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Seymour Consolidated School District No. 6, 
of Webster County, Mo.; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. VOORHIS of California: 
H. R. 4655. A bill for the relief of Gladys 

Mcintyre; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITE: 
H. R. 4656. A bill for the relief of Thomas 

S. Robinson; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. WINTER: 

H. R. 4657. A bill for the relief of Floyd P. 
Moritzky; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BARRY: 
H. Res. 197. Resolution to provide for an 

investigation of the proceedings of a court of 
inquiry of the United States Army in the case 
of Capt. William R. F. Bleakney; to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 

and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 
· 958. By Mr. BOLLES: Resolution passed by 

executive committee of the Wisconsin Coun
cil of Churches at its meeting in Madison, 
Wis., on April 25, expressing their belief and 
hoping that some way may be found to al
leviate the suffering and starvation of con
quered populations in Europe by some such 
plan as that proposed by ex-President 'Herbert 
Hoover, and urging that it be tried at least 
on some experimental scale; to the Commit
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

959. Also, resolution of the Superior Fed
eration of Labor, Suparior, Wis., representing 
41 labor unions and affiliated with the Amer
ican Federation of Labor, favoring and urg
ing the immediate commencement and the 
completion of as soon as possible the Great 
Lakes-St. Lawrence seaway_ project; to the 
Committee. on Foreign Aff:.:tirs . . _ .. 

960. Also, resolutions adopted at conven
tion of Lutheran Minnesota Conference of · 
the Augustana Synod on April 27, 19lU, op
posing the . United States of America be
coming involved as a belligefent in the . wars 
of Europe or sending its Army, Navy, or any 
of Its defense forces to foreign seas or shores; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

961. Also, resolution of the International 
Union, United Automobile Workers of Amer
ica, Kenosha, Wis., opposing any bill that 
wm take away the democratic rights and 
hard-won privileges gained by the organized 
workers in the past; to the Committee on 
Labor. . 

962. By Mr. CONNERY: Resolutions of the 
General Court of Massachusetts, favoring the' 
adoption of an adequate Federal antilynch 
law, the Geyer anti-poll-tax bill, and the bill 
restoring percentage wage differential for · a 
leadingman and for a quarterman at any 
navy yard; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. · 

963. By Mr. FENTON: Petition of Edward 
Zerbe, secretary, and the members of the 
Townsend Club, No. 1, of Sunbury, Pa., favor
ing the enactment of the Townseno plan as a 
defense measure; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. · 

964. By Mr. FLAHERTY: Petition of the 
¥assachusetts Soci~ty of the Sons of the 
American Revolution, opposing any legisla
tion that may be considered to require the 
registration of firearms; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. · 
. 965. Also, petition of the New England 
Traffic L~ague, supporting House bill 2518; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

966. Also, .resolution of the city of Cam
bridge, opposing the quota-reduction provi
sion of the Relief Appropriation~ Act; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. · 
· 967. Also, petition of the Allied Theatres of 
Massachusetts, Inc., endorsing the propoSed 
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tax of amusement edmissions and opposing 
any tax on film rentals; to tlle Committee on 
Ways and Means. · 

968. Also, 'memorial in the nature of a res
olution of the Commonwealth of Massachu
setts, memorializing the Congress of the 
United States for immediate passage of the 
Townsend Act, so-called; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. · 

969. By Mr. ROLPH: Memorial of the State 
of California, asking consideration of Assem
bly Joint Resolution 42, relative to memo
rializing the United States Department of the 
Interior, Fish and Wildlife Service; to permit 
controlled feeding of migratory wild fowl on 
hunting clubs in the State of California and 
to provide for the feeding of grain on migra
tory wild-fowl refuges in this State in order 
to relieve farmers from severe losses to grain 
crops caused annually by such wild fowl; to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 
· 970. By Mr. FORAND: Resolution of the 

General Assembly of the State of Rhode 
Island, memorializing Congress to defeat two 
identical bills, known as House bills 6 and 
1019, which seek to place a 2-cent-per-gallon 
tax on the sale of fuel oil used for heating 
and for the generation of power; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

971. By Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON: Peti
tion of Bun A . . Clayton, · president; Han. H. 
Fountain Kirby, Han. L. R. Geren, and Han. 
L. W. Shepperd, committee, Groesbeck Lions 
Club, Groesl;leck, Tex., opposing strikes in 
national-defense industries; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 
· 972. By Mr. KEOGH: Petition of the 

Ladies' Auxiliary of the Ancient Order of 
Hibernians, Kings County Board, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., favoring Senate Joint Resolution 31, 
for the appropriation of $20,000 for a statute 
of Commodore Barry to Eire in 1945; to the 
Committee . on the Library. 

973. Also, petition of the_ Sons qf the Revo
lution in the State of New York, concerning 
all possible aid to . the struggling peoples 
abroad; to the Committee on Foreign Af
fairs. 

974. By Mr. LESINSKI: Resolution of the 
Polish Roman Catholic Union of America, 
urging enactment of legislation· to complete 
the Great Lakes-St. Lawrence seaway and 
power project; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 
· 975. Also, resolution of the members of the 

Kiwanis Club of Allen Park, Mich., urging 
immediate action on legislation providing for . 
the completion of the Great Lakes-St. Law
rence seaway and power project; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

976. Also, resolution of the Common Coun
cil of the City of Lincoln Park; Mich., urg
ing enactment of House bill 1057, the lon
gevity pay bill; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 
. 977. By Mr. McLAUGHLIN: Resolution No. 

21, of the Legislature of the State of Ne-· 
braska, concerning Republican · Valley 1'l.ood 
control; to the Committee on Flood Control. 

978. Also, petition memorializing the Con
gress of the United States to. establish a 
bridge across the Missouri River at Florence, 
Nebr.; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

979. By Mr. MOSER: Resolution of the 
Keystone Bottlers Protective Association of 
Pennsylvania on taxation of soft drinks; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 
· 980. By Mra. ROGERS of Massachusetts: 
Petition of the General Court of Massachu
setts, memorializing the Congress of the 
United States for the immediate passage of 
the Townsend Recovery Act, ·so-called; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 
· 981. By Mr. RUTHERFORD: Petition of 
sundry resid6nts of West Burlington, Pa., 
favoring the passage of Senate bill 860; to the 
Committ~e on Military Affairs. 

982. By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of 
Donald R. Clark and others, opposing the 

passage of ·House bill 4000; to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

983. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the' Sons 
of the Revolution, New York City, N.Y., peti ... 
tioning consideration of their resolution with 
reference to the "lend-lease" law; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

984. Also, petition of the Forward Trinity 
Valley Association, Romayor, Tex., petition
ing consideration of their resolution with 
reference to llood control; to the Committee 
on Flood Control. 

985. Also, petition of the city of Los An
geles, Calif., petitioning consideration of their 
resolution with reference to foreign affairs; 
·to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

986. Also, petition of Grayson County, 
Sherman, Tex., Jake J. Loy, chairman, peti
tioning consideration of their resolution with 
reference to labor and the national-defense 
program; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

987. Also, petition of the Young Men's 
Business League of Austin, Tex., petitioning 
consideration of their resolution with ref
erence to forei.gl~ affairs; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

988. Also, petition of the National Advisory 
Board Council, Callao, Utah, petitioning con
sideration of their resolution with reference 
to range and grazing lands; to the Commit
tee on the Public Lands. 

SENATE 
TUESDAY' MAy 6, 1941 

<Legislative day of Monday, May 5, 
1941) 

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

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

God of our worship, whom we would 
approach with pureness of heart, yet far · 
t.oo often come in vesture spotted and 
stained by the world, by many a misdeed: 
Hear us, as we plead the offered sacrifice, 
the burdened contrite spirit, and blot out 
our transgressions, that our prayer may 
rise like douds of floating incense to ThY · 
Holy Sanctuary. And, as we invoke the 
bestowal of Thy grace, help us to wor
ship Thee with more self-reverence, self
knowledge, self-control, with more obedi
ence to the higher law of the mind, to the 
conscience in which Thou dost speak to 
us, and with more of service to those 
about us in whom, however obscurely, the 
Father of all dwelleth . 

Lead and constrain us towards the 
choicest conduct to which we can attain, 
fostering in us the heart by which life is· 
always purified. Help us in our work, 
l:lowever humble it may be, to be true and 
steadfast, that in us and through us help 
may be ever found by those about us, 
with never a hindrance. We ask it in our 
dear Redeemer's name. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 

·Journal of the proceedings of the calen
dar day Mond,ay, May 5, 1941, was dis
pensed with, and the Journal was ap
proved. 

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 
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without amendment the following bills 
of the Senate: 

S. 164. An act to further amend the thir
teenth paragraph of section 127a of the Na
tional Defense Act, as amended by the act of 
June 8, 1926, so as to decrease the restriction 
on the number of enlisted men of the Regular 
Army who may be detailed as students at 
educational institutions and other places; 

S. 242. An Ret to repeal certain provisions 
of the act of February 25, 1929, entitled "An 
act to authorize appropriations for construc
tion at milit ary posts, and for other pur- · 
poses", and the act of July 3, 1930, entitled 
••An act making appropriations to supply de
ficiencies in certain appropriations for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1930, and prior 
fiscal years, to provide supplemental appro
priations for the fiscal years ending June 30, 
1930, and .Tune 30, 1931, and for other pur
poses"; 

S. 993. An act to authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to transfer, without cost, to the 
estate of Rolland H. Denny a triangular par
cel of land containing .one-half an acre situ-

. ated at Seattle, Wash.; and 
S.1123. An act to amend the act entitled 

.. An act for the grading and classification of 
clerks in the Foreign Service of the United 
States of America, and providing compensa
tion therefor", approved February 23, 1931, 
as amended. · 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed the bill (S. 376) pro
viding for the advancement on the re
tired list of certain officers of the line of 
the United States Navy, with an amend
ment, in whic:t . it requested the concur
rence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that 
the House had passed the following bills 
and joint resolution in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 571. An act to establish and promote 
the use of :::tandard methods of grading cot
tonseed, to provide for the collection and dis
semination of information on prices and 
grades of cottonseed and cottonseed products, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R.1801. An act amending the act of 
February 27, 1936 (49 Stat. 1144); 

H. R. 2097. An act to amend the Tennessee 
Valley Authority Act, as amended, by strik
ing therefrom subsection (k) of section 4 
and substituting therefor a new subsection 
(k); 

H. R. 23fll. An act authorizing the trans
fer of land owned by the United States back 
to the Spring Park Club, of Richfield Springs, 
N.Y.; 

H. R. 2685. An act to authorize the dis
position of recreational demonstration proj- . 
ects, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 2784. An act for the relief of the 
present leaders of the United States Navy 
Band and the Uhited States Marine Band, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 2828. An act to extend the times for 
commencing and completing the construc
tion of a bridge across the Susquehanna 
River at or near the city of Millersburg, Pa., 
and to authorize its construction by the 
Dauphin County (Pa.) Authority; 

H. R. 3857. An act authorizing the con
struction of a crypt for the remains of Gut
zen Borglum; 

H. R. 4132. An act to amend section 3528 
of the Revised Statutes, as amended, relating 
to the purchase of metal for minor coins of 
the United States; 

H. R. 4368. An act authorizing a reduction 
in the course of instruction at the Naval 
Academy; 

H. R. 4495. An act to amend the Canal 
Zone Cede; and 

H. J. Res. 35. Joint resolution to provide 
for the u t ilization of a part of the unfinished 
portion of the historical frieze in the rotunda 

of the Capitol to portray the story of avia
tion. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to a concurrent reso
lution <H. Con. Res. 29) acknowledging 
the felicitations of the Congress of Costa 
Rica, in which it requested the concur
rence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 

SIGNED 

The message further announced that 
the Speaker had affixed his signature to 
the following enrolled bills and joint 
resolution, and they were signed by the 
Vice President: 

H. R. 59. An act for the relief of special 
tax school districts Nos. 2, 3, 4, and 5, Brow
ard County, Fla.; 

H. R. 198. An act for the relief of William 
G. Sullivan; 

H. R. 224. An act for the relief of Antone 
and Mary Lipka; 

H. R. 438. An act for the relief of Hughey 
Parsley; 

H. R. 701. An act for the relief of the Allen
town Airport Corporation; 

H. R. 1824. An act to authorize the con
struction of a bridge across the Ohio River 
at or near Cannelton, Perry County, Ind.; 

H. R. 2006. An act for the relief of Ben 
Torian and Joe J. McDonald; 

H. R. 2684. An act granting the consent of 
Congress to the highway department of 
Davidson County, of the State of Tennessee, 
to construct, maintain, and operate a free 
highway bridge across the Cumberland River 
at a point approximately 1% mUes below 
Glees Ferry, connecting a belt-line highway 
in Davidson County, State of Tennessee, 
known as Old Hickory Boulevard; 

H. R. 2766. An act to extend the times for 
commencing and completing the construc
tion of a bridge across the St. Louis River 
at or near the city of Duluth, Minn., and 
the city of Superior, Wis., and to amend the 
act of August 7, 1939, as amended, and for 
other purposes; -

H. R. 2829. An act to extend the times for 
commencing and completing the construc
tion of a bridge across the Susquehanna River 
at or near the city of Harrisburg, Pa.; · 

H. R. 2830. An act to extend the times for 
commencing and completing the construc
tion of a bridge across the Susquehanna 
River at or near the city of Middletown, Pa.; 

H. R. 3066. An act to amend an act to pro
vide for a union rallroad station in the Dis
trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; 

H: R. 3269. An act for the relief of Mary 
Fortune; 

H. R. 3394. An act to authorize the Attor
ney General to grant easements to states over 
lands belonging .to the United States under 
his supervision and control; · 

H. R. 3682. An act granting the consent of 
Congress to the commissioners of Mahoning 
County, Ohio, to reconstruct, maintain, and 
operate a free highway bridge across the Ma
honing River in the village of Lowellville, 
Mahoning County, Ohio; 

H. R. 3835. An act to exempt from inter
nal-revenue taxes, on the basis of reciprocity, 
articles imported by consular officers and 
employees of foreign states for their personal 
or official use; 

H. R. 3869. An act to authorize the furnish
ing of steam from the central heating plant 
to the District of Columbia; 

H. R. 3974. An act to authorize the Admin
istrator of the Federal Security Agency to 
adopt an official seal, and for other purposes; 

H. R . 3981. An act making appropriations 
for the Navy Department and the naval serv
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1942, 
and for other purposes; 

H. R. 4036-. An act to amend the District of 
Columbia Motor Vehicle Financial Responsi
bility Act, approved May 3, 1935; 

H. R. 4057. An act· to authorize the Fed
eral Security Administrator to accept gifts 
for the Freedmen's Hospital and to provide ' 
for the administration of such gifts; 

H. R. 4063. An act to confer jurisdiction up
on the Court of Claims to hear, determine, 
and render judgment upon the claim of Her- -
bert M. Gregory; 

H. R. 4065. An act for the relief. of Martin 
F. Gattings; 

H. R. 4083. An act to enlarge the powers of 
the property clerk of the Police Department 
of the District of Columbia to dispose of 
property coming into his possession; 

H. R. 4221. An act for the relief of Char
lotte E. Hunter; 

H. R. 4239. An act to carry tC' the surplus · 
fund of the . Treasury certain trust funds de
rived from compensating taxes collected pur
suant to section 15 (e) of title I of the act of 
May 12, 1933 (48 Stat. 40), as amended, upon 
certain articles coming into the United 
States; and 

H. J. Res. 145. Joint resolution authorizing 
the Federal Security A~inistrator to per
mit the American Red Cross to construct 
needed recreational buildings on the St. 
Elizabeths Hospital reservation. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following letter, which was 
referred as indicated: 
AMENDMENT QF CERTAIN ACTS RELATIVE 

TO THE COAST GUARD 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the 

Treasury, transmitting a draft of proposed 
legislation to amend and clarify certain acts 
pertaining to the Coast Guard, and for other 
purposes (with accompanying papers); to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

·Petitions, etc., were presented, andre
ferred as indicated: 

By Mr. TYDINGS: 
A resolution adopted at the annual meeting 

of the Women's International League for 
Peace and Freedom, Maryland branch, at 
Baltimore, Md., protesting against the use of 
United States armed ships as convoys beyond 
the neutral limits of the Western Hemisphere, 
etc.; to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. GREEN: 
A resolution of the House of Representa

tives of the State of Rhode Island; to the 
Committee on Finance: · 

"House Resolution 1066 
"Resolution memorializing Congress of the 

United States of America to defeat two 
identical bills known as H. R. 6, introduced 
by Representative BoLAND, of Pennsyl
vania, and H. R. 1019, introduced by Rep
resentative FLANNERY, also of Pennsylvania, 
which seek to place a 2-cent-per-gallon 
tax on the sale of fuel oil used for heating 
and for the generation of power 
"Whereas Representative BoLAND, of Penn-

. sylvania, has introduced a measure in the 
Congress of· the United States known as 
H. R. 6, which m~asure, if passed, would im
pose a 2-cent-per-gallon tax on all fuel oil 
sold for the generation of heat and power; 
and 

"Whereas an identical bill, known as H. R. 
1019, has been introduced in the Congress of 
the United States by Representative FLAN
NERY, also of Pennsylvania. which bill, if 
passed, would likewise impose a 2-cent-per
gallon tax on all fuel oil sold for the gener
ation of heat and power; and 

"Whereas a study o{ these bills clearly re
veals that the same are discriminatory in 
their effects and are productive of no pos
sible good except to burden fuel oil with a 
tax for the benefit of a competing commod
ity, namely, coal; and 
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"Whereas statistics reveal that in the city 

of Providence alone there are approximately 
23,000 hcmes using fuel oil for the heating 
and comf9rt thereof; and 

"Whereas this tax will add $42 to the an
nual fuel bill of every householder who con
sumes fuel oil; and 

"Whereas the annual fuel-oil bill for the 
State of Rhode Island for its public build
ings would increase approximately $200,000, 
which will be added to the public tax bur
den; and 

"Whereas an additional amount :>f about 
$18,000,000 will be added to the annuai fuel
oil bill of owners and operators of apart
ment houses, hotels, industrial establish
ments, churches, hospitals, office buildings, 
and such other commercial enterprises who 
depend upon fuel oil for heat and power; 
and 

"Whereas the imposition of a 2-cent fuel
oil tax will throttle and annihilate one of 
the largest industries of this State, which de
pends upon the sale of fuel oil for the genera
tion of heat and power for its existence: Be 
it therefore 

"Resolved by the House of Representatives 
of the State of Rhode Island, That the Con
gress of the United States of America be, and 
it is hereby, respectfully memorialized to de
feat with all convenient speed not only H. R. 
6, introduced by Representative BoLAND, of 
Pennsylvania, and H. R. 1019, introduced by 
Representative FLANNERY, also of Pennsyl
vania, but all other sundry and divers legis
lation whatsoever which proposes to place 
any tax on fuel oil used for heating and 
power-generation purposes; and be it further 

"Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be 
transmitted to the President of the United 
States, the Clerk of the House of Repre
sentatives, the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States, and to each Member of 
Congress elected from the State of Rhode 
Island, and that the latter be urged to use 
their best offices to procure the defeat of 
such legislation as will accomplish the pur
poses of this resolution." 

By Mr. LODGE: 
A resolution of the General Court of 

Massachusetts; to the Committee on Finance: 
"Resolutions memorializing the Congress of 

the United States for the immediate pas
sage of the Townsend Recovery Act, so
called 
"Whereas proper and adequate assistance 

to the aged persons in the Commonwealth 
and the Nation is one of the most vital prob
lems of our Government at the present time; 
and 

"Whereas sentiment as expressed by the 
citizens of the Commonwealth has been so 
strongly in favor of the so-called Townsend 
recovery plan of old -age pensions as to con
vlnce public officials of the immediate need 
for and w!Edom of the enactment of such 
legislation: Therefore be it 

"Resolved, That the General Court of 
Massachusetts urges the Congress of the 
United States to immediately enact the 
Townsend recovery plan of old-age pensions; 
and endorses such plan as a humanitarian, 
just, and equitable method of caring for our 
aged citizens; and be it further 
· "Resolved, That the Secretary of the Com
monwealth forthwith forward copies of these 
resolutions to the Presiding Officers of both 
branches of Congress and to the Members 
thereof from this Commonwealth." 

MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT FLORENCE, 
NEBR.-RESOLUTION OF NEBRASKA 
LEGISLATURE 
Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I ask 

consent to have printed in the RECORD 
and appropriately referred Legislative 
Resolution No. 22, -adopted by the Legis
lature of Nebraska on May 1, 1941. 

This resolution is with reference to the 
need for an additional bridge over the 
Missouri River just no.rth of Omaha, 
Nebr. It is claimed that neither of the 
two bridges now available in the vicinity 
will carry the modern, heavy, mechanized 
equipment of the Army. I believe that 
careful consideration should be given to 
this matter by the proper authority. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu
tion presented by the Senator from Ne
braska will be referred to the Commit
tee on Commerce and printed in the 
RECORD, under the rule. 

The resolution is as follows: 
Legislative Resolution 22 

Resolution memorializing the Congress of the 
United States to establish a bridge across 
the Missouri River at Florence, Nebr. 
Whereas for many years there has been 

a great need for an interstate bridge between 
the States of Iowa and Nebraska at Florence, 
Nebr.; and 

Whereas such bridge would provide an out
let for the heavy traffic carried by North 
Thirtieth Street in Omaha, Nebr., including 
heavy shipments of stock by farmers; and 

Whereas this great need has been highly 
accentuated by the fact that none of the 
present bridges connecting the States of 
Iowa and Nebraska at Omaha, are strong 
enough or modern enough to permit passage 
of the present large and heavy mechanized 
equipment used by the United States Army; 
and 

Whereas the site of such proposed bridge is 
only a short distance from the ever-expanding 
activity and operations at Fort Omaha: Now, 
therefore, be it 

Resolved by the Legislature of the State of 
Nebraska in fifty-fifth regular session as
sembled: 

1. That this legislature respectfully peti
tions, memorializes, and urges the Congress 
of the United States to enact the necessary 
legislation to establish an interstate bridge 
across the Missouri River at Florence, Nebr., 
and thereby fulfill the great need therefor as 
recited in the preamble of this resolution. 

2. That this resolution be spread at large 
upon the journal of this legislature; and that 
the clerk of this legislature is hereby ordered 
and directed forthwith to forward a copy of 
this. resolution properly authenticated and 
suitably engrossed, to the President of the 
United States; to the Vice President of the 
United States as Presiding Officer of the 
United States Senate; to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives of the United 
States; and to each of the United States 
Senators and Congressmen representing the 
State of Nebraska in the Congress to the end 
that representatives in the Government and 
in the Congress of the United States may be 
advised that this legislature considers as im
}>erative and vital for national defense Fed
eral legislation to provide for an interstate 
bridge across the Missouri River between the 
States of Iowa and Nebraska at Florence, 
Nebr. · · 

STRIKES IN DEFENSE INDUSTRIES-LET
TER · FROM STUDENTS OF McCOOK 
(NEBR.) JUNIOR COLLEGE 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in the 
RECORD, with ,the signatures, and appro
priately referred, a letter which I have 
just received from members of the his
tory class of McCook Junior College at 
McCook, Nebr. These students are of 
voting age. I believe them sincere in 
what they have to say, and I also think 
that their statement reflects the attitude 
of the general public in Nebraska. 

There being no objection, the letter was · 
referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor and ordered to be printed in 
the REcoRD, with the signatures attached 
thereto, as follows: 

MCCOOK JUNIOR COLLEGE, 
McCook, Nebr., April 30, 1941. 

Senator HUGH BUTLER, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: We, the history students of 
McCook Junior College, wish to go on record 
as protesting against the many selfish strikes 
which are crippling the defense industries. 
As college students we see many of our friends 
going voluntarily into the service, sacrificing 
careers and good positions. Surely if they 
can sacrifice so much, labor can push aside 
its personal gains in this emergency. 

We are becoming more and more irritated 
because the Government allows a few to 
block the progress of national defense. 

Democracy is so precious that no group 
should be allowed to jeopardize its principles. 

Sincerely yours, 
Paul Evans, Loraine Phillips, Betty Mae 

Williams, Helen Dutton, Eileen 
Schroer, Viola Phillips, Forrest 
Heller, John Mikkelsen, John Mc
Callum, Richard Proud, Julia Anne 
Milligan, Amy Brown, Jackie Mor
ris, Vera Kisker, Winnie Welborn, 
Kathryn Ann Wall, Betty Gruen, 
Ruth Aman, Oneda McKillip, 
Phyllis Loper, Ila Best, Verna Gro
vert, Barbara Robb, Betty Lou . 
Esteb, Vilas Adamson, Jack Moore, 
Kirk Strayer, Elton Troke, Kenneth 
Ludlow, Junior Kelly, Catherine 
Dutton, Jacqueline Hopper, Caro
lyn Cobb, Elizabeth Hodges, Victor 
Beebe, Dewain McCartney, Harold 
Wiederspon, Walt Campbell, Bill 
Kelly, "Marie" Cotton, J. B. Fergu
son, ·Robert Bauer, Morris Cook, 
F. W. Holliday, Phil Deffer, Robert 
Hedges, Audrey Hoyt, Ardis 
Messinger. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEE ON INDIAN 
AFFAIRS 

The following reports of the Committee 
on Indian Affairs were submitted: 

By Mr. McNARY: 
B. 613. A bill authorizing the Snake or 

Piute Indians of the former Malheur Indian 
Reservation of Oregon to sue in the Court of 
Claims, and for other purposes; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 261). 
. By Mr. McFARLAND: 

S. 1296. A bill to amend an · act entitled "An 
act authorizing annual appropriations for the 
maintenance of that portion of Gallup
Durango Highway across the Navajo Indian 
Reservation, and providing reimbursement 
therefor"; without amendment (Rept. No. 
262). 

SENATOR FROM WEST VIRGINIA-MINOR
ITY VIEWS: AMENDMENT 

Mr. CHANDLER (for himself and Mr. 
SMITH, Mr. GEORGE, Mr. AusTIN, Mr. NYE, 
Mr. BRIDGES, Mr; WILEY, and Mr. BUTLER) ~ 
submitted the views of the minority of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elec~ 
tions on the West Virginia senatorial 
contest in connection with Senate Reso
lution 106, heretofore reported from that 
committee and placed on the calendar, 
which were ordered to be printed as part 
2 of Senate Report No. 223. 

Mr. CHANDLER also submitted an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute 
intended to be proposed by him to Senate 
Resolution 106, seating Joseph Rosier as 
a .Senator from the State of West ·vir
ginia, reported by Mr. CONNALLY on April 
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29, 1941, from the Committee on Privi
leges and Elections, which was ordered to 
lie on the table and to be printed. 
BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRO· 

DUCED 

Bills and a joint resolution were intro
duced, read the first time, and, by unani
mous consent, the second time, and re
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. NYE: 
S. 1452. A bill for the relief of Edla H. 

Fyten; to the Committee on Claims. 
S.1453. A bill granting a pension to George 

P. Mennie; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. SHIPSTEAD: 

S. 1454. A bill to amend section 2, chapter 
868, Forty-sixt h Statutes at Large, page 1467, 
March 2, 1931, relating to extra compensa
tion of inspectors and employees of the Immi
gration and Naturalization Service (with ac
companying rapers); to the Committee on 
Immigration. 

By Mr. SMATHERS: 
S.1455. A bill requiring clerks in consu

lates to be cHizens of the United States; to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

S. 1456. A bill to provide for the enjoyment 
by all persons of the facilities of places of 
public accommodation in the District of Co
lumbia; to th-3 Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

.By Mr. REYNOLDS: 
S. 1457. A bill to permit construction, main

tenance, and use of certain pipe lines for 
petroleum and petroleum products in ... the 
Dist!'ict of Columbia; and 

S. 14.58. A bill to amend the District of 
Columbia Alley Dwelling Act, as amended; to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 1459. A bHl to establish a Chiropody 
(Podiatry) Cmps of the United States Army; 
to tpe. Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: 
S.1460. A bill granting compensation to 

Robert E. Hatridge; to the Committee on 
Finance. 

By Mr. GEORGE: 
S. 1461. A bill authorizing the appropria

tion of a sum 'not to exceed $20,000,000 to 
enable the United States to cooperate with 
the governments of the American republics 
situated in Central America in the survey 
and construction of the proposed Inter-Amer
ican Highway within the borders of these 
republics; to the Committee on Foreign Re
lations. 

By Mr. KILGORE: 
S.1462. A bill granting a pension to Laura 

Ricketts; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma: 

S. J. Res. 75: Joint resolution authorizing 
the Ponca Tribe of Indians residing in the 
States of Oklahoma and Nebraska to submit 
claims to the Court of Claims; to the Com
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

HOUSE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION 
REFERRED 

The following bills and joint resolu
tion were severally read twice by their 

... titles and referred as indicated: 
H. R. 571. An act to establish and promote 

the use of standard methods of grading cot
tonseed, to provide for the collection and 
dissemination of information on prices and 
grades of cottonseed and cottonseed products, 
and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 2097. An act to amend the Tennessee 
Valley Authority Act, as amended, by striking 
therefrom subsection (k) of section 4 and 
substituting therefor a new subsection (k): 
to the Committee on Agriculture and For
estry. 

H. R. 1801. An act amending the act of 
February 27, 1936 (49 Stat. 1144); 

H. R. 2784. An act for the relief of the 
present leaders of the United States Navy 

Band and the United States Marine Band, 
and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 4368. An act authorizing a reduction 
in the course of instruction at the Naval 
Academy; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

H. R. 2381. An act authorizing the transfer 
of land owned by the United States back to 
the Spring Park Club, of Richfield Springs, 
N.Y.; to the Committee on Public Bulldlngs 
and Grounds. 

H. R. 2685. An act to authorize the disposi
tion of recreational demonstration projects, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Public Lands and Surveys. 

H. R. 2828. An act to extend the times for 
commencing and completing the construction 
of a bridge across the Susquehanna River at 
or near the city of Millersburg, Pa., and to au
thorize its construction by the Dauphin 
County, Pa., Authority; to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

H. R. 4132. An act to amend section 3528 of 
the Revised Statutes, as amended, relating to 
the purchase of metal for minor coins of the 
United States; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

H. R. 4495. An act to amend the Canal Zone 
Code; to the Committee on Interoceanic 
Canals. 

H. R. 3857. An e.ct authorizing the construc
tion of a crypt for the remains of Gutzon 
Borglum; and 

H. J. Res. 35. Joint resolution to provide for 
the utilization of a part of the unfinished por
tion of the historical frieze in the rotunda of 
the Capitol to portray the story of aviation; 
to the Committee on the Library. 

AMENDMENT TO TREASURY AND POST 
OFFICE DEPARTMENTS APPROPRIATION 
BILL 

l\4r. McCARRAN submitted an amend
ment intended to be proposed by him to 
the bill <H. R. 3205) making appropria
tions for the Treasury and Post Office 
Departments for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1942, and for other purposes, 
which was ordered to lie on the table and 
to be printed, as follows: 

On page 60, line 4, before the period, insert 
a colon and the following: 

"Provided, That hereafter all remainders of 
migratory-bird hunting stamps shall remain 
on sale at the Philatelic Agency until disposed 
of or until the Congress otherwise provides." 

INVESTIGATION OF POLLS OF PUBLIC 
OPINION 

Mr. NYE submitted the following reso
lution (S. Res. 111), which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Com
merce: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Inter
state Commerce, or any duly authorized sub
committee thereof, is authorized and di
rected to make a full and complete study and 
investigation of polls purporting to measure 
or indicate the state of public opinion upon 
matters of national importance, the results of 
which are published in newspapers, maga
zines, periodicals, or other publications. Such 
study and investigation shall include, but 
shall not be limited to, determination of the 
procedure and methods used in conducting 
such polls and tabulating the results thereof. 
The committee shall report to the Senate as 
soon as practicable the ·results of its study 
and investigation, together with its recom
mendations, if any, for necessary legislation. 

For the purposes of this resolution the 
committee, or any duly authorized subcom
mittee thereof, is authorized to hold such 
hearings, to sit and act at such times and 
places during the sessions, recesses, and ad· 
journed periods of the Senate in the Seventy .. 
seventh and succeeding Congresses, to em
ploy such experts, and such clerical, steno
graphic, and other assistants, to require by 

subpena or otherwise the attendance of such 
witnesses and the product ion of such cor
respondence, books, papers, and documents, 
to administer such oaths, to take su.ch testi
mony, and to make such expenditures as it 
deems advisable. The cost of stenographic 
services to report such hearings shall not be 
in excess of 25 cents per hundred words. The 
expenses of the committee, which shall not 
exceed $5,000, shall be paid from the con-

. tingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers 
approved by the chairman of the committee. 

INVESTIGATION OF LOCATION OF DE
FENSE ESTABLISHMENTS AND AWARD
ING OF CONTRACTS 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. Pres
ident, I submit a resolution, which I ask 
be referred to the Special Committee 
to Investigate the National Defense ·Pro
gram. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolu
tion of the Senator from Oklahoma will 
be received and referred as requested by 
him. 

The resolution <S. Res. 112) was re
ferred to the Special Committee to Inves
tigate the National Defense Program, as 
follows: 

Whereas the United States is engaged in a 
program for national defense; and 

Whereas such program necessit ates the 
expenditure of vast sums of money and the 
employment of a vast number of men and 
women; and 

Whereas the military and naval depart
ments have been assigned the task of mak
ing recommendations to the Congress, cov
ering the various elements of the expansion 
program; and 

Whereas since the first World War the 
science and practice of warfare has changed 
in that today actual warfare is being car
ried on in and from the air, making neces
sary the production of all kinds of aircraft; 
and 

Whereas this change in the practical con
duct of war makes the coast and boundary 
lines of nations immediately susceptible to 
attack by aggressors and invaders; and 

Whereas because of modern developments 
it has been announced by responsible public 
officials that the best interests of national 
defense make it necessary that as many de
fense establishments for the production of 
necessary defense materials should be located 
in the interior and away from the coast 
lines and borders; and 

Whereas such officials have estimated that 
the best interests of our national-defense 
program should be to place and develop such 
defense industries at least within the interior 
of the United States and at least 200 miles 
distant from such coast line and borders of 
the United States; and 

Whereas the sound development of a na· 
tional-defense program must mean that all 
portions of the United States should be bene
fited 1f possible rather than injured by the 
development of such defense program; and 

Whereas the census record of 1940 shows 
that the following States located within the 
central portion of the United States have lost 
population during the past 10-year period, 
such States being as follows: Wyoming, North 
Dakota, South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Mis
souri, and Oklahoma; and 

Whereas such loss of population is due to 
the facts: 

First, that such States are primarily agri
cultural; 

Second, that the prices of agricultural 
products have been and st ill are below cost 
of production; and 

Third, that the residents of such States 
desiring to secure employment, for the want 
of jobs and positions within the said States 
are forced to migrate to eastern, sout hern, 
and western coastal States where the bulk of 
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the defense establishments are being located 
and where the vast number of Army con
tracts are being let to private firms, located 
in the cities and towns along the coast and 
borders of the United States; and 

Whereas the present program of national 
defense, through the failure of the respon
sible authorities to locate defense establish
ments within such States is responsible, in 
the main, for the great loss of population be
ing suffered by said States; and 

Whereas such States have ample resources 
of coal, oll, lead, zinc, lumber, cotton, natural 
gas, butane gas, and helium gas, reasonably 
cheap lands, and still to date a surplus of 
e1Hcient and competent labor, ample electrical 
energy with some sections producing a sur
plus, with ample water and with a cUmate 
suitable for the operation of many important 
and necessary forms of defense establish
ments; and 

Whereas it is absolutely necessary to secure 
the location of su1Hcient national-defense 
establishments to provide employment to the 
surplus labor remaining in said States; and 

vVhereas unless such establishments are 
located within said States a substantial and 
irreparable injury will be done to such States: 
Therefore be. it 

Resolved, That the Committee to Investi
gate the National Defense Program be au
thorized and requested to make a special 
investigation into the program: 

First, of the location and maintenance of 
defense establishments necessary for the pro
du~tion of needed military supplies. 

