that the bill be passed without further 
delay. I hope we may have the coopera
tion of both the minority and majority 
leaders. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objec
tion being heard, the bill will be passed 
over. 

PAULA LIEBAU ANDERSON 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill <H. R. 327) for the relief of Paula 
Liebau Andeison, which had been re
ported from the Committee on Claims 
with amendments, on page 1, line 7, to 
strike out "$3,000" and insert "$2,500"; on 
page 1, lines 10 and 11, to strike out the 
words "unlawful construction by the 
Alaska Road Commission of a road across 
her land, and the", and on page 1, line 
12, before the word "negligence" to strike 
out the word "the" and insert the word 
"her", so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to 
Paula Liebau j\.nderson, formerly a resident 
of the Territory of Alaska, and now residing 
at Littleriver, Cali!., the sum of $2,500, in 
full settlement of all claims against the 
Government of the United States for com
pensation for damages sustained by her on 
account of the destruction of buildings on 
the property occasioned by negligence of 
Government employees,. which sum shall 1n-

elude full and complete settlement of any 
and all claims of Paula Liebau Anderson 
allegedly arising out of the extension of t he 
boundaries of the Mount McKinley National 
Park by the act of March 19, 1932 (47 Stat. 
68): Provided, That no part of the amount 
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per· 
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or 
received by any agent or attorney on account 
of services rendered in connection with this 
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any 
contract to the contrary notwithstanding. 
Any person violating the provisions of this 
act shall be deemed gUilty of a. misdemeanor 
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined 1n 
any sum not exceeding $1,000. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
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. 

DELLA B. BffiNBAUM 

The bill (H. R. 336) for the relief of 
Della B. Birnbaum was considered, or
dered to a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

PAUL T. WARD 

The bill <H. R. 513) for the relief of 
Paul T. Ward was considered, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

JULIUS SPRINGER 

The bill (H. R. 682) for the relief of 
Julius Springer was considered, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

J. K. LOVE 

The bill <H. R. 696) for the relief of 
J. K. Love was considered, ordered to a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

W. A. FACHT 

The bill <H. R. 1678) for the relief of 
W. A. Facht was considered, ordered to 
a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 
PER CAPITA PAYMENTS TO APACHE, 

KIOWA, AND COMANCHE INDIANS, 
OKLAHOMA 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1341) authorizing a per capita 
payment of $10 each to the members of 
the Apache, Kiowa, and Comanche In
dians in Oklahoma, which had been re
ported from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs with amendments, on page 1, line 
5, after the word "any", to insert ''avail
able"; in line 7, after the name "Okla
homa", to strike out "and"; in line 8, 
after the words "payment of", to strike 
out "$10" and insert "not to exceed 
$20"; in line 10, after the word "act", 
to insert "which payment shall be cred
ited to the individual account of each 
Indian to be expended in accordance 
with the individual Indian money regu
lations prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Interior", so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
to withdraw as much as m ay be neces
sary from any available funds on deposit 
in the Treasury of the United States to tbe 
credit of the Apache, Kiowa, and Comanche 
Indians in Oklahoma, to make immediately 
therefrom a payment of not to exceed $20 to 
each member of the Apache, Kiowa, and 
Comanche Tribes living on the date of the 
passage of this act, which payment shall be 
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credited to the individual account of each 
Indian to be expended in accordance with 
the individual Indian money regulations pre
scribed by the S&cr~tary of the Interior. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for 

a third reading, read the third time, and 
passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"A bill authorizing a per capita payment 
of $20 each to members of the Apache, 
Kiowa, and Comanche Indians in Okla
homa." 
TRANSFER OF CERTAIN LANDS OF VET

ERANS' ADMINISTRATION FACILITY, 
DAYTON, OHIO 

The bill <S. 1420) to authorize the Ad
ministrator of Veterans' Affairs to trans
fer by quitclaim deed title in certain lands 
of Veterans' Administration facility, 
Dayton, Ohio, to the county of Mont
gomery, State of Ohio, for highway
widening purposes, was considered, or
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed, as fol
lows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Administrator 
of Veterans' Affairs is authorized and di
rected to transfer by quitclaim deed title 
to the county of Montgomery, State of Ohio, 
for highway-widening purposes to the fol
lowing-described strips of land of Veterans' 
Administration facility, Dayton, Ohio: 

PARCEL NUMBERED 1 

Situated in section 1, township 3, range 
5, east, Jefferson Township, and section 36, 
township 4, range 5 east, Madison Township, 
county of Montgomery, State of Ohio, being 
a tract of land twenty-five feet in width 
west of and adjacent to the existing west 
right-of-way line of Gettysburg Avenue, ex
tending from the north right-of-way line 
of Germantown Pike to the south right-of
way line of Eaton Pike, the west line of said 
tract being forty-five feet west of the east 
line of said sections and parallel thereto, 
containing two and five-tenths acres, more 
or less. 