Second, an investigation into the program 
of awarding contracts to private firms for the 
production of needed and necessary war sup
plies and equipment. 

Third, the advantages and disadvantages of 
the present program of awarding contracts 
to concerns located in coastal and border 
cities and within the 200-mile danger zone. 

Fourth, the advantages and disadvantages 
of the location of new defense establishments 
at or near cities and towns located along the 
coast and borders of the United States and 
within the said 200-mlle danger zone. 

Fifth, the advantages and disadvantages of 
the location of necessary defense establish
ments within the said States mentioned and 
as follows: Wyoming, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, MissoUri, and 
Oklahoma; be it further 

Resolved, That the said Committee to In
vestigate the National Defense Program be 
requested to make .a special report to the 
Senate, at the earliest practicable date, upon 
the subject-matters herein specially men
tioned. 
BROADCASTING REGULATIONS OF FED

ERAL COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION 
(Mr. GURNEY asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the RECORD an editorial 
from the Washington Evening Star of May 15, 
1941, and also an article by David Lawrence 
appearing in the same newspaper, both rela
tive to the new broadcasting regulations is
sued by the Federal Communications Com
mission, which appear in the Appendix.] 

ADDRESS BY WHEELER McMILLEN BE· 
FORE SEVENTH ANNUAL CHEMURGIC 
CONFERENCE 
(Mr. DAVIS asked and obtained leave to 

have printed in the RECORD an address de
livered by Wheeler McMillen, president of the 
National Farm Chemurgic Council, before 
the Seventh Annual Chemurgic Conference 
held at Chicago, Ill., March 26, 1941, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 

ARTICLE BY JAY G. HAYDEN ON DRAFT 
INCONGRUITIES 

(Mr. DAVIS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an article by 
Jay G. Hayden, published in the Providence 
Journal Of May 5, 1941, entitled "Draft In-

congruities Give Federal 01Hcials Jitters," 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

ARTICLE ~y STUART CHASE ON THE 
TRIUMPH OF MIND OVER MATTER 

[Mr. LA FOLLETTE asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the RECORD an article 
by Stuart Chase entitled "The Triumph of 
Mind Over Matter," publ1shed in The Progres
sive, of May 3, 1941, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 

CORN AND WHEAT MARKETING QUOTAS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the joint resolution 
(S. J. Res. 60) relating to corn and wheat 
marketing quotas under the Agricultural 
Adjustment Act of 1938, as amended. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, the 
joint resolution which has just been laid 
before the Senate was passed by the Sen
ate and sent to the House of Representa
tives. While there the House struck out 
all after the enacting clause and substi
tuted practically the same provisions as 
originally contained in the joint resolu
tion, but added what is commonly known 
and understood as the 75 percent of 
parity loan plan. 

I desire to submit some remarks on the 
subject. Then I will ask the Senate to 
decline to agree to the amendment of the 
House and request a conference with the 
House on the amendment. 

This measure, of course, involves the 
problem of agricultural income generally 
recognized by the term "parity income." 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, will the Sen
ator yield for a call for a quorum? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Yes. 
Mr. HILL. I suggest the absence of a 

quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ~e 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 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Bone 
Brooks 
Brown 
Bulow 
Bunker 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrd 
Byrnes 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chandler 
Clark, Idaho 
Clark, Mo. 
Connally 
Danaher 
Davis 
Downey 

Ellender 
George 
Gerry 
Gillette 
Glass 
Green 
Gurney 
Hatch 
Hayden 
Herring 
Hill 
Holman 
Hughes 
Johnson, Cali!. 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lee 
Lodge 
Lucas 
McCarran 
McFarland 
McNary 
Maloney 
Mead 
Murdock 
Murray 

Norris 
Nye 
O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Pepper 
Radcliffe 
Reynolds 
Russell 
Schwartz 
Shlpstead 
Smathers 
Smith 
Spencer 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Truman 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
VanNuys 
Wallgren 
White 
Wiley 
Willis 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sena
tor from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON], the 
Senator from Tennessee · [Mr. McKEL· 
LAR], and the Senator from New York 
[Mr. WAGNER] are absent from the Sen
because of illness. 

The Senator from New Mexico [Mr. 
CHAVEZ], the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. GuFFEY], the Senator from Colo
rado [Mr. JoHNSON], the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH]. ~nd the 

Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] 
are unavoidably detained. 

The Senator from Utah £Mr. THoMAs] 
is addressing the National Association of 
University Extension Directors in Okla
homa City, and is, therefore, necessarily 
absent. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. BAR
BOUR] is unavoidably detained from the 
Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Sen
ators have answered to their names. A 
quorum is present. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, the 
subject of parity income for farmers is 
one of paramount importance at this 
time. As a result of the expenditure of 
billions of dollars by the Federal Govern
ment in its national preparedness pro
gram, prices of industrial commodities 
are getting higher. The pay of indus
trial workers is increasing, and those in
creases are reflected in the cost of indus
trial commodities which the farmers 
must buy. The foreign markets for some 
of t~e basic agricultural commodities, 
particularly cotton and wheat, have com
pletely disappeared. Six or seven mil
lion bales of cotton which have normally 
'Qeen exported each year are now elimi
nated from world trade. Millions of 
bushels of wheat which in normal times 
were sold to foreign markets annually are 
now held in elevators under Government 
loans. Excessive surpluses of corn are 
also in the ever-normal granaries. 

The reduction in consumption of these 
basic commodities has resulted in the re
duction of the acreage planted and 
therefore of the volume sold by the farma 
ers. For example, in the 6 years ending 
with 1932 the acreage planted to cotton 
in the United States averaged 40,174,000 
acres. For the 6 years ending with 1939, 
cotton acreage averaged 27,635,000, a re
duction of 31 percent. The acreage in 
1939 was 40 percent below the 1932 acre
age. 

By a conservative estimate, 80 percent 
of the Nation's farmers grow one or more 
of the basic crops. The producers of the 
basic commodities are the farmers who 
make most of the sacrifices that are re
quired by the soil-conservation and mar
keting programs practiced for the past 5 
or 6 years. 

The object of the pending bill is to take 
another step toward securing parity 
prices for producers of the basic agricul
tural commodities.. What do we mean 
when we talk about parity price and 
parity income? Broadly speaking we 
mean fair prices for farm products and 
fair income for farmers. We use the 
1909-14 period as a yardstick to measure 
parity price and income. So far as econ
omists have been able to determine, this 
was a period when farm prices and in
come were balanced with the prices of 
the things farmers generally buy. Farm 
commodities flowed freely to the cities, 
and manufactured goods flowed freely 
to the farms. The products of agricul
tural labor and of industrial labor were 
on a fair basis of exchange. It was a 
stable and prosperous period, and agri
culture was on a plane of economic equal
ity with labor and industry. 
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After the first World War, farm prices 
fell, but other prices did not. The prices 
of manufactured goods, the wages of 
labor, taxes, debts, and other things, 
stayed up. The farmers have been trying 
to get back on an even footing with other 
groups since then, and their real friends 
have been trying to help them. 

From the standpoint of farm prices 
and farm income, there is no question 
about the need for parity payments. In 
the calendar year 1939, for example, the 
farmers' income was $1,600,000,000 below 
parity. For 1940 the farmers' income was 
$1,800,000,000 below parity. The figures 
show that the farmers are getting further 
away from parity as industrial prices 
increase. 

Parity price, generally speaking, is that 
price for farm commodities which has 
the same purchasing power in terms of 
things farmers buy as these commodities 
had in the 5 years before the first World 
War. In other words, a parity price for 
wheat, corn, cotton, eggs, and other farm 
products is a price that will make these 
products buy as much today as they 
would have bought before the first World 
War, and pay as much on debts, taxes, 
and other fixed charges. 

After the World War, unorganized 
farmers faced an organized world. In..; 
dustry organized to ·protect itself through 
tariffs, and in some instances through 
monopolies. Labor organized to increase 
wages and decrease working hours. The 
ex-service men of the World War or
ganized, and brought about the payment 
of bonuses and other benefits, including 
adequate hospitalization. 

Our capitalistic economy ·depends for 
its very existence upon balance-balance 
between the various groups of our popu
lation. If, through tariffs and other Fed
eral legislation, the Government favors 
industry and labor at the expense of the 
farmer, the Government must eventually 
help the farmer, too. Otherwise, we set 
up a series of disturbances that can be 
just as disastrous in their effects as in
terferences with circulation in the human 
body. If we clog the channels of trade 
through favoritism to some groups, we 
tend to cripple the country; we cause 
arthritis of the economic system. 

I do not think there is the slightest 
doubt that the tariffs cost farmers money, 
or that other legislation which increases 
the cost of distribution, transportation, 
and labor takes money out of the farm
ers' pockets. If the Government takes 
money out of the farmers' pockets 
through legislation, it is only fair that the 
Government should put that money 
back. 

During the years 1935-39, inclusive, 
the cash income of the nonfarm popula
tion averaged $625 per person, as com
pared with an average of only $408 in the 
parity period before the first World War. 
The income of people not on farms, even 
if we include the unemployed, has been 
averaging 50 percent higher than it did in 
the pre-war period. The rate of increase 
in farm income has been very much lower. 
1The Bureau of Agricultural Economics 
has submitted a table showing the total 
national income, the nonfarm income, the 
farm income, and the farm income as 
percentage of the total, each year since 

1909. At no time since 1919 has the per
centage of farm income of the national 
income equaled the percentage during 
the pre-war period. Since 1919 there has 
been a steady decline in agriculture's 
share of the national income. The per
centage has decreased from 19.2, in 1919, 
to 5.9, in 1940. I submit the table to be 
inserted in my speech at this point. A 
statement including Government pay
rolls is also submitted as a part of the 
table. 

After including Government payments 
the percentage of the national income in 
1940 received by farmers was only 6.9 
percent. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the request of the Senator from 
Alabama? 

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

National income, United States, 1909-41 

Farm as 
Year Total Non- Farm percent-

farm age of 
total 

---------
Million Million Million 
dollars dollars dollars Per~ent 1909 ______________ 
26, 415 22,070 4, 345 16.4 

1910 _____ - -------- 28,114 23,474 4, 640 16.5 1911_ _____________ 
28,480 24,251 4,229 14.8 

1912 ________ ------ 30, 394 25, 798 4, 596 15.1 1913 ____________ -- 32,133 27, 560 4, 573 14.2 1914 ______________ 
31,919 27,367 4, 552 14.3 

1915 ________ ------ 33,210 28,404 4,806 14.5 1916 ______________ 
39,036 33, 198 5,838 15.0 

1917-------------- 47,385 38,482 8, 903 18.8 1918 ______________ 
55,357 44,856 10, 501 19.0 

1919 __ ------ ~- ---- 60,354 48,756 11,598 19.2 1920 ______________ 
64,552 56,478 8, 074 12.5 1921_ _____________ 54,210 49,883 4,327 8.0 1922 ____________ -- 57,546 52, 109 5, 437 9.1 1923 _____________ - 66, 171 59,620 6, 551 9.4 1924 ______________ 
68,824 61, E98 6, 926 10.9 1925 ______________ 
73,278 65,852 7,426 10.1 1926 ______________ 
75,564 68,695 6,869 9.1 

1927-- ·----------- 76,457 69,618 6, 839 8.9 1928 ______________ 
78,117 71,209 6, 908 8.8 1929 ______________ 
80,372 73,542 6, 830 8.5 

1930 _____ - -------- 73,571 68,456 5,115 7.0 
19~1_ _____________ 62;384 59, 303 3, 081 4.9 
1932 ____ - --------- 48,355 46, 551 1, 804 3.7 
1933...~---------- 45,771 43, 174 2, 597 5. 7 1934 ______________ 52, 540 49,164 3, 376 6.4 
1935 ___________ --- 57,007 52,770 4, 237 7.4 
1936.------------ 66,722 61,599 5,123 7. 7 
1937------------- 70,753 65,282 5,471 7. 7 
1938.------------ 64,687 60,236 4,451 6.9 
1939 '------------ 68,127 63,821 4, 306 . 6.3 1940 2 ____________ 

71,829 67,611 4, 218 5.9 

INCLUDING GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS 

1933. ------------ 45,933 43, 174 2, 759 6.0 
1934.------------ 53, 09G 49,164 3, 932 7.4 
1935.------------ 57,690 52,770 4,820 8.4 1936 _____________ - 67,009 61,599 5,410 8.1 
1937------ ------ 71, 120 65,282 5,838 8.2 
1938.------------ 65, 169 60,236 4, 933 7.6 
1939 '------------ 68,034 63,821 5,113 7.4 1940 2 ____________ 

72,595 67,611 4,984 6.9 

1 Revision of preliminary estimate given in table on 
p. 650 of 1941 agricultural appropriation hearings. 

2 Preliminary. 
Source · Bureau of Agricultural Economics. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. For the year 1939 
the average annual cash income per cap
ita of farmers for the east central divi
sion was $119. The figures are made on 
a basis of four and one-half members per 
family. On that basis the entire family's 
average annual cash income would· be 
$535.50. The States comprising the east 
central division are Delaware, Maryland, 
Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, 
Kentucky, and Tennessee. 

For the same years the average annual 
cash income per capita for the southern 

division was $160. Translated into fam
ilies the average annual cash income was 
$720. The States comprising this divi
sion are South Carolina, Georgia, Flor
ida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, Ar
kansas, Oklahoma, and Texas. 

The other divisions show higher in
comes. The average annual cash income 
per capita for the entire United States 
in 1939 was $266. Translated into fam
ilies, composed of men, women, and chil
dren, the average was $1,197. 

The Bureau of Agricultural Economics 
has compiled estimates on the cash and 
total net rates per hour of farm work 
of commercial family farms for 1939. 
Some of the figures are as follows: 

Cents per hour 
Cotton farmers in Southeast __________ 10. 1 
Cotton farmers in Texas Black Waxey Belt ________________________________ 11.9 
Cash-grain farmers in Corn Belt ______ _ 33.7 
Spring-wheat farmers in the Great 

Plains------------------------------ 32.8 

As of July 1940, the average length of 
workday for the hired farm worker was 
10.4 hours. The average day wage rate 
without board was $1.62. Average week
ly earnings for farmers in the southern 
division in 1939 was $13.85, and in the 
east central division $10.30. These fig
ures demonstrate the absurdly low earn. 
ings of the farmers as compared with 
other workers. 

For further comparison of farmers' 
earnings let us examine W. P. A. earn
ings, all the money for which is provided 
by the taxpayers. The average hour 
wage rate is 45 cents; the average day 
rate is $2.25; the average weekly rate is 
$14.63; and the average monthly pay 
is $58.50. The average annual rate for 
W. P. A. workers is $7.02. 

Let us take a look at the earnings of 
other workers. The Secretary of Agri
culture in 1940 submitted to the House 
Appropriations Committee a statement 
showing the average weekly earnings of 
certain industrial workers compared with 
the estimated parity earnings if these 
workers received wages comparable to 
farm prices. I quote some of the figures: 

Plumbers __________ ------------
Electricians. __ -------------- __ 
Carpenters •• __ ----------------Bricklayers __ _________________ _ 
Factory workers ____ ·----------

Weekly 
earnings 

$57.84 
57.60 
54.22 
63.82 
24.34 

Estimated 
parity 

earnings 

~37. 24 
33.52 
32.87 
43.36 
17.14 

On an annual basis the figtires would. 
be: · 

Plumber:: _____ ----- __ ---.------
Electricians._--- ___ -----------
Carpenters .• ---------------. __ Bricklayers ___________________ _ 
Factory workers _____________ _ 

Weekly . Estimated 
parity 

earnings earnings 

$3,007.68 
2, 995.20 
2,819. 44 
3, :)18. 64 
1, 265.68 

$1,936.48 
1, 743.04 
1, 709.24 
2, 254.72 

891.28 

To show how rapidly the price changes 
are injuriously affecting the farmers, I 
submit a statement prepared by the Bu
reau of Agricultural Economics showing 
the weekly earnings of the same workers 
'to whom I have just referred, as of' June 
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1, 1940, if wages had kept pace with those 
re.ceived in agriculture: 

9 0 · kl Weekly 1 4 w_ee Y earnings at 
earmngs farm ratio 

Plumbers.--------------------Electricians. __ --- ____________ _ 
Carpenters __ ---_--_----- __ -- __ 
Bricklayers ___ ----------------F actory workers _____________ _ 

$58. 10 
58. 04 
55.15 
64. 85 
25.77 

$24. 74 
22.28 
21.86 
28.82 
11.40 

On an annual basis the figures would 
be: 

Weekly 1940 w_eekly earnings at 
earnmgs farm ratio 

Plumbers_ --------------------Electricians __________ • _______ _ 
Carpenters . ___________ -- __ ___ _ 
Bricklayers. __ ---------------
F actory workers. -------------

$3,021.20 
3, 018.08 
2, 867.80 
3, 372. 20 
1. 340.04 

$1, 386. 48 
1, 158. 56 
1, 136.72 
1, 498.64 

592.80 

The following average annual payments 
are made by the Government to retired 
employees who are not now engaged in 
any work for the Government: 
Army officers ____________________ $3, 228. 00 
Naval officers____________________ 3, 046. 00 
Postal employees: 

City letter carriers _________ _ 
Rural letter carriers-male __ _ 
Rural letter carriers-female_ 

Post office clerks-male __________ _ 
Post office clerks--female _______ _ 
Retired railroad workers receive 

1,107.00 
1,046. 00 

946.00 
1,093.00 
1, 001. 00· 

average annual payments of-___ 788. 40 
It may be helpful to know the parity 

position of some important farm products 
as of January 1941. 

The lowest paid employees on the re
tired list, drawing their compensation 
from the Government--the very lowest-
receive more than does the farmer, who 
works 10 hours a day all the days during 
the year, often assisted by grown sons 
and other members of his family. 

I offer for the RECORD at this point 
· a table showing the parity positions of 
important farm products. 

There being no objection, the table 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
Parity positions oj important farm products, 

January 1941 

Product 
Price, 

January 
1941 

Parity 
price 

Percent-
age 

market 
price is 

of parity 
--------1------------
Wheat, cents per busheL 73.0 113.2 64 
Corn, cents per busheL 56.0 82.2 68 
Rice, cents per busheL_ 87.9 104.1 84 
Cotton, cents per pound_ 9. 45 15.87 60 
Butterfat , cents per 

cEfc~~~s~ - -centii- -iJer- 31.1 35.6 87 
pound ___ ______ _______ 13. 7 14.6 94 

E ggs, cents per dozen ___ 19.7 29.9 66 
H ogs, dollars per hun-

7. 26 dredweight ___ __ __ __ __ 9. 24 79 
Beef cattle, dollars per 

hundredweight_ __ __ __ 8.09 6. 67 121 
Lambs, dollars per hun· 

dred weight. __ ___ ____ _ 8.34 7. 51 111 
Wool, cents per pound. 31.3 23.4 134 
Tobacco, cents per 

pound •• - --- --- -- -____ 13. 9 ................... ... ... .. --------· 
Flue-cured, types 

11-14, cents per p ound ________ ____ ll. 6 22.4 52 
Fire-cured, types 

21- 24, cents per 
pound ___ _________ 9. 7• 10.5 92 

Burley, type 31, 
'21. 8 71 cents per pound. _ 15. 5· 

Air-cured, d ark, 
types 35-37, cents 

7.9 8.6 92 oer pound ________ 

Parity positions of important farm products, 
January 1941-Continued 

Produot 

Tobacco-Continued. 
Cigar, leaf, types 

41-45, cents per pound _____ ____ __ _ 
Cigar, binder, types 

51-55, cents per pound ___________ _ 

Price, 
January 

1941 

8.0 

14.1 

Parity 
price 

10.11 

15. B 

Percent
age 

market 
price Is 

of parity 

92 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I caii 
attention to only a few of them: 

Price of wheat per bushel, January 
1941, 73 cents. Parity price, 113.2 cents. 
Percentage market price is of parity, 
64 percent. 

Price of corn per bushel, January 1941, 
56 cents. Parity price, 82.2 cents. Per
centage market price is of parity, 68 
percent. 

Price of cotton, January 1941, 9.45 
cents per pound. Parity price, 15.87 
cents. Percentage market price is of 
parity, 60 percent. 

Price of eggs per dozen, January 1941, 
19.7 cents. Parity price, 29.9 cents. 
Percentage market price is of parity, 66 
percent. Of course, there has been some 
change since January. _ 
. Hogs per hundredweight, actual price, 

$7.26. Parity price, $9.24. Market price 
is 79 percent of parity. 

I will not go through the entire list. 
Senators may find it in the RECORD, if 
they are interested in it. 

Mr. President, some persons object to 
the increase in the price of cotton and 
wheat on the ground that it will increase 
the price of the products of these com
modities. I submit a table showing farm 
prices and retail prices, coupled with a 
statement of the middlemen's percentage. 
I ask to have the table included in the 
RECORD at this point as part of my 
remarks. 

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

Middle-
Farm Retail men's 
price price percent-

age 
------

w heat and white bread (pound) __ ______ ______ $0.012 $D. 079 85 
c otton in men's over-

ails. __ __ ___ ______ . _- -_ .15 1. 00 85 
c otton in men's work 

pants __ _________ _ ----- .09 1. 00 91 
c otton in girls' school. 

dresses . ___ ------ ----- .02 • 59 96 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I call attention to 
the items listed in the foregoing table 
which are typical. For the wpeat in a 
pound loaf of bread the farmer receives 
1.2 cents. The retail price of the pound 
loaf of bread is 7.9 cents. The middle
man's percentage on the loaf of bread is 
85 percent . 

In the case of cotton in men's overalls, 
on the basis of a dollar retail sale of cot
ton in such overalls, the farm price for 
the cotton is 15 cents. The middleman's 
percentage is 85 percent. 

In the case of cotton in men's work 
pants, on the basis of a dollar sale, the 

farmer receives 9 cents for the eotton in 
the work pants. The middleman receives 

·91 percent. . 
Cotton in a girl's school dress, retail 

price 59 cents. The farmer receives 2 
cents for the cotton contained in .such a 
dress. The middleman receives 96 per-
cent. · 

Thus it will be seen that the · price paid 
to the farmers for the raw material con
stitutes a very negligible part of the 
prices paid to the retailers by the con
sumers. If prices for industrial commodi~ 
ties were adjusted to 1941 farm prices of 
cotton, there would be an outstanding 
reduction in the price of such industrial 
commodities. 

I cite a few cases, the actual prices 
being taken from the 1940 Sears, Roebuck 
catalog. Work shirts, price 73 cents. Ad
justed price, 43 cents. Corn planter <2-
row check), price $65.95. Adjusted price, 
$23.75. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, may I 
interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I yield. 
Mr. NORRIS. I think the Senator 

would add to the value of the statistics he 
is presenting if he would make a fuller ex
planation. The Senator spoke of a corn 
planter. What does the Senator mean by 
a corn planter? The Senator spoke of 
the adjusted price. What does the Sena
tor mean by that? 

Mr. BANKHEAD. By the adjusted 
price I mean the price which would ob
tain if, instead of trying to increase farm 
prices, commodity prices were reduced to 
the level at which they previously were 
in comparison with farm prices. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is just what I 
wanted to have the Senator bring out. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Farm prices are 
that much out of line by reason both of 
the reduction in farm prices and of the 
large increase in industrial commodity 
prices. So if we go back to the days of 
parity, to the days of fair exchange be
tween the labor of the farmer and the 
labor of those who produce industrial 
commodities, we find a tremendous differ
ence; and if the adjustments could be 
made, the corn planter referred to could 
now be bought for $23.75 instead of 
$65.95, the price shown in the Sears, Roe
buck catalog of 1940. I thank the Sena
tor from Nebraska for his suggestion. 

I ask that the table of prices taken 
from the Sears, Roebuck catalog for 1940 
be printed in the RECORD at this point. 

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

Work shirts ___ ___ _____ __ _____ _ 
Corn p lanter (2-row cbPck) ___ _ 
Spike-tooth barrow (2-section) _ 
Common nails (8d ., ! CO pounds) ___ _____ _____ _____ __ _ 

Price 

$0.73 
65.95 
19. 75 

3. 05 

Adjusted 
price 

$0.43 
23.75 
7. 65 

]. 60 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The same disparity 
of prices is in effect for wheat if current 
prices are adjusted to 1941 farm price of 
wheat . 

Mr. President, I aEk to have printed in 
the RECORD a t:::b~ e which :::haws the re
tail price to farmers during the base 
period 1910-14 of selected industrial 



3610 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE MAY 6 

commodities purchased by farmers, as I There being no objection, the table was 
compared with the actual retail price to ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
farmers as of December 15, 1940. follows: 

TABLE 9-B.-Parity prices of selected industrial commodities purchased by farmers, Dec. 15, 
1940 

Base re- Actua: Actual 
tail P arity retail as per-

Commodity Unit price to price price to centage Dec.15, farmers farmers, of 1940 I Dec. 15, 191Q-14 194C parity 

-------------1---------1------------

~Ei~~E~itii~~~:::::::::::::::·:~:::::: 
Each _______________________ _ Dollars 

47.76 
138.00 

1. 94 
24.94 

Dollar$ 
48.24 

139.00 
1. 96 

25.19 

Dollars 
97.14 

259.00 
2.85 

Percent 
201 
186 
145 
183 
190 
141 
117 
128 

Each _______________________ _ 
Gallon ____________ ----------Lumber, rough ___________________________ _ Thousand board feet _______ _ 46.20 

1. 56 
3. 50 

Kitchen chairs ____ ------------------------ Each __________ -------------- . 81 
2.47 
2.20 
2. 74 

.82 
2.49 
2.22 
2. 77 

Horse blanket ___ --------------------------
Each _______________________ _ 

Men's work shoes------------------------- Pair _______ ------------------ 2. 59 
Barbed wire ___ ---------------------------- 80-rod spooL---------------- 3. 54 

Cents 
3 

11.5 

Cents 
Newspapers_-- ---------------------------- Copy __ _ --------------------

Cents 
. 1-2 

5. 5 -----5x- 150-300 . 
201 Newspaper advertising____________________ Agate line __________________ _ 

1 Computed by multiplying base price by index of prices rec_eived by ~armers, 10~ on ~ec: 15, 194_0 (August ~1199-
July 1914=100). The term "parity price" has not beeh offiCially used m connectiOn w1th mdustrml COIJ!.m~ltles. 
They are shown here to indicate what prices of industrial commodities would have been on Dec. 15, 1940, 1f the rela
tionships with prices received by farmers in 191Q-14 bad been carried through to the present. 

Bureau of Agricultural Economics. Based on datr from Agricultural Marketing Service. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The base price of a 
5-foot mower in the parity period 1910 
to 1914 was $47.76. The parity price is 
$48.24. The parity price and the actual 
retail price are substantially the same. 
The actual retail price to farmers on 
December 15, 1940, last December, for the 
same mower which was sold to the farm·
ers during the base period for $47.76, was 
$97.14. Percentage, actual price as com
pared with parity, is 201 percent. 

Take a 7-foot binder. The price in 
the base prewar period was $138.. The 
actual retail price of the binder on De
cember 15, 1940, was $259. Percentage, 
actual price compared with parity, 186 
percent. 

Paint, ready mixed, per gallon. The 
price during the parity-base period was 
$1.94 a gallon. December 15, 1940, the 
price was $2.85. Actual percentage of 
parity, 145 percent. 

Thus the list goes. I will mention 
rough lumber, per th'Jusand board feet. 
Price during the base period $24.94. That 
is what the farmer had to pay for his 
rough lumber. Last December, 1940, he 
had to pay $46.20. The actual price, 183 
percent of parity. Kitchen chairs, each, 
base retail price to farmers, 1910-14, 81 
cents. Price now $1.56. Actual price 
190 percent of parity. Thus the list goes. 

Mr. President, I submit for the RECORD 
a list of actual items which are in con
stant and daily use by practically all our 
farm population, to show the disad
vantage which they now suffer in price 
relationship; how greatly the fruit of a 
days' labor of a farmer is now out of 
line with a day's labor of an industrial 
worker and others of the nonfarm popula
tion, including salaried persons. 

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

TABLE 9-A.-Table giving for 1940, for se
lected fOOds and for the total of 58 foods, 
the average retail price for the United 
States, the average farm price of the raw 
commodity, and the percentage of the 
retail price going to middlemen 

Middle-
R ta .1 . men's 

Farm price e 1 priCe percent· 
age 

White flour (pound)- 1.7 cents. ___ 4.3 cents ____ 60 
White bread 1.2 cents ___ 7.9 cents ___ 85 

(pound). 
Pork products 10.:::cents .• 18. 8 cents-- 45 

(pound). $1.47 _______ $3.30 _______ li5 Dairy products (100 
pound milk 
equiva:ent). 

19. 1 cents._ 33. 2cents __ 42 Eggs (dozen)_----·_ 
Rice (pound) ·------ 2. 3 cents ___ 7. 9 cents ___ 71 
Canned peaches 1. 9 cents ___ 16. 9 cents __ 89 

(No. 2~ can). 
Canned com (No. 1.4 cents ____ 10.5 cents ___ 87 

2 can). 
Prunes (pound) ____ 3 cents _____ 9.7 cents ____ 69 

58 foods. total. _ $132__ ______ $314 ________ 58 
Cotton goods: 

15 cents ____ $!_ _________ 
85 Men's overalls __ 

Men's work 9 cents.----
$L _________ 

91 
pants. 

Men's work 5 cents.---_ 69 cents ____ 93 
shirts. 

Men's dress 6 cents _____ $L. ________ 
94 

shirts. 
Women's house 7 cents _____ $1_ _________ 93 

dresses. 
Women's night- 5 cents _____ 69 cents.--- 93 

gowns. 
Women'sstock- 1 cent.----- 25 cents ____ 95 

ings. 
Girl's school 2 cents ••••• 59 cents.--- 96 

dresses 
Boys' overalls __ 9 cents_---_ 79 cents.--- 89 
Boys' knickers. 8 cents _____ $1.19 _______ 93 Sheets _______ ___ 9 cents _____ 79 cents ____ 79 
Pillowcases _____ 4 cents _____ 23 cents.--- 82 
Towels __ ------- 2 cents _____ 17 cents ____ 88 
Denims ________ 5 cents _____ 19 cents. ___ 73 

Mr. BANKHEAD~ Suppose farm 
prices had kept pace with the increases in 
returns for nonfarm commodities and 
services? The following table shows 
what farmers would be receiving as com-

. pared with what they are actually re
ceiving: 

Prices which farmers would have received for 
specified commodities on Oct. 15, 1940, if 
farm prices had kept pace with nonfarm 
commodities and services 

Commodi1y Unit 
Prices 

received , 
Oct. 15 

1940 

Prices 
at in· 
dus
trial 
ratio 

---------~-----------
Cotton, per pound________ Cents __ _ 
Wheat, per busheL______ Cents __ _ 
Corn. per busheL ________ Cents __ _ 
Oats, per busheL________ Cents __ _ 
Rice, per busheL_________ Cents __ _ 
Potatoes, per busheL_____ Cents __ _ 
Peanuts. per pound ______ Cents __ _ 
Butterfat, per pound _____ Cents __ _ 
Eggs, per dozen __________ Cents __ _ 
Hogs, per 100 pounds_____ Dollars __ 
Hay, per ton_____________ Dollars •• 
Horses. each______________ Dollars __ 

9:35 
68. 2 
59.4 
28.3 
63.0 
52.0 
u:6 

28.8 
23.7 
5. 83 
5. 99 

96.10 

27.58 
196 
142 

88.9 
180 
151 

1.06 
58.8 
59.5 

16.03 
26.39 

305.90 

The comparative prices presented dis
close the great disadvantage to which the 
farmers are subjected. 

There is no prospect for an increase 
in the pri<;:e of wheat and cotton. There 
is on hand at this time the largest sur
plus of each of these commodities in the 
known history of the world. There is 
enough wheat on hand in Canada to sup
ply the requirements of Canada and Eng
land for 2 years if no new crop should be 
produced this year. There are no storage 
facilities_ there to take care of this year's 
crop. Nearly all the cotton warehouses 
are filled with accumulated cotton. The 
export markets for both cotton and 
wheat are absolutely closed. Without 
help from the Government, the price of 
cotton and the price of wheat would 
doubtless go lower than they did in 1932. 
That would happen in the face of rising 
prices for everything that the farmers 
are obliged to buy. Thus, the industrial 
areas would be highly prosperous and 
the agricultural areas would be plunged 
into destituton and bankruptcy. 

It seems strange that the nonfarm 
population does not take more active in
terest in the effort of the friends. of the 
farmers in Congress to increase the pur
chasing and debt-paying power of 
nearly one-fourth of our population. If 
parity prices for basic commodities were 
increased to parity levels, the income of 
the farmers would be increased about 
one-third. Increasing the income of the 
producers of basic farm commodities by 
33% percent would be of more value to 
the business prosperity of the town and 
city people than would be the increase 
in rural population by the same percen
tage, with present prices prevailing. An 
increase in the income of the farmers 
puts practically the entire amount of the 
increase into circulation not only for 
paying debts but also for the purchase of 
property needed by the family and on the 
farm. One certain way to overcome the 
loss in forei.gn markets is to increase In 
an equivalent way 'the purchasing power 
of our home consumers. This reminds 
me of an old church song: 
If you cannot cross the ocean and the foreign 

lands explore, 
You can find the heathen nearer, you can 

find him at your door. 
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By increasing the prices of farm prod

ucts, this song could well be paraphrased 
as follows: 
If you cannot cross the ocean and the foreign 

trade explore, 
You can find the buyers nearer, you can find 

them at your door. 

A study of industrial shipments to ag
ricultural States after 1933-the year 
farmers' income started upward after the 
depression-covering carlot shipments on 
more than 125 railroads operating in the 
North and East, from 16 Northern and 
Eastern States to the principal agricul
tural areas in the Southeast, Southwest, 
and Northwest, shows an increase in the 
first year after June 30, 1933, of 38.7 per~ 
cent, and the second year thereafter an 
increase of 60.1 percent. A majority of 
the increases in shipments resulted from 
additional purchases by farmers of agri- · 
cultural equipment and other agricul
tural supplies. There was, in fact, an in
crease of 165.2 percent in these commodi
ties. Give the farmers sufficient money 
and they will keep the wheels of industry 
turning. 

Some sincere persons have expressed 
an anxiety about the effect on consump
tion of cotton that increased prices might 
cause. -Fortunately, the official records 
on that subject are available and they 
show conclusively that increa.sed prices 
for cotton do not result in a reduction in 
consumption. The official figures estab
lish that the contrary is true. When 
trade conditions are good and people 
have purchasing power, the consumption 
of cotton always increases and the result
ant rise in prices of raw cotton which 
always follows increased consumption 
has not resulted in the reduction in con
sumption. 

I submit an official table showing the 
foreign, domestic, and total consumption 
of American cotton each year from 1914-
15 to 1940-41, inclusive. This table also 
shows the high, low, and average prices 
of middling spots per pound at New York. 
The record as shown by the figures con
tained in the table should be conclusive 
to any fair-minded person that there is 
no danger of reducing the volume of con
sumption of cotton as a result of the in
crease in prices of lint cotton "which may 
follow from the passage of pending leg
islation on the subject. I ask unanimous 
consent that the table be printed in the 
REcORD at this point in my remarks. 

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

Mill consumption, in 
Season's prices, 

Middling Spots, 
thousands of bales New York, in 

Crop _year cents per pound 

Do- For· Total High Low Aver· 
mestic eign age 

---------------
1914-15 ... 5, .375 7,874 13,249 11.00 7. 25 9.10 
1915-16 ... 6,081 6, 958 13,039 13.45 920 11. 98 
1916-17 ... 6,471 6, 091 12, 562 27.65 13.35 19.28 
1917-18 ... 6, 382 4, 489 10, 871 36.00 21.20 29.68 
1918-19 ... 5, 590 4, 319 9, 909 38.20 25.00 31.00 
1919-20. - . 6, 003 5, 895 11, 898 43.75 23.85 38.29 
1920-21. .. 4, 677 5, 591 10,268 40.00 10.85 17.89 
1921-22 ... 5, 613 6, 596 12, 209 23.75 12.80 18.92 
1922-23 ... 6, 322 6,124 12,449 31.30 20.35 26.30 

Season's prices, 
Mill consumption, In Middling Spots 
thousands of bales New York, in 

~ropyear 
cents per pound 

Do- For- Total High Low Aver-
mestic eign age 

---------------
1923-24 ... II, 353 5, 564 10,917 37.65 23.50 31.11 
1924-25 ... 5, 917 7, 394 13, 311 31.50 22.15 24.74 
1925-26 ... 6,176 7, 834 14,010 24.75 17.85 20.53 
1926-27 ... 6, 880 8, 868 15,748 19.20 12.15 15.15 
1927-28 ... 6, 535 9, 041 15, 576 23.90 17.00 20.42 
1928-29 ... 6, 778 8, 448 15, 226 21.65 17.65 19. 73 
1929-30 ... 5, 803 7, 218 13,021 19.55 12.45 16.60 
193G-3L .. 5, 084 5, 972 11,056 13.15 8. ~5 10.38 
1931-32 ... 4, 744 7, 784 12, 528 8.15 5. 00 6. 34 
1932-33 ... 6, 004 8, 381 14, 385 11.75 5. 70 7. 37 
1933-34 .•• 5, 553 8, 227 13,780 13.35 8.65 11.09 
1934-35 ... 5, 241 5, 965 11,206 13. 95 10.65 12.44 
1935-36 ... 6, 221 6, 282 12, 503 13.65 10.65 11.75 
1936-37--- 7, 768 5, 325 13,093 15.25 11.18 12.93 
1937-38 ___ 5, 616 5,179 10, 795 11. ~ 5 7. 71 8. 75 
1938-39 ... 6, 736 4, 513 11, 249 10.02 7.88 9.00 
1939-4.0 •• - 7, 6Hl 5, 234 12,850 11.66 8.82 10.40 
194G-41. •• 19,250 12,000 111,250 11.61 9.68 210.41 

l Estimated 
· Average, August through March. 
Sou~ce : pivision of Program Development and 

Coordmatwn Bureau of Agricultural Economics. and 
New York Cotton Exchange. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The following table 
shows parity prices, and loan prices at 
85 and 75 percent of parity, respectively: 

Cotton, cents per pound •••••• 
Corn, cents per busheL •••••• 
Wheat. cents per busheL. .... 
Tobacco : 

Flue-cured, cents per pound ____ __ _______ ___ _ _ 
Fire and dark-air cured, 

cents per pound.------
Burley_ cent~ per pound .. 

Parity 

15.87 
82.2 

113.2 

22.4 

9.9 
21.8 

85 per- 75 per· 
cent cent 

parity parity 
----

13. 49 11.90 
69.87 61.65 
96.22- 84.90 

19.00 16.8 

8. 41 7.42 
18.53 16.35 

The loan rate on the 1940 crops was as 
follows: 

Cents 
Cotton (pound)---------------------- 8. 9 
Corn (bushel)------------------------ 61 
VVheat (bushel)---------------------- 65 
Tobacco: 

Flue-cured (pound)-------------- 15 
Fire and dark air-cured (pound)__ 7. 4 
Burley (pound)------------------- 16.3 

It is estimated that the soil-conserva
tion payments for this year on the prin
cipal commodities will be as follows: 

Cents 
Cotton (pound)---------------------- 1. 87 
Corn (bushel)------------------------ .9 
VVheat (bushel) ---------------------- . 8 
Tobacco: 

Flue~cured (pound) -------------- . 8 
Fire-cured (pound)--------------- 1. 50 
Dark air-cured (pound)----------- .1 
Burley (pound) ------------------ . 8 

An 85-percent loan with soil-conserva
tion payments added would provide the 
following incomes: 

Cents 
Cotton (pound)-------------------- 14. 86 
Corn (bushel)---------------------- 78.87 
VVheat (bushel)-------------------- 104.22 
Tobacco: 

Flue-cured (pound) ------------ 19. 8 
Fire-cured (pound)------------- 9. 91 
Dark air-cured (pound)--------- 9. 41 
Burley (pound)----------------- 19.33 

The total supplies of the five basic 
crops at the begmmng of the 1940-41 

marketing season and the estimated do
mestic consumption and exports are as 
follows: 

Cotton (American). bales .• 
Corn_ ••••••••••• bushels .. 
Wheat... ___________ do ___ _ 
Rice ..••. hundredweight.. 
Tobacco: 

Flue-cured ••• pounds. _ 
Burley __ ••••••• do .••. 
Fire-cured ..•.•• do .... 
Dark air-cured •. do .••. 

25, 500, 000 10, 000, 000 
3, 150, 000, 000 2, 350, 000, 000 
1, 101, 000, 000 705, 000, 000 

28. 900, 000 23, 500, 000 

2, 052, 700, 000 
1, 065, 600, 000 

234, 400, 000 
96,900,000 

698, 000, -000 
348, 000, 000 
89,000,000 
35,000,000 

Some persons object to any increase 
in the price of farm commodities on the · 
ground that such increase must be borne 
by the consumers. It is a significant 
fact, and a distressing one to the friends 
of ·farmers, that this consumer argu
ment is always raised by certain urban 
groups in opposition to increased farm 
prices, even when they are below parity 
prices. The same objectors approve an 
increase in the wages of industrial labor, 
although such increase is necessarily re
:fiected in the cost of goods purchased by 
consumers. Recently the Guffey Bitu
minous Coal Act was extended for 2 
years. Under that act, coal prices are 
fixed and the cost of coal to consumers 
is thereby increased. Many of those who 
object to an increase in the prices of 
farmers' products actively supported the 
continuance of the coal price-fixing pro
gram. The Fair Labor Standards Act, 
commonly referred to as the wage-and
hour law, was pending before Congress 
for many months. The evident and de
clared intention of that act was to raise . 
the price of labor throughout the coun
try. It naturally had the effect of rais
ing the price of practically everything the 
farmer buys. We heard of no outcry of 
opposition on behalf of the consumers at 
that time. When the right of labor to 
organize and to be represented by agents 
of their own choice was pending before 
Congress, and when other rights were 
guaranteed to workers in the matter of 
securing higher wages and better work- · 
ing conditions, it was a known fact that 
such legislation would result in an in
crease in the cost of industrial commodi
ties and that such increased cost must 
be borne by the consumers. There was 
no outcry against the passage of such 
laws on the alleged ground that the in
terest of the consumers would be injuri
ously affected. The people interested in 
the bills mentioned were organized. 
They were in position to protect them
selves, and they did so. The farmers, 
consisting of nearly 25 percent of the 
population of our country, are unor
ganized and scattered fr<>m ocean to 
ocean. They have no way to make their 
wishes heard except through a few farm 
organizations representing a small per
centage of the total farm population. 
They must rely for protection and help 
upon their Senators and Representatives 
in Congress. 

The claim that a fair income for the 
farmers is against the best interest of the 
consumers is not true in fact, and is not 
justified by the attitude of the great 



3612 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE MAY 6 

masses of industrial labor. Representa
tive CLARENCE CANNON of Missouri, one 
of the ablest and best friends the farmers 
have in Congress, made the following 
statement in a recent speech in the 
House: 

Labor above all others believes that the 
m~n who earns his bread by the sweat of his 
brow is entitled to a fair and honest re
muneration, and no one can make me be
lieve that labor wants to mooch its food 
from the half-paid farmer when it is being 
well paid itself. Labor justly contends it is 
entitled to advance wages because there has 
been a great advance in the profits of industry 
and labor is entitled to its share of the profits. 
I have supported that principle on this floor 
at every opportunity, and I know labor will 
agree with us that when labor's wages . are 
raised to a fair income, the farmer who feeds 
him is likewise entitled to a fair price for 
his products. 

The Census Bureau figures prove the 
disadvantage to which the country peo
ple have been subjected by the upward 
trend of industrial prices and the down
ward trend of agricultural prices. The 
result has been a steady drift of country 
people away from the farms and to the 
urban centers. In 1930, farm population 
was 24.8 percent of the entire population 
of the United States. In 1940 the per
centage was reduced to 23.1 percent. 
About two and one-fourth million coun
try people were forced by low farm prices 
and small incomes to leave the farms and 
seek more profitable employment and 
more desirable environments. The great 
migration from the farms is continuing 
in bewildering numbers. It is due to a 
condition of poverty on farms in many 
sections of America. 

The workers of this country have, by 
statute, a minimum number of hours of 
labor and a minimum income for their 
work. Organized labor has secured, 
through its contracts and largely through 
Federal protection of its bargaining 
power, a floor under its income. Why 
should not the same privilege be ex
tended to the great mass of farm people 
who work many long hours and produce 
the absolute necessities for our city 
population? The farmers now have the 
lowest income · of any large group of 
workers in this country. Their situation 
has been too long neglected. In the mat
ter of income they should now be placed 
in a position .comparable with that of 
other workers in this country. 

The mandatory-loan plan now pend
ing before the Senate, if enacted into 
law, will place a just and fair floor under 
the income of nearly one-fourth of our 
population. At .present this large per
centage of our people is receiving only 
6.9 percent of the national income after 
including all Government payments re
ceived. Farmers have shown a willing
ness on many tested occasions to make 
sacrifices in the matter of reduction in 
the planted acreage of certain cash 
crops, and thereby a reduction in the 
number of units to be sold, in order to 
bring the business of agriculture soundly 
under the trade law of supply and de
mand. The great industrial groups of 
this country, like the Steel Corporation 
and General Motors, reduce production 
whenever it becomes necessary to meet 
declining purchasing power for their 

produots. They adjust supply to fit de
mand. The producers of the basic crops 
involved in this legislation are entirely 
willing and anxious to follow the s_ame 
sound trade law. The Government can 
amply protect itself from substantial 
losses under the proposed loans. The 
surpluses are now in the Government's 
hands. There is no market for these sur
pluses. · If the future crops are adjusted 
to meet current demands, there will be 
no difficulty in obtaining from the con
sumers, without injury to them, the loan 
prices for the commodities involved. 

There never has been a better oppor
tunity for the Government to increase 
the income of the producers of the basic 
agricultural commodities without sub
stantial loss to the Government. There 
never has been a better opportunity to 
apply the trade law . of supply and de
mand to seminonperishable agricultural 
commodities. 

Mr. President, I now move that the 
Senate disagree to the amendment of the 
House to Senate Joint Resolution 60, 
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 
Vice President appointed Mr. BANKHEAD, 
Mr. SMITH, Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma, 
Mr. McNARY, and Mr. AIKEN conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, I lis
tened with great interest to the fine 
statement made by the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. BANKHEAD]. I heartily ap
prove his stand in support of the farmer: 
and he has given what seems to me to 
be conclusive evidence that the farmer is 
not receiving fair prices for his products. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to have placed in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD at this point a letter received by 
me from M. W. Thatcher, chairman of 
the Farmers' Union Legislative Commit
tee, and a press release from the Farm
ers' Union Grain Terminal Association. 

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

FARMERS' EDUCATIONAL AND 
COOPERATIVE UNION OF AMERICA, 

St. Paul, Minn., April 29, 1941. 
Hon. ·ARTHUR CAPPER, 

Senate Office Building, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR SENATOR: I am enclosing copy of a 
release that goes to many country papers, 
which I wish you would read. It tells a tragic 
story and the day has arrived for correction. 

There are spots and areas where a wheat 
farmer, or a tobacco farmer, or a cotton 
farmer can only produce the one commodity, 
and therefore he and his famlly live o:;;· · not 
out of that situation. Acreage has been cut 
to these people, particularly wheat and cot
ton, until many can't make a living out of the 
limited production. 

As long as there were no quotas and penal
ties, they oper-ated outside of the A. A. A. 
program an~l somehow got along, but where 
quotas and penalties are imposed they are in 
the position that they can't stand the penalty 
on the one hand and can't live out of the 
limited production on the other . . This means 
that these families must go off of the farm 
or be taken Citre of by Farm Security Admin
istration in a rehabilitat ion program, and in 
such a case, of course, the rehabilitation pro
gram would mean that they would be obliged 

to go into livestock, or dairy, or poultry, or 
what have you, because the A. A. A. program 
would have already precluded a succassful 
operation of that family's business in either 
wheat, cotton, or tobacco. 

Now, we are. not critical of the Secretary of 
Agriculture and the A. A. A. in this situation. 
It is the impact of w·ar that drives the Federal 
Government to the quota system. 

While these unfortunate farmers have been 
driven into small product ion, other farmers 
with means have been able to expand their 
holdings. The long-time end result of such a 
process would be to build an overlordship in 
our agriculture, a system of feudalism, with 
big landowners expanding a tenant system or 
operating seasonally with agricultural labor. 

The purpose of this letter is to again warn 
you about this matter, which ha~ come to 
your attention before. But the thousands of 
farmers, situated in the position I have tried 
to indicate, need the m111tant attention of 
our friendly Senators from the agricultural 
States. 

Hasn't the time arrived to quit paying 
benefit payments to big operators, who are 
admittedly on a profitable basis and paying 
income taxes? Hasn't the time arrived to use 
the philosophy of the income tax and make 
provision that in the distribution of Federal 
subsidies for agriculture that the payments 
ought to go to those in need and not to those 
who don't nE*-d it? Should we not begin to 
provide such measures as would tend to limit 
the expansioi1 in acres on the part of the 
large farmers and encourage increased pro
duction permits to the small operators? If 
we do not do this, those who are squeezed 
out at the .bottom will fall on relief, and 
society in the end will therefore be obliged to 
pay the bill. 

I hope you Will take the time to read the 
enclosed release and this letter and let me 
have your vie•Ns. The time has arrived when 
the farm groups and the Congress have got 
to take a brand new look at this farm 
problem. 

Sincerely yours, 
M. W. THATCHER, 

Chairman, National Farmers Union 
Legislative Committee,· President, 
National Federation of Grain co
operatives. 

THE COOPTIMIST OF THE F. U. G. T. A. 

It is far from the usual thing for the 
Farmers Union Grain Terminal Association 
to make public the correspondence which it 
sends out or which reaches it. This, however, 
is to be the exception that proves the rule. 
Because it has to do with a trouble that is 
proving far too general, and also because it 
touches vividly on the injustices too often 
done the small, low-income farmer by the 
existing acreage quota system, you are per
mitted to play kibitzer and look over the 
shoulder of our general manager, Mr. Thatch
er, to whom the letter was addressed and 
who answered it. 

The letter came from D. W. Chapman, 
field representative of the F. U. G. T. A. at 
Peerless, Mont. Mr. Chapman points to the 
injustice done to ·the small farmer by the 
acreage restrictions of the A. A. A. and en
closes a letter from a member of the Farmers 
Union at Peerless, Mont., which sets forth 
instances of the injustice that is being done. 
This writer insists that, if the penalty for 
overacreage from 15 cents to 50 cents a 
bm:hel is enacted into law, it will be an out
right purge of the small farmer in that sec
tion of Montana, at least. In that region of 
Daniels County there are 35 f.armers. At least 
5 of these have 18, 20, 28, and 30 acres al
lotted to wheat. It is, with reason, insisted 
that not 1 of those 5 can make a living 
or support a famlly on such a restricted 
acreage. One case may be used for an ex
ample of what the situat ion is: 

"One of these farmers has a wife and seven 
children to support and when the A. A. A. 
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flrst started,_ he was loya_l and slgne~ up. 
Haying farmed with horses, h~ had consider
able acreage to feed crops . . In 2 years thile 
his wheat acreage was down to 28 acres and 
his allotment check was about $28. Knowing 
he could not support his family on that 
acreage, the A. A. A. officials advised him to 
quit the A. A. A. He has not participated 
since. This year, however, he will either have 
to participate and farm 28 acres of wheat, 
or take a 15- or 50-cent penalty 1f the quota. 
passes." Naturally, most of the farmers in 
that area are against the quota and will so 
vote at the coming referendum. 

What were Mr. Thatcher's reactions to such 
a situation? He has made his big fight for 
the small, low-income farmer, and when he 
finds a:riy of them getting the short end of 
the stick, as in this case, he got busy, as this 
letter of his will show: 
"Mr. D. W. CHAPMAN, 

"Field Representative, Farmers' Union 
Grain Terminal Association, 

"Peerless, Mont. 
"DEAR DoN: Your letter of the 13th instant 

simply conveys the information of a common 
problem that is gradually growing worse all 
over the country. You and I know well that 
a farmer can't make a living on even 70 acres 
of land as a wheat grower. He Is going to 
have to have something besides that. 

"I have done everything I know to do to 
help these people; I have done everything 
but commit murder. A letter in the Mon
tana Farmer, or in the Farmers Union News, 
or in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD doesn't mean 
a. lot, I am sorry to say. What it takes is 
about a half dozen Senators who know what 
it is all about and who will go in before a 
committee and battle their hearts out to pro
tect these people with insufficient plant to 
make a living, and then go on the floor of the 
Senate and fight their lives out for them 
there. That's where the battle is tough; 
that's where all the battles are won and lost 
on these legislative programs. 

"In desperation, after I got your letter and 
some resolutions along the same line, I called 
Secretary Wickard over long distance and 
asked him just what is to happen to these 
people. 'If they have less output than will 
assure a living subsistence, then what are 
they going to do?' I said to the Secretary. 
'There people haven't livestock and some 
of them live in areas where there isn't water 
enough to attempt to have livestock. But 
where they have water and no livestock we 
ought to arrange to let them feed their wheat 
to make more hogs and cattle and poultry.' 
He said, 'I think so, too.' 

"I am going down to Washington next 
week to talk to him about it. 

"I hope you believe that I have battled my 
heart out for this thing. Thanks for writing 
me. 

''Sincerely yours, 
"M. W. THATCHER, 

"General Manager." 

Mr. CAPPER. This letter and the 
press release together sum up a situa.;. 
tion that has arisen under the provisions 
of the A. A. A. of 1938 which it seems to 
me calls for legislative consideration and 
action. · 
, Stating. it -in a few words, the acreage
reduction program under the A. A. A. has 
reached the point where the small 
farmer with a relatively small wheat 
acreage has not been able to participate 
in the A. A. A. program. He has been 
compelled to stay out, refuse to take the 
$20 or $30 a year benefit payments, and 
do the best he can by planting wheat 
acreage in excess of his allotment. But 
if and when the marketing quotas are 
invoked mi wheat, thousands of operators 
~of , family sized farms are threatened 
with being squeezed out of business. 

They cannot make a living on their al
lotted acreages. If they produce in ex
cess of their allotments, they face a 
penalty of from 40 to 50 cents a bushel 
on excess production, whether it is mar
keted or is fed to poultry or livestock 
on their own farms. 

I have supported the A. A. A. program, 
which has many good features, all things 
considered. It was the only farm pro
gram we had, as a matter of fact, and 
it has saved the situation for thousands 
of farmers in the Wheat and Cotton and 
Corn Belts; but it has undoubtedly 
worked to better advantage for the larger 
operators than it has for those on what 
are called family sized farms. 

The war, cutting off further exports of 
wheat and threatening the United States 
with an unprecedented and unsalable 
surplus under present conditions, has 
made it necessary for the Secretary of 
Agriculture to call for a wheat referen
dum on May 31. If the marketing quotas 
are not voted in this referendum, wheat 
growers are threatened with the with
drawal of commodity loans on wheat 
and a violent and destructive drop in 
market prices for wheat.· If they are 
voted, then the small farmers face ruin. 

I call upon the Department of Agricul
ture experts to offer a solution of the 
problem as it affects the operators of 
family sized farms in the Wheat Belt. 
If they have none, then I hope the Sen
ate Committee on Agriculture will meet 
the situation with some amendments to 
the farm program which will protect the 
small farmers. 

I believe Mr. Thatcher's letter and the 
accompanying release, which I have sent 
to the desk to be printed, give a fair pic
ture of the problem which I am con
vinced should be solved at an early date. 

AMERICA AND THE WORLD CONFLICT . 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, a week 
ago today I stood at the Hermitage and 
gazed upon the tomb of Andrew Jackson. 
I walked over the spacious grounds where 
that brave man and his good wife had 
walked. I saw the slippers which had 
carried his restless feet. I saw the gar
ment which had been wrapped around 
him in the last days of his life, and I saw 
the bed upon which he breathed his last. 
I could not come within the inspiring at
mosphere of the life and the tomb of 
Andrew Jackson in this moment of crisis 
facing the country which he loved and for 
which he so often and so valorously of
fered his life without gaining some im
pression as to what Andrew Jackson 
would say to his beloved country in this 
sad hour. 

If there was anything distinctive about · 
the character., of Andrew Jackson it was 
the quality of positiveness and certainty 
that grew out of an unequivocal convic
tion. If there was anythjng he scorned, it 
was evasion and indirectness. If there 
was anything that marked Andrew Jack
son the man, it was the manliness of all 
that he did. Therefore when this Nation 
is the last citadel of democracy standing 
in the world, and when the chief assault 
is not now in the Balkans, or even at the 
Dardanelles, or Gibraltar, or Suez, but 
upon . the ramparts of American public 
opinion, it is well that we consider what 

America shall think and-do in this trou
bled time. 

I hope the Senate will not misunder
stand me if I advert to the fact that 
about 10 months ago, on the sad day 
when the Republic of France fell, I ven
tured to make some comment in the Sen
ate and to -propose what I thought might 
be regarded as a constructive program 
containing seven points, which were: 

First. Confer upon the President full 
wartime power to prepare and defend 
America; 

Second. Universal defense service, so 
.that every citizen may be best trained and 
placed for the country's defense; 

Third. Confer upon the President 
power to suspend all rules, regulations, 
and statutes, including Army, Navy, and 
departmental seniority regulations, 
which, in his judgment, interfered with 
the maximum of the production, trans
portation, or manufacture of defense 
materials; · 

Fourth. Confer upon the President 
power to suspend the present debt limi
tation if in his judgment such limitation 
interferes with the maximum speed of 
the defense program; . 

Fifth. Grant the President the author
ity to aid in material or credit those -
countries and nations which, in his judg
ment, at this time constitute America's 
first line of defense; 

Sixth. The President and the Congress 
to begin immediately the preparation and 
the adoption of a defense budget and a 
tax program adequate for the national 
defense; and 

Seventh. Confer upon the President 
the power to take into custody for the 
duration of the defense effort all aliens 
whose freedom would, in his opinion, 
jeopardize the defense program. 

Concluding those seven points was the 
reservation: These powers to last for the 
duration of the emergency only. 
· Mr. President, in the 10 months which 
have elapsed since those utterances were 
made here in this body the world has been 
made over. Those sinister forces which 
some thought had come to their culmina
tion in that period 10 months ago have 
now grown even stronger, and they 
threaten even a larger area than that 
which was within the scope and compass 
of their thought then. Where their 
strategy at that time was Europe-:-wide, 
it has now become the grandest strategy 
ever conceived in the imagination of 
mortal man; it is as wide as the circum
ference of -the globe itself; it touches 
every crucial point upon the face of the 
_earth. 

We know, of course, that now the Bal .. 
·kans .lie supinely. . beneath the tyrant's 
.heel;· we kno':v also-that . his army stands 
poised to strike at the Dardanelles, to 
take Gibraltar, and perhaps the Suez, 
almost at will, or within a relatively short 
time, and maybe possibly after a ·brief 
struggle. His power stretches even be
yond that, for there is enough to convince 
any observer that there has been a sol
emn compact between Japan and Ger
many, and that, for the first time, the 
occidental and the oriental conquerors 
have .covenanted to meet in India and 
bring into cohesion their old world-wide 
conquest. 
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A few days ago another significant 
event occurred. 

The Foreign Minister of the Japanese 
Empire · came on a bargaining tour, 
pledging his troth to the highest and best 
bidder. Consequently, the Japanese re
newed their ties of affection and fidelity 
not only to the Axis Powers, which they 
joined largely to coerce and threaten 
the United States of America, but they 
have added now into their orbit another 
force that for a time poised, we thought, 
upon a course of opposition to the Axis. 
I refer to the Russia of Stalin. 

I have had a feeling since the begin
ning of this controversy that, since na
tional policy is determined by national 
interest, there would come a time when 
Russia would move definitely into the or
bit of the powers opposing the Axis. I 
think there has been great shortsighted
ness on the part, first, of Britain, and, 
then on the part of the United States of 
America in dealing with Russia. I think, 
if we had given greater assurance of 
strength to those ranks opposing the 
Axis, Russia would have been, perhaps, 
in a position to put up a little stronger 
front on their own part. 

I venture to believe that an alternative 
was put to Russia when this war began: 
"Will you take a part of the loot of Po
land or will you fight?" They very nat
urally said, "We will take a part of the loot 
and not fight." And when France was 
crushed an alternative proposal was 
again put to them: "Will you take a part 
of the loot of the Balkans or will you 
fight?" Again, seeing that England was 
hard pressed to survive and incapable of 
giving any aid, seeing that the policy of 
this country was still uncertain and 
equivocal, seeing that there was no ally 
in the ·Balkans of sufficient power to give 
them appreciable strength, again they 
said, not being entirely wedded to de
mocracy, anyhow, "We will take part of 
the loot and still not fight." I think 
probably that the alternative is again 
being put to them: "Will you share the 
occupancy of the Dardanelles? Will you 
take part of the Near East? Will you 
carve up the Old World with us and take 
a share? · Or will you . fight?" And 
again without strength on the horizon 
apparently great enough to give them as
surance of being able to stand out, they 
took the easy course, the way of least re
sistance, and said, "We will take the loot 
and still not fight." 

How they salve their conscience, how 
they appease their judgment against the 
fateful day when they will have to an
swer to this Hitler who now breaks off 
little chunks of the earth and drops them 
into their supine lap, is a m'atter of their 
strategy and destiny, and not of ours. 
But now we have seen not just the Axis
Germany, Italy, and Japan-but we have 
seen·beyond any question of a doubt that 
Russia has so much moved into the 
sphere of that constellation that she has 
even repudiated the sentiments of friend
liness toward the opposing cause that she 
previously uttered. 

We find the culmination of the whole 
scheme in the recent utterances of the 
Japanese foreign office, as given by one 
of their authoritative newspapers, as to 
what their aims are for a peace with the 

world. They say, of colirse, that our own 
defenses must be weakened; that we must 
reduce Hawaii to a naval base of relative 
impotence. They say that we and Brit
ain must reduce the strength of our naval 
forces until they do not exceed those of 
the Axis. They say that the Monroe 
Doctrine shall be abrogated and that 
l~orth America sha11 no longer claim the 
power to influence the destiny and the 
conduct of South America. Of course, 
they contemplate that Britain shall re
treat from the east and from the Medi
terranean and from the other points of 
advantage which the British hold upon 
the face of the globe. In other words, 
they lay down the ultimatum, "Retreat. 
Retreat. Retreat to your own shrinking 
sphere, or we will level at you the das
tardly methods with which we have so 
gloriously succeeded in the months and 
the years past; and eventually you, too, 
shall crumble beneath this mighty effort." 

And then we see Herr Hitler making a 
report to his Reichstag, which he calls, 
with sardonic hypocrisy, an elected body; 
and so he tells them that "the Reich shall 
live for a thousand years. There is no 
coalition possible upon the face of the 
earth that can stand against us." 
So does it appear, lo·oking over the horizon 
that confronts the Fuehrer as he sits to
day, perhaps, upon his Olympian heights. 
As he stands where the brave Leonidas's 
men died and gloats over Thermopylae, 
which he has been able to conquer more 
gloriously than any tyrant of the past. 
.Jt may be he will yet have the effrontery 
to stand on the Acropolis and try to 
claim for himself the glory of ancient 
Greece with the power of modern Ger
many. So this cruel pagan looks out 
upon the face of the earth and threatens 
all that comes within his sphere. 

The question presents itself, Mr. Presi
dent, to us, How much longer shall we 
wait to take the initiative away from the 
dictators? How many more miles shall 
we retreat? What other hiding places 
sha11 we seek? What new timidity shall 
clothe our efforts? What further uncer
tainty and doubt shall characterize our 
national policy? 

Mr. President, how many sheep does a 
sheep-killing dog have to kill before he is 
branded as a sheep-killing dog? How 
many more nations besides the 15 he has 
already destroyed does Herr Hitler have 
to take to become the sheep-killing dog 
of the earth, to be destroyed like that dog 
which has castigated himself as unfit to 
live? 

The question naturally presents itself 
to us, When shall we see enough to rouse 
us from our lethargy, and to make Amer
ica for once take an affirmative and a 
positive course that will at last take the 
initiative away from these braggarts of 
the tyrannical world? 

If modern war has proved anything, it 
has proved that the advantage lies with 
the party which takes and presses the 
initiative; yet in no case have we ven
tured to assume the initiative. We pre
fer to sit back here and make our ma
terials, to let the whirl of our factories 
be indicative of our national effort, and 
then, fearing to venture upon the high 
seas against an assassin's weapon, let 
them go to a useless grave and destina-

tion. We prefer to see the world points 
of advantage seized, from which ag
gressors can leap at our throat, to wait 
until they are already there before we at
tempt to dislodge them or even to become 
concerned about their presence and the 
threat they make there. 

So, Mr. President, I want to make, if 
I may, today a few more affirmative pro
posals. 

In the first place, I believe the · time 
has come for action on the home front. 
I first suggest a declaration by the Presi
dent and the approval by the Congress 
of a state of national emergency. If we 
do not face a nationai emergency today, 
when have we ever done so in our his
tory? What Senator, what citizen, de
nies, down in the secret recesses of his 
heart, that his country fa-ces one of the 
greatest emergencies of all its history? 
Who is there in this Congress who is not 
troubled in his consciousness by what lies 
ahead? And yet, somehow or other, we 
have not invoked-we will not invoke
the organized power of our Nation in th~ 
most efficient and effective form. 

Mr. President, I will say now to those 
who might accuse me that I speak not 
of the usurpation of power or prerogative 
by the President. I speak of a partner
ship in cooperation between the people's 
President and the people's Congress. I 
propose that we share with him both the 
initiative and the responsibility for the 
program that is desirable-yea, impera
tive-for the Nation. Let it be under
stood, then, that I am not trying, in a 
time when democracy is so sorely pressed, 
to destroy or emasculate the power of 
the people's Congress. I suggest only 
that the Congress step up boldly and 
bravely to the front line of responsibility, 
and, taking her President by the hand, 
say, "Let us march forward in the demo
cratic way to the preservation of demo· 
cratic freedom." 

In a state of emergency it is obvious, 
of course, what advantage would result 
to the Government, what response would 
come magically from the people to such 
a course. Then there would be no more 
of these little dilly-dallyings su~h as oc
curred in the coal strike a bit ago. I was 
told by an authentic source that a good 
part of the argument in connection with 
efforts to settle that strike was as tq 
whether the meeting should be held in 
Washington or in New York. What a; 
commentary it is that at a time when the 
destiny of the race trembles upon the 
brink of disaster, responsible employe~ 
and responsible employers are stopping 
and slowing down the wheels of a na
tion's effort because they dare to quibble 
about whether they will meet in Wash-. 
ington or in New York. It is a disgrace 
to the democratic concept that men of 
responsibility dare so to jeopardize, for 
personal advantage, a people's security. 
In a state of emergency I venture to say 
that no group of employees or employers 
would dare so to trespass upon the in• 
dulgent patience of their fellow citizens. 

Mr. President, I advocate the full mo
bilization of the material, mental, and 
spiritual forces of the Nation. I believe 
even now we are only partially aroused. 
It is not possible to sense the tempo of 
the national effort without the disturbini 
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consciousness that it has not yet come to 
vibrate in the way it should be expected 
to by an imperiled people. I do not pause 
to attach responsibility upon any legisla
tive or executive group, or upon the peo
ple at large. I speak of the necessity for 
the future, and beg all to subscribe to 
the necessity of this affirmative course. 