PARCEL NUMBERED 2 

Situated in section 1, township 3, range 
5 east, Jefferson Township, county of Mont
gomery, State of Ohio, being a tract of land 
five feet in width north of and adjacent to 
the existing north line of the · Dayton-Lib
erty Road, and extending from the north 
right-of-way line of the Germantown Pike 
to the east right-of-way line of Princeton 
Drive, the northern line of said tract being 
35 feet north of the south line of said sec
tion and parallel thereto, containing three
tenths of an acre, more or less. 

PARCEL NUMBERED 3 

Situated in section 1, township 3, range 
5 east, Jefferson Township, and section 36, 
township 4, range 5 east, Madison Township, 
county of Montgomery, State of Ohio, being 
a tract of land 10 feet in width east of and 
adjacent to the existing right-of-way line 
of Princeton Drive, and extending from the 
north right-of-way line of the Dayton-Lib
erty Road to the south right-of-way line of 
the Eaton Pike, the east line of said tract 
being 30 feet east of the west line of said 
sections and parallel thereto, containing 1-& 
acres, more or less. 

SEc. 2. Such grant shall be conditioned 
upon the approval by the proper authorities 
of the county of Montgomery, State of Ohio, 
of an agreement to (a) move the one-story 
frame building (wash house), the two-story 
brick building, the reservoir and the pump 

. house, and fill in the gaps which removal of 
the buildings will leave in the fences, in 
accordance with specifications to be fur
nished by the Administrator of Veterans' 

Affairs; (b) restore all areas within the 
reservation affected by this work as nearly 
aR possible to their original condition, in
cluding any necessary sodding; all without 
expense to the United States. The deed 
authorized by this act shall contain express 
reservations that should the land cease to 
be used for highway purposes then all 
right, title, and interest therein shall im
mediately revert to and revest in the United 
States and such deed shall contain a cove
nant that title to the buildings and other 
improvements presently located on this 
property shall remain in the Government 
and that when their removal becomes neces
sary for widening of the roadway they shall 
be moved therefrom and relocated at the 
expense of the county in accordance with 
specifications to be furnished by the Ad
ministrator of Veterans' Affairs. 

TRANSFER OF LAND, VETERANS' ADMIN
ISTRATION FACILITY, ROANOKE, VA. 

The bill (S. 1421) to authorize the 
Administrator of Veterans' Affairs to 
transfer by quitclaim deed to the Nor
folk & Western Railway Co. a small 
piece of land at Veterans' Administration 
facility, Roanoke, Va., was considered, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third read
ing, read the third time, and passed, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Administrator 
of Veterans• Affairs is hereby authorized and 
directed, in consideration of $100, to trans
fer by quitclaim deed to the Norfolk & 
Western Railway Co., the following-described 
property located at Veterans• Administration 
facility, Roanoke, Va.: 

All that certain strip or parcel of land 
situate in the county of Roanoke, State of 

. Virginia, bounded and described as follows: 
Beginning at a point corner to lands of 

the Veterans' Administration and right-of
way of Roanoke Terminal Division of the 
Norfolk & Western Railway Co., said point 
being north fifty-two degrees three minutes 
east twenty-six and twenty-eight one-hun
dredths feet from the center line of old 
west-bound main track of said railway at 
station 139 plus 47.4 also north fifty-two de
grees three minutes east from the center 
line of present west-bound main track MP 
N-261 plus two thousand nine hundred and 
forty feet, more or less, as measured from 
Norfolk, Va.; thence with the northern line 
of said right-of-way northwestwardly about 
three hundred and fifty-six feet to a point 
radial to said center line of old west-bound 
main track at station 142 plus 91.3, said 
station being also in the center line of a cul
vert; thence through the lands of Veter
ans' Administrat.lon by a straight line east
wardly about three hundred and eighty-five 
feet to a point in an offset in said northern 
line of right-of-way; thence with said offset 
south fifty-two degrees three minutes west, 
crossing a rail monument at forty-three 
and six-tenths feet, a total distance of 
seventy feet to the point of beginning, con
taining two-tenths of an acre, more or 
less. 