Every day people come to my office and 
say, "I am trying to get an invention ob
served in one of the departments, and I 
cannot get it looked into or seriously re
garded." I do not know what the facts 
are, but I do know that it has been char
acteristic of the armed services, from the 
time with which I am familiar, to be 
slow to change, slow to take on innova
tions, slow to adopt a new method. By 
virtue of that very fact has the devilish 
genius of Hitler been able to make such 
a unique contribution to the strength, 
and, may I say, the magic might of 
German arms, in all of their cruel 
significance. 

Who here is impregnating our services 
with a determination to make our ma
chine not only in quantity equal to what 
the world can turn out, but in quality 
the superior of all? We have imitated 
the Germans in this and imitated the 
Germans in that, and followed their ex
ample in yet another course. I want to 
see someone begin to observe American 
genius manifested in American arms. 
Yet I am very much afraid that the 
casual inventor frequently finds a closed. 
door when he goes to our services in this 
country. It looks sometimes as if they 
preferred to do things in the old way, in 
the way which they understand. 

Mr. President, I happen to be a mem
ber of the bar, and I know the reluctance 
of my profession to take on new apparel, 
to enlarge its concepts to meet modern 
conditions. I will say to the credit of 
the laymen of America that they have 
immeasurably helped our profession by 
the scrutiny and the prodding they have 

• applied to it. I want to see the same 
thing done by some competent agency in 
the Federal Government. 

I :Know, of course, that we have an In
\'entors' Council. I know Mr. Kettering 
is a member of it. But I also have a 
feeling that they also too often regard 
these fellows who come with inventions 
or the results of research as just inter
lopers who want to take a part of their 
time with their crazy ideas. 

I also referred to the mental resources 
of America. I am not altogether happy at 
the parade of the dollar-a-year men I 
have seen flocking to Washington. Many 
of them are of great and unquestioned 
patriotism and ability, but I want to see 
a draft of brains_:_the brains of Ameri
ca-chosen wherever they may be found, 
and called to duty and service. I do not 
believe that so far the best brains of 
America have been mobilized to serve the 
Nation in this, the greatest crisis of our 
time. 

I spoke of the spirit, of course, because 
without a mobilization of the spirit of 
our people we can take no hope of suc
cess. In his utterances on Sunday· Hitler 
emphasized that in spirit no nation could 
match the people of his tyrannical Reich. 
Surely there is enough in the cause of 
democracy to make it easy to mobilize the 
spirit of the Amerttan people. 

Why I do say the spirit? Because, Mr. 
President, I want to see formed in this 
Nation one single irresistible resolve
that freedom shall live and last upon the 
face of the earth. I want to see a sen
timent which brooks no doubt about it, 
will allow no dispute, equivocation, or un
certainty; such majesty of mobilization 
in the realm of the spirit that nothing 
can stand against it in its onward march. 

I think of a man who has enjoyed the 
highest esteem of this country, Col. 
Charles A . . Lindbergh. Let me ask my 
fellow Senators and the people of Amer
ica, which Lindbergh do they choose to 
follow, the Lindbergh of 1927, the man 
who dared do what none could think pos
sible, or the Lindbergh who is the epi
tome of appeasement and defeatism in 
the year 1941? I honor Colonel Lind
bergh--

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent--

Mr. PEPPER. If the Senator will par
don me--

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Senator 
was asking a question. Does he want it 
answered or not? If the Senator de
clines to yield, that is all right. I will 
answer the question in my own time. 

Mr. PEPPER. I say, Mr. President, 
that I do honor to the illustrious name 
of that great man; but if the American 
people are presented two phases of his 
career with respect to which they are 
called upon to make a choice, I prefer to 
follow the "eagle" of 1927, who soared 
through skies that were trackless, when 
no one was there to catch his falling 
plane or body. Into the nakedness of the 
dark night he went, alone and unaccom
panied save by the spirit of an irresistible 
purpose; and he landed at Le Bourget 
field. If I have to choose, therefore, which 
Lindbergh I will follow, give me the Lind
bergh who flew the Atlantic, not the 
Lindbergh who counsds his countrymen 
that the cause is already lost, even with
out a struggle . 

If I have to choose in the Napoleonic 
life, give me the young man at Arcola, 
and at Lodi, who went forward in the face 
of the enemy's hail of bullets, and not the 
shrinking man at Waterloo. So; not 
withholding honor to an illustrious pa
triot or citizen, I think the American peo
ple, in the mobilization of their spirit, 
are entitled to know which heroes they 
follow. 

I again think of old Andrew Jackson, 
and I remember the most dramatic 
statement I think I ever heard of falling 
from the tongue of man, which was at
tributed to him. My colleagues will re
member that after his duel with Dickin
son, when he stood and let Dickinson 
shoot at him first, he said, "Even if he 
had shot me through the brain, I still 
would have killed him." That is the 
kind of resolve I say should be Amer-
ica's. · 

How would these defeatists have as
sessed the chances of the Colonies at 
Valley Forge? What enthusiasm would 
the defeat of our armies have aroused 
time after time in the long and doubtful 
conflict? But . in George Washington it 
was not so much skill of hand, glorious 
as it was, but the deep, irresistible pur
pose that was reflected from his indom
itable character. George Washington 

was the American Revolution, because no 
man could bring the curtain of doubt 
over his determination to win the battle 
for the freedom of America. 

I ask those who say, "the cause is lost 
already, let us grip in appeasement 
and friendship the bloody hand of Hitler, 
because that is the practical thing to do," 
when have men so stooped that they live 
by the rule of what is the practical thing 
to do? 

Take out of any man in this body the 
resolve to mount to standards higher than 
he has ever reached and he would be 
worthy of death. So long as life lasts, 
men hope to go forward and upward in 
their course-to dream dreams-and 
eventually to soar beyond the summit of 
the highest clouds, over an Olympus that 
even Hitler cannot stain · with his das
tardly touch. 

Mr. President, I defy any man justly 
to describe the psychology of America, 
the spirit of this Nation, as one of defeat
ism and timidity. It may be that, as in 
the case of a great giant, sentiment or 
consideration may lead us to hold in 
bound our terrible strength. As Wood
row Wilson said, it is a terrible thing to 
lead a great nation into war. It may 
be that we will place chains upon our 
own power; but if I thought my Nation 
dared not try to do right against any odds 
it would be unworthy of the affection and 
patriotism which we all give it. 

Mr. President, the time has come when 
the American people need to make up 
their minds as to their course; and in 
order to make up their minds they not 
only do expect, but they have a right to 
expect, leadership from their Govern
ment. 

Mr. President, I think it is a matter of 
general knowledge that for a month now 
we have been relatively paralyzed here in 
the Nation's Capital, and as a result of 
that paralysis here in our Congress and 
in the leadership of the country the peo
ple themselves have fallen apart. They 
wonder what is our policy, what is to be 
our course. They listen for some au
thoritative voice to say, "Come, follow 
me," and they will follow wherever such 
responsible leadership commands, if the 
cause is honorable and just. 

I am led here to refer to an article 
appearing on the first page of Time for 
May 5, 1941, giving results of a Gallup 
poll of American public opinion. It says: 

Question. Should the United States Navy 
be used to convoy? 

Answer. Yes, 41 percent; no, 50 percent; 
undecided, 9 percent. Further question: 
Should the United States Navy be used to 
convoy if British defeat seems cer:tain with
out them? Answer. Yes, 71 percent; no, 21 
percent; undecided, 8 percent. 

And a bit later the question: 
If you were asked to vote today on the 

question of the United States entering the 
war against Germany and Italy, how would 
you vote? Answer. Ge in, 19 percent; stay 
out, 81 percent. Further question: If it ap
peared certain there was no other way to de
feat Germany and Italy except for the United 
States to go to war against them, would you 
be in favor of the United States going into 
the war? Answer. Would favor war, 68 per 
cent; would oppose war, 24 percent; unde
cided, 8 percent. 

That is the way the American people 
feel, in my opinion. In other words, if 
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the emergency is such that it is neces
sary for them even to spill their blood 
they are ready. All they need is a gov
ernment to lead them. And if we lull 
them into security by minimizing the 
nature of the emergency to them, by 
withholding the full import of our infor
mation as to the degree of the peril, we 
deceive a trusting people which has a 
right to expect leadership from its gov
ernment. 

It has long since ceased to be a matter 
of doubt in the opinion of most men in 
Washington as to what we ought to do, 
but they are torn between what they 
really think and what they want to 
think. We shrink, of course, from a 
greater e:f!ort. We shrink from an in
creasing danger. But, Mr. President, 
what is the duty of a government when a 
peril of this magnitude faces that 
country? 

How is our situation to be distin
guished from that of other nations 
which we consciously or unconsciously 
criticize? We wait. They waited. We 
see them encircled one after another. 
Look today at poor Turkey, still not at 
the front, and already surrounded. 
Why, it will be a military operation of 
insignificance to occupy the Dardanelles 
because they have already been sur
rounded. 

Not only that, but the Germans have 
started up a revolution in the rear of the 
Turks, and all they need to do, when they 
get ready to strike, is just to pull the 
noose which lies around the neck of the 
dilatory Turks. 

The same thing happened to Yugo
slavia. The Germans waited until they 
got the Yugoslavs surrounded. They 
thought even these brave people would 
yield, because that is the mischief of the 
Hitle:rian strategy. 

I was privileged here a few nights ago 
to sit in the range of the voice of former 
Chancel or Bruening, of Germany. I 
ventured to express some opinion about 
what Hitler himself had contributed to 
the leadership of the German Army, and 
from his point of vantage former Chan
celor Bruening made the statement that 
the German Army primarily relied upon 
the strategy of Hitler himself as to what 
course it should pursue. In his utter
ances of last Sunday Hitler does not say 
the German staff decided what should be 
the course of action and the distribution 
of the German armies. He said, "I 
ordered through the German sta:f!." 

So this is the new technique which has 
been developed by this man Hitler, this 
devilish genius of the age, who has 
brought so many countries to defeat be
fore they ever raised an arm in battle. 
Yet everyone has succumbed to the same 
strategy, Hitler first writes a book and 
tells everyone what he was going to do. 
Then he conquers 15 nations by his an
nounced plan and still one after the· 
other, his victims wait to be encircled and 
surrounded. 

Have we escaped? "Oh," it is said, 
"when the time comes we will fight lf 
we have to." Is that what Turkey is say
ing today? VVhat do you and I think 
about whether the time has come or not? 
You have known all along what there-

suit would be. You know that the Kaiser 
said, "Berlin to Bagdad." You know in 
the nature of things that he had no need 
to say a word; that no modern conqueror 
is going to leave bare of his feet the lands 
trod by Alexander the Great and Napo
leon. You know that Hitler expects to 
stand in the shadow of the Pyramids and 
point to them, as Napoleon did, and say, 
"Soldiers, the riches of this old land lie 
in front of you." 

Does anyone suppose that this historic 
. man is going to stop in the. Macedonia 

from which the conquests of Alexander 
emanated? 

When he knows that Alexander in his 
day turned into Libya and across Suez, 
that he finally marched his legions across 
the Himalayas, down upon the plains of 
India, does anyone doubt that this 
fanatic, with eagle wings to carry him, 
not only will take Olympus but seek to 
scale every height that the world seems 
to possess? Is he going to stop short of 
the glory of those ancient victories? Yet 
Turkey, immediately in his path, waits 
already condemned. 

And here in America stand we. We 
saw this thing start as a local confiict, a 
mere European war, we thought, and we 
were heedless to anyone who said, "It has 
a greater significance." At that time 
there was just Germany, and then her 
little satelite, Italy, who pro:ffiised Hitler 
all aid short of war, they say. So Hitler 
began to expand his plans, to unfold his 
strategy. Finally it came to encompass 
the whole of Europe. 

Then he said he was going to push 
England out of Europe. Then he de
clared he was going to drive her from the 
Mediterranean. Finally he was going to 
destroy the British life lines. So, like a 
disease that starts at the finger and 
creeps inevitably to the heart, he has 
carried on his strategy. 

Then he determined to extend his en
circlement, so he brings Japan into the 
orbit of his power. With Japan on the 
other side, the vast pincer movement be
gins to crush us between its two jaws. Of 
course, Japan started of! first, as he 
t.a.ugbt her to start, by taking a bit of ter
ritory, pinching it off and assimilating it, 
and then moving forward a little and 
taking a little more and assimilating 
that, and finally a larger bite, moving 
down into Indochina, and, of course, 
waiting until the moment she dares as
sault the citadel of another defense in 
the Orient. There they stand-these 
braggarts, bullies, cowards, threatening to 
become a part of a vast pincer movement 
t.hat will encompass us, the proud people 
of the United States of America. 

What do I propose relative to this situ
ation, Mr. President? I say that the time 
has come for the United States to get 
tough on the foreign front. I know of 
two examples that give me some support 
in that policy. One was that of the Bar
bary pirates, who levied tribute upon our 
commerce. They were the Hitlers of their 
day, the international bandits who stood 
beside the highway world-behind the 
trees, as it were-to levy their toll upon 
the first passerby. 

To our shame, for awhile we paid, as 
did the nations of Europe. Then even-

tually somebody remembered the Amer
ican sentiment, "Millions for defense, but 
not one cent for tribute." It was not in 
the American character to pay tribute to 
anybody. Our country was led by an 
administration which dared to speak up 
and to act. It became tired of tyranny 
by petty tyrants and highwaymen. The 
result was that in only a little while we 
were no longer troubled with the Barbary 
pirates, and we paid no further tribute. 

We may come home for another anal
ogy. A few years ago-be it said as an
other blot upon the escutcheon of our 
country-a few score gangsters terrorized 
the whole Nation. We seemed to stand 
impotent before their assault. No home 
in America was safe from their ravages. 
The wicked hand of the kidnaper might 
lift any sleeping baby from its cradle and 
throw it down a mountainside to its 
destruction or hold it in some unspeak
able place for perfidious ransom. For 
months-even years-the spirit of Amer
ica was not aroused. Then at long last 
the American character again reasserted 
itself. It said, "No tribute to anybodY, 
even in indulgence." 

Finally we started to send the gangsters 
the kind of message they co:uld under
stand. We said, "Thou shalt not" with 
bullets. The national indignation was so 
fierce that they fell before it. Now we 
are no longer worried by kidnapers. 
Homes are safe with the windows open. 
Children play in the yards ·of America 
·again, like the descendants of a valorous 
past, because we dared to have enough 
of petty highwaymen levying tribute 
upon our people. 

Mr. President, I propose that the 
United States wipe the le.gal cobwebs and 
classic prohibitions from its thinking. 
Let us streamline our attitude toward this 
danger, the way the tyrants streamline 
the solution of their problems. 

For example, let us here and now, with
out another day's delay or dallying, tell 
the wide world that we are going to get • 
the goods to England. 

There are a number of ways by which 
we can get them there. It is a matter of 
tactics. It is a question of choice. We 
should choose the means which suit us 
best. I can think of several ways. We 
can occupy Greenland and Iceland, and 
build practically a bridge of ships and 
airplanes from this continent to Green
land, thence to Iceland, and thence to 
Britain. That is one way to get the goods 
through. 

Another way to deliver the goods is 
to have a line of ships directed toward 
the British destination, and to put a suf
ficient air force-both lighter-than-air 
and heavier-than-air- craft-over and 
along the sides of the lane, with des
troyers, cruisers, and, if necessary, battle
ships, and then to those home ships say, 
"Go to your destination, and we will keep 
any prowling marauder from intercept
ing your course." 

Another thing we can do is something 
we should have done a long time ago. 
We should forget the shibboleth of neu
trality, which has done nothing but en
danger our ultimate peace, and go back 
to the principles of international law, 
upon which this Nation was founded, 

• 
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upon which it grew great, and upon which 
it shall forever stand if we are to remain 
a first-class power among the nations of 
the earth. When we go back to inter
national law we shall have a right to send, 
not only British ships, but our ships, if 
r.eed be, directed and guided by the 
sturdy hands of American seamen, to 
their destinations bent upon as holy a 
mission as that of the knight who sought 
tl'e Holy Grail-to save the cause of the 
spirit of the Master himself. 

Then when the prowlers of the night, 
the assassins of the sea, come to sink a 
ship in violation of the rules of inter
national law, they shall be entitled to and 
may expect just retribution from a na
tion which has armed itself for its own 
protection and security. We can send 
a convoy along with the ships; we can 
scatter them out singly, or we can fol
low any other course we may deem de
sirable. 

There is ~ret another course which we 
may pursue. We can hunt down the 
prowlers as hounds would hunt a hare 
or fox. We can seek them out, as we did 
the Barbary pirates, for they are all in 
the same category. 

By the way, it is an interesting com
mentary upon modern international mo
rality that the' submarine commander 
who performed the very valorous deed 
of sinking the Royal Oak at Scapa Flow 
also boasted of the fact that he had sunk 
ships in the Mediterranean when the 
civil strife was going on in Spain. No 
morality restrained the perfidious hand 
of the dictator in a neutral conflict with 
which he had naught to do except to 
press his own iniquitous cause. 

Mr. President, I have suggested these 
things we can do. In my opinion, either 
or all would be agreed to by the people 
of America if an authoritative and de
termined leadership should say that that 
is the best way to meet the challenge, 
So far as I know, the facts are all undis
puted. We and England together are 
building only about 2,300,000 tons of 
shipping a year. Yet since the first of 
March the Germans have been sinking 
ships at the rate of 100,000 tons a week. 
In other words, together we are building 
at the rate of, roughly, two and one-half 
million tons a year, and the Germans are 
sinking them at the rate of 5,000,000 
tons a year. Every time they sink an
other ship our cause is that much weaker. 
Every time another vessel falls beneath 
the waves and the seamen who manned 

. it st ruggle with their last desperate 
drowning gasp, it means fewer guns in 
the hands of British soldiers, less food in 
the mouths of babies, and fewer weapons 
in the grasp of valiant, hard-pressed 
Britons. 

Shall we sit supinely by, racing in our 
snipyards with Hitler's submarines? 
What a commentary upon the intelli
gence of a nation's policy. We only in 
our shipyards will try to vie with a f~ 
like that. 

So, Mr. President, it is a matter of 
. intelligent defense. A man is no hero 
if he arms himself with a cornstalk and 

- goes out to fight a man with a rifle. 
The American people want somebody in 
authority to tell them what are the facts 

and what is demanded. We ·need not 
doubt the people's response. I challenge 
any man to point to a case in which the 
people of the United States have failed 
to respond to a courageous leadership 
from their natural and chosen leaders. 

Mr. President, getting the goods to 
England, and getting them there now, 
is only a part of the problem. I heard 
some of our officials say two or three days 
ago, "Next year our shipbuilding pro
gram will step up very perceptibly, and 
3 years from now we will have a magnifi
cent building program." 

I wonder what historians will say if 
they look back and find that to be a 
nation's policy. What ignominy will fall 
upon our heads if we let that be our Na
tion's policy. Do we want to let Jnillions 
be crucified later because there is a 
jeopardy that a few might die an honor
able death now? Every time we stave off 
the evil day of meeting these tyrants and 
oppressors, effectively it means that 
millions of our boys must shed their blood 
for our delay and dilatory tactics. Our 
case is like a general who has not the 
courage to strike when the enemy is 
weak, having later to put upon his con
science in the other world the price of 
his erroneous policy and his shriveled 
courage. There have been many times 
when a general has had to sacrifice a 
company in order to save a battalion or 
a regiment or an army; and I remember 

·that in the country which is yours and 
mine there were heroes who said, "I only 
regret that I have but one life to lose for 
my country." 

American boys shrink from battle, of 
course; but they would rather see a few 
seamen or a few sailors, if need be, or s, 
few airmen, if necessary, lose their lives 
now rather than that we should in
evitably ultimately have to send another 
expeditionary force to South America, if 
not to Europe. Then what will we. say 
to those boys who throw it in our faces 
that we could have spared them that? 

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

Mr. PEPPER. Excuse me; I decline to 
yield. 

Another method, Mr. President, by 
which we could get a bit "tough" on the 
.foreign front is to occupy the points of 
vantage from which these monsters are 
preparing to strike at us. In that cate
gory I include Greenland, Iceland, the 
Azores, the Cape Verde Islands, the 
Canary Islands, Dakar, and with the 
British Singapore. 

I am willing to go as far as the fifteenth 
meridian of longitude. The people who 
own those territories know that our pur
pose is not that of aggression. They 

. know that we would take those lands as 
trustees not only for our safety but for 
theirs. They know that they tremble in 
their boots against the day when they 
will be taken by the other side. 

Mr. President, -I pose the question, 
What would history have said of Gen
eral Meade, at- Gettysburg, if he had 
failed to occupy Little Round Top and 
Big Round Top because ·he did not have 
an easement from the owner of the 
land? 

- Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, does 
the Senator ask for an answer to that 
question? 

Mr. PEPPER, Mr. President, I decline 
to yield. · 

Mr. McCARRAN. The Senator asked 
a question. I should like to answer it. 

Mr. PEPPER. I decline to yield. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 

BuNKER in the chair). The Senator 
from Florida has the floor. 
. Mr. McCARRAN. I understood the 
Senator to propound a question. 

Mr. PEPPER. I decline to yield. 
Mr. McCARRAN. Does the Senator 

desire an answer to the question? 
Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, I de

cline to yield. · 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

Senator from Florida has the floor. 
Mr. PEPPER. So the question presents 

itself, Mr. President, What general is jus
tified in letting the enemy get a . point of 
vantage from which to strike you down? 
That is the question we have to answer. 
What right doe~ Hitler have to occupy 
Dakar? What right does he have to pre
vent us from taking steps to avoid a 
sword of Damocles hanging over our 
heads? Why should we give him a 
chance to gain the points from which he 
expects to launch an attack upon us? 

I think naval and military strategists 
will agree that if we profess to defend 
America it will take three navies, one in 
the Pacific, one on the Atlantic, at the 
shores of this continent, and one to close 
the exits from Old World Europe and 
Africa. So I am urging, Mr. President, 
that we for once take the initiative from 
Hitler; and by so doing we can assure 
keeping open the life lines of Britain. 

The last thing I think we might do is to 
address a word to Japan. A short while 
ago we read in the newspapers that Hitler 
at last delivered an ultimatum to Vichy, 
"Where do you stand? With me or 
against me?" 

And he expects an answer. 
At this time I think we should turn a 

searching inquiry to this bandit in the 
east, and say, "How serious are you with 
these declarations you have made?" 

Let us demand and receive certain 
safeguards against this assassin lurking 
behind the door to stick a stiletto in our 
backs as soon as we become more en
gaged in the Atlantic. Like another 
Mussolini with his dagger poised on 
France when a moment of crisis came 
from Germany, stands Japan ready to 
assassinate us at the first possible 
opportunity. 

I venture to suggest that, of course, 
there are many easier ways of solving the 
problem. If we will just modify the law 
which now prohibits the recruiting of 
American aviators in the United States 
for service with the Chinese Army, and 
let Chang Kai-Shek, one of the big men 
of his time, have the advantage of some 
gallant American boys at the controls of 
some first class American bombing planes, 
fifty of them, in my opinion, can make a 
shambles out of Tokyo. 

For one, I want to see the Japs get 
back some of these things they have done 

- to poor China and that they threaten to 
· do to their other enemies on the face of 
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the earth. Did Italy and Germany hesi
tate to let their volunteers go into Spain? 
I am talking about dealing with the pres
ent-day Barbary pirate!? and the Dill
ingers You cannot fight them with a 
legal writ or a musty lawbook or with a 
tedious legal routine. You have got to 
let them understand something that is 
within their consciousness. So a few 
good bombs dropped by a few good 
American air pilots volunteering their 
services to Chang Kai-Shek-and I hope, 
if I do not believe, that there are some 
now on their way there, and I think prob
ably the brave little men in the East will 
calm-down a little. If they do not, I sug
gest the remedy I remember as a boy 
reading in a history book. It was a pic
ture, if I do not remember incorrectly, of 
General Taylor saying, "Captain Bragg, 
give them a little more grape." 

Oh, well, some say that means full
scale war. It means what we want it to 
mean. Hitler said a little while ago that 
he was not going to surrender the inita
tive to his enemy. I am talking about 
trying to save an expeditionary force 
somewhere at some time, and I am talk
ing about trying to save my country .at 
the cheapest possible price from full
scale war. But we cannot save our coun
try if we postpone action until we are 
driven in a corner. 

The time has come now for us to make 
up our minds to adopt one of two courses. 
Either let us quit this preparation, let us 
stop these utterances, and go back to our 
own shrinking shores and build another 
Chinese wall around America, to last as 
long as it will, pin our faith in another 
Maginot line of the sea, or else do some
thing that we regard as effective defense. 
If we lose a few lives even now the sacri
fice is inconsiderable as compared to 
what will be demanded of us at a later 
time-and all too tragically soon. 

Mr. President, in conclusion let me say 
that I have heard it said that America 
has a rendezvous with destiny. If we 
should not be permitted to experience 
that glorious destinY; if we shall be cut 
short before we reach the zenith of our 
glory and power; if that omnipotent God 
who has always sheltered and nurtured 
us has an inglorious end in view for us; 
insofar as we are the masters of our 
own destiny, Mr. President, I prefer to 
see the last gallant American hand reach
ing, clutching at the standards of the 
enemy, his body fallen like Pickett's men 
across the ramparts of the foe and his 
last gasping breath shouting his senti
ments of determination and purpose, and 
not to see a glorious people surprised in 
camp or slain supinely in bed. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I am 
caught by the last expression of the able 
Senato-r from Florida-"like Pickett's 
men." Pickett's men had a name; Pick
ett's men knew that their cause was a 
drawn cause in which war had been de
clared. America does not stand in that 
position today, and may God forbid that 
she shall stand in that position. Yes, all 
Americans are as Pickett's men, for Pick
ett's men were battling for a great and 
glorious cause which was the cause of a 
large section of America. No one will 
take issue with what was done by Pick
ett's men. 

But, Mr. President, the able Senator 
from Florida goes a little further and 
says that we should now join the cause 
of Chiang Kai-shek against Japan. 
Chiang Kai-shek has been fighting 
against Japan for the past 5 years, and 
not a voice has been raised by anyone 
in this Government to aid what the able 
Senator from Florida calls a democracy. 
If Chiang Kai-shek's realm is a democ
racy, if his form of government is a de
mocracy, then America has never been 
so advised. Perhaps the senator from 
Florida has been so advised. 

I notice the Senator from Florida is 
about to leave the Chamber. I wish he 
would remain, for I should like to talk to 
_him; I should like to have him hear me. 
I am sorry that he waves good-bye to me 
as he goes out the door, because I think 
it was hardly in keeping with true dig
nity when he declined to yield on three 
different oc~asions when I asked if I 
might comment during his speech; and 
now when he has yielded the fioor, he 
waves good-bye to me and tells me by 
that wave that he is going out. But, Mr. 
President, America is not going out with 
the Senator from Florida, and America 
is destined for something finer than the 
role assigned her by the ·senator from 
Florida. 

America is destined to protect democ
racy, democracy as we know it, as we 
understand it, as we revere it, as we re
spect it. That kind of democracy re
spects men under whatever conditions 
they may exist; it respects men in China, 
in Japan, men in Germany, men in Eng
land, men everywhere. If we relinquish 
that cause, if we forsake that idea, then 
we are not speaking for democracy, and 
neither is the able Senator from Florida 
speaking for democracy. 

I am wondering if the senator from 
Florida, in keeping with his reputed posi
tion, is speaking for the administration. 
I would not so attribute his remarks. I 
do not believe he should occupy that 
ground~ Nevertheless, during the past 
2 years, apparently, he has assumed such 
a position and, apparently, it has been 
accorded to him. If it is accorded to him 
now, I would address myself to the ad
ministration, to that administration of 
which I am a part, to that administra
tion to which I have given every ounce 
of my energy so long as it stayed within 
the bounds of democracy; but when 
that administration departed from the 
bounds of democracy I departed from it, 
and I will do it from now on. If the ex
pressions of the able Senator from Flor
ida represent the attitude of my admin
istration, my democracy-the democracy 

_in which I was reared, to which I have 
given my adherence for all the mature 
years of my life-and if it is suggested 
that I should follow from now on along 
the lines of his espousal, then count me 
out. 

Mr. President, America bas a great 
position in the world. There never was 
a time in all the 150 years of American 
history when we could assume a position 
so powerful, so worth while for the world, 
as that which we occupy now. What is 
that positio~? Let us ~nalyze it. 

Mr. President, a world at war is a 
world afire, and a world on fire is a world 

in which human hearts are being burned. 
Millions upon millions of people today, 
across the water, have no voice in the 
conditions that prevail around them. 
They are, as is the populace of America 
today, inarticulate. 

If one can buy the press, if he can buy 
the radio, if he can buy the methods of 
communication from one end of the coun
try to the other, then, of course, he will 
sell his product to those who listen or who 
read. So today I am reminded of the 
fact that only a few days ago the great, 
powerful leader of the publications of 
England issued a statement in which he 
set out item by item the declarations of 
·England, and then set out item by item 
the declaration of facts. He .set out, item 
by item, the declarations of the press of 
Great Britain; and then he set out, item 
-by item, the real facts. This was a great 
British publisher, who took the place of 
Lord Northcliffe during the World War. 
Lord Northcliffe came over here during 
the World War with $50,000,000 to prop
agandize America, and as a result of that 
propagandization we went into the war. 
This British publisher said, "We were 
defeated in the Netherlands. We were 
defeated in Belgium. We were defeated 
in France. We were defeated in Yugo
slavia. We were defeated in Norway"; 
and then he enumerated, one after an
other, the countries that had been taken 
against the British activity. 

I bring this matter to the attention of 
the senate only in order that I may em
phasize my thought, in keeping with the 
speech of the able Senator from Florida, 
that if we go along with the idea of mis
representation which has been presented 
to the American public we shall be lost. 
There is only one thing for America to 
do, and that is to take care of America. 
America is first in my heart. It is first 
in the hearts of the Members of the Sen
ate who listen to me today. It is first in 
the heart of every American, and when 
we relinquish that idea in favor of any 
nation abroad we shall have lost the cause 
of America. · 

Yes; Pickett's Charge was a wonderful 
thing. I learned the lines of Pickett's 
Charge. I have worshipped the idea of 
the valor that was involved in Pickett's 
charge, because Pickett had the bravery 
and he had the brave men who were will
ing to go forward to mutilation, even into 
death, if you please, that they might de-· 
fend a cause in which they believed. Let 
America go forward and hold itself forti
fied, so that when an invader comes with
in our borders-! do not care whether we 
extend them to 3,000 miles or 300 miles
we shall be ready to defend as Pickett 
was-as Pickett was, as we shall be-but 
let us never say to a friendly country, 
"You have espoused a wrongful cause.'' 
Let us never say to Japan, let us never 
say to China, let us never say to those 
countries that battle under a philosophy 
that we do not understand, to which we 
are not alined in any way whatever, that 
they are enemies of ours, because they 
are not .enemies of ours. We are a de
mocracy, entirely content with our sur
roundings, entirely content with a pure 
system of democracy in which the peopla 
shall prevail. 
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If the matter of sending convoys abroad 

were left to the American people there 
would be but one answer, and that answer 
has come to me from thousands whom 
I have had the privilege of addressing. 
It has come to others from thousands 
whom they have ·had the privilege of 
addressing. It has come to us all from 
the people of America, "Keep this country 
out of war." 

The speech delivered by the able Sen
ator from Florida is a declaration of war, 
not on those who would challenge our 
principles of government but on tht en
tire world. For God's sake, in the name 
of those who died to make America free, 
in the name of those who have gone for
ward to make it a progressive nation, let 
us say to the world that we will lead this 
country out of war; we will lead the world 
out of war, not into war. We will not be 
the leaders of war in the world, but 
rather will we be the leaders of peace in 
the world, so that when the time comes 
when those countries which tOday are 
blighted, which today are blinded, which 
today are discouraged by reason of con
ditions surrounding them, when those 
countries are looking for a leader, they, 
as in times past, will look to us, and, 
looking to us, will see a beacon light-and 
that beacon light I hope will be your flag 
and my flag-that we may settle by arbi
tration the differences that seem to exist 
between warring nations abroad; but it 
will not be done by speeches such as that 
delivered today by the able Senator from 
Florida. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri obtained the 
floor. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield to the 
Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask the attention 
of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
TYDINGS] and the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. GLASS] for a moment. I was won
dering whether we might not agree on 
some time this afternoon to vote on the 
pending amendment. I do not want 
to interrupt the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me say 
to the Senator from Kentucky, that so 
far as I am concerned, this discussion 
was not injected as an interruption in 
the very important business which is to 
be transacted today by an agreement on 
yesterday-namely, the matter of this 
great appropriation bill-by any desire 
or will of mine. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand that. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. On the other 

hand, when the Senator from Florida is 
permitted to inject a most inflammatory 
speech on foreign policy into the bowels 
of this very important matter, I think 
somebody ought to be allowed to express 
his opinion about the speech of the Sena
tor from Florida, which I propose to do. 

Mr . . BARKLEY. I am not objecting 
to that. · 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I under
stand that the Senator is not criticizing 
me or objecting to what I am about to 
do. I simply wish to explain to the 
Senate and the country that I do not 
desire to delay at all the consideration of 
this other very important matter. Since, 
however, under the Senate rules, the 
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Senator from Florida had a right to in
ject into the proceedings of the Senate a 
prepared extremely inflammatory speech, 
I desire to occupy the floor for just a few 
minutes to express some general o·bserva
tions on that subject. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am not, of course, 
attempting to interfere with the Sena
tor's right to do that. I think he has a 
perfect right to do it. I was wondering, 
however, if we could not agree to vote on 
the amendment somewhere along about 
4 or 5 o'clock. That certainly would 
give every Senator an opportunity to ex
press himself. 

Mr. McCARRAN. The Senator refers 
to the amendment on the pending appro
priation bill? 

M: BARKLEY. Yes. 
Mr. ·rYDLl~'GS. Mr. President, I 

should like to cooperate with the Sena
tor from Kentucky. There may be 
other Senators who will wish to speak, 
however. I think the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. GuRNEY] desires to speak, 
and I should like to speak. Does the 
Senator from Maine [Mr. WHITE] desire 
to speak? 

Mr. WHITE. I should like to speak 
briefly on the amendment. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Three Senators, I 
imagine, will wish to speak in opposition 
to the amendment. 

Mr. McCARRAN rose. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Does the Senator 

from Nevada wish to speak? 
Mr. McCARRAN. I desire to occupy 

probably 10 or 15 minutes. 
Mr. BONE. Mr. President, . I inquire 

of the Senator from Maryland if he in
tends to put into the REcORD the figures 
to which he referred yesterday. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes. 
Mr. BONE. I should very much like 

to have those figures. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I should like to speak 

for possibly 30 minutes, or a little more 
if I should be interrupted. If I knew 
about how many Senators were to speak 
in favor of the amendment, I could prob
ably soon come to an agreement with 
other Senators on the subject of a limi
tation of debate. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Would it give every 
Senator a chance to express his views if 
we should agree to vote, say, not later 
than 5 o'clock on the pending amend
ment? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I imagine that the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] will 
want half an hour. · 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, I have no prepared speech. I do 
not ktlOW how long I shall desire to occupy 
the floor. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I do not want to cut 
off the Senator. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am per
fectly prepared to yield in the course of 
my remarks to any Senator except the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. PEPPER], who 
has declined to yield to me. I shall be 
very glad to conclude my remarks as 
briefly as possible, unless my remarks and 
the remarks of the Senator from Florida 
and the remarks of the Senator from 
Nevada precipitate remarks on the part 
of some other Senators. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I hope the Senator 
from Missouri will have all the time he 

desires. My reason for asking the ques
tion was to see whether we could not 
conclude the debate today. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. So far as I 
am concerned, I have no prepared ad
dress, and in view of the fact that the 
Senator from Florida has left the floor, I 
probably will reserve the answers to his 
formal questions, the ones which he de
clined to permit to be answered, to a 
later date. 

Mr. TYDINGS. If the Senator from 
Kentucky will propound a unanimous
consent agreement to vote on the pend
ing amendment at not later than 5 
o'clock, in view of the fact that the pro
ponents of the amendment used most of 
the time yesterday and there would be 
only 2 hours and 40 minutes left, and 
that the Senator from Missouri would 
probably want half an hour-I do not de
sire to tie him down, but I assume he 
might consume half an hour-I shall be 
satisfied, on behalf of the opponents of 
the amendment, to agree to that, if we 
may have an understanding that we can 
divide the time. 

Mr. SMITH. Mr. President, does it 
not occur to Senators that, with a matter 
as important as that injected here by the 
Senator from Florida, we should wait 
until Senators who feel so disposed 
have expressed themselves, either in 
favor of or against his--

Mr. BONE. His declaration of war. 
Mr. SMITH. Yes; his declaration of 

war. I do not think it is fair to suggest 
that we should set a time limit. 

Mr. BARKLEY. In reply to the Sena
tor from South Carolina, regardless of 
the amount of oratory on the subject 
injected into the discussion today by the 
Senator from Florida, we cannot vote on 
that, and before I knew the Senator from 
Florida was to speak I had contemplated 
undertaking to fix an hour for a vote 
on the amendment which is now pending. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. My fear is 
that the Senator from Florida may get 
us into war before we have a chance to 
vote on the amendment. That is the 
purpose of his remarks. . 

Mr. BARKLEY. If that is so, then we 
should at least vote on one constructive 
proposition before we go into war. 

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

Mr. CLARK of :Missouri. I yield to the 
Senator. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let me point out to 
the Senator from Kentucky that the Sen
ator from Maine, the Senator from South 
Carolina, the Senator from Nevada, and 
the Senator from Maryland, are four, and 
there are possibly others, who desire to 
speak against the proposal, and no doubt 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. O'MA
HONEY] desires to speak for it; and there 
may be others. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me say 
to the Senator from Maryland that it 
had been my intent to make a few re
marks against the proposal for creating 
both a sea and air monopoly, but in view 
of the fact that I am now speaking on 
another subject, I shall be glad to r.-:mtent 
myself with voting against the proposal 
instead of speaking against it. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I may say to the Sen
ator from Kentucky that I do not see how 
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we can conclude the debate by 5. o'clock 
if six Senators, in addition to the Senator 
who now occupies the floor, are to speak. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not wish to press 
the matter; but I do hope we can dispose 
of the amendment today, 

Mr. TYDINGS. I do not think we can. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I will not make any 

request. We will let the debate proceed. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I shaJl con

clude my remarks as briefly as may be 
possible. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield to the 

Senator. 
Mr. McCARRAN. Will the Senator 

. yield to me to present an amendment 
which I think will not take over 2 or 3 
minutes; an amendment to the pending 
measure? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I shall be 
glad to yield to the Senator from Nevada 
for that purpose, if unanimous coment 
may be given that I do not lose the floor 
by such yielding. I therefore ask unani
mous consent that I may be permitted 
to ·yield to the Senator from Nevada for 
the purpose of presenting and having 
considered an amendment, without my 
losing the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I ask unanimous 
consent that we proceed to consider an 
amendment about which I have given 
notice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. DAVIS. Is the Senator asking 
unanimous consent? 

Mr. McCARRAN. Yes. 
Mr. DAVIS. I suggest the absence of 

a quorum. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi

dent, I must decline to yield if we are to 
have a quorum called. 

Mr. McCARRAN. The Senator cannot 
do that. I make a point of order. 

Mr. DAVIS. I do not think we should 
enter into a unanimous-consent agree
ment while the minority leader is absent 
from the Chamber. 

Mr. McCARRAN. May I propound a 
question to the Senator from Pennsyl
vania? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator may do that. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Does the Senator 
from Pennsylvania know what amend
ment I am about to propose? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, let me request the Senator from 
Nevada to withhold the offering of the 
amendment until I have had a chance to 
conclude a few brief remarks. 

Mr. BONE. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Missouri yield to me? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield. 
Mr. BONE. I listened very atten

tively to the address of the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. PEPPER], and it seemed to 
me that it took a rather astonishing 
slant. I do not believe I am doing him 
an injustice in suggesting that this was 
the particular slant of his remarks: He 
seemed' to rest his thesis upon the as
sumption that if we undertook to con
voy, and if we sent 50 bombers and made 
a shambles out of Tokyo, there would be 
only a few Nathan Hales in the country; 
that the death of a comparatively small 

group of boys would make it unnecessary 
for a larger number of boys to die. 

I am sorry there were not more Sena
tors present in the Chamber when the 
speech was made, but it seemed to me 
that it carried the implication that if a 
few boys were now prepared to die, to 
drown in the Atlantic Ocean, to be blown 
out of the air by antiaircraft guns and 
foreign bombers, the death of these boys 
would render unnecessary the death of 
an army of boys in the future. It 
seemed to me that was clearly the im
pression the Senator left. It may be 
that he did not intend to do so, but I 
cannot follow him in that, because I 
cannot imagine our going into a war in 
which a comparatively few boys will be 
blown to bits, without our getting into a 
total war, resulting in the killing of an 
army. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, I agree entirely with the Senator 
from Washington; I was shocked at the 
facility with which the Senator from 
Florida agreed to offer up just a few sea
men, and a few soldiers, arid a few air
men on the altar of their country. The 
callousness of such remarks shocked me. 

I agree with another statement of the 
Senator from Washington, also; I am 
very sorry indeed there were not more 
Senators here to listen to the Senator 
from Florida. I am also extremely sorry 
that the Senator from Florida felt it nec
essary to retire from the Chamber imme
diately after he had posed so many ques
tions, to which he refused to allow an
swers. 

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

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield. 
Mr. McCARRAN. There is just one 

further observation I wish to make, in 
keeping with the remarks of the able Sen
ator from Washington, and that is with 
reference to the remarks made by the 
Senator from Florida as to General Pick
ett, and Pickett's Charge. When General 
Pickett went forward at Gettysburg he 
had around him an American flag, a flag 
which has since become one of the great 
consolations and the great defenders of 
American institutions. It was America 
:fighting then, so that America might be
come united for the years to come. It 
was a shame the way in which the Sen
a tor from Florida used General Pickett 
and Pickett's Charge. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, I am always intrigued by the ve
hement oratorical style of the distin
guished Senator from Florida. I say 
again that I regret that he is not present. 
When he declined to yield to me I gave 
notice that I would speak in my own time 
as soon as I could obtain the floor. I am 
always interested in the vehement ora
torical style of the Senator from Florida, 
as well as the less vehement style of those 
orations which are prepared by others to 
be read by the Senator from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. GUFFEY], because they have 
one great characteristic in common
they always ask questions, challenging 
anyone on this floor or elsewhere to rise 
and answer them, and then they both 
uniformly refuse to allow an answer to 
the questions · prepared in their manu
script. 

I have stood on this floor, Mr. Presi
dent, for a little over 8 years, and in all 
that time, whether I had a prepared 
speech or not, I have never requested 
that I not be interrupted. In all that 
time I have never refused to yield to any 
Member of this body, unless he had im
mediately before refused to yield to me. 

Mr. President, I am greatly intrigued 
by the speech of the Senator from Florida 
today,· and I am particularly grateful to 
him because he took the trouble to read 
the demand for dictatorship in this coun
try contained in his speech of a year ago. 
In that regard he saved me the trouble 
of sending over to my office to get it. 
Senators have all heard it read . 

The Senator from Florida is frankly 
an advocate of dictatorship. He showed 
that in his speech of a year ago, in the 
seven points which he made then, and 
which he repeated today. He showed it 
again in the additional points which he 
added today to his declaration in favor 
of totalitarianism. He showed himself 
one of the most adept and vociferous 
addicts of Hitlerism in the world. 

Mr. President, so far as I am concerned 
I think it is bad enough to have a Hitler 
in Europe; I think it is bad enough to 
have a Hitler any place, but I think it 
is far worse to have a Hitler in the 
United States of America. 

The speech of the Senator from Flor
ida today, and the efforts of the col
umnists who represent the propaganda in 
thio country trying to drag us into war 
today, are an attack upon the leadership 
of the President of the United States. 
They attack him because he has not 
taken us into war. No one who reads 
the speech of the Senator from Florida 
today can read in it anything except 
criticism of the President of the United 
States, and the Congress of the United 
States, because we are not now at war, 
and were not at war a year ago, In fact 
there is an implication that runs through 
the speech of the Senator from Florida 
of 10 months ago, which he repeated in 
the speech he made today, that if the 
President of the United States, Mr. 
Franklin D. Roosevelt, is reluctant to be 
a fuehrer, that there might be a fuehrer 
very near at hand sitting on my back 
seat who would be glad to carry out the 
policies of dictatorship in :fighting an
other fuehrer, which the Senator from 
Florida so strongly advocates. 

Mr. President, when I listened today to 
the eloquent diatribe of the Senator from 
Florida, in his effort to belittle and de
nounce Col. Charles A. Lindbergh, in 
which he said he did not know which 
Lindbergh to take, he amazed me. On 
the one hand, according to the Senator, 
was the Lindbergh of 1927, that brave 
man, that gallant spirit, that mechanical 
and aeronautical genius who visioned and 
proved, against the opinion of practi
cally everyone else in the world, that he 
could fly by himself across the seas. The 
Senator from Florida said he did not 
know whether to take that gallant man, 
to whom he paid eloquent tribute, or the 
Lindbergh of 1941, that entinent Amer
ican citizen, grown and developed, tried 
in the fires of personal adversity possibly 
unequaled in the history- of this coun
try, · who from the unequaled knowledge · 
of world conditions which have come to 
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him now bravely and gallantly expresses 
his opinion, gives his advice to his fel
low citizens in this country as a patri6tic 
private American citizen, in spite of ef
forts of press and foreign propaganda to 
smear him, efforts perhaps on the part 
of some of the highest in this Nation to 
smear him. When I heard the Senator 
from Florida make such an effort, I was 
reminded only of one circumstance, and 
that was the time, many years ago, in 
the House of Representatives, when the 
late Representative Springer, of Illinois, 
engaged in a debate with the late 
Speaker Thomas B. Reed, of Maine. 
Springer finally said, "I will say with 
Henry Clay that I would rather be right 
than President"; and Reed said, "Well, 
the trouble with the gentleman from Dli
nois is that he will never be either." 
[Laughter .J 

I say, Mr. President, today, after lis
tening to the speech of the Senator from 
Florida, that his only trouble in discuss
ing Lindbergh is that the Senator . will 
never be able to approach the stature of 
either the Lindbergh of 1927 or the Lind
bergh of 1941. [Mafiifestations of ap
plause in the gallery. J 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
BuNKER in the chair) . Let there be 
order in the galleries. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, one great advantage of this prac
tice to which I have referred, of asking 
rhetorical questions-posing questions, as 
was said when the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. McCARRAN] tried to interrupt the 
Senator from Florida-is that the ques
tions are usualy so inconsequential, or so 
easily answered, that at the conclusion 
of the posing of a series of questions, as 
was done in this speech, it is very difficult 
for anybody to make a logical answer in 
any sort of sequence without having an 
opportunity to read the notes. There
fore today, Mr. President, in view of the 
representations of the majority leader as 
to the desirability and necessity of pro
ceeding with the appropriation bill which 
is the business before the Senate, until 
I can have an opportunity of reading in 
the RECORD the various rhetorical ques
tions of the Senator from Florida I shall 
not attempt to answer them in detail. 

I do desire particularly, however, Mr. 
President, again to advert to the proposi
tion that the speech made in the Senate 
the other day by the Senator from Penn
sylvania [Mr. GuFFEY], and the speech 
made in the Senate today by the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. PEPPER], are essen
tially an attack on the President of the 
United States for his failure to have got
ten us into war a year ago. They are an 
attack on the sincerity of the President 
of the United States, his opponent in the 
last campaign, and both great political 
parties in their pledges to keep us out 
of war, and an attack on every Member 
of the Congress now opposed to pur en
trance into the war. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? · 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I yield to the 
Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I ani wondering if 
in keeping with the last expression of the 
able Senator from Missouri, it might be 
understood that tbe questions pro-

pounded by the Senator from Missouri 
and the questions propounded by myself 
might be notice to the Senator from 
Florida that on the next meeting of the 
Senate we would ask that he answer 
the interrogations which his questions 
suggested? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That would 
be extremely agreeable to me. No one, 
of course, has the authority to compel the 
Senator from Florida to be interrogated, 
and I would not desire to do that, except 
that the Senator from Florida persisted 
in asking questions, or, as he called it, 
posing questions, and refused to permit 
any answer whatever. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I think it might be 
well for the Senator from Florida to be 
here on the next meeting of the Senate. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, Mr. · 
President, in view of the charges that 
have been made here of lack of leader
ship, lack of response to popular demands 
in this country made today by the Sen
ator from Florida, I only desire to recount 
to the Senate very briefly a few facts to 
show where the leadership in this coun
try has been and where the popular 
mandate of this country has been. 

Only a few months ago-and I think I 
may say that no one among the whole 
130,000,000 of American citizens remem
bers it and knows all the circumstances, 
unless it be Members of this body-only 
a few months ago we had in this country 
a national campaign involving not only 
Presidential succession but the future 
destiny of this Republic. 

As a delegate to the Democratic Na
tional Convention, and chairman of the 
Missouri delegation to the Democratic 
National Convention, I, along with many 
other Members of this body, helped to 
adopt ~ platform declaration of my party 
upon which we appealed to the country, 
a declaration in which I thoroughly be
lieved, and to which I am still pas
sionately devoted. I quote: 

We will not participate in foreign wars, 
and we will not send our Army, naval, or air 
forces-

. And that certainly means convoys-
to fight in foreign lands outside of the Amer
icas, except in case of attack. 

We favor and shall rigorously enforce and 
defend the Monroe Doctrine. 

The direction and aim of our foreign policy 
has been, and will continue to be, the se
curity and defense of our own land and the 
maintenance of its peace. 

That plank was unanimously adopted 
b.· the Democratic convention, including 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. PEPPER], 
with the specific approval of the Presi
dent of the United States. It is a mat
ter of common knowledge that as a mem
ber of the platform committee the Sen
ator from Florida telephoned to the 
President of the United States and asked 
him to stop that declaration, and was 
rebuffed by the President. While the 
Senator from Florida opposed that decla
ration in the committee on resolutions, 
he did not oppose it in the convention. 
_It was unanimously and enthusiastically 
adopted . . Let me say in passing that the 
declaration in the Republic;:tn platform 
was only slightly less specific and binding. 

When we talk about a mandate from 
the people, or about leadership backed 

up by the people, it is interesting to note 
that no less striking than that platform 
declaration were the forthright declara
tions of our candidate during· the cam
paign-declarations which enabled him 
to break the Nation-old tradition and be 
elected for a third term. He was direct, 
explicit, and eloquent. On the eve of 
the campaign, in his annual message of 
1940, Candidate Roosevelt said: 

In these recent years we have a clean 
record of peace and good will. It is an open 
book . that cannot be twisted or ·defamed. 
It is a record that must be continued and 
enlarged. 

During the campaign, in addressing 
the teamsters union convention at 
Washington on September 11, the Presi
dent said: 

I hate war now more than ever. I have one 
supreme determination-to do all that I ca~ 
to keep war from these shores for all time. 
I stand with my party upon the platform 
adopted at Chicago: "We will not participate 
in foreign wars, and we will not send our 
army, naval, or air forces to fight in foreign 
lands outside of the Americas except in case 
of attack." 

Mr. President, this was a solemn pledge 
made to the American people by the 
President of the United States as a sol
emn consideration for his reelection. 

Again, at Boston, on October 30, the 
President 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 far away from our shores. 

Not by sending armies overseas, not by 
sending convoys; not by sending our air 
forces. 

Yes; the purpose of our defense is defense. 

At Philadelphia, in the very crisis of 
the campaign, the President said: 

To Republicans and Democrats, to every 
man, woman, and child in the United States; 
I say: Your President. and your great Secre
tary of State are following the road to 
peace. • * • I repeat, I stand on the 
platform of my party. It is for peace that I 
have labored, and it is for peace that I shall 
labor all the days of my life. 

At Cleveland, on the very eve of the 
election, tlle night before the voters went 
to the polls, the President said: 

The first purpose of our foreign policy is to 
keep our country out of war. Through it all 
these have been the thoughts uppermost in 
my mind-to preserve peace in our land and 
to make the forces of democracy work for 
the benefit of the common people of America. 

Mr. President, on the basis of these spe
cific pledges, I, in company with millions 
of other Americans, supported the Presi
dent for reelection. Indeed, I was se
lected to follow him on the radio in a 
national hook-up the Saturday night be
fore his election, because I believed in 
those pledges. However, it is only fair 
to say that Mr. Willkie's pronouncements_ 
though less eloquent and bearing less evi
dence of sincerity, were to the same 
effect; and yet within 6 months from the 
election all of us have lived to see the 
exact words of the Democratic platform, 
upon which the President and our party 
appealed to the country and won the 
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election, voted down by a partisan ma
jority in the United States Senate when 
I offered it word for word, without the 
change of a letter, as a declaration of 
national principle. 

In the President's eloquent message of 
January 6, 1941, one of the most noble 
speeches to which anyone ever listened, 
the President spoke of four freedoms 
which he wished to make secure through
out the world-first, freedom of speech 
and of expression; second, freedom of 
worship; third, freedom from want; and 
fourth, freedom from fear. 

Those are noble concepts, which must 
stir every honest heart; but in my opin
ion, contrary to the opinion of the distin
guished Senator from Florida [Mr. 
PEPPER], we can best serve not only our
selves but humanity in the whole world, 
by establishing and safeguarding those 
freedoms in our own country, rather than 
by fantastic evangelism in India, Singa
pore, Dakar, or Addis Ababa. 

Already, despite the fact that the Con
gress has authorized no censorship in this 
country, and in spite of the fact that the 
President of the United States has speci
fically repudiated any idea of censorship 
or restriction of free speech, we have 
various indications of how grudgingly the 
right of free speech and expression-the 
:first of the four great freedoms enunci
ated by the President himself in his 
annual message of this year-is still being 
repudiated in this country. The action 
of the President himself and Mrs. Roose
velt in trying to smear such a distin
guished American citizen as Colonel 
Lindbergh, and the action of the Presi
dent himself in refusing a commission 
to Gen. Hugh Johnson, one of the most 
distinguished and useful officers in the 
United States Army in the last war, and 
in the opinion of the War Department 
prospectively one of the most useful and 
distinguished officers if a new war should 
develop, are necessarily attended with a 
restriction of free speech. In other parts 
of the country other indications of the 
same thing have been suggested, at least. 

In the city of Miami, Fla., in the State 
represented in part by the Senator who 
just addressed us, in the city of Miami, 
Fla~. as I say, it is announced that the 
charter granted to the America First 
Committee by Circuit Judge ~rammell, 
who I am ashamed to say is a brother of 
our late coileague, who was dear to so 
many of us i r this body, is now proposed 
to be revoked by Judge Trammell on some 
technical ground relating to the number. 
of directors provided for in the charter, 
which he claims do not conform to Flor
Jda law. They did conform to Florida 
law, apparently, by the same number of 
directors on March 28 when he granted 
the charter. Of course, that is simply an 
attempt at restriction of that blessed 
freedom, free speech, referred to by the 
President in his current annual message. 
The eminent judge says nothing of his 
ignorance or his incompetence or his 
.venality which led him to grant on March 
~8 the charter which he now says is 
illegal. 
. But, even worse, the City Council of the 
City of .Miami has now determined oftl
cia1ly, regarding a request for permission 
to hold a patriotic meeting in the city of 

Miami, to be held in the Bay Front Park, 
or whatever the name of it is, and to be 
addressed by one of the most distin
guished men in the United States, a man 
whose honesty, integrity, ability, and pa
triotism are utterly beyond question, Gov. 
Philip La Follette, of Wisconsin, the 
brother of one of our most beloved and 
distinguishP.d colleagues, shall not be 
permitted. It is now decreed in the true 
Hitlerian style that the meeting cannot 
be permitted by the august City Council 
of the City of Miami unless some proof 
is made to the city management that this 
great organization, the America First 
Committee, whose roster contains some 
of the greate~t names in all America, the 
names of many mer.~ who have honorably 
and gloriously worn the uniform of the 
United States in time of war, instead of 
being warmongers in time of peace, is not 
a subversive organization, and unless in 
addition Governor La Follette, three 
times the Governor of the great State of 
Wisconsin, a man whose record is an 
honor to his State and to the great family 
to which he belongs, submits in advance 
a copy of hls speech, to be censored by 
the city manager of the city of Miami, 
and then submits it to the City Council 
of the City of Miami for its approval. 
· Mr. President, it seems to me that such 
activities in this country are a long way 
from guaranteeing the freedom of speech 
in China, Manchukuo, Siam, Iraq, Iran, 
Dakar, and other parts of Africa and 
throughout the world. It seems to me 
that we had better look out for our rights 
at home before we start to enforce those 
freedoms around the world. 

Mr. President, I said at the inception 
of my remarks-and I am glad to see 
that the Senator from Florida has now 
returned-that the Senator asked so 
many questions to which he declined to 
have an answer that I would not be able 
to answer them until I had had a chance 
to read them in the REcORD. I do wish, 
however, to call attention again to the 
fact that, in view of the solemn pledges 
repeatedly made to the American people 
by the President of the United States as 
a solemn consideration for his reelec
tion, the statements of the Senator from 
Florida today criticizing the lack of lead
ership in this country, criticizing the 
-fact that we are not already convoying, 
criticizing the fact that we are not al
ready occupying points around the 
world, seem to me to be a direct attack 
on the pledges made by the President of 
the United States_ in the last election, 
and also by his principal opponent, and 
by the two great parties which supported 
either or both of them. 

Incidentally, before he started his 
speech, the Senator from Florida saw 
me reading the Washington Star, and he 
asked me not to comment on the things 
that were in his speech in that news
paper before he had a chance to make 
the speech. This was before he started 
his speech. I complied with his request. 
I merely asked the Senator to allow me 
to answer some of the questions which 
he asked the Senate and which he chal· 
lenged any Member of this body to get 
.up and answer. · I note one -difference · 
between the speech as printed in the 
Washington newspapers and as delivered 

on the floor of the Senate. In his speech 
as printed in the Washington Daily 
News, he proposed not only to occupy 
Dakar, the Azores, the Canaries, the 
Cape Verde Islands, Greenland, and Ice
land, but also Singapore. Singapore was 
left out of his pretensions in his remarks 
in the Senate. Mr. President, it seems 
to me that any such declaration, any 
such criticism of the failure of the 
United States Government during the 
year, or nearly a year, since the Senator 
from Florida declared in this body in 
favor of Hitlerism and dictatorship to 
carry out that policy, must necessarily 
involve a very severe criticism of the 
President of the United States. It in
volves an attack on that President who 
appealed to the people and who was sus
tained by the people on his refusal to 
engage in such a policy, and of every 
Member of the Senate and of the House 
of Representatives of the United States 
who has been or who now is opposed to 
·such a policy, and on everyone in the 
United States who is opposed to it. 

Well, the Senator is prepared for that, 
too. Recently he made a speech down in 
Nashville; and today he referred, in that 
connection, to attending the shrine at 
the Hermitage, as many of us have done, 
and as I never lose an opportunity to do 
even if I have to travel many miles in 
order to do so. At that time the Senator 
from Florida declared for a purge. He 
did not say a bloody purge. Hitler and 
Stalin did not say a bloody purge until 
they had accomplished it. As I read in 
the public press, the Senator from Florida 
declared for a purge of those who dis
agreed with his views. I do not know 
what he means by a purge. I understand 
that a gang of women down in Oklahoma 
recently declared that they were in favor 
of putting into a concentration camp 
every Member of the Senate and House 
of Representatives of the United States 
who is opposed to taking the United 
States into war. As far as I am con
cerned, Mr. President, I am perfectly 
willing to run that risk. No suggestion 
of that sort will deter me from standing 
on this floor and expressing my views 
as I understand them to be patriotic, well
considered views for the safety and ·well
being of this Nation. When the Senator 
from Florida, or anyone else, talks about 
a purge of those who disagree with his 
views, it is not only a criticism and at
tack upon those of us who happen to be 
alive and disagree with his views, but it 
is an attack upon the very foundations 
and founders of our Republic. That is 
an attack upon the wisdom, the courage, 
and the sacriflces of the men and women 
who formed this Republic and who sent 
down to us as a precious heritage the life 
estate and liberties which we have no 
right to give away. 
~r. PEPPER. Mr. President, I merely 

·desire to say that Senators will know, of 
course, that neither my colleague nor I 
has had anything to do with what might 
have been done relative to the proposed 
speech of Governor La Follette in a city 
of our State. I think our colleagues, 
however, know my colleague and me well 
enough to · believe that-· while we· prob
ably would not agree-at least; I would 
·not agree, probably-with what Governor 
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La Follette might say in his speech, I 
would defend his right to say it, as I 
would defend the right of anyone else to 
give expression to his views. 

I am sorry that the authorities, if the 
report is accurate, took the stand they 
did take. I did say to a newspaperman 
who called me last night, as I notified 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] 
today before his address, that I would 
arrange in my own home town, Which 
is the capital of my State, where I 
thought I knew the municipal authori
ties well enough to address them, that if 
Governor La Follette cared to make a 
speech in the capital of my State, in my 
home city, I would take the responsi
bility of seeing that he had both the 
opportunity and the audience. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. PEPPER. Certainly. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am very 

glad, ind~ed, to bear witness to the fact 
that I discussed that matter with the 
Senator from Florida before he took the 
fioor today, and · he made exactly that 
statement to me. 

TREASURY AND POST OFFICE 
APPROPRIATIONS 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill <H. R. 3205) making appro
priations for the Treasury and Post omce 
Departments for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1942, and for other purposes. 

Mr. TYDINGS obtained the fioorr 
Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? 
Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. McCARRAN. If the Senator is 

about to address himself to the bill now 
before the Senate, I wonder if he would 
care to yield to me now that I might 
present an amendnuint, which, I think, 
will not take very long? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I can say to the Sena
tor that I hiwe no objection, but I under
stand that a point of order will be made, 
not by me but by some other Senator, 
which will bring on some debate. I have 
waited pretty long, ever since 12 o'clock, 
and I do not feel that I can justly yield 
again. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I may say, in re
spect to the point of order, that I have 
given notice in writing under the rule of 
a motion to suspend the rule in order 
that the amendment might be con-
sidered. .... 

Mr. TYDINGS. I think, however, if 
the Senator will allow us to go ahead, 
that · his amendment will probably be 
adopted with more ease and facility than 
if we were to consider it now. I think I 
am well advised as to that. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I may say to the 
Senator from Maryland that I know 
what takes place after a keen Senate 
debate. My amendment would be for
gotten, and would not even be considered. 
It will take but a minute or so to consider 
it. If it should take more than 5 min
utes, I would then consent that it go 
over. 

Mr. TYDINGS. The point is, how
ever, we c;ould not get back to where we 
are now if it should take more than 5 
minutes. 

Mr. McCARRAN. If there is any ob
jection to suspending the rule in accord-

ance with the notice I have given, a dif
ferent situation would be presented. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, under the 
rules of the Appropriations Committee, 
I should be obliged to make the point of 
order against the proposed amendment, 
as it would be plainly legislation on an 
appropriation bill--

Mr. McCARRAN. That is correct. 
1\f'r. GLASS. Since I told the Senator 

that, I have here a letter from the Post
master General opposing the amend
ment, and, therefore, it will take more 
than 5 minutes to dispose of the matter. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Very well. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I do 

not wish to be discourteous to my friend 
from Nevada, but I think in view of the 
statement of the chairman of the com
mittee; he will understand that if his 
amendment were allowed to come up 
now it would take more than 5 minutes, 
and, under the circumstances, I do not 
feel that I can yield. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Sen
ator will permit, the Chair will a.sk the 
clerk to state the pending amendment. 

The LEGISLATIVE' CLERK. On page 51, 
at the beginning of line 7, it is proposed 
to strike out "$15,477,831", and insert 
"$16,693,831." 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I hope 
Members of the Senate who are present 
and who are interested in this item will 
give me their attention for a very brief 
period, so that I may review the op:Posi
tion side of this case. I shall try to be 
as brief as a considered review of the 
position will permit. · 

First of all, what are the naked facts 
in the case? About 2 years ago Pan 
American Airways secured permission 
and financial help from the Government 
of the United States to fiy planes for the 
first time across the Atlantic Ocean on 
regular schedules carrying mail and pas
sengers. That service is not yet 2 years 
old. It was a tremendous adventure in 
the field of aviation, involving about 24% 
hours on the westward fiight and about 
20 hours on the eastward fiight. As I 
have said, this venture is less than- 2 
years old; and even when permission and 
money were first granted, many of us in 
this body doubted the wisdom of it, feel
ing that perhaps aviation had not ad
vanced sufficiently far as yet for regular 
trans-Atlantic flights on a daily or a 

. weekly schedule. 
I have heard, in the course of this de

bate, considerable sophistry-and I use 
the word advisedly-in connection with 
so-called monopoly. It is contended 
that Pan American Airways has a 
monopoly across the Atlantic between 
this country and Lisbon, Portugal, and 
that monopoly is a terrible thing. There
fore, because a monopoly is bad-and I 
agree with that generality-we should 
have competition on this route. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President-
Mr. TYDINGS. Let me finish this re

cital, and then I will yield to the Senator. 
All that looks rosy, does it not? But the 
method by which this monopoly is to 
be eliminated is another question. I now 
yield to the Senator. 

Mr. NORRIS. I am at a little loss to 
know just what the amendment is. I 
heard the clerk read it, but before I could 
turn to the page the Se~ato! from Mary-

land had proceeded; I think it would be 
advantageous to all of us if we knew 
concretely just what is the amendment 
the Senator is talking about. 

Mr. TYDINGS. The amendment is in 
the second paragraph on page 51. The 
House passed the bill with the amount 
$15,477,831 in it; the Senate committee 
proposes to amend that by raising the 
amount to $16,693,831. 

Mr. NORRIS. I thank the Senator. 
Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 
Mr. TYDINGS. Let me finish. I will 

yield liberally, but let me, first of all, 
finish the idea; then I will yield. I can
not express it half way, and then argue 
with any degree of fluidity. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I merely wish to state 
the fact that the amount of money car
ried in the bill is $416,000 for Pan· Amer
ican and $800,000 for the American Ex:
port Lines. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I want to be cour
teous, and I also want to be fair to the 
opposition. 

What is the method by which this 
monopoly-and that is what it is-is to 
have competition? Let us see who is the 
applicant for this competition. It is a 
steamship line-the American Export 
Line, a very successful shipping company 
that operates steamships between Amer
ica and Lisbon, Portugal. That steam
ship company owns entirely American 
Export Airlines, and that steamship com
pany, which now operates on the bosom 
of the ocean between the United States 
and Lisbon, wants likewise to operate in 
the air between the United States and 
Lisbon. 

How much of the traffic between the 
United States and Lisbon does the steam
ship company now have, and how much 
does Pan American Airways have? The 
steamship company already has 70 per
cent of the traffic between the United 
States and Lisbon, Portugal. Pan Ameri
can Airways has less than 30 percent of 
the traffic between the United States and 
Portugal. So, in the event the steamship 
company, which already carries 70 per
cent of the traffic, 1s also able to obtain a 
license to operate in the air and share the 
remaining 30 percent of the traffic with 
Pan American Airways, the steamship 
company, which already has over half of 
it, will have 85 percent of it, and Pan 
American will have 15 percent. That is 
the method by which we are going to get 
rid of monopoly. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Will the Senator yield 
for a statement of fact? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Very well. 
Mr. HAYDEN. If Pan American has 

four trips a week and the American 
Export Lines has one, the American Ex
port Lines would get one-fifth of the 
business and not one-half, as stated by 
the Senator. That is obvious. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I do not agree with 
that statement because by the testi
mony-and I will state the page, if it is 
desired-the Export Lines have ordered 
three planes, and they state frankly that 
they are going to put all three of those 
planes on, and, as Pan American now 
only has three plane·s on three trips a 
week, it would be a 50-50 proposition. 
But whether it be one plane or three 
planes, what avails all this talk about 
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monopoly when the steamship- line al
ready has 70 percent and when the only 1 

competition it has is from Pan American, 
and that is to be whittled down so that 
it will have· as much in the air as Pan 
American has while enjoying all the 
traffic· on the bosom of the ocean? 