BOUNDARY LINES OF WIND RIVER INDIAN 
LANDS, WYOMING 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 2672) to authorize the Secre
tary of the Interior to enter into an 
agreement fixing boundary lines on Wind 
River Indian lands, Wyoming, which had 
been reported from the Committee on 
Indian Affairs with an amendment to 

. strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
he is hereby, authorized in his discretion to 
determine and fix permanently the bound-

aries of allotted, tribal, and ceded Indian 
lands along the Big Wind River in sections 
21, 22, 27, and 28, township 3 north, range 1 
west, Wind River meridian, in Wyoming: 
Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior 
shall not act until all of the owners, white 
and Indian, shall have given their consent 
in writing to the permanent location of the 
boundaries so far as they affect their respec
tive lands. The consent of the Shoshone and 
Arapahoe Tribes as to tribal and ceded lands 
may be given by the tribal business council. 
The consent on behalf of the minors, Indians 
non compos mentis, and Indians who cannot 
be located after advertisement and reasonable 
search for not less than 30 days may be exe
cuted by the Superintendent in charge of the 
Wind River Indian Agency. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment was ordered to be en

grossed and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 
passed. 

HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON 
INDIAN AFFAIRS 

The resolution <S. Res. 87) submitted 
by Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma March 13, 
1941, was considered and agreed to, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, or any subcommittee thereof, is au
thorized during the Seventy-seventh Con
gress, to send for persons, books, and papers, 
to administer oaths, and to employ a stenog
rapher, at a cost not exceeding 25 cents per 
hundred words, to report such hearings as 
may be had on any subject before said com
mittee, the expense thereof to be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate; and that 
the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, 
may sit during any session or recess of the 
Senate. 

SALE OF GOVERNMENT-OWNED LANDS IN 
HAWAII 

The bill (S. 1345) to authorize the sale 
of certain Government-owned lands in 
the Territory of Hawaii to the Honolulu 
Plantation Co. was considered, ordered to 
be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
War be, and he is hereby, authorized to sell 
and convey to the Honolulu Plantation Co., 
a corporation organized and existing under 
the laws of the Territory of Hawaii, upon such 
terms and conditions as he deems advisable, 
but at not less than +.he appraised value, the 
remaining portion of the Makalapa Military 
R£servation, consisting of 5 lots, designated 
a~ lots "A," "B," "C," "D," and "E," having an 
aggregate area of 7.52 acres, situated near the 
city of Honolulu, in Halawa, Ewa District, on 
the island of Oahu, Territory of Hawaii, the 
net proceeds of such sale to be deposited in 
the Treasury to the credit of miscellaneous 
receipts. 

AWARD OF NAVY CROSS TO HECTOR 
MERCADO 

The bill <S. 372) awarding a Navy Cross 
to Hector Mercado was considered, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third read
ing, read the third time, and passed, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That Hector Mercado, 
r.aptain, Peruvian Navy, Minister of Marine 
and Aviation of Peru, he awarded a Navy 
Cross, to be prepared under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Navy, for extraordinary 
heroism on the occasion of an explosion on 
board the U. S. S. Kearsarge on April 13, 1906, 
while he was a foreign oftl.cer under instruc
tion on that vessel. 
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ALLOWANCES FOR RENTAL QUARTERS IN 

THE CANAL ZONE 

The bill (S. 874) relating to allowances 
for rental quarters of certain naval offi
cers stationed in the Canal Zone was con
sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a 
third reading, read the third time, and 
passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That any amounts paid 
to the Panama Canal or lessees thereof by any 
officer of the Navy or Marine Corps incident 
to his occupancy of quarters under the juris
diction of the Panama Canal during the fiscal 
years 1935 and 1936, which were in excess of 
the amounts paid such officer as rental allow
ance, shall to the extent of such excess be 
refunded to such persons upon presentation 
of a claim therefor to the Comptroller Gen
eral. 

PETER JOSEPH COSTIGAN 

The bill <S. 1073) for the relief of Peter 
Joseph Costigan was considered, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administra
tion of any laws conferring rights, privileges, 
and benefits upon honorably discharged sol
diers or sailors Peter Joseph Costigan, ex
seaman, United States Navy, who enlisted 
November 29, 1913, shall hereafter be held and 
considered to have been honorably discharged 
from the naval service of the United States on 
the 30th day of December 1915: PrO'Vided, 
That no compensation, retirement pay, back 
pay, pension, or other benefit shall be held to 
have accrued prior to the passage of this act. 