Mr. CLARK of Idaho. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? · 

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. CLARK of Idaho. Of course, 

"n10nopoly" is a relative term. The Sen
ator from Maryland said that Pan Ameri7 
can had a monopoly. In the sens!! that 
they are the sole operators in their field 
. so far as American lines are concerned, 
that is doubtless true. But there are 
monopolies and monopolies; are there 
not? 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is true. 
Mr. -CLARK of Idaho. Lindbergh had 

a monopoly on flying the Atlantic alone, 
because he was the only man who would 
do it. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is true. 
Mr. CLARK of Idaho. Originally it 

was said to be impossible to fly the Andes. 
Pan American did it, so they had a mo
nopoly on flying the Andes. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is true. 
Mr. CLARK of Idaho. It was said to 

be impossible to fly the Pacific; but Pan 
American did it, and they had a monop
oly on the Pacific. So this monopoly has 
grown up, I think perhaps not in the way 
that monopolies ordinarily grow up, by 
financial manipulation, but by doing 
something that nobody else would do. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is true; and Pan 
American has been doing that for less 
than 2 years, and it has hardly proved 
the success of the ven_ture, and is not 
making any money, as I shall show in 
a very few moments. It is not being 
paid as much as the sale of trans-Atlantic 
airmail stamps put-s into the Treasury of 
the United states. It is losing money 
this instant; and after its backers have 
spent millions, and exhibited a high de
gree of courage and vision and foresight 
in promoting the trade of this country, 
when they have hardly established the 
success of the venture a concern which 
already has 70 percent of the traffic comes 
in and wants to share the remaining 30 
percent with Pan American Airways; and 
always · Pan American is called a mo
nopoly! 

Senators, if you vote this amendment 
into the bill what you will do will be to 
drive Pan American o:ff the air lines be
tween here and Portugal, and make Ex
port Steamship and Export Airlines the 
one service operating there-a steamship 
company which already has a construc
tion subsidy from the Government of the 
United States, which already has a mail 
subsidy from the Government of the 
United States on the water, and now will 
have its third subsidy by having a mail 
subsidy in the air between this country 
and Portugal. 

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

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield to the Senator 
from Delaware. 

Mr. HUGHES. Did I correctly under
stand the Senator to say that if this 
amendment should be adopted, the air 
line which now has the route to Portugal 
would go o:ff the route ~nd give it up?_ 

- Mr. TYDINGS. If the amendment is 
adopted it will put the Export Steamship 
Co. both on the ocean and in the air, and 
will dr-ive Pan American o:ff the air route, 
in my opinion, because they are already 
losing money on this run. 

Mr. HUGHES. Does the Senator 
think they will abandon it, or go some-
whe!'e else? · 
. Mr. TYDINGS. They will have to do 
so, and I shall show the Senator why in 
a moment. They are already $1,900,000 
in arrears. Why are they in arrears? 
Because this is a two-way service. Our 
Government pays them for tg,king the 
mail from this country to Portugal, but 
foJ.·eign governments pay them for bring
ing the mail from the foreign countries 
to the United States, and Pan American 
has ·one million nine hundred thousand 
and some odd dollars owing to it in 
arrearages. Some of those arrearages 
are 21 months old, scme 18 months· old, 
some 15 months old, some 14 months old. 
Th~y are owed to Pan American by coun
tries such as Germany and France and 
Norway and Rumania and Hungary. Do 
you think Pan American will be paid 
those arrearages? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator permit me to question the accu
racy of his figures? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I will. 
Mr. HAYDEN. The .figures the Sen

ator gave were those submitted by Mr. 
Trippe some months ago. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes. · 
Mr. HAYDEN. The situation today is 

that the $1,900,000 the Senator men
tioned has been reduced to $412,000. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is true only be
cause, under a special act of Congress, 
the Post Office Department ·makes yearly 
loans to Pan American Airways to tide 
them over this very period. 

Mr. HAYDEN. No. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Has Germany paid? 
Mr. IrA YDEN. Yes. 
Mr. TYDINGS. When? 
Mr. HAYDEN. I have the figures here. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Give me the date. 
Mr. HAYDEN. I will give the Senator 

the date. As of today-·-
Mr. TYDINGS. Where did the Sen

ator get his figures? 
Mr. HAYDEN. I got them from the 

Post Office Department this morning. 
Mr. TYDINGS. When did Germany 

pay? 
Mr. HAYDEN. At the time the figures 

were put in the record Germany owed 
Pan American $532,000. That has been 
reduced to $149,000. 

Great Britain owed $739,000, which has 
been reduced to $266,000. 

France owed $226,000, -and it has been 
reduced to $28,000. 

Italy owed $228,000. It has been re
duced to $90,000. 

Tho.se arrearages are being collected. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Very well. . What is 

the amount still owing? 
Mr. HAYDEN. The amount still ow

ing is $412,000. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I do not concede that 

the Senator from Arizona has pictured 
the matter as I understand it; but, even 
if he has, if he will take that deficit and 
apply it to Pan American's outgo and 
income, he will find that they are not 
ptaking any money on the run, and that 

the amount of money that .is still owing 
probably will not be collected; and their 
loss will be accentuated by the disap
pearance of what is now carried as a 
potential asset, but which, in my judg
ment, is not collectible. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Will the Senator con
cede that as the money accrues, under a 
special act of Congress advances are made 
to Pan American? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Only for· a year. 
Mr. HAYDEN. For a year. 
Mr. TYDINGS. As a loan. 
Mr. HAYDEN. As a loan. 
Mr. TYDINGS. At the end of the year 

Pan American has to pay it back . 
Mr. HAYDEN. The record now made 

is that Pan American will not have to 
pay back the loan. An advance was made 
to them only on the 2d of May of another 
$113,000. The testimony from . the Post 
Office Department is that these sums are 
being collected, and that Pan American 
will get all this money; and all this talk 
about their going broke because foreign 
nations are not paying is not justified by 
the record. 

I ask to have these tables incorporated 
in the RECORD. 
. There being no objection, the tables 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
Statement covering advance payments to the 

Pan American Airways Co. for westbound 
trans-Atlantic air-mail service 

Advance payments made: 
Sept. 20, 1940 _____________ $769,971.81 

Jan. 16, 1941------------- 146,818.79 
Mar. 17, 194L____________ 259,673.91 
May2, 1941--------------- 113,690.33 

1,290,154.84 

Amount of advances recovered: 
In cash__________________ 707, 466. 07 
By offset_________________ 170, 622 . 88 

878,088.95 

Amount of advance not 
yet recovered_________ 412,065.89 

Great Britain_--------------

~~:~:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Switzerland._ •• ___ -------- __ 
Spain_-----------------~----

Jan. 31, 1941 Now 

$739, 310. 57 
226, 151.18 
532,917.01 
228,800.36 
180,096. 20 
317,619.90 
67,126.46 

$266, 505. 68 
28,392. 53 

149,636.99 
90. ~29.15 
59,857.33 

142,271.17 
63,519.43 

. Mr. TYDINGS. Does the . Senator 
mean that Rumania is going to pay? 
Does he mean that Poland is gotng to 
pay? Does he mean that Greece is go
ing to pay? Does he mean that Norway 
is going to pay? Does he mean that 
Holland is going to .pay? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Rumania does not owe 
anything. Poland does not owe any
thing. The amount owed by Holland is a 
very minor amount. There is plenty of 
Dutch money impounded over here from 
which to collect it, for that matter. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Bills cannot be col
lected in that way, because the Govern
ment has impOunded money. That has 
nothing at all to do with paying Pan 
American. That is just convenient 
mt:!ntal bookkeeping. 

Mr. HAYDEN. That is · exactly the 
way the French paid up. The money 
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was taken out of French money on de-
posit in this country. . 

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator from 
Arizona at least has not denied that for 
21 :months many of these loans were 
unpaid. For 18 months in other cases 
they were unpaid. I have just finished 
reading Mr. Trippe's testimony on the 
subject. If these collections have been 
made since the testimony was taken 
three months ago, I am glad of it; but 
even if the arrearages were paid in full 
there would not be a cent of profit to 
Pan ·American on the operation of this 
line. 

Mr. HAYDEN. The testimony does 
not bear out that statement at all. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Yes, it does. If the 
Senator will remain in his seat, I shall 
prove it. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I will; but I do not 
intend to be put in a police-court argu
ment by having one Senator change the 
subject while another Senator's ques
tion is still pending. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
resent the statement of the Senator. I 
am not putting the Senator from Mary
land or anybody else in a police-court 
argument. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I refuse to yield until 
I have answered the question of the Sen
ator from Arizona. The Senator from 
Wyoming should have given me a chance 
to do that before asking if I would yield. 

We are talking about monopoly; and 
if Senators do not remember any other 
part of what I say, I hope they will at 
least remember what I am now about to 
_say. 

As I have said, American Export 
Steamship Lines own American Expor.t 
Airlines completely. American Export 
Steamship Lines have a monopoly on all 
the ocean traffic to and from Lisbon, 
Portugal, and the United States of 
. .'\merica. Some time ago, when refugees 
were coming down through Europe to 
the shores of the Mediterranean seeking 
passage on boats, when the Government 
of the United States was trying to pro
vide transportation, and was diverting 
ships so as to afford passage for refugees, 
some of whom were sure to be shot if 
they were captured, some of whom had 

· been heads of governments and were in 
flight, the United States Lines, a rival 
concern, asked Export Steamship Lines 
for permission to have certain steamers 
call at certain ports in the Mediter
ranean and at Lisbon, Portugal, in order· 
t~ transport these across the ocean. The 
matter was referred to the United States 
Maritime Commission, and the United 
States Maritime Commission said, "We 
have already given the right exclusively 
to the Export Steamship Lines to ply 
between Lisbon, Portugal, and the 
United States of America. So the 
United States Lines will have to see 
them." 

The United States Lines did see them, 
and finally Export Steamship Lines gave 
the United States Lines permission to 
send its ships, the United States Lines' 
ships, over to that locality and bring 
these people to America, and charged it 
for that right. 

American Export Lines sat in their 
offices; United States Lines furnished 
the ships; and, in round numbers, Ex
port Steamship Co. made $400,000 on the · 
deal. It sold or sublet the privilege, 
which the United States Government 
had given to Export Steamship Corpora
tion, to another company, United States 
Lines, for the privilege of running over 
this route, and now wants to share the 
remaining 30 percent of the ·business in 
the air with Pan American Airways. 

What I have just said will not be dis
puted by any Senator on this floor. It 
is beyond the realm of argument; that 
is merely cold fact. There is no con
tradiction in all the testimony about 
that. 

Now, where is the monopoly? Here is 
a concern, Export Steamship Corpora
tion, which charges another concern, in 
a moment of great international turmoil, 
for sharing this exclusive route, and it 
now wants to operate in the air and share 
the 30 percent of the remaining traffic, 
at the expense of the Treasury of the 
United States of America. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for a comment? 

Mr. TYDINGS. In a moment I will 
yield. 

I wish to say parenthetically that the 
sole investment of the owners of Export 
Steamship Lines, from the stockholders' 
standpoint, is $600; that is all-not 
$6,000, not $6,000,000, not $60,000, but 
$600. Last year the profits of the steam
ship company were $6,000,000, on a $600 
investment. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, in that con
nection, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. TYDINGS. In a moment. And 
of that profit, $1,200,000 came out of the 
Treasury of the United States, to the 
Export Steamship Lines, as a subsidy. 

I yield to the Senator from Oregon 
first. 

Mr, HOLMAN. Mr. President, I have 
been authoritatively advised that the Ex
port Steamship Lines sold passage to 
10,000 aliens, to the exclusion of Ameri
can citizens who were in Portugal seeking 
passage to their homes in the United 
States, and that this practice was not 
reformed until the State Department in
sisted upon the cancelation of such book
ings. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I wish to correct a 
statement I made a moment ago, which 
the Senator from South Dakota has called 
to my attention. I stated that 70 per
cent of the traffic was now in the posses
sion of the Export Steamship Co. and 
30 percent was in the possession of the 
Pan American Airways. I was wrong. 
That was true as to 70 percent of the 
mail and passenger traffic, but all the 
freight traffic is in the hands of American 
Export Air Lines. It is only the passen
ger and the mail traffic that remains, 
and of that the Export people have 70 
percent and the company which I am 
attempting to defend, in a sense, only the 
remaining 30 percent. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, will the Sen
ator yield? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. NYE. I should like to inquire of 

the Senator from Maryland, if this con
tract should be awarded to the Export 

Line, would it lie_ within the power of the 
Export Line to cover any losses in the 
transportation of mail by air, by resort 
to their profits from their steamship 
operati'bns? 

Mr. TYDINGS. The question is 
whether we should permit a steamship 
company to own a subsidiary air line, be
cause it would be possible, were that air 
line in competition with other air lines, 
to take a loss on the operation of the air 
line and make that loss good out of the 
revenues of the steamship company until 
they stifled the competition of the rival 
air line, which had no well of money of 
that kind, in which case they would have 
a complete monopoly on the ocean and in 
the air. Yet we are asked to determine 
a policy of that kind without adequate 
hearings, in the consideration of an ap
propriation bill, without any authoriza"! 
tion of Congress specifically dealing with 
the matter. 

Now I yield to the Senator from Wyo
ming. I could not yield before, but I 
yield to him now. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I thank the Sena
tor. My inquiry was intended to be di
rected to the subject he was attempting 
to develop. The Senator has undertaken 
to say that the Pan American Co. has 
been operating at a loss. Let me say, 
first, that when I speak upon this sub
ject I do not do so as an advocate of the 
American Export Lines or as an opponent 
of the Pan American, but simply in be
half of what I conceive to be the best 
interests of the people of the country. 

The Senator has said that Pan Ameri
can is operating at a loss. In the twelfth 
annual report of the Pan American Lines, 
submitted by Mr. Trippe to the stock
holders of Pan American, he declared that 
the trans-Atlantic line was being oper
ated at a profit. 

On the 1st of May this year the New 
York Herald-Tribune published a story 
having to do with the fourteenth annual 
report of the Pan American. If the 
Senator will bear with me I will read the 
first two sentences: 

New records for earnings and services were 
established in 1940 by Pan American Airways 
Corporation in spite of the handicaps of dis
turbed world conditions and enhanced com
petition from European lines in South Amer
ica, J. T. Trippe, president and general 
manager, disclosed in the thirteenth annual 
report, issued yesterday. 

Net income, after taxes and so forth for 
1940, was $2,256,318, equal to $1.19Y:z each on 
1,887,355 capital shares outstanding. Net for 
1939 was $1,984,438. 

My question to the able Senator from 
Maryland is, if Mr. Trippe testified in his 
annual report to his stockholders on the 
30th of April 1941 that the net income 
of Pan American Lines was greater in 
1940 than it was in 1939, and that in 1939 
it was almost $2,000,000, how does the 
Senator contend that the line is operating 
at a loss? 

Mr. TYDINGS. What the Senator 
says is eminently true, but the Senator 
did not grasp what I was attempting to 
say. What the Senator has read are -~he 
figures for Pan American operations all 
over the world. What I am talking about 
are the operations of Pan American 
across the Atlantic Ocean. It i~ quite 
true--
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Mr. O'MAHONEY. Will the Senator 

· yield? · 
Mr. TYDINGS. As soon as I finish 

this thought I will yield. It is quite true 
that last year Pan American made about 
$2,000,000. It is also true that in recent 
years the highest dividend they have 
paid is 2% percent, which is not a large 
earning, considering the adventure, de
preciation, eventual loss, and th~ condi-

. tion of the world. They have paid divi
dends of only 2% percent; that is all. 
Naturally people are traveling more and 
more in the air, and the company is now 
working toward the day when it can pay 
larger dividends than 2% percent; but 
it has not yet reached that point. 

I think that, as aviation expands and 
as revenues increase over expenses, what 

· we will have to do will be to cut out the 
subsidy and not allow Pan American to 
make great profits. But until it is shown 
that by efficient operation they can make 
more than 2% percent for the stock
holders, I do not see how we can cut 
them down, unless we want to wipe out 
what they have done. Now I yield to the 
Senator. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The Senator is 
making a very excellent and gener
ous statement, but I doubt very much 
whether what he states would reflect the 
attitude of Pan American. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I doubt it, too; but I 
am not working here for Pan American, 
I am making this fight for the taxpayers 
of the United States of America. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. That is what we 
are all doing. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Certainly. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. Let me ask the 

Senator how it comes about that the 
president of the Pan American in his 
annual report for 1939 announced to his 
stockholders that the trans-Atlantic line 
was making a profit? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I did not see that. I 
should be grateful if the Senator would 
read it. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. It is in the thir
teenth annual report. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I have that report 
on my desk. 

Let me say that in answer to direct 
questions in the Senate committee hear
ings, which I cannot turn to immedi
ately, the president of Pan American, 
who came before us, did not testify that 
his company had a profit. On the con
trary, he said unless it could collect all 
the money that was owing to it the com
pany would have a very serious loss. If 
the Senator will remember-! think he 
was present on the occasion to which I 
refer-it was testified that Pan Ameri
can was setting up a reserve taken from 
the profits of its other companies as a 
cushion against a large part of the pos
sible loss which it would incur if more 
governments fell by the wayside or re
fused to pay; that it would show in its 
statement on paper possibly a very small 
profit, hardly more than enough to pay 
operating expenses, assuming it got the 
money, but if it did not the company 
would have to go out of business, unless 
the other companies could chip in 
enough to tide it over and bring it up 
to the lifeline level again. The Senator 
recalls that, I am sure. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. · The Senator from . 
Wyoming recalls the testimony very 
well, and he also recalls that the 
changed aspect of things, from the re
port of 1939 until the' date of the testi
mony, was brought about by counting 
as a loss the entire amount of for~ign 
mail paid for, although that amount had 
been advanced by the Federal Govern
ment. Representatives of the Post Office 
Department testified at the hearing that 
the Post Office Department believes the 
sums to be collectible, and the evidence 
already brought before the Senate this 
afternoon by the Senator from Arizona 
[Mr. HAYDEN] indicates that they are 
collectible. Furthermore, it was also 
clear in the hearings, as the Senator 
from Wyoming recalls-

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator is not 
asking me a question now. He is merely 
making a speech in my time. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I acknowledge 
that. I do not want to interrupt the 
Senator's speech. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I cannot make much 
of an argument if too lengthy state
ments are put into it. I do not say they 
are made by design, but they are very 
effective in destroying the logic or con
tinuity of a statement. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President
Mr. TYDINGS. Just a moment. Now 

that the point has been raised, I hold 
in my hand some figures which I my
self gathered from the testimony. I 
have not marked the page, I am sorry 
to say, but these are the figures: Pan 
American receives 40 percent of its reve
nue from carrying the mail east over the 
ocean; it receives 40 percent of its reve
nue from carrying the mail over the 
ocean in the opposite direction, and 20 
percent of its revenue by carrying pas~ 
sengers. So if it were to lose the $400,000 
or $500,000 or $600,000, some of which has 
been owing for 21 months, some for 18 
months, some for 15 months, and some 
for 13 months, it would lose a substan
tial part of the return revenues for bring
ing the mail from the other side to this 
country, which amounts, in all, to about 
40 percent of the total revenue Pan 
American receives. So I do not believe 
it would be wise or good business to as
sume, merely because Pan American has 
been paid something on account by some 
foreign governments, that many of these 
bills will be paid in full. In my honest 
and deliberate judgment, and after lis
tening to all sides of this case, I am con
fident that many hundred thousand dol
lars now owing to Pan American will 
never be paid. In the very nature of 
things they could not be paid until many 
years in the future, and only a supreme 
optimist would carry those assets as im
mediately recoverable. 

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

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. WILEY. I take it . that on the 

point of monopoly upon which the Sena
tor has been speaking, there is also to 
be brought into the picture 'the fact that 
the steamship company which now wants 
to get into the field of aeronaut.ic5 is also 
controlled by a great banking house of 
this country? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I am coming to that 
if I have a chance, and also to indicate 
how $600 was run up to $6,000,000 at the 
expense of the Government. Certainly 
whatever Pan American has gotten from 
the Government has not been through 
any sort of high finance, as harpened 
in the other case. 

Mr. HAYDEN rose. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I want to conclude 

this point, and then I shall yield to the 
Senator from Arizona. As I said a mo
ment ago, when United States Lines 
asked American Export Lines for the 
privilege of sending many of its larger 
liners · to Europe to bring passengers 
back, many of them American citizens, 
American Export Lines would not per
mit the rival line to go over there until 
it was paid liberally for it, even though 
American Export Lines itself could not 
furnish the service. 

In order that Senators may see the 
picture as it was, let me quote from the 
testimony of Admiral Land, the Chair
man of the United States Maritime Com
mission, before the Appropriations Com
mittee: 

Senator TYDINGs. Senator, may I inter
rupt? Would I divert . you a minute if I 
would ask the admiral, as I know every 
member of the committee would want to 
hear it, if it is true that on this particular 
run where this concern now has a monopoly, 
so-called, it has been necessary to take the 
ships of other lines from time to time, in 
order to relieve refugee congestion, et cetera? 

Admiral LAND. If you go back far enough, 
that is true. If you go back to the days be
fore the -Mediterranean was closed, you gen
tlemen will remember that United States 
Lines went into Genoa. There was a deal 
made between United States Lines and 
American Export, one of them being de
scribed as in the driver's seat. It was a 
pretty tough deal, but when it came before 
the Commission, we approved it just the 
same as if you two were private citizens 
and made a deal, and God knows if you are 
satisfied, there isn't any use of us crying 
our necks off because you got a trimming. 
But the financial part of that-

Senator TYDINGS (interposing). I thought 
the committee would be interested ln bear
ing when the other line went on to relieve 
the very serious dangers to some of our 
citizens and friends there and what the 
Export Line imposed on the relieving com
pany. 

Admiral LAND. Those were normal trading 
conditions in which the boy who was in 
the driver's seat drove as hard a bargain as 
he could. 

Senators, mark this: 
Senator BAILEY. And he made them pay 

$100,000 for the privilege. 
Admiral LAND. I have the results of 11 

voyages. Net profit after overhead, deprecia
tion, and interest, $902,140.52; distribution of 
net profit: United States Lines Co., $476,-
895.81; American Export Lines, Inc., $382,-
750.14; and American President Lines, Ltd., 
$42,494.57. 

Senator BAILEY. Who paid that? 
Admiral LAND. They paid it themselves. 

The first thing, Senator, is $902,140.52. That 
is the over-aU figure. Distribution is in three 
parts. 

Senator BAILEY. Let us see the distribution. 
Admiral LAND. United States Lines, $475, .. 

000; American Export, $382,000, and Amerl .. 
can President Lines, $42,000. 
· Senator DAvis. What line? 

Admiral LAND. American President. 
Senator BAILEY. The Export people go\ 

$382,000 for doi:ng nothing. 
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Senator TYDINGS. They sold the privilege 

which the Government gave them. They 
sublet the privilege which the Government 
gave them for a consideration. 

Senator BAILEY. It was a Government priv
Uege. 

Senator TYDINGS. I would not call that a 
monopoly at all; I would call it a double. 
monopoly. 

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

Mr. TYDINGS. I shall be glad to 
yield in a moment. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Will the Senator read 
a few more lines? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, as a 
matter of absolute justice and fairness; 
as a matter of right or wrong, does this 
company come into court with clean 
hands? Does it seek to do equity? Does 
it ask for itself something which it is will
ing to concede to others? 

When the United States Lines wanted 
to go on the route of American Export 
Lines in an hour of life-and-death strug
gle for many of our own citizens, Ameri
can Export Lines exacted a tribute of 
some $400,000 for the privilege of bring
ing our own citizens back to these shores. 
That is what happened when the United 
States Government wanted some other 
ships to go on the line on which Ameri
can Export Lines held the contracts for 
carrying the mail. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President--
Mr. TYDINGS. Just a moment. Now, 

it says, while still retaining that right 
without any interference from a rival 
line, that it wants to operate in the air 
and without paying anything, take half 
of the remaining 30 percent of the mail 
business, so that it will have 85 percent all 
told; leaving to Pan American, the pio
neer, the one which dared and made all 
the investment and made good, but 15 
percent to live on. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President-
Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. HAYDEN. Let me read a contin

uation of the testimony of Admiral Land, 
immediately following what the Senator 
read. Admiral Land said: 

Let us be fair to these people. You are 
coming back to Senator White's question. 
They have an approved line, route, and serv
ice, an approved operator on that; approved 
by law and approved by the Commission. 

Mr. TYDINGS. So has Pan American. 
Mr. HAYDEN. Admiral Land con

tinued: 
Now, then, United States Lines comes horn

lug in through circumstances beyond their 
control or yours or mine; in other words, the 
"black-out," and they ask for the privilege of 
going on here. To my mind they ought to pay 
something for the privilege. Whether they 
pay too much or too little, if it came to the 
Commission we would settle it to the best 
of our quasi-judicial capacity. If it didn't 
come to the Commission, it would be settled 
outside. Those were the results. Now, who 
got the trimming? 

Nobody got any "trimming." They 
all made money. That is the testimony. 

Mr. TYDINGS. According to the logic 
of my friend from Arizona, why should 
not American Export Lines pay Pan 
American when it shares the line in the 
air? Pan American has a so-called 
monopoly. It has the same right in the 
air that American Export Lines has on 

the water. Why should we make fish of 
one and fowl of the other? If it be right 
in one case, why is it not right in the 
other? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Because the Pan 
American Line is in Lisbon by the acci
dent of the war. That is not a part of 
its route. 

Mr. TYDINGS. It is there by the acci
dent of the permission of the Government 
of the United States, just as the Amer
ican Export Steamship Line is there. 

Mr. HAYDEN. But it was not granted 
an exclusive privilege. 

Mr. TYDINGS. It was granted just 
as much of an exclusive privilege as was 
American Export Lines. It could be re
voked tomorrow morning. The Mari
time Commission can take back any such 
privileges. 

Mr. HAYDEN. If it does, it will give 
an exclusive right to somebody else. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I come back to the 
same position. The Senator from Ari
zona, in opening the debate, over and 
over and over again decried the monopoly 
that Pan American has in the air, while 
failing to disclose that Pan American 
carries only 30 percent of the mail, and 
that the rival concern, which seeks to 
obtain dual rights in the air, already 
carries 70 percent of the mail on the 
bosom of the ocean. 

If the proposed arrangement should 
be consummated the business would be 
shared and the 70 percent, together with 
the 15' percent in the air, would give 
the American Export Steamship and 
Air Lines 85 percent of all the traffic, 
leaving 15 percent to Pan American. I 
shall not take the time to show how 
much that would cost Pan American, 
but I am fairly honest and conservative, 
if I am not convincing, when I say that 
Pan American cannot survive financially 
if this traffic is divided with any other 
line. There is not enough traffic there 
to support two lines. I give my solemn 
word that it is not there. I shall not 

· bore the Senate with a mass of figures, 
because Senators would only go to sleep 
if I should attempt to show the situa
tion by charts. I do not like to use that 
sort of an argument. However, Senators 
may take my word for it that there is so 
little margin of profit, if any, in the . 
present operations of Pan American Air
ways between America and Europe, that 
if we should divide the traffic we would 
put that air line out of business finan
cially unless the company wished to draw 
from other sources--credit or what not-
sufficient to keep it going at a loss. 

Mr. McCARRAN and Mr. NYE ad
dressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Maryland yield, and 
if so to whom? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield first to the 
Senator from Nevada, and then I shall 
be glad to yield to the Senator from North 
Dakota. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President, I 
wish to comment on the statement made 
by the Senator from Maryland that !lOt 
only could Pan American not continue, 
but neither line would continue. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct. 
Mr. McCARRAN. Both would go out 

of business, and we should yield to for-

eign countries and let them take over · 
the business. That is proved by the his
tory of the past. Great Britain had two 
lines running from Great Britain to the 
American continent. France had two 
lines, and Japan had three lines. Today 
they are waiting for an opportunity to 
bring those very lines into existence 
again. The moment they do so, we shall 
have competition not only between two 
American lines, but the two American 
lines will be competing against the for
eign lines, which will destroy our lines 
and give the whole advantage to the for
eign systems. I wish to emphasize what 
the Senator from Maryland says, that 
there is not ·enough traffic in the situa
tion to warrant two lines being subsidized 
by the American Treasury. 

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator is cor
rect. There is no dispute over that state
ment. 

Mr. HAYDEN. There is a dispute. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Let me ask the Sena

tor in all candor if American Export 
Lines should put on three more trips and 
Pan American should have three trips, 
making six trips all told, would there be 
enough business to return each of them a 
profit on the operation of the air lines 
alone? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Now--
Mr. TYDINGS. Will the Senator 

please answer the question "Yes" or 
"No"? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I cannot answer it 
"Yes" or "No" because the question is not 
properly stated. If Pan American should 
put on four trips a week and the other 
line should put on one trip a week, the 
Post Office Department has found that 
there is business enough for both. The 
Civil Aeronautics Authority has found 

· that there is business enough for both, 
and that competition is desirable. Those 
authorities which have studied the ques
tion both find that to be the fact. They 
do not base their finding on three trips 
by one company and three by the other. 
The finding is on the basis of four trips 
by one company and one by the other. 

Mr. TYDINGS. What the Senator 
from Arizona says is true so far as it 
goes, but the Senator knows as well as 
I do that American Export Airlines have 
ordered three ships. Their representa
tives have very frankly testified that they 
want to put on the other two as fast as 
they can get them. They want to oper
ate all three ships. 

Mr. HAYDEN. No. The testimony is 
that one ship would be held in reserve, 
one would go one way each week, and the 
other would go the other way. That is 
all there is to it. There would be one trip 
a week. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Every Senator old 
enough to wear long pants knows that 
they are not going into this business 
merely to make one trip a week. They 
want to make all the trips a week which 
the traffic will stand on the route devel
oped by Pan American. If they were 
asking for the right to open up a new 
route and to pioneer in it, and we should 
grant them that right, and Pan American 
should come in and want to take that 
route away from them, I should be stand
ing here defending them. They would 
have the right to have the benefit of their 
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service until some future development of 
aviation. 

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

Mr. TYDINGS. I shall be glad to yield 
1n a moment. 

The Senator says that American Ex..:. 
port Airlines wants to run only one trip. 
According to the testimony, one trip by 
American Export Airlines would cost the 
Treasury $29,418 a trip, while one addi
tional trip by Pan American would cost 
only $9,000 a trip. The reason for the 
difference is that Pan American already 
has the fields, the docks, the launches, 
the offices, and the handling facilities. 
So, if it should put op one more plane, 
the handling costs would be no more, 
in effect, than they would be for three 
planes. However, when a new company 
comes in it must develop all those facili
ties. So, in making only one flight ·a 
week, it is necessary to charge a higher 
rate. As the flights increase in number, 
the rate goes down. 

Greater business makes cheaper busi
ness, and that rule is applied to this 
matter; so even if they made only one 
trip, it would cost the Government about 
$800,000 or $1,000,000 more a year than 
the cost of the same service by Pan 
American. In a time when we need 
every dollar we have, when we are going 
to have a tax bill that will raise $3,500,-
000,000, when we will bleed the people 
white, in God's name are we going to put 
on their backs an unnecessary expense 
of $1 ,000,000 a year, which we do not 
have to impose and when the service al
ready being rendered can be more 
efficiently rendered the Government 
through Pan American Airways? 

I now yield to the Senator from North 
Dakota. 

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, the Senator 
has insisted that it was preposterous to 
expect that American Export Lines 
would be content with one ship a week. 
In the face of the testimony that has 
been afforded, would not the Senator be 
quite justified in anticipating that Amer
ican Export Lines will not be content 
until it has a complete monopoly on 
carrying the mail as well as on ocean
going traffic over the Atlantic? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let us have no illu
sions on the subject. Both these com
panies are in business to make money, 
Pan American no less than American 
Export Lines, and neither one of them is 
altruistic; neither one of them is think
ing primarily of such extraneous matters 
as we might call unselfish patriotism. I 
do not mean that they are not patriotic, 
but their concern is to make · money. 
Why? Because if they do not make 
money they die. The Senator is exactly 
correct. In my opinion, the ultimate 
purpose of American Export Lines-the 
steamship line-after its gets that serv
ice established, is to cut rates, force Pan 
American off the airways, increase the 
number of its own planes, and wind up 
with a 100-percent monopoly, because it 
can absorb the ·losses in the air by the 
great revenue that is derived from its 
ships. 
. Mr. NYE. Precisely. 

Mr. President, will the Senator further . 
yield? 

Mr. TYDINGS·. I yield to the Senator 
from North Dakota. 

Mr. NYE. Let me suggest to the Sen
ator that as early as 1937 American Ex
port Lines was pleading for legislation 
that would afford a complete monopoly 
on the ocean-going trade and on the air 
trade across the Atlantic. 

Let me read from the record the testi
mony that was afforded before the Com
mittee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries in the House, when there was 
pending before the House committee the 
act amending the Merchant Marine Act 
of 1936. At that time RepreEentative 
Sirovich inquired of the witness, who 
happened to be the executive vice presi
dent· of American Export Lines, as 
follows: 

Do not you think there would be a solu
tion of the maritime chaos we have today if 
Congress enacted legislation aHd wrcte into 
this bill specific regulations or instr.uctions 
to the Maritime Commission to grant as far 
as possible every trade-route organization 
that operates between the United States and 
European countries preferential considera
tion for aviation, so that they can in that 
way develop both in the air and on the sea 
and get an advantage over European coun
tries? 

To which Mr. Slater, the executive vice 
president of American Export Lines, re
sponded: 

I certainly do. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Of course he does. 
Mr. NYE. So I insist there will not be 

contentment With one trip a week or con
tentment with sharing the air-going 
business across the Atlantic. There will 
be no contentment until they have a 
complete monopoly in that field. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Will the Senator per
mit me to refer to something that came 
out in the debate yesterday? I did not 
have the figures available yesterday. I 
made the statement that the income from 
the sale of air-mail postage stamps for 
trans-Atlantic use was greater than the 
the amount· the Government paid to the 
air-line companies for carrying the 
trans-Atlantic mail. Last night I looked 
up the figures in the testimony of Mr. 
Purdum, I think, or one of his assistants; 
and the figures show that the Govern
ment received $3,989,000 in postal reve
nues from the sale of trans-Atlantic air-· 
mail stamps since t.be line was begun up 
until the time of the hearings, and in the 
meantime the Government had paid out 
$3,733,000 to Pan American in subsidies 
for the service of carrying the mail , leav
ing $256,000 in the Government Treas
ury as a so-called or actual profit on the 
transaction. 

However, up to that time seven trips 
had not been paid for, but it is estimated 
that those seven trips would cost the Gov
ernment about $9,000 each; so even if we 
take those seven trips into consideration 
that would leave in the Treasury of the 
United States $193,000 which the people 
of America have put there through the 
puz:chase of air-mail stamps, and which 
it has not been necessary for the Govern
ment to pay Pan American for the serv-
ice rendered. · 
, Mr.. HAYDEN. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 

Mr. TYDINGS. In just a moment. 
Yesterday a statement was made here 
as though this were a one-way transac
tion and as though the Government were 
pouring out a great amount of money 
and getting nothing back. Pan Ameri
can is rendering a service for the sub
sidy. Air-mail service is not compulsory. 
Mail may be sent by steamship, but for 
one reason or another some persons are 
anxious to have mail delivered quickly 
and are ready to pay for it; and all the 
Government is doing is acting as an 
agent or intermediary in collecting the 
money and turning it over to Pan Amer
ican, at the same time, if I may be per
mitted to say so, making a pretty good 
profit on the transaction. 