APPOINTMENT AND DISCHARGE OF 
AVIATION CADETS 

The bill <S. 1469) to amend the act of 
April 15, 1935, as amended (49 Stat. 156; 
U. S. C., Supp. V, title 34, sec. 842), and 
for other purposes, was considered, or
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
read the third time, and passed, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 1 of the 
act approved April 15, 1935, as amended ( 49 
Stat. 156; U. S. C., Supp. V, title 34, sec. 842), 
is hereby amended to read as follows: "That 
the grade of aviation cadet is hereby created 
in the Naval Reserve and Marine Corps Re
serve. Aviation cadets shall be appointed by 
the Secretary of the Navy from male citizens 
of the United States under such regulations 
as he may prescribe: Provided, That each 
aviation cadet shall sign an agreement, with 
the consent of his parent or guardian if he 
be a minor, to serve for a continuous period 
of not more than 4 years on active duty, 
unless sooner released: Provided further, 
That the Secretary of the Navy is authorized 
to discharge at any time any aviation cadet 
or to release him from active duty. 

SEc. 2. The first proviso of section 5 of the 
Naval Reserve Act of 1938 (52 Stat. 1176; 
U. S. C., Supp. V, title 34, sec. 853c), as 
amended, is hereby amended to read as fol
lows: "Provided, That aviation cadets and 
officers commissioned pursuant to authority 
contained in the Naval Aviation Reserve Act 
of 1939 may be required to serve on active 
duty for a continuous period of 4 years or 
for such periods as they agree to serve under 
the provisions of section 1 of the act approved 
April 15, 1935, as amended (49 Stat. 156; 
U.S. C., Supp. V, title 34, sec. 842), from date 
of appointment as aviation cadet." 
APPOINTMENT OF MIDSHIPMEN FROM 

MEMBERS OF NAVAL RESERVE OFFI
CERS' TRAI,NING CORPS AND "HONOR 
SCHOOLS" 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 1801) amending the act of 

February 27, 1936 (49 Stat. 1144), which 
had been reported from the Committee 
on Naval Affairs with an amendment, on 
page 2, line 4, before the words "the mem
bers", to .insert "from among." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment was ordered to be en

grossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 
passed. 
REDUCTION IN COURSE OF INSTRUCTION 

AT THE NAVAL ACADEMY 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (H. R. 4368) authorizing a reduction 
in the course of instruction at the Naval 
Academy, which had been reported from 
the Committee on Naval Affairs with 
amendments, on page 1, line 3, after the 
word "authorized", to insert "to reduce, 
in his discretion"; and, in line 4, after 
"1945", to strike out "to reduce, in his 
discretion", so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to reduce, in 
his discretion, until August 1, 1945, the 
course of instruction at the United States 
Naval Academy from 4 to 3 years and to 
graduate classes which have completed such 
reduced courses of instruction. 

-The amendments were agreed to. 
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. 

SORTING, INDEXING, ETC., CERTAIN . 
SENATE PAPERS 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution, Senate Resolution 116, sub
mitted by Mr. TYDINGS on May 13, 1941, 
which had been reported from the Com
mittee to Audit and Control the Contin
gent Expenses of the Senate, with an 
amendment, on page 1, line 3, after the 
word "exceed", to strike out "$2,000" and 
to insert "$1,500", so as to make the reso
lution read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Sen
ate hereby is authorized to expend from the 
contingent fund of the Senate not to exceed 
$1,500 for the employment of necessary cler
ical and other assistance in sorting, index
ing, and transferring from their present stor
age space in the Senate Office Building the 
files of bills, documents, books, and other ma
terial of the Senate document room and Sen
ate library, as directed by the Committee on 
Rules. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution, as amended, was agreed 

to. 
AMENDMENT OF SOIL CONSERVATION 

AND DOMESTIC ALLOTMENT ACT 

The Senate proceeded to consider the 
bill (S. 1300) to amend the Soil Con
servation and Domestic Allotment Act, 
as amended, with respect to the making 
of grants of aid, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry, with amendments, on page 1, 
line 6, after the words "law,-in", to strike 
out "making grants of aid" and to insert 
"making available conservation mate
rials"; in line 9, after the word "making", 
to strike out "grants of" and insert 
"available" on page 2, line 4, after the 
word "approved", to strike out "materials 

for such grants of aid" and insert "con
servation mater ials"; and in line 9, after 
the word "approved", to strike out "ma~ 
terials for such grants of aid" and insert 
"conservation materials", so as to make 

-the bill read: 
Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (b) of 

section 8 of the Soil Conservation and Do
mestic Allotment Act, as amended, is 
amended by ·adding at the end thereof the 
following new paragraph: 

"Notwithstanding any other provision of 
law, in making available conservation ma
terials consisting of seeds, seed inoculants, 
fertilizers, liming and other soil-conditioning 
materials, trees or plants, or in making avail
able soil-conserving or soil-building services, 
to agricultural producers under this subsec
tion, the S€cretary may make payments, in 
advance of determination of performance by 
the producers, to persons who fill pur
chase orders covering approved conservP.tion 
materials or covering soil-conserving or soil
building services, furnished to producers at 
not to exceed a fair price fixed in accordance 
with regulations to be prescribed by the Sec
retary, or who render services to the Secretary 
in delivering to producers approved conserva
tion materials, for the carrying out, by the 
producers, of soil-building or soil-conserving 
practices approved by the Secretary." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"A bill to amend the Soil Conservation 
and Domestic Allotment Act, as amended, 
with respect to the making available of 
conservation materials and soil-conserv
ing or soil-building services." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That 
completes the calendar. 

STRENGTHENING OF THE NATIONAL 
DEFENSE 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Senate pro
ceed to the consideration of Senate 
Joint Resolut ion 76, which I favorably 
reported today from the Military Af
fairs Committee. I think when it is 
brought to the attention of Senators 
they will consider it appropriate to con
sider today, notwithstanding the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
resolution will be read for the informa
t ion of the Senate. 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 76) 
extending the application of section 6 
of the act entitled "An act to expedite 
the strengthening of the national de
fense," approved July 2, 1940 (54 Stat. 
714), to all territories, dependencies, and 
possessions of the United States, in
cluding the Philippine Islands, the 
Canal Zone, and the District of Colum
bia, was read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the provisions of sec
tion 6 of the act of Congress entitled "An 
act to expedite the strengthening of the 
nat ional defense," approved July 2, 1940 
(54 Stat. 714), shall be applicable to all 
territories, dependencies, and possessions of 
the United States including the Philippine 
Islands, the Canal Zone, and the Dist rict 
of Columbia, and the several courts of first 
instance of the Commonwealth of the Phil
ippine Islands shall have jurisdiction of 
offenses committed in the Philippine Is
lands in viola ton of the provisions of that 
section or of any proclamation, or of any 
rule or any regulation, issued thereunder. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 

objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint 
resolution was considered, ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD at this point the committee 
report on Senate Joint Resolution 76 
explaining the joint resolution, in view 
of the circumstances under which it was 
passed. 

There being no objection, the report 
<No. 308) was ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 
76) extending the application of section 6 of 
the act entitled "An act to expedite the 
strengthening of the national defense," ap- , 
proved July 2, 1940 (54 Stat. 714), to all 
Territories, dependencies, and possessions of 
the United States, including the Philippine 
Islands, the Canal Zone, and the District of 
Columbia having considered the same, report 
favorably thereon with rt:commendation that 
it do pass. 

Section 6 of the act approved July 2, 1940 
(54 Stat. 714) , reads as follows: 

"SEc. 6. Whenever the President determines 
that it is necessary in the interest of national 
defense to prohibit or curtail the exportation 
of any military equipment or munitions, or 
component parts thereof, or machinery, tools, 
or material, or supplies necessary for the man
ufacture, servicing, or Gperation thereof, he 
may by proclamation prohibit or curtail such 
exportation, except under such rules and reg
ulations as he shall prescribe. Any such 
proclamation shall describe the articles or 
materials included in the prohibition OF cur
tailment contained therein. In cases of the 
violation of any provision of any proclama
tion, or of any rule or regulation, iSsued 
hereunder, such violator or violators, upon 
conviction, shall be punished by a fine of not 
more than $10,000, or by imprisonment for 
not more than 2 years, or by both such fine 
and imprisonment. The authority granted in 
this section shall terminate June 30, 1942, 
unless the Congress shall otherwise provide. 

"Approved, July 2. 1940, 10:55 a.m., eastern 
standard time." 

The controls of exports instituted by the 
Government following the enactment of the 
law cited, supra, have developed the necessity 
of the extension of these controls to all 
Territories, dependencies, and possessions of 
the United States, including the Philippine 
Islands, the Canal Zone, and the District 
of Columbia, in order that this Government 
may be able to control materials that other
wise would be lost to the Government, par
ticularly some commodities that are pro
duced in the Philippine Islands which are 
of great importance in the defense program. 