I now yield to the Senator from Ari
zona. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I am 
glad the Senator has made the distinc
tion he has, that what he was talking 
~bout yesterday was merely the trans
Atlantic business. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is all that is be
fore us. 
· Mr. HAYDEN. No; but the statement 
made yesterday by the Senator from 
Maryland subsequent to the statement 
made by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY] was that the Government is 
making money on the Pan American 
service. 

Mr. TYDINGS. May I ask the Sen
ator from Arizona to state just what was 
the statement made yesterday by the 
Senator from-Maryland? 

Mr. HAYDEN. I will read the state
ment. 

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator from Wyoming 
and the Senator from Arizona both know 
that the Post Office Department, testifying 
before the Appropriations Committee, said 
that the revenue from the sale of air-mail 
stamps was larger than the subsidy. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct. 
Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator from 

Maryland further said: 
As a matter of fact, the Government ts 

making money on the Pan American service. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct. 
Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator also said: 
It is not giving the Pan American any

thing by way of a subsidy for which Pan 
American does not render service. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is correct. 
Mr. HAYDEN. What were we talk

ing about? We were talking about the 
statement by the Senator from Wyoming 
that this company had received over 
$90,000,000. 

Mr. TYDINGS. He made that state
ment afterward. 

Mr. HAYDEN. No; the statement of 
the Senator from Wyoming preceded the 
statement of -the Senator from Maryland 
by several pages. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I made my remarks 
before the Senator from Wyoming rose; 
because he rose to take issue with what 
I had said, and I said that what the 
Senator from Wyoming had said was 
true, but that he was taking into con
sideration the whole picture. 

Mr. HAYDEN. No; the Senator from 
Wyoming made the following assertion, 
as shown in the third column on page · 
3556 of the RECORD for yesterday--
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Mr. TYDINGS. I should like to see 

the RECORD. 
Mr. HAYDEN. I show it to the Sen

ator. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Perhaps the Senator 

will .Proceed with his remarks while I 
will find the place. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I shall be glad to do 
so. I desire to have inserted in the REc
ORD at this point a table showing that 
as of April 1941, the latest :figures avail
able, there has been paid to Pan Ameri
can $93,342,178.67, and·that the mail rev
enue-that is, revenue from the sale of 
stamps-has amounted to $40,914,978.79, 
and that Pan American has been paid 
$52,427,199.88 more than the mail reve
nue for all its operations. 

Mr. TYDINGS. How much did the 
Senator say? 

Mr. HAYDEN. Fifty-two million four 
hundred and twenty-seven thousand one 
hundred and ninety-nine dollars and 
eighty-eight cents. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That is a great deal 
less than $90,000,000, which was stated 
here yesterday with all the forcefulness 
that could be lent to the remark. 

Mr. HAYDEN. If the Senatorwilllook 
at the RECORD he will see that I never 
accused Pan American of claiming to 
render service which the Government 
did not receive. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. And neither did 
the Senator· from Wyoming. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Of course not. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I am glad that is 
cleared up. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I made my statement 
in order to clear it up; and I desire to 
have the tables referred to placed in the 
RECORD. 

There being no objection, the tables 
referred to were ordered to be printed 
in the RECORD, as follows: 
Statement showing amount paid to Pan 

American Airways and subsidiary com
panies and Pan American-Grace Airways 
from the beginning of . 8ervice to end of · 
April 1941 

Route 
No. Contractor Amount 

actually paid 

4 Pan American Airways, Inc_____ $1, 290, 185. 00 
5 _____ do___________________________ 23,751,437.18 
6 _____ do ___________________ :_______ 11,929,987.61 
7 _____ do___________________________ 441,938.74 
8 _____ do___________________________ 11, 475,001.40 
9 Pan American-Grace Airways, 

Inc____________________________ 17,625,949.96 
13 Pan American Airways, Inc. .... 12, 056, 954. 26 
14 Pan American Airways Co...... 10, 401, 627. 50 
15 Pacific Alaska Airways, Inc..... 76, 562. 88 
16 _____ do___________________________ 116,487.38 
17 Pan American Airways Co...... 317,900.04 

118 _____ do ••• ·-------------------·--- 3, 858, 146. 72 

~~ -i>ac~0cA.1a5ii:a:Aii-'Wa'YS.-iiic:::::,-=-~~-'-::~ ~~ 
93, 342, 178. 67 

I Nothing has as yet been paid for the third weekly 
trips, pending the fixing of rate of pay by the Civil 
Aeronautics Board for 3-times-a-week service; 8 of these 
third weekly trips out· bound have been made from 
June 18, 1940, to Mar. 31 , 1941. 

2 Nothing has as yet been paid on these routes pending 
the fixing of rate of pay by the Civil Aeronautics Board: 

Estimated cost: 
Route 19 ••••••••••••••••••••••••• $623,099.99 
Route 20. ------··-·-·----------·- 90, 754. 21 

NorE.-Route 18 is the trans-Atlantic route. Route 
4discontinued Jan. 31,1933. 

International Air Mail Service--Excess of cost over revenue during the fiscal years from 
1930 to 1940, inclusive 

[This includes Route F. A.M. 4, which ceased operation during the fiscal year 1!i33] 

Canadian Colonial 
Airways, Inc. 

Pan American PanAmeri~n-1------.-----1 
Airways Grace, Air

ways, Inc. 
Total 

Excess of Excess of 
cost over revenue 
revenue over cost 

Fiscal year: 
1930 ~----------------------·-··------···- $3, 102,439. 89 $747, 126.41 (') ----··--·--- $3,849, 566.30 
1931_____________________________________ 3, 992,999.60 1, 417,664.87 $76,974.78 ------------ 5, 487,639.25 
1932.------------------------------------ 4, 200, 164. 28 1, 425, 139. 77 72, 175. 35 ------------ 5, 697,479.40 
1933_____________________________________ 4, 125,369.03 1, 422, 151.77 67,003.27 ------------ 5, 614,524.07 
1934.------------------------------------ 3, 724, 659. 18 1, 341, 057. 81 68, 642. 46 ------------ 5, 134, 359. 45 
1935_____________________________________ 3, 332,069.99 1, 268,220.78 40,043.99 ------------ 4, 640,334.76 
1936.------------------------------------ 2, 810,780. 82 1, 092,926. 14 9, 190. 72 ------------ 3, 912,897. 68 
1937------------------------------------- 3, 302,061. 34 896,248. 34 ------------ $3,787. 56 4, 194, 522. 12 
1938_____________________________________ 3, 299,440.05 1, 114,353.88 ------------ 5, 269.52 4, 408,524.41 
1939_____________________________________ 3, 693,329.72 1, 159,251.84 59,175. 28 ------------ 4, 911,756.34 
1940_____________________________________ 3, 994,542.91 965,201.96 161,771.52 --------- - -- 5, 121, 516.39 

TotaL-------------------------------- 39, 577,856.81 12,849,343.07 554,977. 37 9, 057.08 52,973, 120.17 
Amount actually paid·---------------------- $52,427, 199. 88 

3 93,342, 178.67 
Postage collected._____________________ 40,914, 978.79 

t Not complete. 2 Not available. a See table above. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. Is it now under

stood, and are we all in agreement that 
there was a substantial payment in excess 
of the $90,000,000 to Pan American on 
a1l its operations? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I should prefer to ask 
the Senator are we in agreement that 
Pan American Airways has put more 
money into the Treasury than it has 
taken out for this trans-Atlantic service? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I do not know 
where the Senator gets that idea. 

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator, who is 
an authority on this question, ought to 
be willing to answer that question. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I repeat I do not 
know where the Senator gets that idea. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I get it from Mr. 
Purdum's testimony. If the Senator 
wants to interview him, he is sitting in 
the gallery, and the Senator can invite 
him outside and ask him about it. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The figures pre
sented by the Senator from Arizona 
clearly indicate that there has been paid 
to Pan American $52,000,000 more than 
the Government receipts by way of the 
sale of air-mail postage. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Of all the unfair 
arguments I ever saw dragged into a 
debate is the one which would go back 
to the beginning of plane transporta
tion through the wilds of Central Amer-

ica, over the great stretches of South 
America, and out to little islands, such 
as Samoa, with 15,000 inhabitants, and 
Wake Island and other tiny little places 
separated by tremendously long dis
tances, and to throw that in as of some 
force when it has nothing to do with the 
trans-/_tlantic payments and receipts, 
which are entirely separate and in no 
way involved. 

If the Senator from Wyoming and the 
Senator from Arizona had, in the com
mittee when that very subsidy was up, 
sought to cut it down because money was 
being lost from the service on the Pacific 
or in Central America or South America, 
then they could in righteous indignation, 
stand on the floor of the Senate and 
make the argument they are making, 
but that is where the loss occurred and 
they never uttered a word about it. 
They never even discussed it in the com
mittee, in fact, nobody _ did. But what 
we are discussing is an operation of Pan 
American by reason of which Pan Amer
ican puts more money into the Treasury 
than it takes out of the Treasury. The 
two have no more relationship than 
Hitler has to Haille Selassie. 

Mr. President; I referred a moment 
ago to the fact that the American Ex
port Steamship Line had sprung from 
a small investment of $600-that is all, 
$600-and that last year its profits were 
approximately $6,000,000, of which $1,-
200,000 was paid to the Export Steam
ship Lines by a subsidy out of the Fed
eral Treasury-$1,200,000 to a concern 
that was making $6,000,000 on a $600 in
vestment. That is the concern that to
day asks the Government of the United 
States to give it $29,000 for a trip when 
the Government can buy the same serv
ice for $9,000 a trip. 

If these were normal times it would be 
difficult to maintain the point of view of 
the Export Airlines, but at a time after 
10 years of continued deficits, when we 
are almost in the war, according to the 
debate on the floor of the Senate this 
afternoon, when we are spending money 
by the billions of dollars, when we have 
undertaken to finance governments, God 
knows where, that are actually at war, 
to spend a million dollars for a service 
which can be had without spending the 
million dollars to me is the height· of 
assininity. 

To ask the people of this country to 
put up a cent a head-that it what it 
mounts to, one cent a head-in order to 
give this great advantage to the Export 
Air Lines is nothing more nor less than 
the height of assininity. I do not believe 
the Senate will take such action. The . 
House of Representatives unanimously 
refused to do it. The same proposal was 
put before the House Appropriations 
Committee and was turned down unani
mously. It failed in the Senate Appro
priations Committee of being turned 
down by only a single vote. 

Mr. President, there is one theoretical 
phase of this matter about which I 
should like to speak briefly; then I shall 
be through. For what is a subsidy paid? 
What is the purpose of a subsidy? · Is it 
paid because we like to take money out of 
the Treasury and put it into the hands of 
some citizen? Of course not. The only · 
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justification, under God's heaven, for a 
subsidy is to buy some service for the 
Government which cannot otherwise be 
obtained. That is the only reason for it. 
If our steamship lines, under the laws 
Congress has enacted and the restric
tions it has put on certain phases of 
steamship activities, could operate in 
competition with foreign countries, then . 
we would not provide any subsidy; but we 
cannot have ships, we cannot operate 
ships in normal times unless we pay 
some money to them, because American 
wages, insurance charges, and other con
ditions require American ships to have 
a hea-,lier overhead than their foreign 
competitors have. So the only reason in 
the world for a subsidy is to purchase a 
service which could not be obtained with
out the subsidy. 

We have such a service with the Pan 
American Airways. We have already 
bought and paili for it; it is already in 
existence. We can obtain from Pan 
American the additional service for $9,000 
a. trip. We can get one more flight across 
the ocean every week for $9,000 a flight. 
If. on the other hand, Pan American is 
denied the opportunity to make that 
fught, and it is insisted that the Export 
Air Lines make it, it will cost the Gov
ernment $29,000 a flight. In other words, 
we will spend $20,000 more a flight to buy 
s. service which the Government may 
need than we need to spend in order to 
acquire or retain or obtain that service. 
I cannot see, for the life of me, why there 
should be any question about this matter. 
I cannot see, for the life of me, why any
one should want to spend $29,000 more 
for a service that will not be any better 
than one which can be obtained for 
$9,000. If in private life we should pursue 
the course of paying flom one and a half 
to three times as much for a thing as 
we needed to pay for it, how long would 
we be out of the bankruptcy court? In 
view of the financial situation of the 
Government, it seems to me that there 
can be absolutely no justification for 
this additional extravagance at this par
ticular time. There is no excuse for a 
subsidy, anyway, unless the only way the 
Government can obtain a service it de
sires is through the payment of a sub
sidy, and once the Government has the 
service, there is no excuse for it paying 
two or three times what it needs to pay in 
order to acquire additional service. 

Mr. President, I desire to come back to 
the testimony concerning the $600 invest
ment. And I hope the Senate will bear 
with me for a moment, for it is a little 
difficult to find data during the course of 
a debate offhand, but I will have it in a 
moment or two. In the meantime, while 
the Senator from South Dakota, I think, 
will cover the matter to which I am. about 
to refer more thoroughly than I will, let 
me, in passing, say a brief word about the 
kind of airplanes which are flying on this 
route. 

Pan American has put in an order ag
gregating $5,100,000 for six planes. They 
will be delivered in March, April, · May, 
June, and July of this year-$5,100,000 
for six planes. The Export Air Lines 
have put in an order aggregating 
$2,100,000 for three planes, but" they will 
not be delivered until October of this year 

and January and March of next year. It 
will be next October before they can per
form the service with one of these big 
planes, anyway. 

The Pan American Line planes are 
four-engined, six double-deck ocean 
transports, of 84,000 pounds gross weight, 
against 57,000 pounds for the Export Air 
Lines planes. In other words, the Pan 
American ships are approximately 80 per
cent larger than those of the Export Air 
Lines. They are faster; they are safer; 
they have every advantage over the planes 
of the other line. 

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

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator mentions 

safety. I inquire can these very large 
ships, which are supposed to fly the At
lantic in the stratosphere in some 10 
hours, land and rise from water? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I talked to several avi
ation experts about that. Of course, they 
cannot, and neither can the flying boats, 
so the experts say, if they go down to the 
water. 

These airplanes can proceed under two 
engines, they can proceed under three 
engines, they can proceed under four en
gines, and the ships now being flown are 
so designed that if one engine ceases to 
function men can go into the wings, take 
the engine apart in some degree, and re
condition it and fix it, all while the ship 
is in motion. Engines frequently have 
gone out of operation for long periods 
of time on trans-Atlantic flights; but 
they have been fixed by highly skilled 
mechanics, who can go to an engine and 
take it apart, and, while remaining in 
constant telephone communication with 
the pilot, readjust the engine and get it 
going again. 

Airplane engineers tell me that on the 
big planes which fly 250 and 350 miles 
an hour, and which are designed to flY 
from New York to London in 10% hours, 
such planes as are now on order and 
are now being built, a boat is of no value 
at all. If the plane could be landed in 
the water at all, while in a short while, 
perhaps, it would sink, there would be 
sufficient time to give the passengers a 
chance to get on life rafts of rubber, or 
such equipment as could be unloaded. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President---
Mr. TYDINGS. Just a minute. The 

Senator asked me the question; let me 
give him the complete answer. · Airplane 
engineers say the chances are that if any 
one of the big planes had to go to the 
water, it would be no better off with ·a 
boat than without a boat; that the whole 
!_actor of safety depends on having en
gines, any two of which can pull the load, 
any three of which can pull the load, or 
all four of them; that that is the factor 
of safety which is more important than 
the landing apparatus. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I have now found the 
reference to the hearings where the Sen
ator from Maryland asked: 

Is it not also a fact that the Boeing type
that is, the Pan American type-is vastly 
superior in every respect for the work for 
which it was designed than the other ship? 

. Mr. TYDINGS. Who is testifying? 
Mr. HAYDEN. Commander Sherman, 

on page 236. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Oh, do not tell me 
about that man. If ever in my life I saw 
a witness who was partisan, and who was 
put on the stand deliberately to make out 
a case, he was the man. I did not con
sider his testimony worth 5 cents. 

Mr. HAYDEN. I thought his state
ment was very fair. He said: 

However, my experience with patrol planes 
in general leads me to believe that the Si
korsky is the more seaworthy of the two 
types. That, of course, is a matter on which 
there is a great deal of disagreement. 

Then I said: 
By "seaworthy," do you mean ability to 

rise from the ocean? 
Commander SHERMAN. In my opinion, the 

type of hull which the Sikorsky has is bet
tel· able to land, taxi, take off, and survive 
in a rough sea, but that opinion is ap
parently not shared by the Pan American 
engineers. 

I think that is a very fair statement; 
but it is clearly contemplated by the tes
timony that the Sikorsky plane can rise 
from the water, and it is not contemplated 
that a Pan American plane can rise from 
the water. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, that 
is the Navy Department, so-called, speak
ing. When it was learned the Navy was 
in favor of this item, a commander in 
the Navy came here; and, in my opinion, 
if he was a good witness, he seemed most 
reluctant to testify until he had cogitated 
a very long while. He was ·one of the 
most unresponsive witnesEes I ever saw 
in my life. 

I do not know a great deal about 
planes; but here is a 4-engine plane of 
57,000 pounds and 4,800 horsepower which 
he says is superior to a plane having 
6,200 horsepower and weighing 84,000 
pounds. One has 50 percent more horse
power and about 50 percent more weight 
than the other. In other words, it is a 
bigger, wider, more roomy, and faster 
plane-the last word in airplanes. He 
says that plane is not so good as a plane· 
that was developed 2 years ago. Perhaps 
he is right; but I say that most of the 
airplane engineers are against him. 

Mr. President, while I am looking for 
this matter, let me say that I have a 
telegram from General Marshall and Ad
miral Stark-one the Chief of Staff of 
the Army and tpe other the Chief of 
Naval Operations- testifying to the 
splendid work that Pan ·American Air
ways has done. I send the telegram to 
the desk and ask to have it read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. Mc
FARLAND in the chair). Without objec
tion, the telegram will be read. 

The legislative clerk read the telegram, 
as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., May 2, 1941. 
Senator MILLARD E. TYDINGS, 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C.: 

Referring to your telegram concerning Pan 
American Airways, we agree with you that 
company has done, and still is doing, a service 
o:r great value to the national interests and 
to national defense. It has cooperated with 
the Army and Navy, and upon many occasions 
rendered special and essential services of a 
high order of importance. We_ consider both 
its directing and operating personnel emcient. 

G. C. MARSHALL. 
H. R. STARK, . 
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Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, at the 

hearings before the Appropriations Com
mittee I took a transcript of the report 
which Export Steamship Lines had filed 
With the United States Maritime Com
mission, and from it read certain ex
cerpts which, if Senators have not the 
whole picture, may be a little difficult to 
understand, but showing that $600 is the 
sole investment of the backers of Export 
Steamship Co. in this line, so far as their 
record goes, and that out of that invest
ment they have made a very phenomenal 
profit. I am very glad they have. A 
great deal of it has been due to good man
agement as well as to vision. I cannot 
escape the fact, however, that the Gov
ernment of the United States has been 
paying $1,200,000 a year to the company 
in subsidies. 

From this long report I read one para
graph, which, perhaps, will give a picture 
of what really happened: 

The cash required for the purchase of the 
above-mentioned certificates of participation 
and stock was raised by American Export 
Lines, Inc. (Delaware), by borrowing approxi· 
:rnately $190,000 from banks, and by the sale 
to a syndicate composed of 15 · individuals, 
firms (including Lehman Bros.), and corpo
rations of a total of $500,000 principal amount 
of notes, which were sold at par, and 1,000 
shares of capital stock. Of the 1,000 shares 
of stock, 600 shares were sold at $1 per share--

Of the 1,000 shares of stock, represent
ing all the stock issued and outstanding, 
600 shares were sold at $1 a share-
but only in units of a $5,000 note and 6 shares 
of stock, or a total of $5,006. The remaining 
400 shares of capital stock were sold at $1 
per share--without notes-

Follow me, without notes-
to Lehman Bros., managers of the syndicate. 
From this block of 400 shares, Lehman Bros. 
sold 165 shares at $1 per share toW. H. Cover
dale, who at that time was president of The 
Export Steamship Corporation. The sale by 
New York Shipbuilding Corporation of the 
stock of The Export Steamship Corporation 
and the purchase thereof by American Ex
port Lines, Inc. (Delaware), are the subject 
of a suit by the executors of the will of a 
former owner of the stock, in which damages 
in the amount of $4,382,500 are claimed. 

I do not want to reflect on these gen
tlemen, because there is nothing dishon
orable about this transaction so far as I 
know; but, the truth of the matter is that 
they have only a $600 investment, and I 
have already put in the RECORD their 
profits year by year, which, according to 
the United States Maritime Commission, 
for the year 1940, were approximately 
$6,000,000, of which $1,200,000 was a part 
of the profit, through the medium of a 
subsidy paid to the shipping company by 
the Government of the United States. 

I have likewise shown that when Ex
port Steamship Co. was asked to share its 
run by United States Lines, it refused to 
give that privilege to United States Lines 
until United States Lines had paid hand
somely for it. It did not want any com
petition on its line between here and Por
tugal. It said, "That belongs to us. it 
has been given to us by the Maritime 
Commission. You dare not come in with
out paying us for it." That is the same 
concern which now asks the Government 
of the United States to permit it to go 
in the air and share the remaining 30 

percent of the mail business with Pan 
American, at a cost of $20,000 a trip more 
than we need pay if we stick to Pan 
American instead of the Export Air Lines. 

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

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. PEPPER. I merely want to ask 

the Senator two or three questions. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I shall be delighted to 

have the Senator ask me the questions. 
If I can answer, I shall be glad to do so. 

Mr. PEPPER. In the first place, does 
the Senator know of any evidence estab
lishing the fact that the service designed 
over the route proposed to be covered by 
these companies is either not being af
forded by the existing company, or the 
existing company cannot afford it? 

Mr. TYDINGS. On the contrary, the 
existing company is in a position to fur
nish the ~~rvice almost immediately, 
whereas Export Air Lines cannot furnish 
it, with new and modern planes, until 
some time m the future. The facilities 
are available for the furnishing of the 
service now at both ends by Pan Ameri
can Airways. I do not think they are 
available at both ends, particularly on 
the Portuguese end, to the Export Air
lines, should they get the franchise. They 
would have to acquire a terminus over 
there after they got the franchise. 

Mr. PEPPER. If additional service 
were desirable, by which company could 
the service be more adequately provided? 

Mr. TYDINGS. The service could be 
more adequately provided by Pan Ameri
can, beyond the shadow of a doubt. 

Mr. PEPPER. A third question: Does 
the Senator know what the rule of the 
Maritime Commission is relative to 
granting a subsidy to an additional ship 
line to cover a route which is already 
served by an existing line? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I am greatly indebted 
to the Senator from Florida, because he 
has directed my attention to something 
which I think is of equal importance to 
anything in this whole picture; that is, 
the testimony of Admiral Land. Admiral 
Land came before the committee and 
said it was the policy of the United 
States Maritime Commission, without 
any exception, to grant a franchise or 
a subsidy or a route to only one Ameri
can steamship company, and allow no 
other American steamship company to 
compete on that route, that is, between 
any two ports, for example, ·New York 
and Lisbon. Admiral Land proceeded 
in great detail to tell why it was sensible 
to do that. He said it was because that 
was the universal policy of every other 
country in the world. The English, the 
French, the Germans, the Swedes, the 
Norwegians, the Japanese, the Greeks, 
the Portuguese, the Spaniards, the Ital
ians, had only one air line and one 
steamship line running from one of their 
ports to a port in a foreign country. 
Therefore, there being but one line, there 
was cut out ·every bit of extra expense 
which would be occasioned if two lines 
ran from one place to the same. foreign 
port. It would take two sets of officers, 
two sets of offices, two sets of termini. 
It would take two repair shops, it would 
take a duplication all the way down the 
line, and he said that competition was 

so keen in the international field that 
the United States had been forced to 
adopt the same policy, in order to keep 
its subsidies at a minimum. 

Admiral Land had no more to do with 
this air subsidy than any other depart
ment of the Government, because Ad
miral Land is in charge of water opera
tions only. But we called him before us 
because it was the case of a steamship 
line owning completely an airplane line 
which was applying for a subsidy from 
the Post Office Department. That is how 
he came into the picture. 

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

Mr. TYDINGS. I yield. 
Mr. PEPPER. If competition with an 

existing carrier were to be allowed, would 
it be unfair, in the opinion of the able 
Senator, to let the point of competition 
be the point at which the existing carrier 
reaches economi"c maturity? 

Mr. TYDINGS. I think there can be 
but one answer to the Senator's question, 
that is, that the existing carrier must 
reach economic maturity, or the whole 
venture is destroyed. 

Unless there is some other question, in 
conclusion I should like to leave one 
thought with my colleagues, for other 
Senators will touch on other phases as 
important as some of those I have briefly 
mentioned. If these were normal times, 
or if the American Export Airlines were 
asking for a franchise to pioneer to some 
port which is not now being served, there 
might be some justification for this ven
ture. I certainly would favor helping 
them out if they were going to connect 
the United States with some foreign port 
which was not now connected with us by 
air, if the proposition looked at all feas
ible. But that is not the question before 
us. That is not even a remote part of 
this proposition. There is no new service 
this concern is to render, and how in the 
name of common sense the Members of 
this body who are shortly to vote for a 
$3,500,000,000 new tax bill, which will 
touch the pocketbook of every person in 
this country, directly or indirectly, can 
vote to throw away a mill_ion dollars un
necessarily, getting no more service than 
could be obtained without the expendi
ture of that million dollars a year, is 
simply beyond my comprehension. 

The Post Office Department did not 
go into the mechanics of this proposal. 
They are scared to death for fear they 
will be charged with not giving some 
concern in a position to render service 
equal treatment with some other con
cern. They do not want to bE> charged 
with fostering this or that company. 

The Maritime Commission were not 
consulted in this matter. The Civil 
Aeronautics Authority will in efiect ad
vocate and recommend and encourage 
any airplane company to pioneer. What 
we have really learned from this matter 
is that hereafter in the field of inter- · 
national transportation we will have to 
set up a central agency which will con
sider not only sea transportation but the 
air and the other means of transport. 
We have outgrown the separate agen
cies, because they are now beginning to 
overlap, and one system of transporta
tion is growing out of another. 
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For the reasons I have stated I hope 

the Senate will vote "no" and reject the 
amendment, believing that every sub
stantial interest of our Government will 
be served by its defeat, that economy 
Will be effected, ·and that justice will 
be done to a concern which has won 
the admiration and respect of the peo
ple of America, the Pan American Air
ways Co., in this great trans-Atlantic 
venture. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I have 
no purpose to discuss the operations of 
the two companies here involved. I re
gard as relatively unimportant the ques
tion of the subsidies each of them has 
received from the Government over the 
years. I shall not talk about the sub
sidies paid to the Export Co. through 
the construction . loan fund under the 
1920 legislation, as it was thereafter 
amended from time to time. I shall not 
talk about the mail subsidies paid to the 
Export Co. under the 1928 act, or the 
operating or construction subsidies paid 
to them under the 1936 act. 

I have no interest at the moment in 
the subsidies paid to Pan American for 
their pioneering efforts over the years. 
I am interested in this proposed legisla
tion, and the conclusion I have come to 
has been dictated by what I believe to 
be considerations of principles and of 
practices to which we have given loyalty 
in the past, and which I think are chal
lenged by the pending proposal. I think 
it is not necessary to know any great 
number of facts to reach a sound con
clusion about this matter. It seems to 
me all we need to know is that this 
amendment proposes to authorize a 
steamship company of the United States, 
drawing a subsidy from the Government 
of the United States, to own and control 
another form of competitive transporta
tion. I think it is only necessary that 
we should know the further fact that we 
are now proposing to pay a subsidy or 
subsidies to two competing American 
companies in the same service. Both 
those proposals, I think, run counter to 
principles established by the Congress 
and to practices followed by our regula
tory bodies during recent years. 

I think all Senators have in mind that 
certainly since the Panama Canal Act of 
1914-and I do not know but that it ap
peared in prior legislation-Congress has 
declared it to be unlawful for a rail car
rier to own or control a water carrier 
traversing the Panama Canal or else
where which might be in competition 
with the rail carrier. That principle has 
been written into our law for all of 35 
years of time; .and, for myself, I am not 
willing at this moment to see that prin
ciple disregarded and changed by an-

. other act of the Congress. That prin
ciple received confirmation and strength
ening in the transportation legislation 
passed at the last session of the Congress. 
I think it is a principle to which we 
should give continued respect. 

Then let us consider the field of avia
tion. In the Clvil Aeronautics Authority 
Act we paid deference to that same prin
ciple. We provided in that act that any 
other common carrier than an air car
rier should not acquire and should _not 

own and should not control an air car
rier in any way whatsoever. 

When we came to the matter of regu
lating communications by our 1927 Radio 
Act-and the provision was carried for
ward in the 1934 Communications Act
we declared that a radio company should 
not own or operate or have control over 
a wire company, and, by the same token, 
that a wire company should not own or 
acquire control of or operate a radio 
company. 

There is provision in the law granted 
to the regulatory body to make an ex
ception in these cases, but I think the 
very exceptions themselves prove the 
-validity and the wisdom of the general · 
principle we laid down, that one common 
carrier should not control, own, or op
erate a competing carrier in another 
form of transportation or of communica
tions. 

When it comes to water-borne com
merce I do not recall immediately that 
there is in the Merchant Marine Act of 
1936 a definite denial of the right of a 
water carrier to acquire some other 
agency of transportation, but I do know 
that in many of the sections of that act 
there is evidenced the anxiety of the 
Congress that a contractor receiving a 
subsidy from the Government of the 

· United States shall not become involved 
in undertakings of another sort which 
might divert it from its prime purpose 
and avoid its prime obligation to serve 
the maritime interests of the United 
States. 

It seems to me that in the pending pro
posal there is involved a definite rejection, 
a definite abrogation of the principle to 
which I have alluded, and which I think 
we have followed for, as I have said, at 
least 35 years, and which has been found 
to be sound through all that time, which 
is sound today, and which ought to have 
the respect of the Congress today as it 
has had in the past. 

I have referred to practices which I 
think are proposed to be disregarded by 
this legislation. I have already alluded 
to communications, pointing out that we 
have laid down the principle in our law 
that a radio company should not acquire 
a wire company and that a wire company 
should not acquire a radio company, but 
that they should be competitive and re-
main competitive. · 

In the field of foreign communications 
by radio we have had one very interest
ing case. That is what is known as the 
Oslo case. The Radio Corporation of 
America maintains a direct service from 
the United States to Oslo, Norway. In 
process of time what is known as the 
Mackay interests made application to the 
Federal Communications Commission for = 
permission to extend their service to, I 
think, Copenhagen, into Norway, to pro
vide a competitive service with the other 
American interest operating to Oslo and 
back. That case was before the Com
munications Commission for a substan
tial time. There were long hearings and 
lengthy arguments. The Commission in 
that case decided against granting to a 
second American company the right to 
enter into competition with an existing 
American company in the fo:eign field. 
The Commission held in that case that - . 

the competition was uneconomic, that it 
was wasteful, that it afforded to the for
eign government the opportunity to trade 
one American company off against the 
other, and to drive harder and harder 
·bargains with respect to traffic than if a 
single American company were in the 
field. That case went to the Court of 
Appeals of the District of Columbia, and 
the action of the Commission received 
the approval of the court. 

When it comes to water transportation 
there has been ~ similar practice. It has 
_been referred to here. Ever since the 
.Merchant Marine Act of 1928 was passed 
it has been within the authority of the 
Maritime Commission, or originally the 
Shipping Board, to determine what were 
the essential routes upon which Ameri
can vessels could operate. When the au
thorities had once determined what was 
an essential route under the law, they 
have been authqrized to grant a subsidy 
to the American company operating upon 
that route; and, with a single exception, 
all through the years the maritime au
thorities have respected the principle, or 
followed the practice, I would better say, 
of lending· their strength and their en
couragement and providing American 
money, money of the Government, to the 
maintenance and the expansion of one 
American service upon a route which 
they deemed essential to the interests of 
the United ·states and the commerce of 
the United States. · 

Mr. McCARRAN. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Senator from Maine yield to the Senator 
from Nevada? 

Mr. WHITE. I yield. 
Mr. McCARRAN. I do not want to 

break into the Senator's thought, but 
·what I wish to say comes into this ques
tion in keeping with the hearings before 
the committee. I suggest it to the Sena
tor, who is an authority on maritime law, 
and for whose authority in that regard I 
have a great respect, a situation which 
has presented itself. It has developed 
that the American Export Lines has a 
monopoly, as I choose to use the term, on 
all transportation by water from Ameri
can ports to Mediterranean ports and to 
Lisbon, Portugal. That monopoly has 
manifested itself to such an extent that 
during the time when refugees sought to 
leave Europe at the outbreak of the pres
ent war American Export Lines did not 
have ships in sufficient number or of sum
cient capacity to transport the refugees 
from Mediterranean ports or from Lisbon 
to the United States. So the United 
States Lines-a shipping line--sent its 
ships into Mediterranean ports and car
ried refugees from Mediterranean- ports 
to American ports. American Export 
Lines-as illustrative of their monopoly 
with respect to those ports, which mo
nopoly was acquiesced in by the mandate 
and direction of the American author
ity-made a demand on the United States 
Lines and received from the United 
States Lines $400,000 for transporting 
refugees from the Mediterranean ports to 
America. I wonder if that is in keeping 
with the thought which the Senator is 
developing. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand the facts 
to be as the Senator states them. But 
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what I was undertaking to say was that 
during the years it has been the practice, 
acquiesced in by the Congress, that our 
Maritime Commission should afford a · 
subsidy to only one American· company 
in a given trade route or trade range, on 
the theory that it is necessary that every 
resource of the Government shall be 
made available to support an American 
company undertaking to sustain itself in 
the foreign trade against foreign com
petitors who are always found in the 
trades of the world. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that the 
pending amendment runs counter to the 
principles and practices of past years. 
I do not propose to urge at the moment 
that those practices are right, nor do I 
want to concede that they are wrong; but 
I do say that if they are to be changed, 
the change should be made following a 
study and recommendation by a legisla
tive committee of this body. 