The amount of manila hemp, for example, 
exported from the -Philippines to Japan has 
increased over 35 percent, from 280,000 bales 
in: 1939 to 387,000 bales in 1940. Hemp is 
of great importance to our Navy and is being 
used in increasing quantities. Other mate
rials, such as iron ore, coconut oil, copra, 
and mahogany, are being exported from the 
Phllippines to Japan and to Russia. The 
mining of a high-grade ore for Japan has 
risen to about 1,200,000 tons a year, and the 
ore goes exclusively to Japan because of the 
freight rates. Most of the lumber exported 
from the Philippines goes to Japan. Copra, 
or dried coconut, with a 40-percent oil con
tent, which may be used in making glycerin 
for explosives, is going to Japan and Russia 
h considerable amounts. In 1940 Japan took 

200 long tons of copra, and in the first 3 
months of 1941 she took 7,000 tons. Vladi
vostok recently took 5,600 tons of copra from 
the Philippines. Japan took 685 tons of coco
nut oil last year, and in January and Feb-. 
ruary of this year she took 5,133 tons of coco
nut oil. These materials are of great value 
to our national-defense prograp1, and an ade
quate system for exercising control in this 
situation is essential. 

Section 5 of the act of Congress approved 
August 29, 1916 (39 Stat. 416), an act to de
clare the purpose of the people of the United 
States as to the future political status of the 
people of the Philippine Islands, and to pro
vide a more autonomous government for 
those islands, reads: 

"That the statutory laws of the United 
States hereafter enacted shall not apply to 
the Philippine Islands, except when they 
specifically so provide or it is so provided in 
this act." 

In light of that law, and since the act of 
July 2, 1940, does not refer to the Philippine 
Islands, it is obvious, as the necessity exists 
for such action, that Congress should make 
specific proviSion by including the Philip
pine Islands by name in this measure. 

The Honorable JoAQUIN M. ELIZALDE, Resi
dent Commissioner of the Philippines to the 
United States, appeared before your com
mittee and expressed the unqualified sup
port of the Commonwealth government for 
this legislation which would control the ex
ports from the Philippines of materials 
necessary for national defense. 

Extension of controls to the Canal Zone 
is considered necessary in the interest of de
fense, to preclude d.iversion of materials sent 
to the Canal for a particular purpose. 

War Department letter follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, May 8, 1941. 

Hon. ROBERT R. REYNOLDS, 
Acting Chairman, Committee on Mili

tary Affairs, United States Senate. 
DEAR SENATOR REYNOLDS: There iS enclosed 

herewith draft of a joint resolution designed 
to extend the application of section 6 of the 
act entitled "An act to expedite the strength
ening of the national defense," approved 
July 2, 1940 (54 Stat. 714), to all Territories, 
dependencies, and possessions of the United 
States, including the Philippine Islands, the 
Canal Zone, and the District of Columbia. 

The status of the Philippine Islands is such 
that section 6 of the act of July 2, 1940 (54 
Stat. 714), does not apply thereto and there is 
presently no control over the export from the 
Philippine Islands of materials essential to 
the defense of the United States. 

On the other hand, the Philippine Islands 
are still a dependency of the United States 
(Cincinnati Soap Company v. U. S., 301 U. S. 
308, 322 (1937)), and the United States is 
obliged to defend and protect them until 
they attain complete independence, which, 
under present law, will occur in 1946. Be
cause it now exercises no control over ex
ports from the Philippine Islands, the United 
States is placed in the position of attempting 
to conserve all resources essential for its na
tional. defense and at the same time allowing 
articles and materials essential for that pur
pose to be removed from one of its depend
encies without restriction. 

In view of the immediate need of defense 
materials by the United States and because 
of its policy of conservation of resources to 
satisfy defense needs and to carry out our 
declared policy of cooperation with demo
cratic powers, it is highly desirable that the 
inconsistent position of the United States 
which is described above be rectified. To ac
complish this it will be necessary to extend 
our control of exports to include the Philip
pine Islands and all of our Territories and 
possessions, including the Canal Zone, from 

which strategic and critical defense materials 
might be shipped out. . 

Because there is no United States court in 
the Philippine Islands, criminal punishment 
for a violation of this proposed law committed 
in the Philippines can be accomplished only 
by conferring appropriate jurisdiction on the 
courts of the Philippine Commonwealth. 

The Bureau of the Budget advises that 
there would be no objection to the submis
sion of this proposed legislation to the Con
gress. 

Sincerely yours, 
HENRY L. STIMSON, 

Secretary of War. 

CONFIRMATION OF NOMINATIONS OF 
POSTMASTERS 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, there 
are several nominations of postmasters 
on the calendar. As in executive ses
sion, I ask unanimous consent that the 
nominations of postmasters be confirmed 
en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With
out objection, and as in executive ses
sion, the nominations of postmasters are 
confirmed en bloc. 

WILLIAM ANDREW SMITH 

Mr. SHIPSTEAD. Mr. President, I 
rise at this time to express regret at the 
passing away on yesterday of a faithful 
public servant, Mr. William Andrew 
Smith, the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD clerk. 
Those of us who have been here longer 
than some others have for years noticed 
his faithful service. He was a modest 
retiring gentleman, but very faithful i~ 
his duties, and he never complained. I 
am informed that he had been in the 
Government service for 67 years, 8 
months, and 1 day. I wish to express 
these few words of appreciation of his 
services to his Government and to the 
Congress, as an example of a most effi
cient and effective public servant. I am 
glad of this opportunity to pay him 
tribute. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I join 
in the expressions of regret of the Sen
ator from Minnesota. I have known Mr. 
Smith as the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD clerk, 
with his office in the rotunda of the Cap
itol, for 28 of the 67 years referred to by 
the Senator from Minnesota. I have 
never known a _more faithful, efficient, or 
conscientious public servant. Of course, 
he occupied a position which did not 
command any publicity. He never had 
his name in the headlines of the news
papers; and yet I dare say he rendered to 
the Government of the United States a 
service the value of which would be equal 
to that of the service of many other men 
who become more prominent in the pub
lic eye. I deeply regret his passing. I 
am glad of the opportunity offered by 
the remarks of the Senator from Minne
sota to pay a brief tribute to Andy Smith, 
as we always knew him. 

ADJOURNMENT 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is 
the pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen
ate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 
o'clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned until tomorrow, Friday, May 
16, 1941, at 12 o'clock meridian. 
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CONFIRMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by 

the Senate May 15 (legislative day of 
May 8) , 1941: 

POSTMASTERS 
NEW JERSEY 

Raymond J. Hughes, Sr., Beachwood. 
John W. Guire, Long Branch. 
Leo Francis Nash, New Egypt. 
Helen I. Babnew, Woodbury Heights. 

OKLAHOMA 
Willie F. Cowan, Jennings. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
THURSDAY, MAY 15, 1941 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont

gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Eternal God, our Heavenly Father, help 
us this day that with unselfish devotion 
to duty and the rectitude of our behavior, 
we may bring to our country the wisest 
service; how rich is life when we do good, 
filling our minds with pure thoughts and 
setting our ambitions on (Jbjects alto
gether worthy. We pray that our mo
tives may have unity of purpose and 
poise and our hearts blend the virtues 
which make us the conscious heirs of 
eternity. Let the beauty of the Lord our 
God be upon us and life become richer 
and eager to seize the opportunity of each 
passing hour. Grant that we may do 
homage to our country because of its 
ideals, for the glorious army of martyrs 
for liberty and humanity; inspire us to 
hallow it as an instrument of Thy holy 
purpose throughout all the world. Oh 
disperse the clouds which overshadow it 
that the dreams, the hopes of freedom, 
and fraternity may be realized wherever 
man is found. Almighty God, lead us 
ever to praise the power that made us 
free, and bless the flag which declares to 
the world our national honor. May our 
Zion hear the Voice in the wilderness, 
making straight the highway for the 
Prince of Peace. In our dear Redeemer's 
name. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes
terday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 

· that the Senate agrees to the report of 
the committee of conference on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendment of the House to the joint 
resolution (S. J. Res. 60) entitled "A joint 
resolution relating to corn- and wheat
marketing quotas under the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended." 

ADJOURNMENT OVER 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House 
adjourns on Friday it adjourn to meet on 
Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. RANKIN of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-

tend my remarks in the RECORD and in
clude therein an article by Constantine 
Brown. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was . no objection. 
WAR DEPARTMENT CIVIL FUNCTIONS AP

PROPRIATION BILL, 1942 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
the conference report on the bill (H. R. 
4183) making appropriations for the fis
cal year ending June 30, 1942, for civil 
functions administered. by the War De
partment, and for other purposes, and 
I ask unanimous consent that the state
ment may be read in lieu of the report. 