I very much regret that the action 
by the Appropriations Committee bring
ing in this item has raised what I con
sider to be basic questions of American 
policy in the foreign field. I cannot 
vote for the committee amendment. I 
have the greatest admiration for Ameri
can Export Lines. I have known some
thing about that company from its 
earliest daYs. I know it has done a 
great job for the American merchant 
marine. It has expanded trade in the 
Mediterranean. I have seen its ships in 
the ports of the Mediterranean area. I 
have seen the products of America car
ried to the far eastern ports of the Medi
terranean by the ships of American Ex
port Lines; but I think that in the 
present instance American Export Lines 
has made a grevious mistake and has 
opened up a Pandora's box of troubles. 
I very much hope we may avoid some 
of them by rejecting the amendment. 

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

Mr. WIDTE. I yield. 
Mr. HAYDEN. What puzzles me is 

how we are to get out of the dilemma 
in which we find ourselves. I thoroughly 
agree with the Senator that this is a 
matter which should be determined by 
the legislative committees of the House 
and Senate. Are we to have one air
plane company doing all the business · 
outside the United States, or, as a matter 
of policy should we divide up the routes 
in di1ferent parts of the world, as we do 
with shipping? 

Mr. WHITE. I was confining myself 
to a particular route. I am rather defi
nitely of the belief that we do not want 
to undertake out of the Public Treasury 
to sustain two American companies in 
competition with each other upon a par
ticular route, but that does not mean 
that I favor one company on every route 
all over the world. 

.Mr. HAYDEN. The Senator. has de
voted a great deal of time and study to 
the problem of ship subsidies, and prob
ably knows that subject better than does 
any other Senator. 

Mr. WHITE. I should have to deny 
that. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Does the Senator be
lieve that the same principles which 
apply to shipping should be applied to 

transoceanic flying? That is to say, 
should there be one subsidy on one line, 
with separate routes given to di1ferent 
companies, just as we do on the sea? 

Mr. WHITE. I am in favor of estab
lishing routes in the air for the air serv
ice, and my inclination is to insist that 
we ought to have but one American 
company on a given route. Whether the 
same American company should serve 
on another route is something else that 
I think would depend entirely on the 
service it was able to render and a great 
many other considerations; but, as a 
matter of fact, I think ·one American 
company can -give the Government of 
the United States all the concern it 
ought to give in making certain · that 
that American company will be efficiently 
operated, that it will expand and develop 
with the art, and that it will carry 
American-fiag ships to the ports of the 
world in competition with the ships of 
other nations. I am now speaking of 
airships. 

Mr. HAYDEN. There are two ques
tions involved. The i.rst is whether a 
steamship company should be permitted 
to have any interest in an air line. 

Mr. WHITE. I think the Senator will 
agree that that is a matter of policy. 

Mr. HAYDEN. That is a matter of 
policy to be determined. 

Mr. WHITE. I think the Senator 
must agree with me when I say that I 
regret that a matter of basic policy 
should' be determined by the Appropria- -
tions Committee rather than by a legis
lative committee of this body. 

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

Mr. WHITE. I yield. 
Mr. McCARRAN. I am now address

ing myself to the last expression of the 
Senator from Maine, in which he declares 
that the question under discussion is a 
matter of legislative policy. The Con
gress has established that policy by the 
Civil Aeronautics Authority Act. 

Mr. WHITE. I agree with the Senator. 
Mr. McCARRAN. That act specifically 

declares that no surface line shall con
trol an air line. 

Mr. WHITE. I should say without any 
hesitation that I think the spirit, purpose, 
and intent of the law were utterly disre
garded by the Civil Aeronautics Author
ity when it determined that there was no 
acquisition of an air carrier by a steam
ship carrier. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Let me follow that 
question with one further point. I en
tirely agree with the Senator from Maine. 

This is a picture which the Senator 
from Maine may not have grasped: Five 
members constitute the membership of 
the Civil Aeronautics Board, and only 
two members rendered the decision in 
this case. A third member rendered a 
dissenting opinion, and two other mem
bers did not participate, which indicates 
to me that the policy of the Congress 
has not been followed by the Civil Aero-
nautics Board. · 

Mr. WHITE. I understand the facts 
to be as the Senator from Nevada has 
stated them, but · I was trying to keep 
away from details and· simply give my 
idea as to the principles involved. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. WHITE. I yield. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. I wish to. make 

one comment upon the subject matter of 
the recent colloquy between the Senator 
from Maine and the Senator from Ne
.vada~ I think it ought to be understood 
that, while the facts are exactly as the 
Senator from Navada has stated them, so 
far as his statement goes, there are other 
facts which should be ·borne in mind. 

First, the steamship line, American Ex
port ·Lines, had established the air line 
before the Civil Aeronautics Act was 
passed. 

Mr. WHITE. I understand that. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. In other words, 

before Congress had declared its policy 
that a common carrier should not ac
quire an air line, the steamship line had 
established the air line. It was upon 
that point that the two members of the 

· Civil Aeronautics Authority held that the 
policy laid down by Congress was not 
retrocative, and did not prohibit an act 
that had already taken place. Of course, 
the question is now in the courts for · de
termination and, whichever way it is de
termined, the decision would not, in my 
judgment, a1fect at all what is being done 
here. 

Mr. WHITE. I feel precisely as the 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BAILEY] expressed himself yesterday, 
that the decision of the Civil Aeronautics 
Authority was ridiculous and absurd. 

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

Mr. WHITE. I yield the :floor. 
Mr. McCARRAN. I desire to address 

myself to the last remark made by the 
able Senator from Wyoming-that it 
makes no di1ference which way the court 
decides this matter. If the court de
cides that two members of a board of five 
had no right to render that opinion, and 
if the court decides that the minority 
opinion is correct, then, of course, any
thing that we ao here would be a vain 
act, because there would be no certificate 
of convenience and necessity issued by 
the Board. In other words, I contend, 
and I shall contend in my presentation 
of this matter-which I hope may be 
either today or tomorrow-that two 
members of a board of five never have a 
right to render the decision of that body. 
No certificate of convenience or neces
sity has been legally issued in this con
nection. Hence, there is nothing before 
this body. 
. Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, 
may I have the attention of the majority 
leader? I had understood that the Sen
tor from Kentucky was about to submit 
a proposal for a unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes, Mr. President; I 
have been trying to arrange an agreement 
for a time to vote tomorrow on the pend
ing amendment. I ask unanimous con
sent that at not later than 1 o'clock p. m. 
tomorrow the Senate proceed without 
further debate to vote on the pending 
amendment. I desire to make the re
quest subject to this contingency: The 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. NYEl 
has left the city, and my understanding is 
that he ·will be back early tomorrow 
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morning; but before leaving he spoke to 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. AusTIN] 
about desiring to .have 10 minutes on the 
pending amendment tomorrow, and the 
Senator from Vermont was not certain 
at what time the Senator from North Da
kota would return. I have conferred 
with the office of the Senator from North. 
Dakota and have ascertained that he will 
be back early in the morning; so I make 
the request subject to the contingency 
that if the Senator from North Dakota 
should not return in time to make his 
10-minute speech before 1 o'clock the 
time will be extended sufficiently to enable 
him to do so. 

Will that be agreeable? 
Mr. McCARRAN .. I could not under

stand the Senator's last remark. 
Mr. BARKLEY. The request is that at 

not later than 1 o'clock p. m., tomorrow 
the Sep.ate vote on the pending amend
ment, with the contingency that if the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. NYE1, 
who desires to speak for about 10 min
utes on the amendment, shall not return 
in time to do so before 1 o'clock, we will 
extend the time sufficiently to allow him 
to occupy the floor before the vote is 
taken. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I have no desire to 
object. I rather desire to go ahead and 
to agree, except that I wish to be heard 
for a reasonable time tomorrow in the 
presentation of this matter as I view it 
as a member of the committee and as one 
much interested in civil aeronautics. 
. Mr. BARKLEY. I have no desire, as 
the Senator knows, to shut off anyone; 
but I have thought it desirable to obtain 
a definite agreement, if possible, to vote 
at 1 o'clock; and I hope we may do so. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I should like to 
know the view of the Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] on the subject. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, while 
the Senator from Nevada was talking, I 
was thinking that if the Senator from 
Kentucky would put in his request. a pro
viso that the time shall be equally di
vided between the proponents and the 
opponents of the amendment, it would 
insure that the Senator from Nevada and 
perhaps one other Senator who may de
sire to speak would have a chance to be 
heard, unless they should desire to speak 
more extensively. 
. Mr. McCARRAN. I think about 15 
minutes is all the time I should care to 
have. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am perfectly willing 
to modify my request so as to provide 
that the time shall be equally divided be
tween the proponents and the opponents 
of the amendment. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, what 
time will be left---1 hour? 

Mr. BARKLEY. One hour. 
Mr. NORRIS. I wonder whether, in 

view of the practice and custom here, 
that would insure more than one Sena
tor's making a speech tomorrow. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; it would insure 
two doing so. 

Mr. NORRIS. I do not understand 
why that is. 

Mr. BARKLEY. If the time is equally 
divided, there would have to be at least 
two speeches, one on each side-. 

Mr. 'NORRIS. If one Senator took up 
an hour there would not be much time 
left for the other Senator. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Under the agree
ment, he could not do that. 

Mr. NORRIS. I thought he could. 
Mr. BARKLEY. No; he could . take 

only half an hour. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I cannot 

agree to the reQuest. I have reason to 
believe that there are other Senators 
besides the Senator from North Dakota 
and the Senator from Nevada who wish 
to discuss the matter from the same 
point of view; and if the agreement 
amounts to a limitation of debate to 30 
minutes I know it is folly to enter into 
it. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I am perfectly will
ing to agree that the Senate shall meet 
at 11 o'clock tomorrow in order to give 
time for a 2-hour discussion of the 
amendment. I should like to have the 
Senate vote on the amendment by 1 
o'clock. 
. Mr. AUSTIN. I myself have no objec
tion to such a program; but I desire to 
save the agreement I had previously 
made with the Senator from North Da
kota [Mr. NYEJ. I do not desire to go 
back on that agreement in making. a new 
one; and if we should agree to vote not 
later than 1 o'clock, the agreement would 
be subject to the contingency that the 
Senator from North Dakota be here. 
. Mr. BARKLEY. That is all right. I 
will agree to that. 

Mr. AUSTIN. I do not desire, by that 
agreement, to have the interpretation 
placed upon it that if we sit here waiting 
for the Senator from North Dakota, no 
other Senator may address the Senate 
upon the pending amendment. 

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

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. TYDINGS. This is pure pre

sumption on my part, and I hope the 
unanimous-consent agreement will be 
entered into; but if it is entered into I 
should appreciate having those who de
sire to speak against the adoption of the 
amendment communicate with me, be
cause, having taken considerable time in 
speaking on the amendment, I should 
like to do what I can to divide the time 
so that those who desire to speak on the 
amendment may have an opportunity to 
do so. I think we can see that the Sena
tor from Nevada [Mr. McCARRAN] has 
half an hour's time, if that would be 
sufficient. 

Mr. McCARRAN. Twenty minutes is 
all I desire to have. 

Mr. TYDINGS. That would take care 
of the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. McCARRAN. That is satisfactory 
to me, so long as I have that oppOrtunity. 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. President, I desire 
to make an inquiry of the majority leader, 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BARK
LEYJ. I have no great interest in this 
matter, but I wonder what the occasion 
~s which makes him so insistent on having 
a very narrow time for debate. Are we 
under pressure of other legislative mat
ters that are crowding us? 

Mr. BARKLEY. No; we are not. 
Mr. ADAMS. It seems to me that the 

pendin_g ma~te_r is one of considerable 

importance. While those who have 
~poken OJ;l it .seem quite willing to have 
the debate restricted-and I have not any 
·expectation of speaking-it is a matter of 
importance; and I know from past ex
perience that if we place a narrow limit 
upon debate we shall shut out discussion 
by some Members of the Senate who are 
interested. If there is pressure of other 
legislative matters, of course, we can 
shorten the debate; but in the absence of 
such pressure it seems to me the Sena
tor's request is a little restricted. 
· Mr. BARKLEY. There is no pressure 
of other legislation. In fact, so far as I 
know, no other legislation will come be
fore the Senate tomorrow after the pend
ing bill is disposed of. We have been in 
the habit recently, during the lull in legis
lative matters, of trying to accommodate 
the program of the Senate to the con
venience of Senators. One or two or 
three Senators had planned to leave the 
city tomorrow about 2 o'clock, and I 
thought that if we could dispose of the 
pending matter before that time, having 
hoped that we might do so today, it would 
not be a great hardship on anyone. · 

Mr. ADAMS. I thought the important 
matter was concluded on 'Saturday. I 
did not know that we had any other 
matters to consider. . 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Kentucky yield to me? 

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Of course I cannot 

speak for all other Senators; but those 
who are members of the Appropriations 
Committee have expressed to me a desire 
to be heard. I believe if they had an 
hour which could be divided up between 
the two or three who yet desire to speak
not having asked precisely how much 
time they desire-that would be sufficient 
time to take care of those I know of who 
desire to speak in opposition to the 
amendment. There are two who I am 
sure desire to speak, and perhaps another 
Senator who is not here. So if the 
unanimous-consent agreement should be 
made, and if we should meet at 11 o'clock 
and vote at 1 o'clock, so far as I know, 
those who desire to speak say that would 
provide all the time they require. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I appreciate that the 
Senator from Maryland has been very 
cooperative in trying . to work out this 
agreement . 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, God 
knows that nobody has been suppressed. 
There has been speech after speech. 
There was in the committee. We held 
the committee in <:;ession; and if anybody 
has said anything new since the first two 
or three speecpes in the committee, I 
have failed to hear it. It has been the 
same thing over and over again. 

I hope the request of the majority 
leader will be granted that we fix some 
hour for voting tomorrow. 

Mr. B~RKLEY. With that contin
gency with reference to the Senator from 
North Dakota. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, let me 
suggest an amendment. I ask the leader 
of the majority to amepd his request so 
that it will in substance provide that the 
Senate recess until 11 o'clock tomorrow 
morning, and that not later than 1 
o'clock in t~~ - afternoon a vote be taken 
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on this amendment; provided, however, 
that if the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. NYE] shall be absent, the vote shall 
not then occur until after he has been 
here 10 minutes. 

Mr. BARKLEY. How long would ·we 
have to wait for him to return after 1 
o'clock? 

Mr. AUSTIN. I cannot make the 
amendment more definite. I realize that 
that is an open-end transaction. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, that is 
an unusual request. Ordinarily, I do not 
think the Senate ought to set a precedent 
by fixing a time for anything contingent 
upon the indefinite return of some Sen
ator who absents himself from the 
Chamber or from the city; but in view 
of the practical certainty, as I have been 
assured by the Senator's office, that he 
will be here early in the morning, I atp 
willing to accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from Vermont. 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Kentucky, as modified? 

Mr. McCARRAN. What is the re
quest? 

Mr. BARKLEY. The request is that 
when the Senate recesses today it be 
until 11 o'clock tomorrow morning, and 
that not later than 1 o'clock tomorrow 
we proceed to vote, provided the Senator 
from North Dakota [Mr. NYE] is present, 
and that we do not vote until he has been 
in the Chamber at least 10 minutes. It 
may be a hardship on the Senator to 
require· that, but still I think it is a 
reasonable request. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 
am impressed by what the Senator from 
Kentucky had to say about the indefinite 
character of the proposed agreement. 
Why should it not be understood that it 
is contingent upon the return to the city 
of the Senator from North Dakota, and 
that if he does not return by the time 
stated, the Senate will not wait for his 
return? Otherwise, if he should not re
turn to the city, it would postpone the 
vote to some indefinite period in the 
future. 
· Mr. BARKLEY. I will say to the Sen
ator from Wyoming that, before leaving, 
the Senator from North Dakota con
sulted me about the probability of a vote 
this afternoon, and if there had been a 
prospect of a vote, he would not have 
left the city; but, upon being practically 
assured that there would not be a vote 
this afternoon, he left. It is my under
standing that he will return early tomor
row morning, because I am told by his 
§ecretary that he has appointments . in 
his office from 9 o'clock on. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. But if, for any rea
son, he should not return, under the 
agreement as the Senator has stated it, 
the Senate would be unable to vote.· 

Mr. BARKLEY. .we should have to 
make· a new agreement. That would be 
the sl,lbstance of it. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Now, may I ask 
whether, in the agreement as stated, 
there has been any effort to divide the 
time pro and con? I understand not. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I had made that sug
gestion before; but, if it is necessary to 
incorponrte it in · the amended request, I 
ask as a part of the agreement that the 

LXXXVII--230 

time shaH be equally divided-between the 
two sides, to be controlled by the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] in oppo
sition to the amendment, and by the 
Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN] in 
favor of the amendment. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. - It occured to me, 
from what the Senator from MarYland 
said and from what the Senator from Ne
vada said, that probably in less than an 
hour all the speeches against the amend
ment would have been completed; and I 
am sure it will take less than an hour for 
those who intend to support the amend
ment to complete their remarks. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I do not know that 
that order has anything to do with it. 
We are not bound by the order repre
sented by the expression of the Senator 
from Wyoming, I take it. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I am merely dis
cussing the agreement, not attempting to 
make any order. 

Mr. McCARRAN. I did not know. 
The Senator is very apt at that. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, reserving the right to object, it 
seems to me there has been some disposi
tion here ·on both sides of the Chamber 
more or less to give a pushing around to 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
NYEL I hold no brief for the Senator 
from North Dakota. So far as I am con
cerned, I am perfectly willing to vote 
right now on this amendment. I have 
already given notice that I do. not intend 
to speak on it; but I more or less resent 
the pushing around of the Senator from 
North Dakota, apparently by cooperation 
on both sides of the Chamber, on the 
matter of postponing this vote until to
morrow. One Senator rises and asks 
unanimous consent that the vote be post
poned until 10 minutes after the Sen
ator from North Dakota [Mr. NYE] gets 
back tomorrow. Another Senator says 
one thing, and another says another 
thing, apparently rather trying to leave 
the matter in the lap of the distinguished 
Senator from North Dakota. My dear 
friend the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
GLAss], who on occasion has been absent 
from the Senate for 3 or 4 months at a 
time--

Mr. GLASS. I deny that. I never 
was, in all the born days of my life, ab
sent from the Senate for 3 or 4 months. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, I have not yielded to the Senator 
from Virginia. He was absent for causes 
not under his control, for which I do not 
criticize him; but the Senator from Vir
ginia is very free, whenever he does ap
pear in the Senate, to criticize any other 
Senator who desires to debate any bill of 
which the Senator from Virginia has 
charge. 

Mr. President, if the Senator from Ken
tucky wants to present a request for any 
reasonable limitation on this debate
and I have already said that I myself do 
not wish to speak on the amendment-! 
shall be very glad to have that question 
stated so that we can understand it, with
out any reference to the Senator from 
North Dakota. 

Mr. BARKL~Y. Mr. President, it is 
impossible to state the agreement with
out referring to the Senator froni North 
Dakota, because the Senator from Ver-

mont [Mr. AusTIN] suggested that the 
Senator from North Dakota be made a 
part of the agreement, or, at least, that it 
be made contingFmt upon his return. 
The only reason why the Senator from 
North Dakota is injected into this discus
sion is because his absence makes it im
possible to get an agreement to vote at 
1 o'clock without the amendment sug
gested by the Senator from Vermont; and 
the Senator from Vermont is under a 
very natural obligation to carry out a 
promise he made to the Senator from 
North Dakota before he left that he would 
not agree to any limitation of debate or 
time to vote unless it gave the Senator 
from North Dakota a chance to speak for 
at least 10 minutes. I am trying to ac
commodate myself to the Senator from 
North Dakota. I do not know upon what 
mission he has departed from the city, or 
anything about it, but I am trying to 
accommodate the Senate to his situation. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, will the Senator yield? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I shall be glad 
to yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I resent the 
implications of. this discussion about the 
Senator from North Dakota just as much 
as I resented what was said when the 
former Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
Neely] accused the Senator from Ken
tucky of delaying the business of the 
Senate by going ofi on trips to see the 
Kentucky Derby. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I do not see what 
that has to do with the request I have 
made. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, it seems to me we ought to fix a 
reasonable time to vote without reference 
to any particular Senator, even though 
in doing so we give consideration to the 
convenience of some Senator. 
. Mr. BARKLEY. Does the Senator 
from Missouri object to having the agree
ment entered into in a form that· will 
guarantee that the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. NYE] shall be permitted to 
speak for 10 minutes on the pending 
amendment? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I object to 
that, because I think it is very bad par
liamentary practice. I agree with my 
friend the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
O'MAHONEY] that to try to fix a limita
tion on debate and say that a vote shall 
not be taken until 10 minutes after some 
Senator returns is very bad parliamen
tary practice. He may never return. 
[Laughter.] I do not know where he 
has gone. 

Mr. BARKLEY.- Is it a prophecy or 
a wish that the Senator is expressing? 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It is neither; 
but I say it is very bad parliamentary 
practice to agree that the Senate of the 
United States shall not vote on an im
portant question presented to it until 10 
minutes after some particular Senator 
returns. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I sub
mit the request. If any Senator desires 
to object, he is privileged to do so. 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, with ref
erence to the statement of the Senator 
from Missouri that the senior Senator 
from Virginia has been absent from the 
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Semite 3 or 4 months, I ·have been a 
Member of i.he Senate for 20 years and I 
have not been absent that length of time 
in the whole 20 years. I was absent for a 
time because I was desperately ill, and I 
have not yet recovered from that illness. 
I have sat here today for 5 hours waiting 
to vote on the proposal before us, when I 
should have been in bed, and I have not 
uttered a word of objection to any Sena
tor speaking as long as he desired, either 
in committee or on the floor, as the rec
ord will show. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, if the Senator from Kentucky will 
yield--

Mr. BARKLEY. I yield. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me say 

to the Senator from Virginia that I had 
no idea whatever of reflecting on him. 
I do know it to be a fact that he has been 
absent many days because of the state of 
his health, not at this session but at the 
last session, and I certainly was very 
happy that the Senator from Virginia 
came back at this session so well re
freshed in his health. I do say, however, 
that I do not· think the Senator from 
Virginia sho·uld return after an illness 
and criticize Senators who de~ire to dis
cuss a bill before us, which is what I 
understood b.im to do in his last remarks. 
So far as any charge of dereliction of 
duty on the part of the Senator from 
Virginia is concerned, of course, I re
pudiate any such thought, because every
one in the Senate knows that the Sena
tor from Virginia has been one of the 
most devoted of all the public servants of 
our country over a great many years. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request as modified? 

Mr. CLARK of Missow·i. What is the 
request? Let us find out what the request 
is on which we are to pass. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I wonder if the clerk 
could repeat the request in intelligible 
terms so that the Senator from Missouri 
could understand it. It seems I cannot. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk 
will read the request. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
That when the Senate concludes its busi

ness today it take a recess until 11 o'clock 
a m. tomorrow; that at not later than 1 
o'clock p. m. the Senate, without further de
bate, proceed to vote upon the pending 
amendment, and that the time for debate be 
equally divided between the opponents and 
the proponents, to be controlled, respectively, 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] 
and the Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN]: 
Provided, however, That in the event the Sen
ator from North Dakota [Mr. NYE] has not 
returned by 1 o'clock, th~ vote be temporari!y 
postponed until his return and he has had at 
least an opportunity to speak 10 minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi
dent, as fond as I am of the Senator from 
North Dakota, as closely as we have been 
associated on many public issues, I am 
not willing to allow the Senate of the 
United States to agree to any such limi
tation. I think it is ve-,:y bad practice. 
I think it is one under which any Senator 
of the United States might indefinitely 
hold up consideration of any measure, 
and therefore I feel constrained to object. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I will 
state the request again, without the Nye 

proviso. I ask .unanimous conserit that 
when the Senate concludes its business 
today it recess unti111 o'clock tomorrow; 
that at not later than 1 o'clock p, m. the 
Senate shall proceed to vote without 
further debate on the amendment now 
pending; that the time for debate be 
equally divided between the opponents 
and proponents of the amendment, to be 
controlled respectively by the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. TYDINGS] and the 
Senator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN]. 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I have 
no feeling about this matter, of course, 
except a desire to expedite the vote. In
sofar as that can be done consistently 
and accommodate the wishes of one who 
wants to leave the Senate early in the 
day, I want that done. But when I have 
given my word, I keep it, and on account 
of the undertaking I made with the Sen
ator from North Dakota [Mr. NYEl, I am 
obliged to object. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen
.ate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. · 
EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEE~ 

The following favorable committee re
ports of nomin~tions were submitted: 

By Mr. HAYDEN, from the Committee on 
Appropriati<IDs: 

John C. Fitzgerald, of Maine, to be Work 
Projects Administrator for Maine. 

By Mr. HAYDEN, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 
By Mr. ELLENDER, from the Committee 

on Nsval Affairs: 
Sundry officers for promotion in the Navy 

and in the Marine Corps. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 
McFA-RLAND in the chair). If there be no 
further reports of committees, the clerk 
will state the nominations on the calen
dar. 

THE JUDICIARY 

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Charles F. Uhl to be United States 
attorney for the western district of 
PennsYlvania. 

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

The legislative clerk read the nomina._ 
tion of Granville T. Norris to be United 
States marshal for the eastern district of 
Oklahoma. 

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

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of Joseph C. Reing to be United 
States marshal for the eastern district of 
Pennsylvania. 

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

The legislative clerk read the nomina
tion of William Holroyd McGinnis to be 
United States marshal for the sot1.thern 
district of West Virginia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomi?atiori is confirmed. 

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Diplomatic 
and Foreign Service. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations in the diplo
matic and foreign service are confirmed 
en bloc. 

POSTMASTERS 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters. 

Mr. HAYDEN. Is ask unanimous con
sent that the nominations of postmasters 
be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations of postmas
ters are confirmed en bloc. 

That completes the executive calendar. 
JOHN M. MORIN 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, yesterday in 
executive session the Senate confirmed 
the nomination of Han. John M. Morin 
to be a member of the United States 
Employees' Compensation Commission. 
I ask unanimous consent that the Presi
dent be notified forthwith of the con
firmation. Mr. Morin has been on the 
Commission for about 8 years, his term 
has expired, and he cannot serve until 
the President is notified of his confirma
tion and issues a new commission. It 
is very desirable that Mr. Morin continue 
with his duties on the Commission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request of the Senator 
from Alabama? The Chair hears none, 
and the President will be notified forth
with. 

RECESS 

Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses
sion, I move that the Senate take a re
cess until tomorrow at 11 o'clock a. m. 

The motion was agreed to; and <at 
5 o'clock and 17 minutes p. m.) the 
Senate took a recess until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, May 7, 1941, at 11 o'clock 
a.m. 

CONFffiMATIONS 
Executive nominations confirmed by 

the Senate May 6 (legislative day of May 
5)' 1941: 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 

Charles F. Uhl to be United States attorney 
for the western district of Pennsylvania. 

UNITED STATES MARsHALS 

Granville T. Norris to be United States 
marshal for the eastern district of Oklahoma, 

Joseph C. Reing to be United States mar
shal for the eastern district of Pennsylvania. 

William Holroyd McGinnis to be United 
States marshal for the southern district of 
West Virginia. 

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 

Robert H. McBride to be a Foreign Service 
officer, unclassified, a vice consul of career, 
and a secretary in the Diplomatic Service. 

PROMOTIONS 

To be Foreign Service officers of class 1: 
Erle R. Dickover Lowell C. Pinkerton 
Paul Knabenshue Walter Thurston 
Kenneth S. Patton 

To be Foreign Service officers of class 2: 
Raymond E. Cox Robert F. Kelley 
George K. Donald H. Earle Russell 
Frederick P. Hibbard Clarence J. Spiker 

To be Foreign Service officers of class 3 z 

Parker W. Buhrman Jefferson Patterson 
William E. DeCourcy John Rando'lph 
Edwin Carl Kemp Christian T. Steger · 
Lucien Memminger Harold L. Wtlliamson 
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To be Foreign Service officers of class 4: 

George H. Butler Austin R. Preston 
Fayette J. Flexer Joseph C. Satter-
Raleigh A. Gibson thwaite 
Julian F. Harrington Paul C. Squire 
Edmund B. Mont- George Tait 

gomery 

To be Foreign Service officers of class 5: 

Charles E. B_oh!en James W. Riddleberger 
John M. Cabot Alan N. Steyne 
Walton C. Ferris George P. Waller 
w. Perry George James R. Wilkinson 
Franklin C. Gowen Miss Frances E. Willis 
John H. Lord 

To be Foreign Service officers of class 6: 

Ware Adams Harry E. Stevens 
Homer M. Byington, Llewellyn E. Thomp-

Jr. son, Jr. 
William W. Corcoran Mason Turner 
Everett F. Drumright Carlos J. warner 
Elbridge Durbrow Thomas C. Wasson 
Harvey Lee Milbourne Eric C. Wendelin 
Harold B. Minor 

To be Foreign Service officers of class 7: 

Theodore C~ Achilles Maurice Pasque:t 
John Davies, Jr. George W. Renchard 
c. Burke Elbrick Arthur L. Richards 
Richard S. Huestis Henry E. Stebbins 
Foy D. Kohler Francis Bowden Stev-
Harrison Lewis ens 
F. Ridgway Linea- Laurence W. Taylor 

. weaver Clare H. Timberlake 
Robert G. McGregor, Robert F. Woodward 

. Jr. 
· To be Foreign Service officers of class 8: 

William K. Ailshie Douglas MacArthur 2d 
E. Tomlin Bailey J Graham Parsons 
Glen w. Bruner John C. Pool 
Andrew B. Foster William P. Snow 
Norris s. Haselton Carl W. Strom 
Easton T. Kelsey Arthur R. Williams 
Donal F. McGonigal 

POSTMASTERS 

ALABAMA 

Newton R. Shockley, Pell City. 
Emmett I. Cox, Springville. 

CALIFORNIA 

Harrison P. Gower, Death Valley. 
· Charles A. Beguhl, Goleta. 

CONNECTICUT 

Albert H. Buckingham, Roxbury. 

FLORIDA 

George W. Shuman, Dunnellon. 
William Edward Dewar, Largo. 
Lola D. Gall, Zephyrhills. 

GEORGIA 

Ernest L. Stephenson, Covington. 
Emmett Monroe Davis, Vidalia. 

IDAHO 

Harold A. Haymond, Genesee. 
Robert L. Anstine, Nezperce. 

INDIANA 

Levi B. Morehead, Atlanta. 
Arthur W. Govert, Griffith. 
Clarence A. Murphy, Linden. 
Gordon 0. Thurston, Shelbyville. 

IOWA 

Rolla T. Allen, Barnes City. 
Ellis E. Wiley, Diagonal. 
James A. Hollen, Eldon. 
Emaie B. A. Krause, Ionia. 
Vira S. Fosmark, Rembrandt. 

KANSAS 

Earl C. Biggs, Lebanon. 
Florence E. Westgate, Macksville. 

MARYLAND 

W. Louis Ryon, Waldorf. 

MISSISSIPl'I 

Nelms N. Northcross, Corinth. 
William Ellis May, Lake. 

NEW YORK 

James J. Harrigan, Chappaqua. 

NORTH CAROL IN A 

Hazel A. Sprinkle, Dobson. 
Robert A. Whitaker, Enfield . 

OREGON 

Arthur R. McDonald, Elkton. 
TEXAS 

Ruth V .. Roome, Bandera. 
Lallie Griffith, Bedias. · 
Benjamin C. Bass, Chandler. 
Benjamin F. Weatherford, Elkhart. 
Elzy R. Knowles, Gilmer. 
Levi C. Cowser, Goree. 
Sallie Hamilton, Richards. 
Walter E. Smith, Tahoka. 

VIRGINIA 

John Franklin Wolfenbarger, Clinchport. 
Harvey H. Russell, Marshall. 
John A. McConchie, Remington. 
Nan Elizabeth Crews, Saxe. 

WISCONSIN 

John William Moore, Sr., Dalton. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TUESDAY, MAY 6, 1941 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Mont

gomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Almighty God, we rejoice that this is 
our Father's world, and we would declare 
its Maker's praise. Thou dost hold the 
planets on their way. Thy providence 
guides the sparrow's flight and marks its 
fall. May we not be blind to Thy foot
prints in our daily lives. We thank Thee 
for life, for home and friends, for oppor
tunities and duties, and even for tempta
tions and trials. Grant that they may 
bring us to ourselves and in penitence. 
With a quiet temper, with the simplicity 
of a great purpose, and with the power 
of a well-ordered soul, may the burdens 
of today's duties be light. Let us culti
vate a mighty trust in our God, steadied 
by conviction, believing our times are in 
His hands and that He will guide us from 
the plots of wicked men. Teach us, 
blessed Lord, that there is a divine pur
pose in each life. Thus may we perform 
our tasks not with a feverish, over
whelmed, and burdened mind, but with 
calmness, fortified by seasons of with
drawal, · meditation, and prayer: We 
beseech Thee to fill our minds with wise. 
thoughts and set our ambitions on ob
jectives altogether worthy with the con
sciousness that there is no spot on earth 
that is common or barren over which the 
skies bend in solemn silence. Through 
Christ our Lord and Saviour. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of 
yesterday was read and approved. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

.- Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to extend my own 

remarks in the RECORD and to include 
therein two editorials and a newspaper 
article. · 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. FLAHERTY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own re
marks in the RECORD by placing thereii1 
a speech delivered by my colleague the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
CASEY] on Saturday night. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request o_f the gentleman from Massa
chusetts? 

There was no objection. · 
RESOLUTIONS OF EXECUTIVE COMMIT

TEE OF ·THE AMERICAN LEGION 

Mr. STEARNS of New Hampshire. 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to address the House for 1 minute. 

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

There was no objection. 
[Mr. STEARNS of New Hampshire 

addressed the House. His remarks ap
pear in the Appendix of the RECORD. J 

Mr. STEARNS of New Hampshire . 
Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the RECORD and 
to include therein the resolutions I have 
referred to. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
I:Iampshire? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at two different places in the 
RECORD and to include two communica
tions I have received. 
- The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich
igan? 

There was no objection. 
]\1:r. MARTIN J. KENNEDY. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my own remarks in the RECORD and 
to include therein a letter that was 
printed in the New York Times yester
day morning, written by a citizen of my 
State, and further that I may have per
mission to extend my own remarks in 
. the RECORD and to include an edito'rial 
that appeared in the New York Herald 
Tribune this morning. 

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

There was no objection. 
Mr. O'BRIEN of Michigan. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my own remarks in the RECORD 
and to include therein a copy of a bill 
introduced by me. 

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

There was no objection. 
FINLAND AND HER WAR DEBT 

Mr. BRADLEY of Michigan. Mr. 
Speaker, I · ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for 1 minute and to revise -and 
extend my remarks. 
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