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

the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

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 dis

agreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
4183) making. appropriations for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1942, for civil functions 
administered by the War Department, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and 
free conference, have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses 
as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amend
ments numbered 9, and 10. 

That the House recede from its disagree
ment to the amendments of the Senate 
numbered 2, 6, 7, and 8; and agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 1, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amend
ment, insert the following: "purchase of grave 
sites;"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert "$73,030,000"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the House 
recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 4, and agree to 
the same with an amendment, as follows: 
Restore the matter stricken out by said 
amendment amended to read as follows: ", of 
which not to exceed $9,134,035 shall be avail
able immediately and exclusively for expendi
ture upon projects on account of which allot
ments heretofore have not been made, and, in 
atldltion, for the protection from flood waters 
at approaches to Fort Dix, New Jersey"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. , 

The committee of conference report in dis-
agreement amendment numbered 5. 

J. BUELL SNYDER, 
D. D. TERRY, 
JOE STARNES, 
Ross A. COLLINS, 
JOHN H. KERR, 
GEORGE MAHON, 
D. LANE POWERS, 
FRANCIS CASE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

ELMER THOMAS, 
CARL HAYDEN, 
JOHN H. OVERTON, 
RICHARD B. RUSSELL, 
J. w. BAILEY, . 
RoBT. R. REYNOLDS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

STATEMENT 
The managers on the part of the House at 

the conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 4183) making ap
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1942, for civil functions administered by 
the War Department, and for other pur
poses, submit the following statement in 
explanation of the effect of the action agreed 
upon and recommended in the accompany
ing conference report as to. each of such 
amendments, namely: 

No. 1: Provides for the purchase of grave 
sites, Instead of the "purchase of land", as 
proposed by the Senate. 

No. 2, relating to rivers and harbors: Ap
propriates $68,268,640, as proposed by the 
Senate, instead of $63,100,040, as proposed by 
the House, the Increase of $5,168,600 to be 
applied to projects as follows: Boston Har
bor, seaplane channel; channel from Manteo 
to Oregon Inlet, N. C.; Silver Lake Harbor, 
N. C.; Pearl River, Miss. and La.; Missouri 
River, Kansas City to Sioux City. 

Nos. 3, and 4, relating to flood control, 
general: Appropriates $73,030,000, instead of 
$71,129,000, as J::roposed by the House, and 
$79,234,035, as proposed by the Semite, the 
agreed upon increase applying to the fol
lowing projects: Guyandot section of Hunt
Ington, W. Va.;. Lugert-Altus fiood-llontrol 
and reclamation reservoir (Oklahoma); pro
tection of flood waters at approaches to Fort 
Dix, N. J.; and restores the House provision 
for commencing authorized projects not 
heretofore undertaken, amended to make 
available an additional amount of $1,101,000 
for the project pertaining to the Guyandot 
section of Huntington, W.Va., and to provide 
for the protection from flood waters at ap
proaches to Fort Dix, N. J ., Instead of to 
military reservations generally, at a cost of 
$350,000. 

Nos. 6, 7, and 8, relating to the Panama 
Canal: Appropriates an additional amount of 
$260,000 for the erection of quarters for em
ployees in the Canal Zone, a,s proposed by 
the Senate. 

Nos. 9 and 10, relating to· the employment 
of aliens in the Canal Zone: Strikes out the 
matter Inserted by the Senate. 

Disagreement 
The committee on conference reports in 

disagreement amendment of the Senate, 
No. 5, relating to compensation of the Osage 
Tribe for mineral rights In an area required 
for flood-control purposes. 

J. BUELL SNYDER, 
D. D. TERRY, 
JOE STARNES, 
Ross A. COLLINS, 
JOHN H. KERR, 
GEORGE MAHON, 
D. LANE PowERS, 
FRANCIS CASE, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. SNYDER] is recognized. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, this bill 
carried, when it left the House, $221,272,• 
228, which was exactly the total of the 
Budget estimates. 

The Senate added to the bill $13,533, .. 
635, none of . which had Budget support. 
The conference committee has agreed 
to $7,329,600 of that increase, which, if 
their action be approved, would mean a 
bill total of $228,601,828. · 

Of the amount of the increase to which 
we have agreed, $3,056,000 may be said to 
be on account of national-defense 
projects. 

The chief interest in this bill, Mr. 
Speaker, is in the river and harbor and 
flood-control appropriations. As to the 
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